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There’s no such thing as one cockroach: Bishop Barron and Martin Luther
 https://www.churchmilitant.com/video/episode/vortex-martin-luther-bishop-barron 
By Michael Voris, June 28, 2017 
My mother, God rest her soul, used to say, "There's no such thing as just one cockroach." Meaning of course, that when you see one, there were a whole bunch of others that you weren't seeing. A number of years ago, Bp. Robert Barron, came out publicly with the ludicrous statement that we have a reasonable hope that all men are saved. We and many others have profiled that statement numerous times, along with its profound underlying philosophical and theological errors.

That was the first cockroach. After that, another one came scurrying out when he was a guest on David Rubin's popular with secularists The Rubin Report. The topic of homosexuality came up, and Barron deflected and said he doesn't think it's helpful to oppose the legalization of sodomy as marriage. Not the right climate now.

By the way, Rome flat out disagrees, issuing a directive a few years back that these immoralities — this one in particular — must be vigorously opposed when legalized or attempted to be legalized. But the suave, sophisticated Barron, who always presents himself as "with it" does not agree. Cockroach number two.

Then just a few days ago, Bp. Barron let drop a whopper. He called Martin Luther a "mystic of grace." Cockroach number three. Yep, a man who ripped apart Christianity, whose actions set in motion a sequence of events that has resulted in hundreds of millions if not billions of souls over the centuries being deprived of the Holy Eucharist, misinterpreting the Sacred Scriptures, who died as an apostate-heretic excommunicate. This man, in Barron's estimation, is a mystic of grace.

He says he really loved the Faith. Pardon me, Bp. Barron, but that is like saying the child molester really loves his boy victim. How dare you say something like that. But given the previous cockroaches that have emerged, you can't really be surprised at this. Now, some of Barron's defenders of which he increasingly needs more, want to say, well, he doesn't mean it the way you all are twisting it. Oh, yes he does. It's very clear from everything else he says and how he says it that he views Martin Luther as some hero for Christ.

Why even bring this topic up at all? There's no need to lionize this man with a diabolical agenda. He threw out seven books of the Old Testament inspired by the Holy Spirit. When he translated the Latin Vulgate Bible into German, he inserted the word "alone" into St. Paul's letter to the Romans so he could distort the meaning of justification.

St. Paul wrote we are justified by faith. Luther edited St. Paul to say we are justified by faith alone. Luther viciously attacked the papacy, the Mass, the priesthood, the Church, Catholic Scriptures, the sacraments, and purgatory. He used to hurl his feces at what he imagined to be the devil, who he claims visited him every night in his cell. That the devil was near him frequently probably is true. Martin Luther forsook his vows as a priest. He married an ex-nun. He encouraged other religious to abandon their vows. He detested Jews and said their synagogues should be burned down as well as their homes, and they should either be killed or made into slaves. He encouraged the Peasant Uprising in Germany, and then we lost control of the mob, he switched sides and encouraged the massacre of 100,000 of them by the German nobles.

How in Hades is this man a "mystic of grace." What an imbecilic thing to say. Even if Barron has some esoteric "look how smart I am point" to make, the very fact that so many have reacted to his "I have much more profound insights than you do" comment, it's ridiculous for a bishop to speak like this. Want to talk about a mystic of grace, why not write and comment on St. Francis de Sales? Now, there's a mystic.

The year after Martin Luther went to his eternal judgment, St. Francis de Sales was born. He spent his lifetime trying to clean up the spiritual wreckage introduced by Luther's rebellion. Not long after Luther revolted, a string of other men took his lead and started tearing the Church apart with their own theologies, which for the record strongly disagreed with Luther's errant theology — one errant theology fighting with another errant theology.

One such errant preacher was John Calvin, a cruel, severe man who is the forerunner of today's so-called Reformed churches with their TULIP theology (acrostic for the five points of Calvinism). Calvin's stuff was completely off the wall, even teaching that God creates some people to be damned. But in the climate of rejecting the Church, much of his stuff was swallowed hook, line and sinker.

St. Francis de Sales, in an effort to win back a large number of former Catholics, went door to door for years to a town near his diocese that had flipped from Catholic to Calvinist. They eventually chased him out of the city, so he started slipping in at night, slipping little pamphlets he would write during the day, under their doors. 
He did this in the freezing cold, day after day, getting bloody, frost-bitten feet and sleeping in a tree where he tied himself to the branches so he wouldn't fall out when he was sleeping.

This went on for three years. Everyone abandoned him, even his closest relative. But God didn't. Because this man, who was combatting the genie that Luther had let out of the bottle, was a mystic of grace not Martin Luther. Luther did the work of Satan. St. Francis did the work of God. And to complete the story, his efforts were eventually blessed and successful — 30,000 people of the town came back to the One True Church that Luther had ripped apart.

This headlong rush to gloss over the chasm of differences between Catholicism and Protestantism is disturbing. And it rises to the level of insanity for a bishop, no less, to claim that the instigator of the entire revolution from within the Church, a priest no less, was a mystic of grace and that he loved the Faith.

Martin Luther loved the image he created in his own mind of the Church — his church, with his own scriptures and own teachings. He did not love the Church. For Bp. Barron to claim this is so wrong-headed and duplicitous and self-serving, it needs to be called out.

Should be interesting to see what the fourth cockroach looks like, and you can bet, it's there because there's no such thing as just one cockroach.
5 of 230 readers’ comments
1. Saint Fidelis would sign his name "soon to be food for worms". I wonder if Luther signed his name "soon to have a church named after me". See the difference Bishop Barron?

2. Yes, I don't know why Protestants do not see how dumb this is--Luther held up the bible and said, "This is inerrant." Then he threw away 7 full books because he disagree with their "inerrancy."

3. Bishop Barron on the spirituality/mentality of Luther, "a mystic of grace",

Cardinal Saint John Fisher (extremely knowing contemporary of Luther) on the same subject, "follows the mad dreams of his own head".

Well I know which opinion I am guided by, that of the one who is in heaven.

4. Bishop Barron would not have said what he said if he had read Facts About Luther, written 100 years ago by a Catholic Monsignor using predominantly Protestant sources to show who Luther really was. One cannot read that book and not pity those who call themselves Lutherans. The book is available on Amazon for a reasonable price.

5. The Vatican issued Martin Luther stamps for the 500th anniversary of the Luther heresy. Maybe Bishop Barron should sell these stamps to raise money for the disgraceful Archdiocese of Los Angeles (to get funds for his false teaching). Barron and the Church need our prayers.
A Pope and a Priest Say -'Don't Worry Too Much About Hell'
https://thewildvoice.org/pope-francis-barron-denies-hell/ EXTRACT
April 11, 2015/July 8, 2017
[…]
Father Robert Barron – I Reasonably Absolve You of Your Worry
Father Robert Barron in a YouTube video titled 'Fr. Robert Barron on Whether Hell is Crowded or Empty'




In this video, Father Robert Barron first discusses many extreme positions about Hell, all of which belong to past doctors of the Church. Some would lean towards the most positive resolution predicting eternal salvation for all souls (including the fallen angels) to theories proposing the antipodal picture of a tiny group of souls as being the only rose to ever taste eternal glory. After this manipulating roller-coaster of scenarios, he finally begins discussing the position of Swiss Catholic theologian Hans Urs von Balthasar, crediting him with the idea that 'we may reasonably hope that all people will be saved'. 
This is the idea that Fr. Robert Barron professes to agree with most. It is not until five and a half minutes into the video that we really begin to hear what Father Robert Barron personally believes. Here are his words:

"God has gone to the limits of God-forsakenness to effect this salvation. Can it be resisted? Yes. And that's why we have to hold to the existence of Hell, at least as a possibility. See, Hell or Gehenna, the fire, all that, those are spatial and visual metaphors for the state of deep loneliness that comes from having rejected the Divine Love. That's how I put it. Hell is not so much a place, we use spatial metaphors for it. It's a condition, a state of being. It's having refused in freedom the Divine Love and it results in this terrible loneliness. We have to accept the possibility of Hell. We have to accept the existence of it as possibility because of human freedom. But, are any human beings in Hell? We don't know. We don't know. The Church has never declared on that subject and, and we may pray that all be saved and may even reasonably hope that all people be saved."
He then quotes C.S. Lewis and goes on by saying that "it's not so much that God sends someone to Hell and then locks the door. Rather, we send ourselves there. IF anyone's in Hell, he or she has sent himself or sent herself there and now has locked the door. I've used the image before of Heaven's like this great party, it's a share in the Divine Life, everyone's invited. Hell would be the state of that person who has slunk into the corner and refused to join the party – has locked himself in to this dark and sad and lonely place. Not so much sent there by an avenging God, but a self-imposed exile. That's Hell as a possibility."
Finally, as if the words of a writer mattered more than the ones of a saint like sister Faustina Kowalska whose vision of Hell remains unmentioned, the priest re-quotes C.S. Lewis and smartly ends his discourse with "bottom line: We may reasonably hope that all people will be saved."
The Incredible Shrinking Bishop Barron
http://www.onepeterfive.com/the-incredible-shrinking-bishop-barron/ 

By Maureen Mullarkey, November 23, 2015
I have never been more than an occasional viewer of Fr. Robert Barron’s Word on Fire chats. His recent televised interview with EWTN’s Catherine Szeltner put paid to whatever interest I had.

Newly elevated to an auxiliary bishop in the sprawling L.A. diocese, now-Bp. Barron was in Baltimore for his initial appearance among the USCCB. Ms. Szeltner was on hand to ask how Catholics should respond to the slaughter in Paris. “How should they react?” she wondered, as if Catholics were dependent on guidance in their attitude toward carnage.

This was hardly a spontaneous interview. Chairs had been set. The bishop had not been caught on the run; he was not speaking off the cuff. On the contrary, it is standard practice to establish before air time which questions will be asked. Ms. Szeltner was wide-eyed with anticipation for an answer that had already been rehearsed. Here was the fledgling bishop’s moment to affirm public solidarity with the mantra of love heralding the Year of Mercy. Which—the Vatican just announced—extends to Muslims.

Barron began with a self-reverential response that carried a hint of conceit for having been placed among the great and the good. Our new bishop has ascended above even just anger. The massacre aroused no outrage, not even a wince of distaste. Rather, his first words were on fire with … nostalgia. He found the atrocity “especially poignant” because he had studied in Paris for three years.  And because he remembered some of the locations involved, the attacks were “moving and poignant.”

Not obscene, not demonic, foul or repellant. Poignant. It is a word appropriate for the death of a kitten. Applied to the murder and maiming of innocents, it is worse than unfitting. It is shameful.
He glided on to a serene tutorial on mercy, on the obligation to “respond to violence with love,” and “to fight hatred with love.” He enjoined Catholics to mercy and “a non-violent stance.” Listening, I realized why I have never been able to cotton to Word on Fire: Barron is smarmy. His genial TV persona has none of the alert, intellectual muscularity of Fulton Sheen whose lead he presumes to follow. This time on camera, he confused Paris in 2015 with Selma, Alabama in 1965.

Sanctimonious appeal to non-violence is typical of middle-brow respect for the strategy of King—learned from Gandhi—minus any grasp of its genius. There is nothing commensurate between the cultural situation of the American civil rights movement and the events in Paris. To try to impose the conditions of that movement onto Islamic jihad is astonishing in its obtuseness. Mercy is vacated of all meaning when it is used as an excuse for blindness to history, or for inaction in the face of present realities.

King adopted Gandhi’s strategy of non-violence because he understood the nature of the correspondence between American blacks and Indians under British rule. In their different ways and to different degrees, both peoples were subordinate. Their only tool against potentially crushing power was civil disobedience, the crucial tactic of non-violence. Without recourse to civil disobedience, non-violence is no more than passivity. Not only is the tactic impossible against Islamic terrorism, calls for non-violence invite further aggression.

Gandhi, trained as a lawyer in London, was intimate with the basic decency of British culture. His insistence on civil disobedience disarmed Britain only because the British were a people steeped in a Christian ethos, in a sense of fair play, and belief in human rights and the rule of law. As King knew, these animated the American soul as well. They do not apply to resurgent Islam.

Genocide was never the end game of either the British or the segregationist forces in the United States. Genocide—mitigated only by conversion or the slavery of dhimmitude— is an objective of Islam. Barron misleads his audience with bankrupt, Vatican-stroking noises about nonviolence.
The limited applications of non-violence were obvious when, in 1938, Gandhi advised Europe’s Jews to practice nonviolent resistance against Nazi persecution. In some mystical way, this would supposedly result in Germany’s moral reformation. Nearly eighty years later, Bishop Barron offers the same futile rationale—in the name of Christ crucified—to Catholics.

Inversion of circumstances between Islam and the West is as bizarre as it is reckless. Non-violence is the resort of the weak against the strong. By inviting Catholics to adopt “a non-violent stance” against jihad, Barron insinuates assent to inferiority. It is a failure of will dressed in Christian idiom. Call it submission.

In practical terms, what does it mean to respond with love to genocidal intention? How is non-violence applicable to a contest of civilizations in which one side is committed to the annihilation of the other? Wherein lies the moral force of non-violence against a bloodlust cultivated for fourteen hundred years?

Gandhi’s notorious advice to Jews was tantamount to telling them to march quietly to the ovens. Whether satyagraha serves freedom or a final solution depends on the variables of situation. Bishop Barron’s inability to discern critical distinctions makes his ministry dangerous.

He remains a cheery, good-natured promoter. Sadly, what he promotes is dhimmitude.

Maureen Mullarkey is a senior contributor to The Federalist. She keeps a weblog at StudioMatters.com.
Editor’s Note: Brandon Vogt, who serves as the Content Director for Bishop Robert Barron’s Word on Fire Catholic Ministries, contacted us to say that “Bishop Barron was grabbed by the interviewer as he was walking through the room and invited to sit down for an interview. He had no advance notice, no idea what questions would be asked, and his answers were given on the fly, without preparation.”

Here’s the interview in question, which was not included in the original post. We’ll leave it to the viewers to decide if Bishop Barron’s lack of preparation affected his readiness to respond:
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6 of 278 readers’ comments
1. Excellent article Maureen. Bishop Barron, echoing the ersatz mercy of Pope Francis, calls us to suicide or slavery in the face Muslim religious genocide has destroyed whatever credibility he had. Such thinking is evil or insane. What the Catholic Church should be doing at this most solemn and frightening moment is to reassert her centuries long condemnation of radical Islam and call on the armies of the civilized world to defeat it.

2. The Bishop Barron's of the world will get you killed in the name of false mercy and phony ecumenism. Just what we need another effeminate minded Bishop. Where are the warriors in the Church Hierarchy? In the Dioceses? In the Parishes? Where have all the men gone? Taylor Marshall had a great post regarding what St Thomas Aquinas would say on the Muslim/Immigration Issue. You can just imagine what he would have said on the Paris Terrorist Attacks. 

He continued the discussion on Islam with his latest post. Must reading for everyone. http://taylormarshall.com/2...
3. Thank you. This article helps me with my preaching. After Paris, I spoke about the phrase "I desire mercy and not sacrifice" and that the sacrifice of these lives and of the homicide bombers themselves would not be pleasing to God, based on psalm 51. There is no room for human sacrifice in pleasing God. There is another phrase I used, "A time will come when those who kill you will think they are doing a holy service for God." By contrast, God is pleased with the rational and unbloody sacrifice of the Eucharist. I also spoke about Mary, the perfect model for this sacrifice of humility, and how we could pray for the victims because if they weren't in a state of grace when they were murdered, she can help, even now. Mary teaches Jesus what it means to be a man, and we must turn to her to teach young men today about being men of self-sacrifice and how to use their male energy well and not violently. –Fr. Jeffrey

4. I did enjoy Bishop Barron's "Catholicism" but have been disappointed to see him kiss the hem of Francis whom he calls "the bomb." This papacy is fraught with problems due to the scrambled thinking of this pope. It is more than irritating to see a well-formed Catholic intellectual like Barron roll over like a puppy for this pope. I hope he is not going to be one of the many weak American bishops who kowtow to Francis's modernist whims.

5. I stopped listening to 'Bishop' Barron after he made the comment that there was almost no one in hell. It was very disappointing to realize that he was one of the 'everyone goes to heaven' crowd of prelates that has permeated the Church. That was the turning point for me, sadly.

6. It is precisely because people have read great philosophers - and the Fathers of the Church, who were great philosophers - that they can discern that the good bishop is not it.

Bad bishops, bad politics

http://www.churchmilitant.com/video/episode/the-vortexbest-of-bad-bishops-bad-politics 9:24 EXTRACT
By Michael Voris, September 4, 2015  
Whatever evil was manifest 30, 40, 50 years ago in those clerics is still going strong today. From Bishop-Elect Barron's wicked "No one really goes to Hell" implication to Fr. Jonathan Morris' supporting of error in cheering a fallen-away Catholic's misguided immoral decision to attend a gay wedding, the list continues to grow of villainous clergy who will have laid waste attempts to re-energize the Church in Her most critical hour.

These abominations must be challenged, exposed and confronted.

None So Blind. The survey rankings from our Top 20 Most Dangerous Catholics 

http://www.churchmilitant.com/video/episode/none-so-blind VIDEO 09:42 EXTRACT
By Michael Voris, February 9, 2016 
We have the results of the survey of the Top 20 Most Dangerous Catholics according to you. Before we get to it though, a couple of thoughts.  

The men on this list have caused great damage to the Church, some directly, others indirectly when compared to each other. Some brought philosophical ideas to the Church that, in their pride, they clung to without realizing or acknowledging the crisis their thoughts would bring about. Others on the list ran with the ideas and helped to popularize them in the minds of the media and the more common folk.
Others have been instrumental in actually implementing these ideas in the main, whether in liturgy, catechesis, seminary training, and a whole lot of other ways.

So there is a kind of "links in the chain" aspect to all of this. Each link in the chain — whether first, last or in between — serves the work of the whole chain. That's why, in some ways, ranking who was most dangerous proved to be a difficult task. But 1500 of you did respond and ranked the 20 men as you saw fit.

Second thought: It's important to note that many of the men on this list, far from being viewed as dangerous, are actually recognized as sorts of heroes by the Church of Nice establishment and its clergy — which, of course, stands to reason. That's why the Church of Nice is so messed up and disappearing faster than water going down the toilet.

For example, Bishop Robert Barron, in a little responded-to blog post last December, actually calls out some of the men on our list and praises them, calling them intellectual heavyweights, saying of them, "Without these monumental figures, the rich teaching of Vatican II would never have emerged."

Talk about "there is none so blind as those who will not see."

Among the names that Barron offers as intellectuals who helped surface the rich teaching of Vatican II:

(Hans Küng, a foremost leading modernist in the Church for decades now, forbidden by the Vatican from teaching theology.

(Edward Schillebeeckx, who wrote a Catechism that the Vatican castigated him for and was used to wipe out school-age catechesis in the West.

(Karl Rahner, who was personally rebuked by Pope Paul VI for his odd attempts to re-explain Catholic doctrine on the Eucharist, replacing the St. Thomas term of "transubstantiation" with "transfinalization," which drew the ire of the Holy Father.

(And Hans Urs von Balthasar, who has drawn a distinction between (his words) "pre-Easter Jesus and post-Easter Jesus" to help support his erroneous claim that we have a reasonable hope that all men are saved — a claim which stands in direct contradiction to dozens and dozens of saints, including St. Thomas Aquinas and St. Augustine, whom Bishop Barron implies "have it wrong" about most people being damned.

That now-Bishop Barron would offer praise for men like this who have caused havoc in the Church — regardless of whatever their intentions might have been — is irresponsible for a successor of the Apostles.

One enormous temptation for clerics in these days of confusion in the Church is for them to try and act like they are smart and cool and understand stuff more than the little people. In certain circles in the Church, the martini and cocktail crowd of clerics who like to stand around trying to impress each other, names like von Balthasar and Küng and Rahner and Schillebeeckx get thrown around about as frequently as fine dinners are eaten and cocktails knocked back.

But this has very little do with saving souls. It has much more to do with trying to look smart, and be thought of as being in "the school of cool." 
In their day, many of the men on our Top 20 list were celebrated as being the greatest thing since sliced bread. They had all the answers to how to deal with modern man. They proposed all kinds of novelties and innovative ideas to make the Church more relevant. Their ideas went bust. The Church went out to meet the world and got mowed down because of what these men and others proposed and their disciples advanced. 

Bishop Barron's article, curiously, was comparing why the Church in the West was falling flat compared to the Church in Africa that's thriving. He correctly identifies that the issue is the Church in the West has become too non-supernatural — which happens when you run around saying practically everyone goes to Heaven, compared to the Church in Africa, which has a very heavy focus on the supernatural — meaning, in part, they don't say everyone is going to Heaven. See how that works?

So there is a case of clerical schizophrenia here in what Bishop Barron correctly observes and incorrectly advises. Near the end of his article, for example, he recommends "a thoughtful consideration of the pivotal European theologians of the Vatican II era."

Yeah! Because that's worked so well in the West. Africa, if you are listening, have nothing to do with these too-smart-for-their-own-britches theologians who destroyed the Church in the West. And start a revolution in the Church if you start getting bishops who tell you to begin listening to these men.

It's also helpful to know that immediately following the Council, these men were linked arm in arm with many other big names, like Joseph Ratzinger, Henri de Lubac, Yves Congar, Karol Wojtyla. They helped launch a theological journal called Concilium, which was meant to carry on the bogus so-called "Spirit of Vatican II*."

But within a very short time, controversies and arguments erupted among many of these allies, and they ended up parting ways because of differing theological views. The less progressive crowd started their own Journal called Communio, where they often challenged the more modernist-progressive ideas of their former colleagues over at Concilium.

Many of the individuals that Bishop Barron praises are the ones who remained at the modernist-progressive journal, like Schillebeeckx and Küng. Even those who broke away and went to Communio are not exempt from the cause of liberalism just because they were less progressive than those they disagreed with.  

Regardless of their motives, they unleashed forces in the Church which have destroyed the Faith of hundreds of millions of Catholics and have been responsible for the loss of countless souls, the abandonment of religious vows, the rejection of Church teaching across the board and so forth. That's why they are on the Top 20 list of most dangerous.

*THE FRANCIS EFFECT & WHO AM I TO JUDGE-THE SPIRIT OF VATICAN COUNCIL II? 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_FRANCIS_EFFECT_&_WHO_AM_I_TO_JUDGE-THE_SPIRIT_OF_VATICAN_COUNCIL_II.doc
Bishop Robert Barron is an auxiliary bishop of the Archdiocese of Los Angeles and the founder of Word on Fire Catholic Ministries.

RELATED FILES
EXSURGE DOMINE AND DECET ROMANUM PONTIFICEM EXCOMMUNICATING MARTIN LUTHER LEO X JUNE 15, 1520 and JANUARY 3, 1521
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/EXSURGE_DOMINE_AND_DECET_ROMANUM_PONTIFICEM.doc
MORTALIUM ANIMOS-ENCYCLICAL ON RELIGIOUS UNITY PIUS XI JANUARY 6, 1928 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/MORTALIUM_ANIMOS-ENCYCLICAL_ON_RELIGIOUS_UNITY.doc
HUMANI GENERIS-CONCERNING FALSE OPINIONS THREATENING TO UNDERMINE CATHOLIC DOCTRINE PIUS XII AUGUST 12, 1950
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/HUMANI_GENERIS-CONCERNING_FALSE_OPINIONS_THREATENING_TO_UNDERMINE_CATHOLIC_DOCTRINE.doc
FROM CONFLICT TO COMMUNION THE PONTIFICAL COUNCIL FOR PROMOTING CHRISTIAN UNITY and THE LUTHERAN WORLD FEDERATION 2013
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/FROM_CONFLICT_TO_COMMUNION.doc 

JOINT DECLARATION ON THE DOCTRINE OF JUSTIFICATION BY THE LUTHERAN WORLD FEDERATION and THE CATHOLIC CHURCH 31 OCTOBER 1999
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/JOINT_DECLARATION_ON_THE_DOCTRINE_OF_JUSTIFICATION.doc
ECUMENICAL PRAYER-MAY CATHOLICS PRAY WITH PROTESTANTS 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/ECUMENICAL_PRAYER-MAY_CATHOLICS_PRAY_WITH_PROTESTANTS.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 30-ECUMENISM WITH PROTESTANTS 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_30-ECUMENISM_WITH_PROTESTANTS.doc
LUTHERANISM PROTESTANTISM AND THE FALSE NEW ECUMENISM 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/LUTHERANISM_PROTESTANTISM_AND_THE_FALSE_NEW_ECUMENISM.doc
PLEASE DONT CALL PROTESTANTS CHRISTIANS 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/PLEASE_DONT_CALL_PROTESTANTS_CHRISTIANS.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 23-THE LUTHERANIZATION OF THE CATHOLIC CHURCH 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_23-THE_LUTHERANIZATION_OF_THE_CATHOLIC_CHURCH.doc 
A LUTHERANS CASE FOR CATHOLICISM 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/A_LUTHERANS_CASE_FOR_CATHOLICISM.doc
LUTHER-NO ABSOLUTELY NO 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/LUTHER-NO_ABSOLUTELY_NO.doc
28 TESTIMONIES OF LUTHERANS WHO CONVERTED TO CATHOLICISM

TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-27 JOANNA WAHLUND 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-27.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-28 NICOLE MOTSCH-DEMILLE 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-28.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-29 RICHARD LANE 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-29.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-30 GEORGE M. SIPE 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-30.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-72 ROBERT KOONS 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-72.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-87 MICHAEL ROOT 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-87.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-105 BARBARA ZELENKO 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-105.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-138 PAUL & CAROL QUIST 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-138.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-141 THOMAS MCMICHAEL 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-141.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-142 MICKEY MATTOX 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-142.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-143 BRUCE D. MARSHALL 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-143.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-144 REINHARD HUTTER

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-144.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-153 DAVID W. FAGERBERG 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-153.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-154 PHILIP MAX JOHNSON 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-154.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-161 JOAN TUSSING 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-161.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-167 ELIZABETH FICOCELLI 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-167.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-173 TIM AND MARY DRAKE 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-173.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-176 JAMES BARRAND 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-176.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-194 MATT GIBSON 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-194.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-207 SIGRID UNSET 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-207.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-221 BONNIE 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-221.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-230 GREG AND TRACIE 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-230.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-243 KEN WILSKER 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-243.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-288 KARL KOHLHASE

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-288.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-294 TODD VON KAMPEN 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-294.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-315 KELLY 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-315.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-350 LEXIE AMANN 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-350.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-372 CARL LOEWENSTINE
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-372.doc
10 TESTIMONIES OF THE CONVERSION OF LUTHERAN PASTORS TO CATHOLICISM
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-55 GREGORY LOCKWOOD

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-55.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-88 LEONARD KLEIN

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-88.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-96 ROBERT LOUIS WILKEN

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-96.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-97 PATRICIA IRELAND

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-97.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-98 JENNIFER MEHL FERRARA 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-98.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-139 RICHARD & RUTH BALLARD 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-139.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-140 PAUL ABBE 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-140.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-155 JOHN W. FENTON 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-155.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-361 DAVID SCHUTZ 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-361.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-368 RUSSELL SALTZMAN 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-368.doc
2 TESTIMONIES OF LUTHERANS WHO BECAME CATHOLIC PRIESTS
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-192 FR. EBASTIAN WALSHE 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-192.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-380 FR. JOHN ZUHLSDORF  
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-380.doc
1 TESTIMONY OF A LUTHERAN WHO BECAME A THIRD ORDER CARMELITE
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-369 EDELTRAUT KLUETING 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-369.doc
4 TESTIMONIES OF LUTHERAN PASTORS WHO BECAME CATHOLIC PRIESTS
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-78 RICHARD JOHN NEUHAUS 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-78.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-86 JOSEPH JACOBSON

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-86.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-150 LOUIS BOUYER

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-150.doc
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-369 HARM KLUETING 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-369.doc   
