[image: image1.jpg]FROM DARKNESS TO LIGHT

METAMORPHOSE

A Catholic Ministry for Exposing the Truth about Alternative Medicine, the Oceult in Reiki
Pranic Healing and Oriental Spiritual Exercises of the New Age Movement

For queries and detaied information, piease call on MICHAEL PRABHU

MICHAEL PRABHU, #12, Dawn Apartments, 22, Leith Castle South Street, Chennal 600 028, INDIA.
Phone : +91 (44) 24611606, e-mail : michaelprabhu@vsni.net - website : wiww.ephesians-511.net





DECEMBER 2, 2017
Apologetics debate with an anti-Catholic
By Catholic apologist John Martignoni
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Introduction
A little over a year ago, I mistakenly sent out a notice for a local Catholic men's conference here in Birmingham to my entire newsletter list, which goes to all 50 states and some 60+ countries around the world.  Well, I received a response to that email from a gentleman named Matt Slick. I know some of you are familiar with Mr. Slick since I have received emails from time-to-time asking me to respond to the anti-Catholic materials he has posted on his website.  For those of you who are not familiar with him, he has an apologetics ministry called - The Christian Apologetics & Research Ministry (CARM).  You can see his work at this website: carm.org.  

Well, his response to my email about the Catholic men's conference consisted of the following: "Hmmm…But Catholicism preaches a false gospel." -Matt
So, I took it upon myself to respond to his email as follows:

"Oh, goodness me!  Of course it does...what was I thinking?!  I meant to announce the conference I'm having with speaker Matt Slick:

Topic 1: The Gospel According to Matt Slick

Topic 2: Matt Slick Traces His Line of Authority Back to the Apostles

Topic 3: The Infallibility of Matt Slick

Topic 4: We're still working on topic #4, but I know it's going to be a good one...

Can I put you down for one reservation?

God bless!

John"

I never heard back from him after my email, but since then, I've had it rolling around in my brain that I need to take a look at his materials and write up a response.  Well, I've finally gotten around to doing so.  What I'm going to do, though, is a little bit different than what I usually do.  Instead of giving you what he says, and then following immediately with my comments, I'm going to give you what he says first, in this newsletter, and then follow up with my comments in the next newsletter.  I'm doing it this way because I want you to take a week or so to think about what he has said, and then see if you can write up a response to it.  You can call this a catechetical exercise.  I want you to see if you can hone in on the errors he makes - and, just so you know, there are indeed a number of errors in the material below - and email me with what you think he has done wrong.  You don't have to do a full analysis is of the whole piece, but see if you can pick out at least one or two points where he went astray, and send them to me.  Now, I won't be able to answer all of the emails individually, but I'll sum up some of the points made in the emails I receive, and give my analysis in the next newsletter.

So, below is the first part of an article he has on his website entitled, "The Gospel for Roman Catholics."  He should really call it, "The Gospel According to Matt Slick," or, perhaps, "Roman Catholicism According to Mr. Slick."  Anyway, this is his version of what Catholics teach.  You can find the whole thing on his website under "World Religions" and then "Roman Catholicism."  So, read it over, think about how you would respond to it, and then shoot me an email with your response if you are of a mind to.  And, as I said, I will put my response to it in my next newsletter, and then I'll probably do something similar with the 2nd half of this particular article in the newsletter after that one.  And, who knows, maybe I'll look at a few of his articles before all is said and done.

The Gospel for Roman Catholics by Matt Slick
This paper is written in two parts.  The first explains and documents the Roman Catholic Church's position on justification.  The second part presents the true gospel in contrast to the Catholic Church's position.  If you want to go straight to the gospel presentation for Catholics, simply scroll down the page.

Because of the great emphasis on Sacred Tradition within the Catholic Church and because so many Roman Catholics appeal to the authority of the Roman Catholic Church, the Word of God is often placed after the Catholic Church itself in relation to authority.  

Because of this, many Catholics appeal to their works, in combination with the sacrifice of Christ as a means of being justified before God.  The Council of Trent expresses this plainly:

"If any one saith, that man is truly absolved from his sins and justified, because he assuredly believed himself absolved and justified; or, that no one is truly justified but he who believes himself justified; and that, by this faith alone, absolution and justification are effected; let him be anathema." (Canon 14).

Justification is the legal declaration by God upon the sinner where God declares the sinner righteous in His sight.  This justification is based completely and solely on the work of Christ on the cross.  We cannot earn justification or merit justification in any way.  If we could, then Christ died needlessly.  "I do not nullify the grace of God; for if righteousness comes through the Law, then Christ died needlessly," (Gal. 2:21).  Because righteousness cannot come through the Law (through our efforts of merit), the Bible declares that we are justified before God by faith:

("Therefore we conclude that a man is justified by faith without the deeds of the law," (Rom. 3:28).

("For what saith the scripture? Abraham believed God, and it was counted unto him for righteousness," (Rom. 4:3).

("But to the one who does not work, but believes in Him who justifies the ungodly, his faith is reckoned as righteousness," (Rom. 4:5).

("Therefore being justified by faith, we have peace with God through our Lord Jesus Christ," (Rom. 5:1).

("For by grace are ye saved through faith; and that not of yourselves: it is the gift of God," (Eph. 2:8).

However, in Roman Catholicism, justification by faith is denied.

"If anyone shall say that justifying faith is nothing else than confidence in the divine mercy pardoning sins for Christ's sake, or that it is that confidence alone by which we are justified ... let him be accursed," (Canon 12, Council of Trent).

Which are we to believe?  The Roman Catholic Church or God's word?  Furthermore, the RCC states that justification is received not by faith, but by baptism.   The Catechism of the Catholic Church says in paragraph, 1992, that "...justification is conferred in Baptism, the sacrament of faith."   This means that faith is not the instrument of obtaining justification; instead, it is an ordinance performed by a priest in the Roman Catholic Church.

Furthermore, baptism is only the initial grace along the road of justification.  The Roman Catholic is to then maintain his position before God by his efforts.

"No one can MERIT the initial grace which is at the origin of conversion. Moved by the Holy Spirit, we can MERIT for ourselves and for others all the graces needed to attain eternal life, as well as necessary temporal goods," (Catechism of the Catholic Church (CCC), par. 2027).

The problem here is that the RCC is teaching us to "merit for ourselves and for others all the graces need to attain eternal life."  You cannot merit grace.  Grace is unmerited favor.  Merit is, according to the CCC, par. 2006, "...the recompense owed by a community or a society for the action of one of its members, experienced either as beneficial or harmful, deserving reward or punishment..." CCC 2006.  This means that merit is something owed.  By contrast, grace is something not owed.  Therefore, the RCC is teaching contrary to God's word regarding grace and justification.

The sad result is that in Roman Catholicism, justification before God is a process that is maintained by the effort and works of the Roman Catholic.  This is a very unfortunate teaching since it puts the unbearable burden of works righteousness upon the shoulders of the sinner.  By contrast, the Bible teaches that justification/salvation is by faith.

("But to the one who does not work, but believes in Him who justifies the ungodly, his faith is reckoned as righteousness," (Rom. 4:5).

("Therefore being justified by faith, we have peace with God through our Lord Jesus Christ," (Rom. 5:1).

("For by grace are ye saved through faith; and that not of yourselves: it is the gift of God," (Eph. 2:8).
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Introduction

Last week I posted the first half of an article that I found on the website of Matt Slick, an anti-Catholic apologist and asked you to think about how you would respond.  I received a number of emails from you guys with your responses.  Got some very good responses, some pretty good responses, some okay responses, and some not so good responses.  But, for the okay and not so good responses, there is some good news - the problem was not so much content, as it was presentation.  I wanted you to think about how you would respond via email, or in person, directly to someone who presented this stuff to you - but I may not have been adequately clear on that.  The content of the "okay" and "not so good" responses was generally pretty good but it was not presented in a way that would not get you very far in a dialogue.  A lot of you answered the questions or responded to the accusations in Slick's material, and that was it.  You did not ask questions of your own and, in my experience, that is where you can really make some headway with folks - by asking them questions instead of always answering the questions.  Answer the questions with questions.  I would say you guys seem to generally know your stuff - which puts you ahead of about 99% of the Catholics out there - you just in some cases need to sharpen your technique.  So, overall, nice job people!

So, this week I am going to first present Mr. Slick's material again, then go piece by piece to respond to it. 

The Gospel for Roman Catholics by Matt Slick
This paper is written in two parts.  The first explains and documents the Roman Catholic Church's position on justification.  The second part presents the true gospel in contrast to the Catholic Church's position.  If you want to go straight to the gospel presentation for Catholics, simply scroll down the page.
My Response:
Matt, is it possible...just possible...that your perception and understanding of Catholic teaching could be influenced by prejudice, ignorance, and/or pre-existing beliefs about the Catholic Church on your part?

Strategy/Thoughts:
I want him to at least admit to the "possibility" that his understanding of Catholic teaching could be flawed, and I want every one of his like-minded readers to think about that possibility.  Let us be clear that he "explains" the Roman Catholic Church's position on justification according to Matt Slick's very fallible, and very skewed, interpretation and understanding of the Roman Catholic Church's position on justification, and that he "documents" the Church's position on justification in a pretty selective manner.  It seems Mr. Slick is more than willing to quote, out of context, from one part of a Catholic source that seems to fit the warped version of the Catholic Church that he is trying to make people believe, but he somehow neglects, on a pretty consistent basis, to quote from the parts of those same Catholic sources that don't fit his warped version of the Catholic Church.  Hmmm...

Mr. Slick:
Because of the great emphasis on Sacred Tradition within the Catholic Church and because so many Roman Catholics appeal to the authority of the Roman Catholic Church, the Word of God is often placed after the Catholic Church itself in relation to authority.  

My Response:
Matt, you are right on both counts - there is a great emphasis on Sacred Tradition within the Catholic Church, and Catholics do indeed have a tendency to appeal to the authority of the Catholic Church, but your conclusion that the Word of God is thus placed after the Catholic Church in terms of authority, simply doesn't hold.  First of all, I would like to say that we place no more emphasis on Sacred Tradition than did the Apostle Paul: "I commend you because you remember me in everything and maintain the traditions even as I have delivered them to you," (1 Cor 11:2); "So then, brethren, stand firm and hold to the traditions which you were taught by us, either by word of mouth or by letter," (2 Thes 2:15); "And we also thank God constantly for this, that when you received the word of God which you heard from us, you accepted it not as the word of men but as what it really is, the word of God," (1 Thes 2:13).  Does not Paul place equal emphasis on the Word of God which folks received from him either in writing or by word of mouth?  Yes or no? 

Secondly, you didn't really mention why Catholics appeal to the authority of the Church, did you?  So, I will ask you: For what reason exactly do Catholics appeal to the authority of the Catholic Church?  Aren't they appealing to the authority of the Catholic Church in its role as the authentic interpreter of Scripture?  Catechism of the Catholic Church (CCC), paragraph #85, "The task of giving an authentic interpretation of the Word of God, whether in its written form or in the form of Tradition, has been entrusted to the living, teaching office of the Church alone.  Its authority in this matter is exercised in the name of Jesus Christ."  In other words, Mr. Slick, when Catholics appeal to the authority of the Church, it is not that they are appealing to the authority of the Church in opposition to Scripture, it is that they are appealing to the authority of the Church for an authentic interpretation of Scripture.  Appealing to the authority of the Church to authentically interpret God's Word in opposition to Matt Slick's authority (or lack thereof) to interpret God's Word.  So, it isn't that the Catholic Church puts itself ahead of Scripture, it's that the Catholic Church puts itself ahead of Matt Slick.  So, isn't the problem you really have with Catholics is that they are appealing to the authentic interpreter of the Word of God, the Church, which received its authority from Jesus Christ, rather than appealing to an inauthentic interpreter of the Word of God - Matt Slick - who received his authority from...Matt Slick?  Isn't that the real problem here?  Catholics, when there is a dispute as to the truth found in the Word of God, take it to the Church.  Mr. Slick, when there is a dispute as to the truth of the Word of God, takes it to...Mr. Slick.  Who should I believe for an authentic interpretation of the Bible, Matt ... the Church founded by Jesus Christ; or...Mr. Slick?

One other comment on this point...you seem to recognize that the Catechism is indeed the official teaching of the Catholic Church, as you repeatedly quote from it to make your points about Church teaching, yet you tend to ignore those parts of the Catechism that do not fit with Matt Slick's version of Catholic teaching.  Is that because you haven't read the whole document and so are simply ignorant of those parts, or is it because you knowingly choose to ignore parts that don't fit your version of Catholic teaching?  For example, in response to your claim that, "...the Word of God is often placed after the Catholic Church itself in relation to authority," the Catechism says, "Yet this Magisterium [the teaching office of the Church] is not superior to the Word of God, but is its servant," (CCC #86).  You recognize the Catechism at the official teaching of the Catholic Church, and the Catechism states that the Church is the servant of the Word of God, so how is it you claim the Church puts itself before the Word of God?  Is that the result of ignorance of Catholic teaching, or are you deliberately trying to mislead your readers?  You wouldn't do that, would you?

Strategy/Comments:
There are any number of sentences in my response that could have just been statements of fact, but I worded them in such a way as to turn them into questions.  Why?  Because he can simply ignore a statement of fact, but a question demands an answer.  For example: the last sentence in my 1st paragraph above could have read: "Paul placed equal emphasis on the Word of God which folks received from him either in writing or by word of mouth."  Well, he can ignore that statement and not comment on it. It doesn't demand a response.  But I turned it into a question. 

If he ignores my question in his response, then I can come back to him and say, "Hey, you didn't answer my question...please answer it before we move on."  And, if he does answer the question, he gives me a whole bunch of new material to tear into because I can guarantee that his answer will not be from the Bible, it will simply be the words and fallible musings of Matt Slick, which I can then point out to him and to anyone else reading (were this a direct dialogue between the two of us).  Ask questions, folks!

Matt Slick:
Because of this, many Catholics appeal to their works, in combination with the sacrifice of Christ as a means of being justified before God.  The Council of Trent expresses this plainly:
"If any one saith, that man is truly absolved from his sins and justified, because he assuredly believed himself absolved and justified; or, that no one is truly justified but he who believes himself justified; and that, by this faith alone, absolution and justification are effected; let him be anathema." (Canon 14).
Justification is the legal declaration by God upon the sinner where God declares the sinner righteous in His sight.  This justification is based completely and solely on the work of Christ on the cross.  We cannot earn justification or merit justification in any way.  If we could, then Christ died needlessly.  "I do not nullify the grace of God; for if righteousness comes through the Law, then Christ died needlessly," (Gal. 2:21).  Because righteousness cannot come through the Law (through our efforts of merit), 

My Response:
"Justification is the legal declaration by God upon the sinner where God declares the sinner righteous in His sight."  Uhmm...Mr. Slick...could you please give me the passage of Scripture from which your definition of justification was pulled?  You see, as I read my Bible, it tells me that God doesn't just "declare" the sinner righteous, He actually makes him righteous.  "He saved us, not because of deeds done by us in righteousness, but in virtue of His own mercy, by the washing of regeneration and renewal in the Holy Spirit, which he poured out upon us richly through Jesus Christ our Savior," (Titus 3:5-6).  The Word of God says that we have received a washing of regeneration and renewal, not merely a legal declaration, as you claim.  How do you reconcile that with your interpretation?  "Truly, truly, I say to you, unless one is born of water and the Spirit, he cannot enter the Kingdom of God," (John 3:5).  The Word of God says we received a new birth in the Spirit, not merely a legal declaration, as you claim.  How do you reconcile that with your interpretation?  "For by one man's disobedience many were made sinners, so by one man's obedience many will be made righteous," (Rom 5:19).  The Word of God says that we in fact received righteousness through Christ, not merely a legal declaration, as you claim.  How do you reconcile that with your interpretation?  "And we all, with unveiled face, beholding the glory of the Lord, are being changed into His likeness from one degree of glory to another, for this comes from the Lord Who is the Spirit," (2 Cor 3:18).  The Word of God says that we have received glory from the Lord, not merely a legal declaration, as you claim.  How do you reconcile that with your interpretation?

I will touch on the concept of merit in response to something else you say a little further on in all of this, but I would really like to know if you have some sort of Bible dictionary or something that you are using to come up with your definitions, or are they based solely on your personal interpretations of the Bible?  I ask that because you just defined "justification" in a way that I don't see in the Bible, and now you have defined "the Law" as being our "efforts of merit."  And, again, I don't see that in the Bible.  Where did you get that from?  Could you please give me book, chapter, and verse?  Are you not aware that Scripture tells us that "the Law" Paul is speaking of in Galatians 2:21 is the Old Testament law?  It is not, as you seem to think, our good works, or our "efforts of merit."  Isn't that made very clear in Galatians, chapter 3: "This is what I mean, the law, which came four hundred and thirty years afterward [after Abraham]," (Gal 3:17)?  The law which came 430 years after Abraham - isn't that the Mosaic Law, Matt?  So, when Paul speaks about righteousness not coming through the Law in Galatians 2:21, he is not talking about good works in general, or our "efforts of merit," he is talking about the Mosaic Law, right?  You know, it is good practice that if one is to quote from one part of a book in the Bible, he might want to take into account the rest of what is in that particular book as well.  Just sayin'...

Strategy:
Do not let the other guy define the terms however he needs to in order to fit his storyline, as Mr. Slick is doing here.  In one very short paragraph, he defines two key terms however he sees fit to best define them.  Justification means this... The Law means this...  Yeah, says who?!  By what authority?!  If you can't find something they say directly in the Bible as they say it, then challenge them every step of the way.  The point of doing that is to make them realize that they are not actually going by the Bible, but by their own personal, fallible interpretation of the Bible.  And every time they quote the Bible correctly, you can then say that you agree with that verse or passage of the Bible, but you don't necessarily agree with their fallible interpretation of that verse - which will be all the words that follow that quote.  

http://www.biblechristiansociety.com/newsletter/271-apologetics-for-the-masses-214-the-slick-gospel-cont-d
Matt Slick: "The Gospel for Roman Catholics," (cont'd):
The Bible declares that we are justified before God by faith:
("Therefore we conclude that a man is justified by faith without the deeds of the law," (Rom. 3:28).
("For what saith the scripture? Abraham believed God, and it was counted unto him for righteousness," (Rom. 4:3).
("But to the one who does not work, but believes in Him who justifies the ungodly, his faith is reckoned as righteousness," (Rom. 4:5).
("Therefore being justified by faith, we have peace with God through our Lord Jesus Christ," (Rom. 5:1).
("For by grace are ye saved through faith; and that not of yourselves: it is the gift of God," (Eph. 2:8).
However, in Roman Catholicism, justification by faith is denied.
My Comments:
"However, in Roman Catholicism, justification by faith is denied."  
Mr. Slick, if I can give you quotes, from the official teaching of the Catholic Church that contradict what you say here, would you retract your statement?  You see, what you are doing here is giving us the Catechism of the Catholic Church, as written and interpreted by Mr. Matt Slick.  Yet, the Catechism of the Catholic Church (CCC) - the one actually written by the Catholic Church - does not say what you seem to think it says.  What does the CCC actually say in regard to justification and faith?  Let's look and see:

#1987: "The grace of the Holy Spirit has the power to justify us, that is, to cleanse us from our sins and to communicate to us 'the righteousness of God through faith in Jesus Christ' [Rom 3:22] and through Baptism." 

#1991: "Justification is at the same time the acceptance of God's righteousness through faith in Jesus Christ." 

#1992: "Justification has been merited for us by the Passion of Christ...Justification is conferred in Baptism, the sacrament of faith."

#1993: "Justification establishes cooperation between God's grace and man's freedom.  On man's part it is expressed by the assent of faith to the Word of God." 

[Emphasis in the original]

The Catholic Church links faith to justification...it's all right there in black and white.  So, Mr. Slick, will you still claim that "justification by faith is denied" by the Catholic Church, or will you do the honorable thing and admit that you falsely asserted something about the Catholic Church?  I have given you 4 examples, and I could give many more, straight from the CCC - the official teaching of the Catholic Church - that make a direct connection between justification and faith in Christ.  Do you deny that these things are the official teaching of the Catholic Church?  Yes or no?

Now, I will agree with you 100% that, "The Bible declares that we are justified before God by faith," and, as a Catholic, I agree 100% with those Scripture verses you cited.  However, I don't think those Scripture verses mean what you think they mean.  You see, you interpret these verses as meaning justification by faith "alone."  Yet, not in a single one of those verses you cite, does the Bible say we are justified before God by faith "alone."  That word, "alone," doesn't appear in any Bible verse that you could cite in support of your position, does it?  If it does, please let me see that verse.  Furthermore, are you not aware that the Bible also says we justified before God by things other than...in addition to...faith?  Let's put some other quotes from the Bible side-by-side with those you have cited to get a fuller picture of the Word of God:

"Therefore we conclude that a man is justified by faith without the deeds of the law," (Rom. 3:28).  "You see that a man is justified by works, and not by faith alone." (James 2:24) 

"For what saith the scripture? Abraham believed God, and it was counted unto him for righteousness," (Rom. 4:3).   "Was not Abraham our father justified by works, when he offered his son Isaac upon the altar?"  (James 2:21)

"But to the one who does not work, but believes in Him who justifies the ungodly, his faith is reckoned as righteousness," (Rom. 4:5).  "For it is not the hearers of the law who are righteous before God, but the doers of the law who will be justified." (Romans 2:13).

"Therefore being justified by faith, we have peace with God through our Lord Jesus Christ," (Rom. 5:1).  "For He will render to every man according to his works: to those who by patience in well-doing [good works] seek for glory and honor and immortality, He will give eternal life."  (Romans 2:6-7)

"For by grace are ye saved through faith; and that not of yourselves: it is the gift of God," (Eph. 2:8).  "For we are His workmanship, created in Christ Jesus for good works, which God prepared beforehand, that we should walk in them." (Ephesians 2:10)

Let's focus on just one of those verses I added to yours: Romans 2:6-7.  Could you please explain what the Word of God means when it says that God will give "eternal life" to those who by "patience in well-doing seek for glory and honor and immortality?"  What exactly does that mean, Mr. Slick?  Is that an example of salvation by faith alone?
Strategy:
I respond to his assertion by quoting the CCC to show that he is absolutely wrong in what he says regarding Catholic teaching.  I just quote the CCC, challenge him to deny that is what it says, and leave it at that.  I give him quotes that directly contradict what he claims.  As much as possible, use the Church's words, or the Bible's words, and not your own.  At the same time I'm responding to his false assertion, I am also asking him questions about that assertion - asking him to back up what he is saying with a little proof.  He can make claims all day long about the Catholic Church, but can he back up his claims?  I can claim, for example, that Matt Slick denies the Trinity.  Does that make it so?  How can he prove to me that he doesn't deny the Trinity?  The only way he can do so is by pointing to something he's written, or said, that has him admitting to a Trinitarian belief.  Well, I'm showing him, using a magisterial document - the Catechism - that what he is saying isn't true.  But, I don't just stop there.  I ask him - dare him, really - to do the honorable thing and admit he is wrong, once he is confronted with the proof.  Will he?  Doubtful.
What Mr. Slick is doing here, like so many others before him, is focus on certain passages of Scripture that seem to support his theology, while blatantly ignoring the passages of Scripture that do not support his theology.  
For him, it is either one way or the other.  Either faith or works.  For the Catholic, it is both – and ... both faith and works (all by the grace of God), as the verses above show.  In his set of verses, the focus is on faith.  In the set of verses I put in there, the focus is on works.  You can't say, as he essentially tries to, that this verse of Scripture trumps that verse of Scripture.  You have to take them as an organic whole.  Your theology has to be such that it doesn't have one verse of Scripture contradicting another verse of Scripture.  Scripture has to complement Scripture, not contradict it.  So, in some places faith is emphasized, in other places works are emphasized.  Emphasizing one over the other, though, is not the same thing as excluding one from the other.  If it's faith it can't be works, says Mr. Slick.  That is a false dichotomy he is creating.  Scripture does not create this false dichotomy, Matt Slick's very fallible interpretation creates the false dichotomy between faith and works.
Matt Slick:
"If anyone shall say that justifying faith is nothing else than confidence in the divine mercy pardoning sins for Christ's sake, or that it is that confidence alone by which we are justified ... let him be accursed," (Canon 12, Council of Trent).
Which are we to believe?  The Roman Catholic Church or God's word?  Furthermore, the RCC states that justification is received not by faith, but by baptism.   The Catechism of the Catholic Church says in paragraph, 1992, that "...justification is conferred in Baptism, the sacrament of faith."   This means that faith is not the instrument of obtaining justification; instead, it is an ordinance performed by a priest in the Roman Catholic Church.
My Comments:
Ah, yes...the ol' which do we believe, the Church or the Bible?  But, Mr. Slick, aren't you actually asking which are we to believe: Matt Slick's fallible interpretation of Catholic teaching, or Matt Slick's fallible interpretation of the Bible?  That's the real question here, isn't it?  This quote from the Council of Trent is about salvation by faith alone, not about salvation by faith.  You can see that is so when given a little context with Canon 9 below. 

"Council of Trent; Decree Concerning Justification
Canon 9. 
If anyone says that the sinner is justified by faith alone, meaning that nothing else is required to cooperate in order to obtain the grace of justification, and that it is not in any way necessary that he be prepared and disposed by the action of his own will, let him be anathema."
The Catholic Church, as I have shown, does indeed believe in justification by faith - as stated in the Catechism, and as stated in a few places in the Council of Trent, such as this one (passages you, for some reason, failed to mention in your article):  

"Council of Trent; Decree Concerning Justification
CHAPTER VIII
HOW THE GRATUITOUS JUSTIFICATION OF THE SINNER BY FAITH IS TO BE UNDERSTOOD
But when the Apostle says that man is justified by faith and freely, (Rom 3:24; 5:1) these words are to be understood in that sense in which the uninterrupted unanimity of the Catholic Church has held and expressed them, namely, that we are therefore said to be justified by faith, because faith is the beginning of human salvation, the foundation and root of all justification, without which it is impossible to please God (Hebrews 11:6) and to come to the fellowship of His sons; and we are therefore said to be justified gratuitously, because none of those things that precede justification, whether faith or works, merit the grace of justification."  For, if by grace, it is not now by works, otherwise, as the Apostle says, grace is no more grace. (Rom 11:6)."

What really bothers you, Mr. Slick, is that we Catholics do not accept your fallible interpretation of Scripture that salvation - or justification - is by faith alone, so what you are really doing here is trying to say that since we don't accept your fallible interpretation of the Bible, that means we don't believe justification is by faith.  That's not cricket, ol' boy - nor is it a very Christian thing to do.  

The Catholic Church believes in salvation through faith...justification by faith...as I have shown here and as anyone who takes the time to look into the matter in an honest and forthright manner can see.  So to say that the Catholic Church denies justification by faith, or that it believes justification is not received by and through faith, is simply not being as honest as one could be.

Now, regarding your comment on Baptism: "...the RCC states that justification is received not by faith, but by baptism."  First of all, I have just shown the first half of your statement about the Catholic Church and justification by faith to be incorrect.  Any statement to the contrary is either a statement made out of ignorance, or an intentional distortion of the truth.  Regarding the latter half of your statement, I would ask you this question: Can a person be justified if his sins are not forgiven?  I hope you will say, "No, a person cannot be justified if his sins are not forgiven."  Assuming that is your position (please let me know if it is not), then what does the Scripture tell us about one of the effects of Baptism?  Acts 2:38, "Repent and be baptized every one of you in the name of Jesus Christ for the forgiveness of your sins."  Acts 22:16, "And now, why do you wait?  Rise and be baptized and wash away your sins."  In other words, Scripture tells us that we receive the forgiveness of sins, justification, through Baptism.  
Also, does not Scripture state, very plainly, that we are saved through Baptism?  "He saved us, not because of deeds done by us in righteousness, but in virtue of His own mercy, by the washing of regeneration and renewal in the Holy Spirit," (Titus 3:5).  "Baptism, which corresponds to this, now saves you," (1 Peter 3:21).  Baptism saves us, so sayeth the Bible.  I don't know how the Word of God could be any clearer than that, do you?  Do you disagree with the plain Word of God in this matter?  Apparently you do, because you attack the Catholic Church for simply saying what the Bible says.

Finally, I would point out that it seems, once again, you are selectively quoting Catholic teaching here.  You quote a single phrase from Paragraph 1992 of the Catechism, to "prove" that the Catholic Church teaches that "faith in not the instrument of obtaining justification;" yet, in Paragraph 1991 of that same Catechism, it states: "Justification is at the same time the acceptance of God's righteousness through faith in Jesus Christ [emphasis in the original]."  Did you not see that in your reading and study of the Catechism?  If you did, why did you not mention that in your article?  Why is Baptism called the "sacrament of faith" for Catholics if we believe faith has nothing to do with our justification? It is only through faith that we have access to the grace of God and justification, but it is through Baptism - which Jesus Himself instructed His Apostles to take to all nations - that God Himself communicates that grace upon us.  Without faith, there is no Baptism.  So to state that Catholics believe "justification is received not by faith," is simply not true and I ask that you correct your statements to the contrary.
I would like to leave you with another passage from the Council of Trent that I believe you must not have read, or simply chose to ignore, which gives a thorough explanation of Catholic belief regarding justification.  Would you be so kind as to share this with your readers on your website?  I doubt very seriously that you will (by the way, please note all the citations from the Word of God): 

Decree Concerning Justification
CHAPTER VII
IN WHAT THE JUSTIFICATION OF THE SINNER CONSISTS, AND WHAT ARE ITS CAUSES
"This disposition or preparation is followed by justification itself, which is not only a remission of sins but also the sanctification and renewal of the inward man through the voluntary reception of the grace and gifts whereby an unjust man becomes just and from being an enemy becomes a friend, that he may be an heir according to hope of life everlasting. [Titus 3:7]

The causes of this justification are:
1) the final cause is the glory of God and of Christ and life everlasting; 

2) the efficient cause is the merciful God who washes and sanctifies [1 Cor 6:11] gratuitously, signing and anointing with the holy Spirit of promise, who is the pledge of our inheritance [Ephesians 1:13];

3) the meritorious cause is His most beloved only begotten, our Lord Jesus Christ, who, when we were enemies, [Rom 5:10] for the exceeding charity wherewith he loved us, [Ephesians 2:4] merited for us justification by His most holy passion on the wood of the cross and made satisfaction for us to God the Father;

4) the instrumental cause is the sacrament of baptism, which is the sacrament of faith, without which no man was ever justified finally; 

5) the single formal cause is the justice of God, not that by which He Himself is just, but that by which He makes us just, that, namely, with which we being endowed by Him, are renewed in the spirit of our mind, [Ephesians 4:23] and not only are we reputed but we are truly called and are just, receiving justice within us, each one according to his own measure, which the Holy Ghost distributes to everyone as He wills, [1 Cor 12:11] and according to each one's disposition and cooperation.

For though no one can be just except he to whom the merits of the passion of our Lord Jesus Christ are communicated, yet this takes place in that justification of the sinner, when by the merit of the most holy passion, the charity of God is poured forth by the Holy Ghost in the hearts [Rom 5:5] of those who are justified and inheres in them; whence man through Jesus Christ, in whom he is ingrafted, receives in that justification, together with the remission of sins, all these infused at the same time, namely, faith, hope and charity. 

For faith, unless hope and charity be added to it, neither unites man perfectly with Christ nor makes him a living member of His body. For which reason it is most truly said that faith without works is dead [James 2:17, 20] and of no profit, and in Christ Jesus neither circumcision availeth anything nor uncircumcision, but faith that worketh by charity. [Gal 5:6; 6:15]"
Strategy:
Okay, he's trying to back up his claims by providing something from some official Church teaching.  Very good.  But, there's a problem.  He is taking a passage from the Council of Trent out of context and interpreting it however he feels it needs to be interpreted to make it say what he wants it to say.  He interprets this passage to mean that the Catholic Church does not teach justification by faith, when what this passage is saying, as any truly objective reader can easily discern, is that the Church does not believe in justification by faith "alone."  What Mr. Slick is doing here, as many others do likewise, is trying to make you believe that the rejection of justification by faith alone, is equivalent to the rejection of justification by faith, period.  The two, however, are not the same and anyone who uses this deceptive tactic needs to be called out on it.

Now, I didn't have to go into all of this that I went into in order to respond to him, but I wanted all of you to see that when guys like Matt Slick quote from the Catechism, or from the Council of Trent, or any other magisterial document to back up their version of Catholic teaching, you can be 100% assured that they are quoting very selectively from that document, as seen here.  
As you can see from the excerpts of Trent that I have cited, Mr. Slick has completely disregarded not just a sentence here or there that disproves his point, but large sections of the document.  It really is pathetic to see how much he has to ignore in order to make it seem like the Catholic Church teaches what he claims it teaches.  So, if you are ever dealing with someone like this, and they quote from the Catechism, or Trent, or Vatican II, or wherever to back up their point - to "prove" the Catholic Church is wrong or is in conflict with the Bible - don't let it throw you off.  Simply go to the citation they give (and make sure they give you a citation from a specific document), and read it in context.  I guarantee you that within the context it was written, it does not say what they are trying to make it say.  Basically, they do the same thing in quoting Catholic documents, that they do in quoting the Bible.
Matt Slick:
Furthermore, baptism is only the initial grace along the road of justification.  The Roman Catholic is to then maintain his position before God by his efforts.
"No one can MERIT the initial grace which is at the origin of conversion. Moved by the Holy Spirit, we can MERIT for ourselves and for others all the graces needed to attain eternal life, as well as necessary temporal goods," (Catechism of the Catholic Church (CCC), par. 2027).
The problem here is that the RCC is teaching us to "merit for ourselves and for others all the graces need to attain eternal life."  You cannot merit grace.  Grace is unmerited favor.  Merit is, according to the CCC, par. 2006, "...the recompense owed by a community or a society for the action of one of its members, experienced either as beneficial or harmful, deserving reward or punishment..." CCC 2006.  This means that merit is something owed.  By contrast, grace is something not owed.  Therefore, the RCC is teaching contrary to God's word regarding grace and justification.
My Comments:
Mr. Slick...really?!  I have to say that I am not surprised that you would distort Catholic teaching, but I am surprised at how blatantly you have done so here.  First, in your quote of Paragraph 2006 of the CCC, why did you leave out the phrase at the beginning of that sentence: "The term 'merit' refers IN GENERAL to the recompense owed by a community or a society..." [Emphasis mine]?  Why did you try to make it seem as if this was the definition of merit that the Church applied to the relationship between God and man, when the Church was simply stating the general definition of the term?  And then, in the very next paragraph, #2007, it says: "With regard to God, there is no strict right to any merit on the part of man."  Yet, you worded your article in such a way as to make it seem that the Catholic Church teaches that God owes man for the things that man does, when in truth, you had to know that is not what the Church actually teaches.  I say you had to know that, because the words are right there immediately following the quote you cited.  One has to conclude that you did this to deliberately mislead people. The only other possible option would be that you only read part of one sentence in one paragraph in that entire section of the Catechism on "Merit," and drew your conclusion from that isolated fragment of a sentence.  Which, in and of itself, is shoddy methodology at best, and deliberate distortion at worst.

Let me practice the Matt Slick methodology: Matt Slick agrees with the Catholic Church in regard to Baptism being the initial step in the process of justification.  Here is a quote from an article on Mr. Slick's website entitled, The Gospel for Roman Catholics: "Furthermore, baptism is only the initial grace along the road of justification."  There you have it, Matt Slick agrees with the Catholic Church on this very essential point of salvation.

Mr. Slick, would you say that I misquoted you?  Or, would you say that I took your quote out of context?  If you say I did, then will you admit that you have done that very thing in regards to your quote from the Catechism concerning merit?  Let me give you a few other quotes from that same section of the Catechism that completely demolish your twisted rendering of Catholic teaching:

#2008, "The merit of man before God in the Christian life arises from the fact that God has freely chosen to associate man with the work of his grace [emphasis in the original]...so that the merit of good works is to be attributed in the first place to the grace of God...Man's merit, moreover, itself is due to God, for his good actions proceed in Christ, from the predispositions and assistance given by the Holy Spirit."

#2009, "Filial adoption, in making us partakers by grace in the divine nature, can bestow true merit on us as a result of God's gratuitous justice [emphasis in the original].

The Church teaches, Mr. Slick, that God owes us nothing.  But, we can be said to merit before God because, as Christians, we are members of His Body, and it is Jesus Christ Himself working in us and through us (Phil 2:13) with the power of the Holy Spirit.  So, as one of the saints said, I believe it was St. Augustine, that when we merit, it is simply a matter of God crowning His own achievement. The Catholic Church never teaches, as you have written, that man's merit before God is something that God owes to us because of our good works done on our own.  Therefore, your statement that "the RCC is teaching contrary to God's word regarding grace and justification," is completely and totally without merit. Have you no shame?
Strategy:
Many times you can give someone the benefit of the doubt by assuming that they are simply ignorant, and are not being malicious, until they prove to you otherwise.  Here, the proof is pretty much in the pudding.  There is no way an intelligent human being, which I believe Mr. Slick to be, can do what Mr. Slick did here in his misrepresentation of Catholic teaching on merit, out of mere ignorance.  I just don't see how that is possible.  So, I am calling him on it.  Jesus called out the scribes and Pharisees in Matthew 23, so I am calling out Matthew Slick here.  
I want him to let me know...I demand he let me know...why he so deliberately distorted Catholic teaching here.  Were this an exchange that he published for his readers (which would, of course, never ever happen), he would be in a world of hurt right now to try justify what he did, and his own readers would know it.  This is so blatantly a lie that the only way he can get away with garbage like this is that the folks who read his website simply do not look into these things beyond his words.  They don't follow up and do any research on their own.  Matt Slick has tickled their ears (2 Tim 4:3) and they have gone away happy.
Matt Slick:
The sad result is that in Roman Catholicism, justification before God is a process that is maintained by the effort and works of the Roman Catholic.  This is a very unfortunate teaching since it puts the unbearable burden of works righteousness upon the shoulders of the sinner.  By contrast, the Bible teaches that justification/salvation is by faith.
("But to the one who does not work, but believes in Him who justifies the ungodly, his faith is reckoned as righteousness," (Rom. 4:5).
("Therefore being justified by faith, we have peace with God through our Lord Jesus Christ," (Rom. 5:1).
("For by grace are ye saved through faith; and that not of yourselves: it is the gift of God," (Eph. 2:8).
My Comments:
Well, garbage in, garbage out.  Mr. Slick, you start off with a number of propositions that are garbage, so you quite naturally wound up with a conclusion that is garbage.  Catholics do indeed believe that justification is indeed a process - you got that part right.  But, then again, so does the Bible: "For in this hope we were saved," (Rom 8:24). "For the word of the cross is folly to those who are perishing, but to us who are being saved it is the power of God," (1 Cor 1:18). "But he who endures to the end will be saved," (Matt 10:22).  We "were" saved, we are "being" saved, and we "will" be saved (if we persevere) - that is the language of process.  Nowhere does Scripture say you are completely and irrevocably saved at one moment in time, by one act of faith, and you need not do a thing after that.  In fact, doesn't Luke say that in order to follow Christ we have to pick up our cross "daily"?  That's just one example among many in the Bible that directly contradict your fallible interpretation of Scripture by which you determine, by your own authority, your false doctrines of men.

Catholics do not believe in a so-called "works righteousness."  I challenge you to even find that term in any official teaching of the Catholic Church. It is a term made up by those who wish to besmirch the teaching of the Catholic Church by giving their own interpretation of Catholic teaching, rather than allowing the Catholic Church to explain her teachings as she teaches them.  We do believe there is a burden put onto the shoulders of the sinner, as Scripture very plainly tells us there is in that quote I just referenced from Luke 9, about how the sinner has to pick up his cross daily to follow Christ.  Is that not a burden?  Yet, Christ tells us that His "yoke is easy, and My burden is light," (Matt 11:30).  So, we have a burden that we are responsible for bearing...our daily cross...but with, in, and through Christ, that burden becomes easy and light.

And, to counter your Scripture quotes - which you have taken out of context and interpreted in your own fallible way to mean something that they do not mean - I will simply tell you to go back and read again the Scripture passages that I offered earlier.

Finally, I have to say that, overall, I am appalled by the way you consistently quote Catholic teachings out of context to support your own fallible interpretation of Catholic teaching which is, in fact, not what the Catholic Church actually teaches and believes and practices.  You need to apologize to Catholics and to all those you have mislead in this regard.  If you wish to disagree with Catholic teaching, fine...you have that option.  But, you need to disagree with what the Catholic Church actually teaches, and not some bizarre, twisted, perverse rendering of Catholic teaching that you have fabricated on your own that bears little resemblance to the real thing.

http://www.biblechristiansociety.com/newsletter/272-apologetics-for-the-masses-215-the-slick-gospel-cont-d 
Introduction

This is a continuation of my analysis/rebuttal/rebuke of Matt Slick's article entitled, "The Gospel for Roman Catholics."  In the last two newsletters, I took on the first part of his article, which he described as explaining and documenting the Roman Catholic Church's position on justification.  In actuality, it was a butchering of Catholic teaching that would be right at home in "The Texas Chainsaw Massacre."  Mr. Slick substituted a gross caricature of Catholic teaching for authentic Catholic teaching.  He gave his readers the teachings of the Catholic Church according to Matt Slick, rather than the teachings of the Catholic Church according to the Catholic Church.  

In this newsletter, I am going to analyze/rebut/rebuke the 2nd part of Mr. Slick's article.  In the second part of his article, Mr. Slick purports to: "Present the true gospel in contrast to the Catholic Church's position."  What he is actually doing is presenting the The Slick Interpretation of the Bible vs. the Slick Interpretation of Catholic Teaching.  I intend to show that his interpretation of both, leaves a lot to be desired.

I will first present the 2nd part of his article in its entirety, and then take it apart piece-by-unholy-piece.  I will present my response as if I was corresponding with him personally, which I have not been.  And, no, in response to some questions I have received, he has not responded to me and I have no idea if he is aware of my doing this.  Although, I know he receives these newsletters because his email address is in our database.  And, yes, please feel free to let him know this is happening if you are so inclined.  

Matt Slick - The Gospel for Roman Catholics
The Gospel for Roman Catholics is the same as for anyone else and it is obtained by grace through faith in believing and trusting in Jesus alone, who is God in flesh, for the forgiveness of sins.  Salvation is not found in a true church.  Salvation is not found in being good.   Salvation is not found in good works.  Salvation is not found in a sincere heart.  Salvation is not found in making up for past sins by efforts of restoration, or penance, or indulgences.  You can never do enough to please God.
Because God is so infinitely holy and righteous, and because we are sinners, we are incapable of pleasing God by anything that we do.  In fact, our righteous deeds are considered filthy rags before God (Isa. 64:6).  You can do nothing to earn forgiveness or keep forgiveness.  Salvation before God is not administered to us through an earthly priest in the Catholic church by the sprinkling of water, or giving of penance, or recitation of formula prayers.  Salvation for the Christian is not kept through the effort of the person who hopes and tries and worries about being good enough to stay saved.
Such error can only lead to despair and hopelessness and a desperate and unwarranted dependence on the Roman Catholic Church as the only means by which salvation can be distributed and maintained.  In this error, people far too often seek to work their way to heaven by being good, by doing what the Catholic church teaches them to do, by prayers to Mary, by indulgences, by the Rosary, and by a host of other man-made works.  Remember, in the RCC, salvation is through the Church and its sacraments, not through Jesus alone, by faith alone.  This is exactly how the cults of Mormonism and the Jehovah's Witnesses work who both teach that true salvation is found only in their church membership and in following the revelation and authority of their church teachers and traditions.
Are you tired of the works requirement?
In great contrast to the position of the Roman Catholic Church, if you want to be forgiven of your sins, once and for all, then you need to come to Christ (Matt. 11:28).  You need to receive Jesus as your Lord and Savior (John 1:12; Rom. 10:13). You need to ask Jesus to forgive you of your sins (John 14:14), and trust in Him alone and in nothing that you can do.  Remember, your good deeds have no merit before God (Isa. 64:6).  Furthermore, if you have faith, it is because that faith is the work of God (John 6:28-29).  If you believe, it is because God has granted that you believe (Phil. 1:29).  It is not because you were baptized, or have been good, or have been sincere.  It is all of God.  The Lord must receive all the glory for salvation because it completely and totally rests in Him.  Salvation rests in Christ alone and it is received by faith apart from works.
Please read the following scriptures carefully.
        "for all have sinned and fall short of the glory of God," (Rom. 3:23).
        "For the wages of sin is death, but the free gift of God is eternal life in Christ Jesus our Lord," (Rom. 6:23).
        "and He Himself bore our sins in His body on the cross, that we might die to sin and live to righteousness; for by His wounds you were healed," (1 Pet. 2:24).
        "He made Him who knew no sin to be sin on our behalf, that we might become the righteousness of God in Him," (2 Cor. 5:21).
        "If you ask Me anything in My name, I will do it," (John 14:14).
        "Come to Me, all who are weary and heavy-laden, and I will give you rest. 29"Take My yoke upon you, and learn from Me, for I am gentle and humble in heart; and you shall find rest for your souls," (Matt. 11:28-29).
        "But as many as received Him, to them He gave the right to become children of God, even to those who believe in His name," (John 1:12).
        "I do not nullify the grace of God; for if righteousness comes through the Law, then Christ died needlessly," (Gal. 2:21).
        "Therefore we conclude that a man is justified by faith without the deeds of the law," (Rom. 3:28).
        "For what saith the scripture? Abraham believed God, and it was counted unto him for righteousness," (Rom. 4:3).
        "But to the one who does not work, but believes in Him who justifies the ungodly, his faith is reckoned as righteousness," (Rom. 4:5).
        "These things I have written to you who believe in the name of the Son of God, in order that you may know that you have eternal life," (1 John 5:13).
A suggested prayer
This suggested prayer is not a formula, but a representation of biblical principles by which you might better understand the true gospel and receive Christ as your Lord and Savior.  It is not a formula derived from Sacred Tradition or Stamped with the seal of the Roman Catholic Church's approval.  Its principles are derived from scripture:  we are sinners; God is Holy; we cannot earn salvation; salvation is a free gift; prayer to Christ; Jesus is the only way; receiving Christ; faith; etc.
    "Lord Jesus, I admit that I am a sinner and that I have offended you by breaking your Holy Law.  I confess my sins to you Lord and ask forgiveness from you and do not ask anyone else to be forgiven of my sins against you.  I acknowledge who you are, God in flesh, creator, humble Lord, who bore my sins in Your body on the cross and I come to you alone and trust you alone, by faith, that you will forgive me completely of my sins so that I will have eternal life.  I ask you Lord to come into my heart, to be my Lord, to forgive me of my sins.  Lord I trust in you alone, in the work of the cross alone and not in any church, not in any saint, not in Mary, not in any priest, but in you alone.  Lord, Jesus, I receive you, and come to you, and ask you to forgive me and justify me by faith as I trust in you alone.     Thank you.
If you are a Roman Catholic and have trusted in Christ alone for the forgiveness of your sins, then welcome to the body of Christ.  Welcome to salvation and the free gift of forgiveness in Jesus.

Next, I strongly recommend that you read the Bible regularly, talk to Jesus daily in prayer, and seek to find a church that teaches and focuses on Jesus as Lord, Jesus as Savior, and sticks to the Bible alone.
-------------------------------------------------------------------------

Mr. Slick - The Gospel for Roman Catholics
The Gospel for Roman Catholics is the same as for anyone else and it is obtained by grace through faith in believing and trusting in Jesus alone, who is God in flesh, for the forgiveness of sins.  Salvation is not found in a true church.  Salvation is not found in being good.   Salvation is not found in good works.  Salvation is not found in a sincere heart.  Salvation is not found in making up for past sins by efforts of restoration, or penance, or indulgences.  You can never do enough to please God.
My Response

Mr. Slick, you have 7 sentences in the above paragraph.  Let's take them one at a time:

Sentence #1: "The Gospel for Roman Catholics..."  I can generally agree with this sentence.  After all, Scripture tells us, "And there is salvation in no one else, for there is no other name under heaven given among men by which we must be saved," (Acts 4:12).

Sentence #2: "Salvation is not found in a true church."  Got a problem with this one.  Mr. Slick, could you give me the book, chapter, and verse for this statement?  I ask because, what you are saying is that salvation is not found in the Church established by Jesus Christ, which is the only "true church."  I find that a rather odd statement to make.  If such is the case, then why did Jesus found a church?  Furthermore, what you are also saying is that salvation is not found in the Body of Christ.  For what does Scripture tell us about the "true church," except that it is the Body of Christ: "...and He has put all things under His feet and has made Him the head over all things for the church, which is His body, the fullness of Him who fills all in all."  So, Mr. Slick, could you please explain how it is that salvation is not found in the Body of Christ?  

Sentence #3: Salvation is not found in being good.   Same question: Book, chapter, and verse?  I ask because the Bible doesn't seem to agree with you: "For if you love those who love you, what reward have you?  Do not even tax collectors do the same?  And if you salute only your brethren, what more are you doing than others?  Do not even Gentiles do the same?  You, therefore, must be perfect, as your heavenly Father is perfect," (Matt 5:46-48).  "His master said to him, 'Well done, GOOD and faithful servant...enter into the joy of your master," (Matt 25:21).  Why do the "good" servants receive salvation and the un-good servant doesn't, if salvation is not found in being good?  

Sentence #4: Salvation is not found in good works. Same question, same reason.  "Do not marvel at this; for the hour is coming when all who are in the tombs will hear His voice and come forth, those who have done good, to the resurrection of life, and those who have done evil, to the resurrection of  judgment," (John 5:28-29).  "For He will render to every man according to his works: to those who by patience in well-doing [good works] seek for glory and honor and immortality, He will give eternal life," (Rom 2:6-7).  Why does the Word of God say that those who have done good will receive salvation, when you say "salvation is not found in good works?"  And, why does the Word of God say that those who do good works will receive eternal life from God, when you say, "salvation is not found in good works?"  Eternal life and salvation are the same thing, aren't they?

Sentence #5: Salvation is not found in a sincere heart.  Well, again, it seems you and Scripture just don't agree on a whole lot: "Blessed are the pure of heart, for they shall see God," Matt 5:8.  Isn't seeing God the same as being saved?  I mean, you can't see God if you aren't saved, right?  

Sentence #6: Salvation is not found in making up for past sins by efforts of restoration, or penance, or indulgences.  "And in anger his lord delivered him to the jailers, till he should pay all his debt.  So also my heavenly Father will do to everyone of you, if you do not forgive your brother from your heart," (Matt 18:34-35).  Hmmm ... the Lord delivered him to his jailers till he "should pay all his debt."  What on earth could that mean, Mr. Slick?  

Restoration: "And Zacchaeus stood and said to the Lord, 'Behold, Lord, the half of my goods I give to the poor; and if I have defrauded any one of anything, I RESTORE it fourfold.'  And Jesus said to him, 'Today, salvation has come to this house..." (Luke 19:8-9).  I'm confused, Matt, since you state that restoration and salvation have nothing to do with one another...could you explain, please?

Penance: From the Catechism of the Catholic Church, we see that "interior penance" is "a conversion to God with all our heart," (CCC #1431).  So, is it your claim that salvation is not found in a conversion to God with all of our heart?  Furthermore, the Catechism states that this "interior penance" finds its expression in three forms: fasting, prayer, and almsgiving (CCC #1434).  And what does Scripture say about these three exterior forms of penance?  "Beware of practicing your piety before men in order to be seen by them, for then you will have no reward from your Father Who is in Heaven.  Thus, when you give alms, sound no trumpet before you...so that your alms may be in secret; and your Father Who sees in secret will REWARD you...And when you pray, you must not be like the hypocrites...and your Father who sees in secret will REWARD you...And when you fast, do not look dismal, like the hypocrites...and your Father Who sees in secret will REWARD you," (Matt 6:1-6, 16-18).  
Scripture says God will reward us if we do penance - fasting, praying, almsgiving - under the right conditions; yet, you say penance and salvation have nothing to do with one another.  We also see, from the Catechism, that penance - the satisfaction we make for our sins - "...is not so much ours as though it were not done through Jesus Christ.  We who can do nothing ourselves, as if just by ourselves, can do all things with the cooperation of 'him who strengthens' us.  Thus man has nothing of which to boast, but all our boasting in in Christ...These fruits [of penance] have their efficacy from Him, by Him they are offered to the Father, and through Him they are accepted by the Father," (CCC #1460).  Can you really say we're wrong when all we do is from, by, and through Him?  

Indulgences: "Above all hold unfailing your love for one another, since love covers a multitude of sins," (1 Peter 4:8).  Covering a multitude of sins is basically what an indulgence does.  So, the concept is clearly found in Scripture.  We see it again in James 5:20, "Let him know that whoever brings back a sinner from the error of his way will save his soul from death and will cover a multitude of sins."  Now, an indulgence does not constitute forgiveness of sin, but it constitutes being freed, in Christ Jesus, of the reparation due to sin.  So, in that sense, an indulgence "covers a multitude of sins."  And all indulgences flow from love - our love for God, our love for our neighbor, and - most importantly - God's love for us.  So do love and salvation have anything to do with one another or not?  And, what does "covering a multitude of sins" mean in your theological system?

Sentence #7: You can never do enough to please God.  Actually, you can.  Now, you can never do enough to "deserve" God being pleased with you, or to "deserve" God's mercy and grace; however, we can indeed do enough to please God.  Just look at Matthew 7:21, "Not everyone who says to Me, 'Lord, Lord,' shall enter the Kingdom of Heaven, but he who does the will of My Father Who is in Heaven."  In other words, Matt, doing the will of the Lord is pleasing to the Father in Heaven.  If it wasn't, why would He let those who do His will into His Kingdom?  So, we can indeed do enough to please Him, by obeying Him and doing His will.  

The thing is, all of these things here mentioned - being good, doing good, having a sincere heart, offering reparations for past sins - all of these things are able to be done only by the grace of God, through faith.  Now, they must be done to the best of our abilities - in accord with the grace that God gives to each one of us (as Scripture clearly teaches us) - but they must be done.  To one servant the master gave 5 talents, to another 2, and to another 1, in accord with their abilities.  The first two servants did the most they could with what their master had given them, and they both entered into their master's rest, even though the amounts they returned to their master were not equal.  The 1st servant had more.  The third servant did nothing with what his master gave him, and what happened?  Did he, too, enter into his master's rest?  Absolutely not.  He was tossed into the outer darkness.  So, even though the Master gives freely, He still requires from us a response to do something with what we have been given.  Did faith alone in his master save the 3rd servant?  Nope.

Your problem, Mr. Slick, is that you take a verse of Scripture here, and a verse there, and you forget about a whole lot of verses over there and there, and then you, on your own, with no authority whatsoever, devise an out-of-context, fallible, man-made, interpretation of God's Word that fits your pre-set beliefs...and thus you have: "The Gospel According to Slick."  Compounding your problem, as it relates to the teaching of the Church, is that you simply do not understand what the Catholic Church teaches and why it teaches it.  You take a snippet of Catholic teaching here, and a snippet there, and you put it together in your head, according to your own imagination...and thus you have: "The Catechism of the Catholic Church According to Slick."  And then you take your twisted Scriptures and put them side-by-side with your twisted Catechism, and say, "See, the Catholic Church teaches things contrary to Scripture." 

Strategy

Respond to his false claims by: 1) Giving him Scripture that throws a monkey wrench into his interpretations; 2) Ask him to explain those Scriptures I've given in light of his twisted interpretation of the Scriptures he cited; and 3) Give him the proper understanding of Catholic teaching (citing the official teaching of the Church - the Catechism).  Always, always, asking questions.  Keep asking questions.  Respond to questions with questions.

Folks, most all of these people who attack the Catholic Church do so out of ignorance - whether it be wilful ignorance (sometimes with a bit of malice thrown in) as in the case of some, or just plain ol' ignorance as is the case of many - but ignorance nonetheless.  And, they are not just ignorant of Catholic teaching, they are, first and foremost, ignorant of the Scriptures, regardless of how many verses they can quote.  Our duty is to plant the seeds of truth with them, by trying to get them to examine Scripture in a new light, to examine Catholic teaching in a new light, and, to examine their own beliefs in a new light.  And the latter step is actually many times the first step needed to get them to do the other two.  So many times the non-Catholics we talk to about God have examined their own beliefs only a little more than they have examined our beliefs, which isn't much.  By learning to ask them questions, you will put the onus on them to explain what they believe and why they believe it.  And, when they have to start answering questions about what they believe, it will hopefully cause them to ask themselves questions that they have never asked before.  It will hopefully get them to examine what they believe, deeply, for maybe the very first time.  Then, they might be open to looking at Scripture and Catholic teaching in a new way.  If you have someone who believes 2+2=5, you have to first get them to understand that 2+2 does not = 5, before you can help them to see that 2+2 actually = 4. 
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This week I want to continue dismantling Matt Slick's article, "The Gospel for Roman Catholics."  I only got to one paragraph of his response last issue, maybe I can get at least two paragraphs in this time.  I want to get this over and done with because I have some other things that I want to get to, and besides, believe it or not, folks like Mr. Slick actually start to get boring after a while.  As I have been doing, I will respond as I would respond to him if he and I were engaged in a dialogue on these matters.  He has not yet responded to any of these newsletters, and I don't know if he will, but I'm doing this so you can get a general idea of how you can respond to folks who send you similar arguments.  Okay, I'll pick up with where I left off last week and we'll just see how far we get...
Matt Slick:
Because God is so infinitely holy and righteous, and because we are sinners, we are incapable of pleasing God by anything that we do.  In fact, our righteous deeds are considered filthy rags before God (Isa. 64:6).  You can do nothing to earn forgiveness or keep forgiveness.  Salvation before God is not administered to us through an earthly priest in the Catholic church by the sprinkling of water, or giving of penance, or recitation of formula prayers.  Salvation for the Christian is not kept through the effort of the person who hopes and tries and worries about being good enough to stay saved.

My Response:
Mr. Slick, you are just about as wrong as you can be when you state, "We are incapable of pleasing God by anything that we do."  In my last newsletter, I pointed out that doing the will of God is pleasing to God, since Scripture says those who do the will of God will enter the Kingdom of Heaven (Matt 7:21).  Do you disagree that one can please God by doing His will?  But, let's focus right now on that word you used, "pleasing."  The Word of Slick says there is absolutely nothing we can do that is "pleasing" to God.  What does the Word of God say?  "And He will purify the sons of Levi and refine them like gold and silver, till they present right offering to the Lord.  Then the offering of Judah and Jerusalem will be pleasing to the Lord as in the days of old and as in former years," (Malachi 3:3-4).  In the Old Testament, we find that there is a "right offering" that is pleasing to the Lord, and that in the past the offering of Judah and Jerusalem had indeed been pleasing to the Lord.  And this is even before the coming of Christ!  

Did something change, Mr. Slick, after Christ came, so that there is no longer anything we can do to be pleasing to the Lord as the ancient Israelites were at one time?  Well, let's look into the New Testament and see: "...and try to learn what is pleasing to the Lord," (Ephesians 5:10).  Why would Paul tell them to try to learn what is pleasing to the Lord, if we can do nothing that is pleasing to the Lord?  Was Paul trying to mess with their minds?  "I have received full payment and more, having received from Epaphroditus the gifts you sent, a fragrant offering, a sacrifice acceptable and pleasing to God," (Phil 4:18).  How is it possible that the Philippians sent an offering to Paul that is "pleasing" to God, when the Word of Slick says we are "incapable of pleasing God by anything we do?"  "...that you may be filled with the knowledge of His will in all spiritual wisdom and understanding, to lead a life worthy of the Lord, fully pleasing to Him, bearing fruit in every good work and increasing in the knowledge of God," (Col 1:9-10).  "Fully pleasing to Him?"  I'm confused, Matt, you say we can't do anything that is pleasing to God.  "Do not neglect to do good and to share what you have, for such sacrifices are pleasing to God," (Hebrews 13:16).  "Now may the God of peace...equip you with everything good that you may do His will, working in you that which is pleasing in His sight, through Jesus Christ," (Hebrews 13:20-21).  

We are, indeed, Mr. Slick, capable of pleasing God by the things that we do.  This is abundantly evident in the passages I just quoted from.  So, do you wish to retract your statement?  You can't, can you, because to retract your statement would mean you would have to re-think your entire theological system, wouldn't it?  You need, at the very least, though, to rewrite what you have written on your website to Catholics because it is, quite obviously, contrary to the Word of God.  Will you at least have the decency to do that?  After all, you are misleading those - Catholic or not - who read what you have written and believe it.  You are aware that Scripture says it would be better to be thrown into the sea with a millstone around your neck rather than to mislead one of Christ's little ones, aren't you?

Now that I've established that your interpretation of Scripture is greatly suspect, let's look at some more of what you said here, in particular, this thing about our righteous deeds being as "filthy rags."  I get really tired of folks quoting that verse and saying, "See, our righteous deeds count for nothing."  First of all, if I, as a Catholic, were to quote from the Old Testament to "prove" some Catholic teaching, you would respond, "Well, that's the Old Testament, it's been done away with, or superceded, by Jesus' death on the cross," or some such thing.  Yet, here you are quoting the Old Testament.  So be it.  You are, however, once again, wrong in your interpretation.  Let's look at, in its entirety, that passage you are referencing: Isaiah 64:5-7, "Thou meetest him that joyfully works righteousness, those that remember Thee in Thy ways.  Behold, Thou wast angry, and we sinned; in our sins we have been a long time, and shall we be saved?  We have all become like one who is unclean, and all our righteous deeds are like a polluted garment (KJV: "filthy rags").  We all fade like a leaf, and our iniquities, like the wind, take us away.  There is no one that calls upon Thy name, that bestirs himself to take hold of Thee; for Thou has hid thy face from us, and hast delivered us into the hand of our iniquities."  

Notice, from Isaiah 64:5, that there are two kinds of people being referred to here: those that remember God in His ways, and those that have not remembered God in His ways and have sinned against Him. But let's focus for a moment on that first part of verse 5: "Thou meetest him that joyfully works righteousness..."  Well, wait a minute, Mr. Slick, didn't you essentially say that we can't do anything righteous?  That all of our works are like filthy rags?  Yet, here Scripture is talking about some folks who can indeed work righteousness - as long as they remember God in His ways.  If, however, they turn to sin, then their righteous deeds count for nothing...they are like filthy rags.  

That's the distinction you have failed to account for Mr. Slick - the distinction between the works of those who are doing God's will and those who are not.  The works of those who are walking in God's ways, and those who are not.  This is why it is so dangerous to simply lift a verse, or a part of verse, out of Scripture and base one's interpretation on it without any reference to the context of the immediate passage or to the context of the rest of Scripture.  I've shown that your interpretation is in contrast with the immediate context of that passage, but it is also in contrast to the context of the rest of Scripture.  For example, in Ezekiel 18, it says this: "The righteousness of the righteous shall be upon himself, and the wickedness of the wicked shall be upon himself."  Well, if all of our righteous deeds are as filthy rags, and that is referring to absolutely everyone, then how can "the righteousness of the righteous be upon himself?"  If your interpretation is correct, then there are no righteous who can do righteousness, are there?  Furthermore, from the same passage, it says this: "When a righteous man turns away from his righteousness and commits iniquity...None of the righteous deeds which he has done shall be remembered; for the treachery of which he is guilty and the sin he has committed, he shall die," (Ezekiel 18:24).  

Mr. Slick, the "filthy rags" passage from Isaiah 64:6 is talking about this very situation.  Someone who is walking in the ways of the Lord...a righteous man who can indeed do righteous deeds (at least, according to Scripture)...and then turns away from the Lord and commits iniquity.  It is then that his righteous deeds become as filthy rags.  Isaiah 64:6 is not an absolute statement saying that no one can ever do a good deed...a righteous deed.  Your interpretation is wrong...very wrong.  Plus, we have all those passages in the New Testament that tell us we can indeed do things that are pleasing to the Lord, such as doing His will, forgiving the sins of others, being poor in spirit, being meek, hungering for righteousness, being pure in heart, feeding the hungry, clothing the naked, and visiting the sick and imprisoned, and so on.  Your interpretation of Isaiah 64:6, like your interpretation of so many other Scripture verses, is simply wrong.  

Now, since you quoted the Old Testament to "prove" your point, I hope you will allow me to quote the Old Testament to make a point.  I won't say "prove" a point, but to simply offer evidence for a particular point.  I wish to quote once more from Ezekiel 18...verse 4 and verse 20 (they say the exact same thing): "The soul that sins shall die."  Do you believe that or not?  Do you believe a righteous man, who God has said was saved, could then turn away from his righteousness and end up being lost?  Yes or no?  I ask, because it seems you believe in this once saved always saved doctrine...a very pernicious doctrine.  If you believe that once you're saved, then no sin can cause you to lose that salvation, then what do you make of this verse - "The soul that sins shall die?" 

I must move on here but I shall briefly address a couple more of your statements.  The Catholic Church agrees that one cannot "earn" forgiveness or "keep" forgiveness, nor salvation, solely of their own merit.  Catholics do believe, however, that by cooperating with the grace that God has freely given us in and through Christ Jesus, we can receive forgiveness from God and maintain that forgiveness from God, unto salvation, by the grace of Jesus Christ working in us and through us, (Phil 2:13).  Furthermore, we do not worry "about being good enough to stay saved."  What you fail to comprehend, is that we are not seeking to be "good enough," we are striving to be holy, as Scripture tells us to be: "Strive for peace with all men, and for the holiness without which no one will see the Lord," (Hebrews 12:14).  Are you not striving for holiness, Mr. Slick...the holiness without which no one will see the Lord?  Finally, I find it a bit odd that you say, "Salvation before God is not administered to us through...recitation of formula prayers," yet you give us Catholics a formula prayer at the end of your article here, by which we may obtain salvation.  Do you not find that the least bit hypocritical?

Matt Slick:
Such error can only lead to despair and hopelessness and a desperate and unwarranted dependence on the Roman Catholic Church as the only means by which salvation can be distributed and maintained.  In this error, people far too often seek to work their way to heaven by being good, by doing what the Catholic church teaches them to do, by prayers to Mary, by indulgences, by the Rosary, and by a host of other man-made works.  Remember, in the RCC, salvation is through the Church and its sacraments, not through Jesus alone, by faith alone.  This is exactly how the cults of Mormonism and the Jehovah's Witnesses work who both teach that true salvation is found only in their church membership and in following the revelation and authority of their church teachers and traditions.

My Response:
Ah, yes, the ol' "Catholics are like the Mormons and Jehovah's Witnesses" ploy.  Very nice, Mr. Slick.  So, since you believe in the Trinity, and the Incarnation, and in the inerrancy of Scripture - just like Catholics do - does that make you like those nasty ol' Catholicses?  Did Jesus not tell the crowds, and even His own disciples, to listen to what the scribes and Pharisees told them to do (Matt 23:1-2)?  In other words, did Jesus not recognize that some were given religious authority over others?  Do you reject the notion that God has placed leaders in the Church over us in authority?  Yes or no?

Now, regarding your comment that, "Such error can only lead to despair and hopelessness...," why is it, then, that I, as a Catholic, feel no despair or hopelessness?  And why is it that millions of Catholics around the world actually receive a great deal of comfort and joy and hope from their faith if "such error can only lead to despair and hopelessness?"  Yes, I imagine if someone believed in accord with your twisted interpretation of the Catholic Faith, then they may indeed feel despair and hopelessness...having to rely solely on themselves rather than on Jesus Christ.  Yet, your version of Catholic teaching is not authentic Catholic teaching.  When I was away from the Church and trying to do everything on my own, I had such feelings.  It was only after coming back to the Church - to the Body of Christ - that I found incredible joy and happiness in my life.  
The fact that I, and millions of Catholics like me, do not despair and do indeed have hope, is evidence that in addition to your propensity to twist the Scriptures, as I have shown here once again, you have a propensity to twist the teachings of the Catholic Church.  You make a claim about us Catholics that has no basis in fact.  As I have said before and as I will say again, you take your twisted interpretation of Scripture and compare it to your twisted interpretation of Catholic teaching, and say, "See, the two don't match - the Catholic Church teaches things contrary to Scripture."  I feel a great deal of sadness for you in this regard. 
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This is the 2nd half of his article, which I've been dealing with in the last two newsletters, having dispatched the first half of the article in Issues #213 and #214.  I will pick up with my analysis at the part that begins with, "Are you tired of the works requirement?"
Matt Slick

The Gospel for Roman Catholics
[…]
Are you tired of the works requirement?
In great contrast to the position of the Roman Catholic Church, if you want to be forgiven of your sins, once and for all, then you need to come to Christ (Matt. 11:28).  You need to receive Jesus as your Lord and Savior (John 1:12; Rom. 10:13).  You need to ask Jesus to forgive you of your sins (John 14:14), and trust in Him alone and in nothing that you can do.  Remember, your good deeds have no merit before God (Isa. 64:6).  Furthermore, if you have faith, it is because that faith is the work of God (John 6:28-29).  If you believe, it is because God has granted that you believe (Phil. 1:29).  It is not because you were baptized, or have been good, or have been sincere.  It is all of God.  The Lord must receive all the glory for salvation because it completely and totally rests in Him.  Salvation rests in Christ alone and it is received by faith apart from works.

My Comments

My first thought, Mr. Slick, upon reading this was: Yes, I am tired of it...I am tired of people claiming that Catholics believe in a "Works Salvation!"  I am tired of seemingly intelligent people claiming that the teaching of the Catholic Church is opposed to the teaching of Jesus Christ...opposed to the teaching of Scripture.  When, in truth, the teaching of the Catholic Church is not opposed to the teaching of Jesus Christ, as it IS the teaching of Jesus Christ.  When, in truth, the teaching of the Catholic Church is not opposed to the teaching of Scripture, as it IS the teaching of Scripture.  In truth, what the teaching of the Catholic Church is opposed to is the twisted scriptural interpretations of men who answer to no authority other than themselves...men who grant themselves the authority to essentially declare their own private, fallible interpretations of the Bible as being infallible.  Such as you have done.  Let me ask you, Mr. Slick - could any of your interpretations of the Bible possibly...just possibly...be wrong?  Any of them?  You won't answer me, will you?  You won't answer because if you say, "Yes, they could be wrong," then you open the door to the possibility that the Catholic Church is right.  And we can't have that, can we?  But, you can't say, "No, none of my interpretations of the Bible could be wrong," because then you would be saying you are infallible in your interpretation of Scripture, yet you believe no man to be infallible.  What is one to do, Mr. Slick, when one is presented with a question from a Catholic that one cannot, or will not, answer?

Now, turning to the specifics of your argument, if it could be called such, you state that if you want your sins forgiven, you need to "come to Christ," and that you need to "receive Jesus as your Lord and Savior," and that you need to "ask Jesus to forgive you of your sins," and "trust in Him alone and in nothing that you can do."  First of all, for someone who believes in salvation by faith alone, that's a whole lot of things that you laid out there that we have to "do," isn't it?  I thought we didn't have to "do" anything...that God did everything for us?  Yet, you say we need to "come" to Jesus, "receive" Jesus, "ask" Jesus, and "trust" Jesus.  I guess it's not salvation by faith alone, is it?  It's salvation by faith, and by coming, and by receiving, and by asking, and by trusting, right?  

Furthermore, you state these things in such a way as to make your readers think that this is something contrary to Catholic teaching.  Yet, the Catechism of the Catholic Church, quoting the Council of Trent, says the following: "The satisfaction that we make for our sins, however, is not so much ours as though it were not done through Jesus Christ.  We who can do nothing ourselves, as if just by ourselves, can do all things with the cooperation of 'Him who strengthens' us (Phil 4:13).  Thus man has nothing of which to boast, but all our boasting is in Christ (1 Cor 1:31; 2 Cor 10:17; Gal 6:14)...in whom we make satisfaction by bringing forth 'fruits that befit repentance,' (Luke 3:8).  These fruits have their efficacy from Him; by Him they are offered to the Father; and through Him they are accepted by the Father," (CCC #1460).  Paragraph 1470 of the Catechism: "In converting to Christ through penance and faith, the sinner passes from death to life and 'does not come into judgment,'" (John 5:24).  How, after reading those paragraphs - and many, many others that say the same things, and more, about our dependence on Christ - from the official teachings of the Catholic Church, can you dare to say that Catholics do not believe we do not need to come to Christ, or receive Christ, or ask Christ, or trust in Christ for the forgiveness of our sins and for our salvation?  
Have you bothered to read very much of the Catechism, or do you simply grab a quote here and one there and rip it from its context to make it say what you want it to say?

Regarding your statement that our "good deeds have no merit before God (Isa 64:6), I dealt with that gross misinterpretation of Scripture in my last newsletter and will not repeat myself here, except to say that you are wrong.  I would like to focus for a minute, though, on the next Scripture verse you cite - John 6:28-29.  "Then they said to Him, 'What must we do, to be doing the works of God?' Jesus answered them, 'This is the work of God, that you believe in Him whom He has sent.'"  Are you not aware that Scripture is calling the act of faith a "work"?  Yes, it is a work that we do by the grace of God...it is indeed a "work of God"...but it is a work that "we do," according to verse 28.  God does not have faith for us.  WE have to cooperate with the grace He sends us, and WE have to have faith.  It is a work WE do.  It is also a work of God in that it is a good work done by His grace.  That is what separates the saved from the unsaved, not something that God does for us, because God wants all men to be saved (1 Tim 2:4), and since He wants all men to be saved, He would have faith for all men if it was something that He alone did without our cooperation, but it's not.  It is something that the saved person does, by the grace of God, that the unsaved person doesn't do - he believes.  Believing is a work that WE must DO.  A work that has merit before God.  

You then go on to say that we do not have faith because we were baptized, or because we are good.  That is absolutely true.  The problem is, the Catholic Church nowhere teaches that one will automatically have faith just because he has been baptized, or that he will have faith because he is "good."  You have created a strawman argument. We do believe, however, that one is saved through Baptism, just as it says in the Bible: "Baptism, which corresponds to this, now SAVES you," (1 Peter 3:21).  Do you believe what the Bible says, Mr. Slick, or not?  "Unless one is born of water and the Spirit [Baptism], he cannot enter the Kingdom of God."  Do you believe that, Mr. Slick, or not?  What does being "born of water and the Spirit" mean, if not Baptism, where Jesus was baptized with water and the Spirit descended upon Him?  You also stated, "The Lord must receive all the glory for salvation because it completely and totally rests in Him."  I agree with the statement on the surface of it, but I have to disagree with your intent, as you seem to be saying that we are completely passive in our salvation; yet, you just stated a sentence or two earlier that there are several things we have to do in order to be saved.  So, Mr. Slick, do we need to trust, to ask, to repent, to receive or not?  I don't think you really have thought this all out very well.  

Finally, you said that salvation "is received by faith apart from works."  First of all, the entire quote is "by faith apart from works of law," (Rom 3:28).  You seem to want to leave out that last phrase, "works of law."  But, either way, as Catholics, we agree with that statement.  The works of law cannot now, nor could they ever, save a man.  Nor can a man be saved by simply doing good works...of any kind.  No one can "work" their way to salvation.  And that it is through faith that we are saved, but nowhere does the Scripture say that salvation is by faith "ALONE," which is the false teaching you are trying to peddle here.  I recommend, Mr. Slick, that you go back and read through the Catechism...all of it...before you try to tell Catholics, and others, what it is we believe and don't believe.  Furthermore, I suggest that instead of deciding for yourself, and all by yourself, what a particular word, phrase, sentence, or paragraph from the Catechism means, maybe you just might want to ask a Catholic if you are interpreting something in their belief system in the correct way.  That would be an honest and fair and just thing to do, wouldn't it, Mr. Slick.  That would be the Christian thing to do, wouldn't it?  I would be happy to help you understand what it is we teach, and why we teach it, should you ever be interested in actually seeking understanding, rather than casting stones.  

Matt Slick:
Please read the following scriptures carefully.
        "for all have sinned and fall short of the glory of God," (Rom. 3:23).
        "For the wages of sin is death, but the free gift of God is eternal life in Christ Jesus our Lord," (Rom. 6:23).
        "and He Himself bore our sins in His body on the cross, that we might die to sin and live to righteousness; for by His wounds you were healed," (1 Pet. 2:24).
        "He made Him who knew no sin to be sin on our behalf, that we might become the righteousness of God in Him," (2 Cor. 5:21).
        "If you ask Me anything in My name, I will do it," (John 14:14).
        "Come to Me, all who are weary and heavy-laden, and I will give you rest. 29"Take My yoke upon you, and learn from Me, for I am gentle and humble in heart; and you shall find rest for your souls," (Matt. 11:28-29).
        "But as many as received Him, to them He gave the right to become children of God, even to those who believe in His name," (John 1:12).
        "I do not nullify the grace of God; for if righteousness comes through the Law, then Christ died needlessly," (Gal. 2:21).
        "Therefore we conclude that a man is justified by faith without the deeds of the law," (Rom. 3:28).
        "For what saith the scripture? Abraham believed God, and it was counted unto him for righteousness," (Rom. 4:3).
        "But to the one who does not work, but believes in Him who justifies the ungodly, his faith is reckoned as righteousness," (Rom. 4:5).
        "These things I have written to you who believe in the name of the Son of God, in order that you may know that you have eternal life," (1 John 5:13).
My Response

As a Catholic, I agree with every single one of those Scripture verses.  Every single one!  However, you will please forgive me, Mr. Slick, if I disagree with your private, man-made, fallible, non-authoritative interpretation of those verses.  And, I would ask that you please read the following Scriptures carefully:

John 5:28-29, “Do not be amazed at this, for a time is coming when all who are in their graves will hear His voice and come out - those who have done good will rise to live, and those who have done evil will rise to be condemned.”

Ezekiel 33:13-16, “Though I say to the righteous that he shall surely live, yet if he trusts in his righteousness and commits iniquity , none of his righteous deeds shall be remembered; but in the iniquity that he has committed he shall die.  Again, though I say to the wicked, ‘You shall surely die,’ yet if he turns from his sin and does what is lawful and right...and walks in the statutes of life, committing no iniquity; he shall surely live, he shall not die.  None of the sins that he has committed shall be remembered against him; he has done what is lawful and right, he shall surely live.”

Rom 1:5, “Jesus Christ our Lord through whom we have received grace and apostleship to bring about the obedience of faith for the sake of His name."

1 John 2:3, “And by this we may be sure that we know Him, if we keep His commandments."

Rom 2:13, “For it is not the hearers of the law who are righteous before God, but the doers of the law who will be justified.”    

James 2:24, “You see that a man is justified by works and not by faith alone.”

James 2:20, Do you want to be shown, you foolish fellow, that faith apart from works is barren?  

Mt 7:21, “Not everyone who says to me, ‘Lord, Lord,’ shall enter the kingdom of heaven, but he who does the will of my Father…”

Mt 19:16-17, “And behold, one came up to [Jesus] saying, ‘Teacher, what good deed must I do to have eternal life? ... If you would enter life [Jesus said], keep the commandments.”  

Hebrews 12:14, “Strive for peace with all men, and for the holiness without which no one will see the Lord…”  

Phil 2:12-13, “Therefore, my beloved, as you have always obeyed, so now, not only as in my presence but much more in my absence, work out your own salvation with fear and trembling…”  

Ephesians 2:10, “For we are His workmanship, created in Christ Jesus for good works, which God prepared beforehand, that we should walk in them.”

Lk 9:23, “If anyone wishes to come after Me, he must deny himself and take up His cross daily and follow me." 

Rev 22:12, “Behold, I am coming soon, bringing my recompense, to repay every man for what he has done.”

Mt 3:10, “Even now the axe is laid to the root of the trees; every tree therefore that does not bear good fruit is cut down and thrown into the fire.”

Mt 7:19, “Every tree that does not bear good fruit is cut down and thrown into the fire.”

Mt 25:31-46, “...Come, O blessed of my Father, inherit the kingdom prepared for you from the foundation of the world; for I was hungry and you gave me food, I was thirsty and you gave me drink, I was a stranger and you welcomed me, I was naked and you clothed me, I was sick and you visited me, I was in prison and you came to me..."

1 Peter 1:17, “And if you invoke as Father Him who judges each one impartially according to his deeds, conduct yourselves with fear throughout the time of your exile.”

Rom 2:6, "For He will render to every man according to his works...”

James 2:12-13, “So speak and so act as those who are to be judged under the law of liberty.  For judgment is without mercy to one who has shown no mercy...”

Rev 20:13, “And the sea gave up the dead in it, Death and Hades gave up the dead in them, and all were judged by what they had done.”

Mt 16:27, “For the Son of Man is to come with His angels in the glory of His Father, and then He will repay every man for what he has done.”

Mt 12:36-37, “I tell you, on the day of judgment men will render account for every careless word they utter; for by your words you will be justified, and by your words you will be condemned.”

2 Cor 5:10    “For we must all appear before the judgment seat of Christ, so that each one may receive good or evil, according to what he has done in the body.”

Some Scripture verses emphasize faith when it comes to salvation.  However, that does not necessarily imply that it is faith alone that saves us.  Some Scriptures emphasize works when it comes to salvation.  However, that does not necessarily imply that it is works alone that save us.  Your twisted interpretations of Scripture, Mr. Slick, result in an either-or scenario.  Either faith, or works.  You cause Scripture to contradict itself.  Whereas the Catholic Faith's understanding of Scripture, in perfect harmony with Scripture, results in a both-and scenario.  Both faith, and works...all by the grace of God.

Matt Slick:
A suggested prayer
This suggested prayer is not a formula, but a representation of biblical principles by which you might better understand the true gospel and receive Christ as your Lord and Savior.  It is not a formula derived from Sacred Tradition or Stamped with the seal of the Roman Catholic Church's approval.  Its principles are derived from scripture:  we are sinners; God is Holy; we cannot earn salvation; salvation is a free gift; prayer to Christ; Jesus is the only way; receiving Christ; faith; etc.
"Lord Jesus, I admit that I am a sinner and that I have offended you by breaking your Holy Law.  I confess my sins to you Lord and ask forgiveness from you and do not ask anyone else to be forgiven of my sins against you.  
I acknowledge who you are, God in flesh, creator, humble Lord, who bore my sins in Your body on the cross and I come to you alone and trust you alone, by faith, that you will forgive me completely of my sins so that I will have eternal life.  I ask you Lord to come into my heart, to be my Lord, to forgive me of my sins.  Lord I trust in you alone, in the work of the cross alone and not in any church, not in any saint, not in Mary, not in any priest, but in you alone.  Lord, Jesus, I receive you, and come to you, and ask you to forgive me and justify me by faith as I trust in you alone.     Thank you.
If you are a Roman Catholic and have trusted in Christ alone for the forgiveness of your sins, then welcome to the body of Christ.  Welcome to salvation and the free gift of forgiveness in Jesus.
Next, I strongly recommend that you read the Bible regularly, talk to Jesus daily in prayer, and seek to find a church that teaches and focuses on Jesus as Lord, Jesus as Savior, and sticks to the Bible alone.
My Response

I love it!  This formula prayer I'm about to give you is not a formula.  Really?!  You can be sadly comical, Mr. Slick.  But, I do agree with the scriptural "principles" that you have laid out - we are sinners, God is holy, we cannot earn salvation, and so on. Every Catholic, who is truly Catholic, agrees with them.  Now, I know it is some sort of slap at the Catholic Church, but I have no idea what you are talking about, Mr. Slick, when you say, "...and [I] do not ask anyone else to be forgiven of my sins against you."  What?  You do not ask anyone else to be forgiven of your sins?  How could someone else be forgiven of your sins?  What crazy idea about Catholicism do you have that prompts you to put such a statement in a "prayer?"  

Finally, I will close by commenting on two last things that you include in your prayer.  First, you state that you do not trust in "any church."  That is exactly right.  You do not trust in any church.  By your own words you condemn yourself.  You trust in yourself and you yield authority to no one over you.  You have set yourself up in the high places to judge all others as condemned who disagree with you.  Does not Scripture tell us that the church is the Body of Christ?  And that it is the Bride of Christ?  Yet, here you are saying you have no trust in any church, not even the church founded by Jesus Christ.  If you don't trust the Church Jesus founded, then how can you honestly say you trust in Christ?  And if you do not trust the Church founded by Jesus Christ, pray tell why would you expect anyone to trust you?  

Second, I find it exceedingly sad that you would include an insult directed against the Virgin Mary in a supposed "prayer" to Jesus.  You do not "trust" Mary?  Really?  Let me ask you this, Mr. Slick, did Jesus trust in Mary or not?  Do you believe Jesus did not trust in His own mother?  Your hatred of all things Catholic causes you to say things that you have apparently not thought through very clearly.  I would ask you to take some time to really think about, and pray about, the points that I have made here.  And I am sincere in my statement that if you truly wish to understand what the Catholic Church teaches and why it teaches it, so that you may honestly agree or disagree with any given teachings, rather than your gross caricatures of Catholic teaching, I would be happy to help you with that process.  But if you choose to simply throw stones...if you choose to hate...then please know that I, and my readers, will be praying for you.    
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Introduction
I haven't had much of anything to do with Matt Slick in probably 4 or 5 years or so, but someone posted the Dear Catholic article by Slick that you'll see below on Facebook, and I just couldn't resist making a response.  And, just so we know that he finds out about this - in case he would like to make a response - if you guys could all forward the newsletter to him, that would be a big help.  

His email addresses are: matt@carm.org and mattslick@cableone.net (at least that's what it was a few years ago)

I will print the post of his article first, in its entirety, and then print it again with my responses intermingled with his article.  All of his words will be in italics.

Dear Catholic, do you know for sure if you are going to heaven? By Matt Slick

If you're a Catholic, do you know for sure if you are going to heaven when you die?

As a Protestant, I can say that I know I am going to heaven. This isn't arrogance. It is confidence in the work of Christ and not my own work. It is confidence in the ability of Jesus to save me completely, to have fulfilled all of the Law perfectly, and to have cleansed me from my sin totally.

Therefore, because all my hope and trust are in him and not what I can do, I know I am going to heaven.

If my salvation depended on my goodness and abilities in any way, then I can't have any confidence that I will make it to heaven because I am an imperfect sinner.

But God is perfect and requires holiness (1 Pet. 1:16). This is why God provided Jesus who fulfilled the Law (Matt. 5:17), including loving God (Deut. 6:5) and loving your neighbor (Lev. 19:18). In other words, Jesus did everything that is necessary for us to do.

This is why we should trust Jesus alone and not Jesus and our goodness or Jesus and our church or Jesus and our ability to love God and our neighbor.

But, what about you? Do you have that confidence? If not, perhaps it is because of the requirements that the Roman Catholic Church has stated in the Catechism of the Catholic Church.

“The Lord himself affirms that Baptism is necessary for salvation,” (CCC 1257).

“Basing itself on Scripture and Tradition, the Council teaches that the Church, a pilgrim now on earth, is necessary for salvation,” (CCC 846).

“This sacrament of Penance is necessary for salvation for those who have fallen after Baptism, just as Baptism is necessary for salvation for those who have not yet been reborn,” (CCC 980).

“The Church affirms that for believers the sacraments of the New Covenant are necessary for salvation, (CCC 1129).

“Service of and witness to the faith are necessary for salvation,” (CCC 1816).

“The authority of the Magisterium extends also to the specific precepts of the natural law [i.e., 10 Commandments, CCC 2070], because their observance, demanded by the Creator, is necessary for salvation,” (CCC 2036).

Are you as a Catholic able to keep all the requirements that the Roman Catholic Church says are necessary for salvation? We both know you can't.

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Dear Catholic, do you know for sure if you are going to heaven? By Matt Slick

If you're a Catholic, do you know for sure if you are going to heaven when you die?


John Martignoni
Dear Matt Slick,

Since you go by the Bible alone (Sola Scriptura), I have to ask: Is this little salvation quiz of yours in the Bible?  If not, why are you asking it?  Also, do I have to answer your question in a certain way as a requirement for getting into Heaven?   


Matt Slick
As a Protestant, I can say that I know I am going to heaven. This isn't arrogance. It is confidence in the work of Christ and not my own work. It is confidence in the ability of Jesus to save me completely, to have fulfilled all of the Law perfectly, and to have cleansed me from my sin totally.  Therefore, because all my hope and trust are in him and not what I can do, I know I am going to heaven.


John Martignoni
     Matt Slick says, “I know I am going to Heaven.”  

     God says, “Therefore let anyone who thinks that he stands take heed, lest he fall,” (1 Cor 10:12).  You might want to read that over a few times, Slick.  

     Paul, inspired by the Holy Spirit, says, “I do not even judge myself.  I am not aware of anything against myself, but I am not thereby acquitted.  It is the Lord who judges me.  Therefore do not pronounce judgment before the time, before the Lord comes...” (1 Cor 4:3-5).  

     Matt Slick says, “I do indeed judge myself before the time, before the Lord comes, and even though I am aware of all sorts of things against myself, I am thereby acquitted.”

     Sorry, Slick, but your words do indeed seem to indicate just a wee bit of arrogance on your part.

     Oh, and one other thing: If Jesus has cleansed you from your sin “totally,” then how come you still sin?


Matt Slick
If my salvation depended on my goodness and abilities in any way, then I can't have any confidence that I will make it to heaven because I am an imperfect sinner.


John Martignoni
     You seem to be implying, Slick, that Catholics believe it is their own “goodness and abilities” that cause them to be saved.  First of all, I challenge you to find anywhere in official Catholic teaching where such a thing is taught.  It’s not.  For you to put forth such a thing is for you to knowingly and willingly participate in a lie.  But since Jesus cleansed you from your sin “totally,” then I guess that’s okay, right?

     Secondly, I can prove to you that Catholics put more confidence in Christ for their salvation than even you claim to do.  I can prove that with two words: Infant Baptism.  Catholics believe that when an infant is baptized, that infant is saved.  The infant cannot do any works.  The infant cannot even have faith.  In other words, there is absolutely nothing the infant can do to effect its own salvation, yet Catholics believe that infant is indeed saved through Baptism.  How?  All, completely, totally, and gratuitously by the grace of God and absolutely nothing else.  

     And here is the official, dogmatic, teaching of the Catholic Church on this matter from the Council of Trent:

     “…so unless [men] were born again in Christ, they never would be justified, since in that new birth through the merit of His passion, the grace whereby they are made just, is bestowed upon them.” (Denzinger, p. 249)

     “…man himself receiving that inspiration [of the Holy Spirit] does nothing at all inasmuch as he can indeed reject it, nor on the other hand can he, of his own free will, without the grace of God, move himself to justice before Him.” (Denzinger, p. 250)

     “…the meritorious cause [of man’s justification] is His most beloved only-begotten Son, our Lord Jesus Christ, who…merited justification for us by His most holy passion on the wood of the Cross, and made satisfaction for us to God the Father…” (Denzinger, p. 251)

     “…no one can be just but he to whom the merits of the passion of our Lord Jesus Christ are communicated…” (Denzinger, p. 251)

     “…and are, therefore, said to be justified gratuitously, because none of those things which precede justification, whether faith or works, merit the grace itself of justification; for, ‘if it is a grace, it is not now by reason of works…’” (Denzinger, p. 252)

     “Canon 1: If anyone shall say that man can be justified before God by his own works which are done either by his own natural powers, or through the teaching of the Law, and without divine grace through Christ Jesus: let him be anathema.” (Denzinger, p.258)

     I don’t believe there is anything there about Catholics believing that a man can be justified, or saved, in any way, shape, or form by their own “goodness and abilities.”  To say that Catholics believe such a thing is a lie, pure and simple.

     So, Catholics actually put more confidence in Christ than you do.  You see, when you say that your salvation does not depend on your abilities in any way, that’s not quite right, is it?  Here’s an interesting question for you: You probably know the date you got saved, right?  It was on a particular day sometime in the 20th century.  But, can you tell me what was different on that day as opposed to the day before you were saved?  Did Jesus do something new and different for you on the day you were saved that He had not done for you the day before you were saved?  No.  Slick theology says that Jesus did all that needed to be done for your salvation with His death on the Cross sometime back in the 1st century - “It is finished,” (John 19:30).  

     So, what was different about the day you were saved in the 20th century as opposed to the day before you were saved?  Was the difference something you did, or something Jesus did?  The difference was something you did, wasn’t it?  You acted.  You believed.  You accepted.  You confessed.  You repented (all are action verbs, by the way).  You did something that, in your opinion, resulted in your salvation.  So, in Slick theology, you had to DO something in order to be saved.  That little Catholic baby didn’t.  Who, then, has more confidence in Christ - Slick, or Catholics?


Matt Slick
But God is perfect and requires holiness (1 Pet. 1:16). This is why God provided Jesus who fulfilled the Law (Matt. 5:17), including loving God (Deut. 6:5) and loving your neighbor (Lev. 19:18). In other words, Jesus did everything that is necessary for us to do.

This is why we should trust Jesus alone and not Jesus and our goodness or Jesus and our church or Jesus and our ability to love God and our neighbor.


John Martignoni
     “Jesus did everything that is necessary for us to do.”  If that is the case, then every man should be saved.  Because Jesus did everything that is necessary for every man to be saved, didn’t He?  But, as I showed in my comments above, if you were “unsaved” one day - 2000 years after the death of Christ - and then “saved” the next day, the difference between those two days is not something Jesus did, it’s something the believer DID that the unbeliever did not do.  So, Jesus didn’t do “everything” that is necessary for us to do, did He?  He didn't believe for us, did He?  He didn't accept Himself into our hearts as His personal Lord and Savior, did He?  Now, that all happened by the grace of God, but we had to act on that grace.  We had to DO something.

     And, by the way, you are correct in saying that God is perfect and requires holiness.  In fact, we can’t see the Lord if we aren’t holy (Hebrews 12:14).  But here’s the difference between Slick theology and Catholic theology: In Catholic theology, we have such confidence in Jesus that we believe He can, and does, make us holy.  Slick theology doesn’t have any such confidence in Jesus, which is why Jesus has to love God for us and love our neighbor for us, and be holy for us, because Jesus can’t, even by His grace, enable us to do so.  

     Slick theology says we could never be worthy of receiving anything from God.  We could never be holy.  Catholic theology says with God, “all things are possible,” (Matt 19:26) and that we, the followers of Christ, “are being changed into His likeness from one degree of glory to another; for this comes from the Lord Who is the Spirit,” (2 Cor 3:18).  

     I am also surprised to hear Matt Slick say that we should not trust in the Body of Christ.  “He [Jesus] is the head of the body, the church...” (Col 1:18).  Jesus’ body is the church.  Jesus is the Head of the church.  Matt Slick says we should not trust the church.  I find that absolutely fascinating...and revealing.


Matt Slick
But, what about you? Do you have that confidence? If not, perhaps it is because of the requirements that the Roman Catholic Church has stated in the Catechism of the Catholic Church.

“The Lord himself affirms that Baptism is necessary for salvation,” (CCC 1257).

 

John Martignoni
“Truly, truly I say to you, unless one is born of water and the Spirit, he cannot enter the Kingdom of God.” (John 3:5)  

“Repent, and be baptized every one of you in the name of Jesus Christ for the forgiveness of your sins; and you shall receive the gift of the Holy Spirit.”  (Acts 2:38)

 

Matt Slick
“Basing itself on Scripture and Tradition, the Council teaches that the Church, a pilgrim now on earth, is necessary for salvation,” (CCC 846).


John Martignoni
“And He has put all things under His feet and has made Him the head over all things for the church, which is His body, the fulness of Him Who fills all in all.”  (Ephesians 1:22-23)   Is the Body of Christ - the fulness of Christ Who fills all in all - not necessary for salvation?


Matt Slick
“This sacrament of Penance is necessary for salvation for those who have fallen after Baptism, just as Baptism is necessary for salvation for those who have not yet been reborn,” (CCC 980).


John Martignoni
“If we confess our sins, He is faithful and just, and will forgive our sins and cleanse us from all unrighteousness.”  (1 John 1:9)


Matt Slick
“The Church affirms that for believers the sacraments of the New Covenant are necessary for salvation, (CCC 1129).


John Martignoni
“Truly, truly I say to you, unless you eat the flesh of the Son of Man and drink His blood, you have no life in you.  He who eats My flesh and drinks My blood has eternal life, and I will raise him up at the last day.”  (John 6:53-54)

“Baptism...now saves you.”  (1 Peter 3:21)


Matt Slick
“Service of and witness to the faith are necessary for salvation,” (CCC 1816).


John Martignoni
“So everyone who acknowledges Me before men, I also will acknowledge before My Father Who is in Heaven; but whoever denies Me before men, I also will deny before My Father Who is in Heaven.”  (Matt 10:32-33)


Matt Slick
“The authority of the Magisterium extends also to the specific precepts of the natural law [i.e., 10 Commandments, CCC 2070], because their observance, demanded by the Creator, is necessary for salvation,” (CCC 2036).


John Martignoni
“And behold, one came up to Him, saying ‘Teacher, what good deed must I do to have eternal life?  And He said to him...“If you would enter life, keep the commandments.”  (Matt 19:16-17)

“If you love me, you will keep my commandments.”  (John 14:15)

“If you keep my commandments, you will abide in my love...”  (John 15:10)

“For neither circumcision counts for anything nor uncircumcision, but keeping the commandments of God.”  (1 Cor 7:19)

“And by this we may be sure that we know him, if we keep his commandments.”  (1 John 2:3)

“...and we receive from him whatever we ask, because we keep his commandments and do what pleases him.”  (1 John 3:22)


Matt Slick
Are you as a Catholic able to keep all the requirements that the Roman Catholic Church says are necessary for salvation? We both know you can't.


John Martignoni
God:  “For this is the love of God, that we keep his commandments. And his commandments are not burdensome.”  (1 John 5:3)

Slick: God’s commandments are too burdensome for man to keep.  Jesus cannot give you the grace you need in order to keep the commandments and precepts of God.

God:  “Here is a call for the endurance of the saints, those who keep the commandments of God and the faith of Jesus.”   (Rev 14:12)  The saints are those who “keep the commandments of God and the faith of Jesus.”

Slick:  The saints are those who have faith alone because they are unable to keep the commandments of God.

 

Who do you want to believe...Matt Slick...or God?

Catholic theology:  All things are possible with God and Christ can and does give man the grace to keep His commandments and His grace can make us holy.

Slick theology: God can’t do any of that so we don’t need to even bother trying to be holy.  

 

Now, tell me again, who it is that has confidence in Jesus?

Matt Slick and Mary
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Introduction
Matt Slick, anti-Catholic, who has avoided any direct confrontation with me for a few years now, even though I have "analyzed" some of the articles from his website from time-to-time here in this newsletter - and many folks have forwarded those analyses to him - recently popped up on one of the Facebook pages that I am a member of - "Catholic Church/Bible Only Debates".  I couldn't believe it!  At last, a chance to go head-to-head with him.  So, I dogged him over a few days by responding to every single post he made.  Guess what?  He didn't respond to a single post, until he finally said something like, "Really?!"  And then, in his next post, he feigned hurt and offense because of my posts - basically to keep from answering the questions.  
What was really awesome, though, was when he put up a post on 10 things about Mary that he claimed show how Catholics essentially worship Mary.  They came from an article of his on Mary that he has on his website: https://carm.org/roman-catholicism-mary-compare-god  Well, I responded to the post, and guess what happened?  Nothing.  A couple of days went by without any response from him.  And then, lo and behold, he deleted the entire thread, including his original post!  Fortunately, I had saved a copy of my post, so I started a new thread on Mary by posting my response to Slick again.  A couple of days went by without any response from him.  And then, lo and behold, he gets into a big snit fit with the administrator of the page and gets kicked off.  

Now, he has popped up on another website that I am a member of: "5 Solas vs. Catholic Church".  And, as Gomer used to say, "Surprise!  Surprise!" he has put up essentially the same post on Mary that he deleted from the other Facebook page.  So, I responded to it again.  This time, he actually posted something in reply to me, and I thought this would be good fodder for a newsletter, so here we go. 

The first thing below is Slick's original post on Mary.  Then I will post my initial response.  Over the next 2 or 3 newsletters, I am going to respond, point-by-point, to each of his 10 points on Mary.  I'll also be posting these responses on the FB page.  I wonder if the whole thread will get deleted again?

Matt Slick

TEN things about Mary from Catholicism.

Question 1: Why is this NOT idolatry?
Question 2: Where is any of this found in the Bible?

I numbered them for easy reference in responses.

1. Mary made atonement for the sins of man: "...Mary, by her spiritual entering into the sacrifice of her divine son for men, made atonement for the sins of man and (de congruon) merited the application of the redemptive grace of Christ. In this manner she cooperates in the subjective redemption of mankind." (Fundamentals of Catholic Dogma, Ott, page 213).

2. Mary crushed the head of the serpent: "All our hope do we repose in the most Blessed Virgin—in the all fair and immaculate one who has crushed the poisonous head of the most cruel serpent and brought salvation to the world," (Pope Pius IX, Ineffabilis Deus).

3. Mary is preparing a home for you: "This mother...is waiting and preparing your home for you," (Handbook for Today's Catholic, p. 31).

4. Mary hears your prayers: "May the Blessed Virgin hear your every prayer," (Message of John Paul II, read by H. E. Msgr. Francesco Marchisano, Grotto of our Lady of Lourdes in the Vatican Gardens, Saturday, 31, May 2003).

5. Mary is Queen over all things: "She is "Queen over all things," (CCC par. 966).

6. "So no man goeth to Christ but by His Mother," (Vatican Website: Encyclical of Pope Leo 13th on the Rosary, Octobri Mense, Pope Leo 13th, 1903-1914).

7. Mary is 2nd only to Jesus: "Mary has by grace been exalted above all angels and men to a place second only to her Son" (Vatican Council II, p. 421).

8. No Better way than to look to Mary: "After speaking of the Church, her origin, mission, and destiny, we can find no better way to conclude than by looking to Mary," (CCC 972).

9. Devotion to Mary: "The liturgical feasts dedicated to the Mother of God and Marian prayer, such as the rosary, an "epitome of the whole Gospel," express this devotion to the Virgin Mary," (CCC. 971).

10. Mary is the all holy one: "By asking Mary to pray for us, we acknowledge ourselves to be poor sinners and we address ourselves to the 'Mother of Mercy,' the All-Holy One," (CCC 2677).

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------

John Martignoni

     (Matt Slick, I was hoping you would put up this post again. When you posted it on the other FB page, and I responded, you proceeded to delete the entire post. And then, when I re-posted my response as its own thread, you completely ignored it. So, here it is again...exactly as I've posted twice before):

     I would be happy to answer your questions about Mary. But, before I begin doing so, I want to state a few ground rules that I believe we can both agree on:

     1) The things you say about the Catholic Church are nothing more than your fallible opinion, and they are not God’s infallible Word. 
For example, when you “equate Roman Catholic exaltation of Mary with idolatry,” or when you say Roman Catholics "worship Mary," that is your fallible opinion, not the infallible Word of God, correct? Or, when you say, “The exaltation of [Mary] is comparable to God,” that, too, is your fallible opinion, not the infallible Word of God, right?

     2) The Bible often attributes to man things that are attributed to God. For example, there are men in the Bible to whom fatherhood is attributed, but we only have one Father Who is in Heaven, right? There are men in the Bible to whom kingship is attributed, yet our one true king is Jesus Christ, right?

     3) Your interpretations of Scripture are your personal fallible interpretations of Scripture. For example, when you say that this or that Catholic teaching is contrary to a particular passage of Scripture, what you are actually saying is that this or that Catholic teaching is contrary to your fallible understanding of that particular passage of Scripture, right?

     If you disagree with either #1, #2, or #3 above, please let me know because I would be very interested in hearing your reasons for doing so.

     Now, let’s begin discussing Mary, Mr. Slick. The first thing I would like to address is what you refer to as the excessive Catholic “exaltation of Mary” [he didn't use that exact quote in his post above, but he did use that phrase in his original post of this material].  I have a question for you: Did God exalt Mary when He chose her to bear His Son? If you say, “Yes, He did,” then would you characterize that exaltation as a minor exaltation, a medium exaltation, or a great exaltation? Can you give me an honor that God could bestow on any human being that would be greater?

 

Strategy

     I'm just going to take these 2 or 3 at a time and let Mr. Slick know where he is going astray in his fallible interpretations and his subjective opinions regarding Scripture and Catholic teaching.  I haven't looked over the materials he is quoting from about Mary, but if he is true to his MO, he is taking these particular quotes out of context and ignoring nearby passages in the documents he is quoting from that further expand or elucidate on the what is being said.  Full presentation of material information is not Slick's strong suit.  Cherry picking quotes to make his position look good, however, is something he is very good at.

     So, next newsletter I'll take on Mary and the atonement of sin...
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