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DEBATE WITH PHIL
http://www.biblechristiansociety.com/newsletter/1-apologetics-for-the-masses-issue-1 
Introduction

This initial volume of the newsletter covers a discussion I got into with a person who has recently left the Church. He was letting a friend of mine know why he left, and that friend forwarded the message to me, and I jumped into the fray, so to speak. It is rather long because it was one of our first exchanges and I am trying to respond fully to his questions and comments. (I copy the emails just as I receive them, so any spelling or grammatical errors are from the original.)

Challenge/Response/Strategy
Phil

Hi John,
Your website mentions Mary in perpetual virginity. The bible makes it clear that Jesus has one or two (maybe more) brothers. Where does the “perpetual virginity” come from?

John Martignoni

Hello Phil,

Before I answer you specifically as to where that came from, would you do me a favor and answer a question for me. In Galatians 1:19, it identifies James as both an apostle and the Lord’s brother. And, in Mark 6:3, it mentions four of Jesus’ “brothers” and one of them is named James. Is the James, the brother of Jesus, in Mark 6:3 and the apostle James, the brother of the Lord, in Gal 1:19, the same person?

Strategies and Tactics
There are 4 main apologetics strategies that I teach people to use: 1)The Ignorant Catholic, 2) Being Offensive (Aw-fensive) Without Being Offensive (Uh-fensive); 3) It’s the Principle of the Thing; and 4) But That’s MY Interpretation. 

I will be talking about all of these off and on in the coming newsletters, but for this newsletter, the strategy I use most is #2 above…Being Offensive (Aw-fensive) Without Being Offensive (Uh-fensive). (In fact, this is my primary strategy in all of my apologetics discussions.) And, the best way to be aw-fensive without being uh-fensive is to ask questions. Be a student of what the other person thinks and believes. Ask as many questions as possible about their beliefs and the Bible passages they cite. Try to ask more questions than you answer. 

At the heart of this strategy is my contention that many non-Catholic Christians do not have a comprehensive, logical, and consistent system of theology. In other words, their theological system has any number of inconsistencies, but these inconsistencies are never brought out by Catholics, because we’re too busy answering the other guy’s questions. Well, we need to ask some questions of our own so that we can expose these inconsistencies and hopefully plant some seeds of truth.

Now, regarding the Perpetual Virginity of Mary: what I am doing here is asking what I call a set-up question. The set-up question sets the stage for the ultimate answer to the other guy’s question. And, I prefer to answer questions as often as possible with a question. The reason I ask if the James in Gal 1:19 and the James in Mark 6:3 are the same person, is because if they are, then the “brothers” of Jesus mentioned in Mark 6:3, cannot be sons of Joseph and Mary. This is because the two Apostles named James were the sons of Zebedee and Alphaeus (see Matthew 10:2-4). 

So, if the James of Galatians 1:19, who is referred to as the Lord’s brother, is the same as the James in Mark 6:3 who is referred to as the Lord’s brother, then we see that the “brothers” of the Lord are not sons of Mary and Joseph and, therefore, Mark 6:3 does not “prove” that Mary had other children. And, if someone says that the James of Gal 1:19 and the James of Mark 6:3 are not the same James, then the question is, “How many brothers named James did Jesus have?” And, one other question, “Where in the Bible does it say that they aren’t the same James?” We’ll hopefully get a chance to see how he answers. 

Phil

Could you explain the Catechism to me? Why did the Magisterium need to clarify what God said? Why did it take them and the popes 600 or so pages to do so in the Catechism? Aren’t they clearly saying “Who cares what God’s word says – we can read his mind and we know what he tried to say so let us tell you”?

John Martignoni

If you check out the indices in the back of the Catechism, you will see a biblical index that is some 32 pages long. In other words, the Catechism refers back to the Bible many times over. It is not saying, “Who cares what God said,” it is saying, “This is what we believe and why.” Do you go to church on Sundays? If so, does the pastor of your church give a sermon each Sunday? And, is that sermon maybe 30-40 minutes long, or longer? How many Scripture passages does the average sermon reference? 4? 6? 12? In other words, in his sermon, he’s not just reading God’s Word is he? He’s explaining it. He’s talking about how to apply it to your life, isn’t he? He’s explaining what it means. Why does he do that? Shouldn’t you just pick up the Bible and read it for yourself? Why do you have to listen to what some pastor tells you about the Bible? Isn’t that just saying, “Who cares what God said, I’m listening to my pastor instead?” The Catechism is basically a series of sermons put to paper, but with a lot more scripture references than the average Protestant pastor’s Sunday sermon.

Strategies and Tactics

Just a basic answer about the Catechism, but notice that I don’t just answer, I ask him questions as part of the answer. Being aw-fensive, without being uh-fensive. 

John Martignoni
In five places the bible says very clearly that church leaders can be married (1 Corinthians 9:5, 1 Timothy 3:2 and 3:12, 1 Timothy 4:2-3, Titus 1:6), yet popes ignore God and say the opposite. That’s a minor topic, but it suggests the possibility of similar errors in bigger topics, like salvation. Jesus warned that things like this would happen (Matthew 7:13-27, 1 Timothy 1:3-7, 4:1-2, Mark 7:6-13, Colossians 2:8).

Are there any leaders in any Protestant denomination that you know of, who fulfill what Jesus said in Matthew 19:12? Do you know of any leader in any denomination who has made themself a “eunuch for the kingdom of God?” We’ve got a whole bunch of those folks in the Catholic Church. Or, do you know of any leaders in any of these denominations who follows Paul’s advice on serving God that he gives in 1 Cor 7:32-35? Or, do you know of any leader in any Protestant denomination who can say what Peter says in Mark 10:28? The Catholic Church takes to heart what Jesus said and what Paul and Peter said, and asks those who serve in leadership roles to give up everything to follow Christ so that their interests will not be divided. Why is it said that we go against the Bible in this, when clearly we do not?

Strategies and Tactics 

Again, answering a question with a question. And, giving a scripture verse and then explaining it in the Catholic context. Don’t just give a verse and say, “See, this says what Catholics believe.” Try, as often as possible, to give the verse and then expand on it a bit and ask the other guy some questions about it. And say things like, “So, here’s a verse of the Bible that teaches exactly what the Catholic Church teaches.”

Phil

Where does the bible mention “mortal” sins, confession to a priest, or the existence of purgatory? With confession for example, 1 Timothy 2:5 says “For there is one God and one mediator between God and men, the man Jesus Christ”. Priests in confession are clearly not the mediator (as also stated in 1 John 2:1). Revelation 22:18-19 says “I warn everybody who hears the words of the prophecy of this book: If anyone adds anything to them, God will add to him the plagues, and if anyone takes words away from this book, God will take away from him his share in the tree of life.” Over 90% of religions have done this. 

John Martignoni
If I can show you a passage, in the Bible, that clearly delineates between deadly sin, or mortal sin, and non-mortal sin, would you believe Catholic teaching in this matter?

And, if I can show you a passage, that clearly shows that God has given men the authority to forgive sins, would you believe Catholic teaching in this matter? By the way, does the Bible anywhere say that we are to confess our sins to God and to God alone?

Strategies and Tactics
Answer a question with a question. If he answers “yes” to my question, then I just turn to 1 John 5:16-17, which very clearly delineates between mortal (deadly) sin and non-mortal sin. 

Regarding confession, same strategy because I can show him passages (Matthew 9:6-9; John 20:22-23) where men are given the authority on earth to forgive sins. And I also ask him a question to show me, in the Bible, where his particular belief is. Because it’s not in the Bible.

Phil

Remember Jesus’ talk with Nicodemus where he clearly says not once but twice that you must be “born again”? Why is “born again” not even referred to at all in the Catechism or Catholic definition of salvation? 

John Martignoni
Again, you are misinformed as to Catholic teaching and to the contents of the Catechism – I think you’re listening to too many folks who are misrepresenting what Catholics believe and teach, like the folks at Reaching Catholics for Christ. Anyway, simply check out paragraphs 2790, 1257, 1262, 782, 1265, 1215, 1238; and I came up with those in just a couple of minutes, I’m sure there are more. Being born again is one of the central tenets of our Faith. If anyone tells you otherwise, they are simply misinformed or they are outright lying.

Phil

Unlike the old days when I assumed the pope and priests knew what they were talking about, now I’ve seen way too much clear evidence that they just follow blind human tradition and a man-made religion set up to serve man’s ego. It’s as clear as simple things like:

1. The pope letting people bow down before him. 

2. The pope took no action to fix the sex abuse scandal – that’s infallible??

3. The whole “infallible” thing – clearly the bible says the opposite, and makes no exception for the pope. 

4. As for those who claim Peter (the rock) was the first pope and laid the groundwork for how God meant for us all to be Catholic, Peter was far from infallible, as we saw three times before the cock crowed. 

John Martignoni
Here is a perfect example of what I mean about needing a Catechism to clarify for folks what the Catholic Church teaches. You have an incorrect understanding of the Church’s teaching on infallibility. Infallibility has a very strict definition. It simply means the Pope, when teaching as the earthly head of the Church, to the entire Church, on matters of faith and morals, will be prevented from teaching error by the Holy Spirit. It doesn’t mean that the Pope cannot sin or that he cannot make mistakes. Did the Pope make mistakes regarding the sex scandal… possibly. But, did he ever teach to the whole Church that the sex scandal was an okay thing? No. Infallibility does not apply here. He’s still human. Tell me of a pastor of any church, anywhere, who doesn’t sin and who doesn’t make mistakes? The Bible does, however, very clearly point to the doctrine of infallibility. If you’re interested in finding out where, I’ll respond accordingly in my next email.

If a young man bows to a young woman in a formal dance setting, does that mean that he is worshipping her? People bow as a sign of respect to the Pope, as they do to the President, to kings, to queens, and other such dignitaries. Bowing, does not, in and of itself, signify worship.

Phil

5. Your website’s Apologetics question 101-16 [from the 2-Minute Apologetics page] is just playing with words. The proper question should be "Why have Catholics elevated Mary to the level of deity, to be worshipped as is done with the Hail Mary prayer? Answer: for no biblical reason whatsoever. I hope all the questions are not misleading; 101-16 is just today’s featured question so I took a look.

John Martignoni
I do not worship Mary, nor does any Catholic I know, nor does the Church teach such a thing. You honestly believe that saying the Hail Mary is worshipping Mary? If you do, then I guess you believe God worshipped Mary…because the Hail Mary is simply repeating what God said to Mary Himself. Do you believe God was worshipping Mary in Luke 1 when He said, “Hail, full of grace, the Lord is with thee?” Was the Holy Spirit worshipping Mary when He inspired Elizabeth to say, “Blessed are you among women and blessed is the fruit of your womb?” And, when He also inspired her to call Mary the “mother of my Lord?” Are you not aware that by repeating the Hail Mary we are simply praying scripture?

It’s really easy to say something like, “You’re playing with words,” isn’t it? But, it’s not so easy to counter the logic with an argument of your own. It’s not playing with words…I make valid points and I use logic and scripture. Give me a counter argument. Most people can’t, so they say something along the lines of what you just said.
Phil

Titus 3:9-10: “Avoid foolish controversies and arguments about the law, because these are useless. Warn a divisive person once, and then warn him a second time. After that, have nothing to do with him.” I didn’t try to win you over to some man-made religion like you did; I tried to win you over to God’s word. I tried, but I guess you can’t stand the truth – God’s word. It’s a shame.

John Martignoni
Okay, I’ve answered pretty much everything I found in your last email…if I missed something, then let me know and I’ll address it in a future email. Now, would you answer a question or two for me, in addition to the 3 or 4 I’ve already asked? And please remember to answer those questions I’ve already asked, they are quite important.

1) How are we saved? Is it by faith alone?
2) Is God’s sole criteria for judging us worthy of salvation based on whether or not we have faith…alone? 

3) Once a person is saved, can they lose their salvation?
4) Why do we have some 25,000 + Protestant denominations all over the world, many teaching doctrines that absolutely contradict one another, when they all go by the Bible alone? Isn’t the Bible easy enough for everyone to read and come to the same conclusion? 

5) Does it matter if folks all believe the same doctrines or not? 

6) Do you believe in the Trinity? If so, why? Does the Bible mention anything about there being one God, but 3 persons in God, each of Whom is fully God?

I hope you answer my questions and that we can continue this discussion. I stuck to the topics that you laid out, I hope you will respect me in the same manner and respond to what I have presented. I have no fear of God’s Word, and I can back up Church teaching using God’s Word much better than you can back up your current beliefs, whatever they are, using the Bible. I’m not trying to win you over to anything but the truth. By the way, the current church or denomination you now attend…what year was it founded, and by whom?

Strategies and Tactics
The other topics discussed pretty much follow the same logic and strategy. Explain where necessary and ask as many questions as possible. Then, I close out by asking my own questions. I want to get to what he believes and why. I want him to give me the Bible verses that say what he believes, because there really aren’t any that back up what he believes.
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Introduction

This is my 2nd round of response and reply with a recently former Catholic named Phil. 

Phil

Catholics and Protestants have much in common, but many significant things not in common. The beliefs have been argued about for centuries and it led to some wars. You write well in that you again got me wondering “Am I sure of what I believe?” But after some thought and research, my answer to myself is “Yes”. I could answer your questions, but again they are carefully worded to get the answer you want. Meanwhile, you seem to have some weak areas. For example: My question about priests being single and celibate: I do not see how Matthew 19:12 is an answer. 1 Cor 7:32-35 and Mark 10:28 give you some credibility, but are not as clear as 1 Timothy 3:2. 

John Martignoni
This is going to be real quick, because I have to run to the store and help get dinner ready, but I will send out a more detailed email to you sometime this week. But let me tell you something…you sound like you’re frustrated with Catholics. Why? Because you asked them questions and they couldn’t give you answers. Well, unfortunately, there are millions of folks out there who call themselves Catholic who do a very poor job of teaching folks what the Church actually teaches. It’s unfortunate, but it’s a fact. That situation is changing, but we’ve got a lot of work to do.

However, just because this or that Catholic, doesn’t know or can’t properly explain what the Church teaches, does not mean the Catholic Church is wrong, it means that there are plenty of folks who don’t take their Faith seriously. But, and I don’t mean this to be ugly, so I hope you won’t take it that way, I’m frustrated with folks like you. Why? Because they come to me and tell me Catholics don’t teach what’s in the Bible, then when I start to show them that what Catholics teach is indeed in the Bible…when I start to give them answers to the questions they have, what do they do? They back away from the dialogue. They don’t answer my questions.

There are no trick questions in what I asked you. Yes, they are carefully worded…they are carefully worded because you asked about specific things or made accusations about specific things. So, I carefully word my questions to you so as: 1) to stick to the topic; and 2) to stick to the Word of God. I asked you very simple, straightforward questions, relating to the Bible and your beliefs…and you either can’t or won’t answer them. I’m asking you about what it says in the Word of God, why won’t you answer my questions? 

Yet, you continue to say Catholics either can’t or won’t answer your questions…do you see the source of my frustration?

Strategies and Tactics
You see what he says, “I could answer your questions, but again they are carefully worded to get the answer you want.” In other words, he has a problem answering my questions. I just asked straightforward questions about the Bible…why can’t he answer them? And see how he responds to my answer to his question about celibacy, he just dismisses it out of hand. No explanation about why it’s wrong, or how I’ve misinterpreted Matthew 19…nothing like that…it’s just wrong based on his “opinion.” You’ve got to call folks on it when they do things like that. You need to remember Strategy #4, “But That’s MY Interpretation!”

Phil

Have you seen the movie Luther? It came out 2-3 years ago and should have gotten as much attention as The Passion of the Christ. It tells a powerful story about Martin Luther (a true story). Was Luther right? Well:

I found a book today called Fast Facts on False Teachings, 1994, by Ron Carlson. Chapter 14 is devoted to Catholicism and has great stuff. The Council of Trent in 1545 declared that Catholic tradition is equal in authority to scripture. That so strongly opposes what the bible clearly says. That is more than major red flag. That decision also opened the floodgates even more for Catholics to add whatever things they saw fit. I imagine you’ve heard the list so I won’t repeat it except to say: Vatican II in the 1960’s suddenly went from no meat on Fridays to saying it’s OK. In Lyon in 1274, Catholics invented Purgatory.

These and many other examples are EXACTLY what Jesus warned us would happen from false teachers. He wasn’t just talking about Mohammed and John Smith (or was it Joseph?). But Catholics continue to do what their parents and priests and popes say to do, and won’t listen to anything else.

You wrote “Infallibility means the Pope, when teaching as the earthly head of the Church, to the entire Church, on matters of faith and morals, will be prevented from teaching error by the Holy Spirit.” I agree with one thing: No, I don’t know of any pastor who doesn’t sin and who doesn’t make mistakes. Where do you come up with this perfect man pope who cannot similarly make “teaching errors”? No meat on Friday, then meat on Friday is okay – somebody taught wrong. Yes, please tell me where the bible points to the doctrine of infallibility, and how only a Catholic pope qualifies for this club.

In my opinion, Catholics have “added to and taken away from”, which God doesn’t like (Revelation 22:18-19). Most Catholics don’t even know it. I wrote a letter to men on a Catholic softball team and encouraged them to read the bible. The lack of interest was amazing. They don’t care what God says; they just care what their priest says God says.

When I ask Catholics how to get to heaven, they don’t even know (I’m not saying their answer is wrong, I’m saying they have no answer). The catechism says someone is only saved through the sacraments. That is not in the bible. Again, why is the bible not enough?

I’m sure you disagree; that’s why I give up. Some Catholics are saved; some Protestants are not. I guess it boils down to how someone’s relationship is with Christ. That’s what your website should stress is reading the bible; not man-made stuff.

John Martignoni
You said you were open to hearing another side of things…well, are you or aren’t you? I think you’ve already decided that you don’t want to be Catholic and you don’t really want to talk to someone who might make you reconsider the claims of the Catholic Faith. For example, you say that “the catechism says someone is only saved through the sacraments. That is not in the Bible.” Would you kindly read John 6:53-54? “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.” Let’s see, eternal life by eating His flesh and drinking His blood. That’s the Eucharist. You have eternal life through the Eucharist – isn’t the Eucharist one of the sacraments? The catechism says it, the Bible says it.

Also, something else that frustrates me. I give you biblical backing for Catholic beliefs and you just say something like, “In my opinion, that’s not good enough.” Well, why is your interpretation of the Bible more valid than my interpretation? If you go by the Bible alone, and everyone has the right to pick up the Bible and read it for themselves to determine truth and error, then don’t I have the same right? 

I gave you valid biblical passages, which make perfect sense in light of those particular doctrines of Catholic teaching, and you just dismiss them out of hand. You don’t tell me how or why I’m wrong, you just say that in your opinion I’m wrong. Forgive me for being a bit frustrated with that.

Matthew 9:6-8. The people were amazed and they glorified God who had given such authority to MEN [plural]. What authority? The authority on earth to forgive sins. Not a biblical teaching you say? Read John 20:20-23 also. Do you now believe in salvation by faith alone? If so, can you give me a single passage of the Bible that says that? You can’t, because it doesn’t. The only verse in the whole Bible where the words “faith” and “alone” appear together is James 2:24. Check it out, I think you’ll find it very interesting. It says the exact opposite of what you believe.

Again, I have sent and will send emails responding point-by-point to what you say, so I would appreciate an email to respond point-by-point to what I asked you in my previous email. At least a quick email to answer my questions…there were only about six or seven or so. I think it’s only fair, that if you accuse Catholics of not answering your questions, then shouldn’t you answer questions when asked of you? If not, then please stop accusing others of doing that which you yourself are not willing to do. 

Again, I say this not to be ugly or unruly or disrespectful or anything like that, I say it in all Christian charity (emails cannot accurately convey emotion, etc.), but you’re accusing Catholics of certain things that I don’t think are fair, and if you’re not willing, or unable, to answer my questions, then I simply ask that you refrain from making these accusations. 
If you’re worried that something I might say might make you re-consider leaving the Church, then shouldn’t you be all the more eager to investigate what I have to say? And, if you can’t answer my questions, from the Bible, shouldn’t that also give you pause?

Strategies and Tactics

So, I responded in my first 3 paragraphs by saying that he basically has no room to talk about Catholics not answering his questions, when he does the exact same thing. And I pretty much repeated that theme throughout my response. If you allow folks to ignore your questions and they just keep firing new questions at you, you will rarely make any progress in a discussion. You have to call them on not answering your questions, and basically not answer any new questions until they’ve answered yours. If they won’t (or can’t) answer your questions, then the dialogue may end fairly quickly, but I can guarantee you that you’ve planted some seeds. 

So, I get onto him about not answering my questions and about dismissing my answers to his questions with just a wave of his hand. And I actually answer for him a couple of the questions I asked him in my first email. Also, I give him biblical support for the Catholic teaching on Confession and I show him, in answer to my question about salvation, the one and only verse in the Bible where the words “faith” and “alone” are used together…James 2:24. Which says we are “NOT” saved (justified) by faith alone.

And then I close out the email by asking him to please respond, point-by-point, to the questions in my previous email. And, I make it a point to tell him that if he can’t answer my questions, or if he’s afraid to answer my questions, then maybe that should give him pause…and maybe he needs to look at the Church a little more closely. And notice, with one exception, I didn’t respond to any of the new issues he brought up… Martin Luther, Catholics adding to the Bible, etc. I’ll get to those after he answers my questions.

In Conclusion

Okay, for all of those who were anxiously awaiting Phil’s response to the questions I asked in the last newsletter, I hope you’re not too disappointed. He didn’t answer a single question…not one! But, if you’re going to be discussing the Catholic Faith with others, you need to get used to that happening. This is quite common in almost every single exchange that I have with non-Catholic Christians. I answer their questions, they rarely answer mine. The fact that this happens, that you rarely get direct answers to your direct questions, should not, however, be a source of frustration. It should be a source of confidence. They have no answers to your questions, because to answer them consistently, logically, and in accord with God’s Word, would poke big holes in their theology. Which is exactly why you need to learn how to ask questions.

Sometimes, probably most of the time, you’re going to have to work to get someone to give answers to your questions. Again, don’t let that discourage or frustrate you…let it embolden you. And, if you are asking one non-Catholic questions that are going unanswered, you might want to share your conversation with another non-Catholic and tell them you’re trying to get answers to these questions, but this particular person either can’t or won’t give you answers, and could they help you get the answers? The more the merrier.
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This is continuing my email exchange with Phil, who has recently left the Catholic Church. Here he is replying to my responses from Issue 2. 

Phil sent me 2 or 3 emails in a row before I had a chance to respond to any of them, so these next couple of issues will be my responses to those emails. And, yes, he finally did answer some of my questions. You’ll see his answers in the next newsletter, which I hope to get out next week.

Phil

Oh yes, I fully see why you’re frustrated too. Also, I do not think you’re disrespectful (although that’s what I got from some of the softball team). I fully accept that you think something different than me. I know where you come from - I was Catholic for decades.

John Martignoni
Catholics interpret the Bible, all of the Bible, in a “literal” manner. By that I mean that when we read a passage, we look for the meaning the writer of that passage intended to convey. For example, let’s take the phrase, “It was raining cats and dogs.” The literal meaning is that it was raining very hard. That’s the meaning the writer was trying to convey. Many fundamentalists, evangelicals, non-denominationalists, etc. interpret the Bible in a "literalist" manner. They would interpret the phrase, “It was raining cats and dogs,” if it was in the Bible, as some phenomenon where cats and dogs were falling from the sky like rain. So, you are correct, there are passages where folks are speaking literally, and there are passages where folks are speaking metaphorically and we need to determine which is which in order to properly understand the Scriptures. My question to you is: Why do you get to decide which is which? Why do you get to say that in John 6, Jesus was speaking metaphorically or symbolically, when I say he wasn’t? Is there no way to determine truth in this matter? Why does your opinion carry more weight than my opinion? Than the Church’s opinion? Than the opinion of billions of Catholics over 2000 years? Than the opinion of the early Christians and the Church Fathers?

Strategies and Tactics
First thing to note, is that even though I was very direct with him (Issue 2) about being frustrated with his lack of response to my questions, he wasn’t angry or upset with me. I quite often catch flak from folks who say I’m too combative or not nice enough or some such thing. Sorry, but I find nothing wrong with being direct and to the point. I was frustrated with him, and I simply told him so. As long as you’re not ugly about it or uncharitable, I see nothing wrong with being direct with someone. 

Phil

There are some things in the bible that seem to back up what Catholics believe. Jesus called us “sheep”. He didn’t mean it literally, just like I don’t think he meant it literally when he said to eat my body and drink my blood.

John Martignoni
So, what was the author of John 6 trying to tell us? Was Jesus speaking literally or metaphorically when He said to eat His body and drink His blood? Well, let’s look at the evidence. If Jesus was speaking symbolically, then please tell me what He meant by saying one must eat His body and drink His blood to have eternal life. A symbolic interpretation of these passages, doesn’t make a whole lot of sense. 

Plus, if Jesus was speaking symbolically, why did everyone who heard Him speak on that day, the Jews, His disciples…even the Apostles…take Him literally? Why do you, 2000 years after the fact, not take Him literally when everyone who heard him on that day did? 

And, if Jesus was speaking symbolically, why did His disciples say it was a “hard teaching?” Do you have the “Lord’s Supper” in whatever church you now attend? If so, is symbolically eating Jesus’ body and symbolically drinking His blood by eating a piece of bread and drinking some grape juice…do you consider that a “hard teaching” as you are saying the disciples apparently did?

Plus, Jesus repeats Himself over and over here saying the same thing. Why didn’t He explain to His disciples that they misunderstood Him (if they did misunderstand Him)? Every other passage in Scripture (every one!) where the disciples don’t understand something He says, He takes them aside and explains it to them. But not here. Why? Because maybe they didn’t misunderstand Him?

And, very important to consider is this: in verse 51, Jesus says He is the “living bread which came down from heaven” and “if anyone eats of this bread, he will live forever.” Now, what exactly is this bread that folks must eat? Well, Jesus tells us in the last part of verse 51, “and the bread that I shall give for the life of the world is My FLESH.” Was He speaking symbolically here? When did Jesus give His flesh for the life of the world? On the cross, right? So, is Jesus speaking symbolically here in verse 51? Is He telling us to eat His symbolic flesh that He will give for the life of the world? If that’s your interpretation, then Jesus only gave His symbolic flesh for us on the cross, not His real flesh…according to your interpretation.

I could go on and on, but I think I’ve asked a bunch of questions that you are going to have a tough time answering in a consistent and logical manner. So, just from the Bible…forget about what Christians from the 1st century on have said…just from the Bible, there is ample evidence to show that Jesus was speaking literally in John 6 about eating His body and drinking His blood. Please give me the evidence, from the Bible, to show that He wasn’t speaking literally. With all due respect, your opinion, or the opinion of those who have taught you these things, doesn’t mean anything to me. I’m sorry, Phil, but the biblical evidence for the Catholic belief on this point is overwhelming. Please read these passages carefully. I’m not asking you to take my opinion, I’m asking you to look carefully at the Word of God and not just gloss over it.

Strategies and Tactics
Phil is responding to something I said in a previous email about John 6 and the fact that Catholics do exactly as Jesus says, eat His body and drink His blood. I took off on this because, from the Bible alone, he has pretty much no argument to support his position while Catholics have an incredibly strong and direct argument to support our beliefs. If he believes in going by the Bible alone, then he needs to answer these arguments, from the Bible. If he responds to these arguments, I guarantee that his response is not going to make much sense, biblically speaking. 

Also, the reason I spent so much time on the Eucharist, is because I want to set the tone. I want him to discuss the topics I choose to discuss. I don’t want to just be on the defensive answering his arguments. I want him to have to confront the lack of depth in his theology, and I can’t do that by just answering his questions, I have to ask a few of my own. Sometimes you can ignore what they are saying altogether and simply ask what you want to ask…that can tend to catch them off guard. They are very good at asking questions, but they are not so practiced at answering questions. And, they generally do not expect to have to defend their theology in a rational and consistent manner. Again, be offensive (aw-fensive) without being offensive (uh-fensive). Ask questions.

Phil

I said “in my opinion” because I have not talked to God so I don’t have all the definitive answers. All I can do is the read the bible and decide “in my opinion” who’s right, because it’s not both Catholics and Protestants who are right.

John Martignoni
“All I can do is read the bible and decide ‘in my opinion’ who’s right.” Isn’t that pretty scary? You are gambling your salvation on whether or not you have interpreted the Bible correctly? Is that what the Bible says to do? How do you know you’re not one of those Peter is talking about in 2 Peter 3:16 when he says, “There are some things in them [Paul’s letter’s], which the ignorant and unstable twist to their own destruction, as they do the other scriptures.” Peter says there are ignorant, or unlearned, folks out there interpreting scripture in such a way that it leads to their own destruction. Doesn’t that give you pause? How do you know you’re not one of those he’s talking about? And, where does the Bible say that each individual, reading the Bible on their own, has the authority to decide true and false doctrine? Proverbs 14:12, “There is a way which seems right to a man, but its end is the way to death.” And, Proverbs 12:15, “The way of a fool is right in his own eyes…”

How does the Bible say we are to decide the “spirit of truth” and the “spirit of error”? Do you know? Is it by individually reading scripture? No! 1 John 4:6 tells us how we are to discern the spirit of truth from the spirit of error…by listening to the leaders of the Church. “We are of God. Whoever knows God listens to us, and he who is not of God does not listen to us. By this we know the spirit of truth and the spirit of error.”

Again, I don’t mean to offend, but you have started down a path of individual interpretation…deciding for yourself what is right and wrong…which Scripture very clearly tells us can lead to some very serious and unpleasant consequences.

Strategies and Tactics
Phil basically states that he is the Pope for his own little religion. It’s all up to him to decide, by reading the Bible, what is right and what is wrong. I just want to make him think about how dangerous that could be in terms of his personal salvation, and how un-biblical it is. He has been given the idea that the Catholic religion is unbiblical and that he now has the right biblical thinking. My task is to show him that just the opposite is true, that he has actually abandoned solid scriptural teachings for a pack of lies.

Phil
I did more than say that there are some uninformed Catholics. I also said the popes are uninformed and make bad decisions, and I think I proved it “in my opinion”.

John Martignoni
The popes have made bad decisions. I readily admit that. Again, though, for someone who was Catholic for so long, you seem to have a very confused understanding of basic Catholic teachings. The popes are not perfect. They do make mistakes. They do sin. However, the doctrine of infallibility states that when a pope speaks as the head of the Church, to the entire Church, in the areas of faith and morals, he cannot teach error.

Strategies and Tactics
Again, I respond to one of his comments about the popes making mistakes. In spite of what I say to him, he still does not understand the Church’s teaching on infallibility. So, again, I repeat myself in the hope that it might finally click with him, and I let him know that he is just flat out wrong in what he believes about this. 

Phil
I listed 10-12 verses that said we’re saved by faith alone. Should I send them again?

John Martignoni
I must have missed those 10-12 verses, please do send them again. 

Phil
Here’s a book I found online: {note to the reader: The rest of Phil’s email is simply a list from this book written by ex-priests or folks who claim to be ex-priests. It’s not necessary to read, but I wanted to keep it in for reasons I’ll explain below in the “Strategies” section.}

Title: Far From Rome; Near to God
Description: This book contains the moving testimonies of fifty priests who found their way by the grace of God out of the labyrinth of Roman Catholic theology and practice into the light of the gospel of Christ.

From the Back Cover:

This is not a narrowly polemical work, nor is its relevance limited to the ongoing controversy between Rome and the churches of the Reformation. 
The love and concern felt by the former priests for those they left behind, and their fervent desire that they too should experience the joy and peace of salvation in Christ are seen throughout. The wider relevance of the experiences described will also be felt in many contexts remote from Roman Catholicism where human pride and presumption have erected rival sources of authority between people and the Word of God, so obscuring the way of salvation by grace alone, through faith alone.

Author: Richard Bennett is the Director of Berean Beacon, based in Portland, Oregon, USA. Martin Buckingham is the Director of The Converted Catholic Mission in Leicester, UK.

Table of Contents (50 chapters):

Henry Gregory Adams: Christ Alone Is the Way

Joseph Tremblay: A Priest, but a Stranger to God

Bartholomew F. Brewer: Pilgrimage from Rome

Hugh Farrell: From Friar to Freedom in Christ

Robert V. Julien: Saved by the Free Grace of God

Alexander Carson: Free Indeed

Charles Berry: A Priest Asks God for Grace

Bob Bush: Once a Jesuit, Now a Child of God

Cipriano Valdes Jaimes: An Irresistible Call

Dario A. Santamaria: Yesterday, a Priest-Today, a Missionary

Miguel Carvajal: Why I Left the Monastery

Anibal Pereira Dos Reis: If I Had Stayed in Roman Catholicism, I Would Not Have Found Jesus

Arnaldo Uchoa Cavalcante: Grace and Truth Came to Me by Jesus Christ

Thoufic Khouri: The Gospel of Grace in Jesus Christ

Victor J. Affonso: Following Jesus without Compromise

Simon Kottoor: There is Power in Christ’s Atoning Blood

Jos Borras: From the Monastery to the Ministry

Enrique Fernandez: I Discovered the Word of God

Francisco Lacueva: My ‘Damascus Road’

Juan T. Sanz: ‘Thou Knowest That I Love Thee’

Celso Muniz: The Professor’s Methods Did Not Work

Manuel Garrido Aldama: From Roman Priest to Radio Evangelist

Jos Manuel de Lenn: Jesus Saved Even Me

Jos A. Fernandez: I Was Blind, Now I See

Jos Rico: Life Begins for a Jesuit Priest

Mark Pena: The Lord Became My Righteousness

Luis Padrosa: Twenty-Three Years in the Jesuit Order

Joseph Zacchello: I Could Not Serve Two Masters

Joseph Lulich: The Word of God Came to My Rescue

Mariano Rughi: Living Water—Peace with God

John Zanon: I Found Christ the Only Mediator

John Preston: From Works to the Light of the Gospel

Guido Scalzi: My Encounter with God

Benigno Zuniga: Transformed by Christ

Bruno Bottesin: I Was Not Antagonistic to the Truth

Renato di Lorenzo: A Monk for Twenty Years, Then Born Again

Franco Maggiotto: Saved while Officiating at Mass

Eduardo Labanchi: I Received Mercy

Anthony Pezzotta: I Found Everything When I Found Christ

Salvatore Gargiulo: I Was a Blind Leader of the Blind

Carlo Fumagalli: From Death to Life

Gregor Dalliard: Not Ashamed of Christ

Toon Vanhuysse: The Truth Set Me Free

Herman Hegger: Light and Life in Christ

J. M. A. Hendriksen: From Priest to Preacher

Jacob Van der Velden: God’s Grace in New Guinea

Charles A. Bolton: My Path into Christ’s Joy

Leo Lehmann: The Soul of a Priest

Vincent O’ Shaughnessy: From Dead Religion to New Life in Christ

Richard Peter Bennett: From Tradition to Truth

I can match your book or books with any number of books from folks who have converted from pretty much every Protestant denomination to the Catholic Church. A lot of these folks who have left the Church are like you, though. They seem to not understand the Catholic teaching that they profess to have believed. If anyone wants to disagree with what I believe…fine. But, disagree with what I really believe. That’s all I ask.

Strategies and Tactics
Now, regarding his list of books. Do you see what he’s doing? He’s throwing out a group of ex-priests, or those who profess to be ex-priests, and he’s offering them up as authorities. He’s trying to take me away from the Bible. So, I don’t even go there. I simply discredit them by saying that a lot of these folks are undoubtedly just like him in that they profess to have believed Catholic teaching, but, somehow, they don’t seem to understand Catholic teaching. Don’t ever get caught up in a discussion about books by ex-priests or anything of that nature…it will get you nowhere.
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Introduction

Here’s the latest from and to Phil, the recently fallen-away Catholic. It is a bit lengthy, because he answers several of my questions all at once, so I replied to each. 

John Martignoni
I am responding to your particular email below. I will respond to your questions about the Council of Trent and Traditions and married priests in my next email. I prefer to focus on one email at a time. So, be patient, it’s coming. My responses will follow your paragraphs. 

Phil
I guess I’ll respond, even though neither of us is budging. You’ll find this interesting. Jesus sent out 12 (and I guess 70) to teach in his name. Yes, they had his authority. They even had the power that no one since has had – the power to bring people back from death. I’d say those few who knew Jesus were given something extra that no one since has had. If anyone had infallibility, it was them, but I’m not saying that they did. I’m asking who says anybody had infallibility. How did popes claim it?  

John Martignoni
Phil, if I told you that you can know the spirit of truth and the spirit of error by listening to what I have to say, not by reading the Bible, would you think that I was saying I was infallible? After all, I would be saying that by listening to me, you can know truth and error. Didn’t Jesus not only give the disciples His authority, but didn’t He also say to them, “Whoever hears you, hears Me. And whoever rejects you rejects Me?” Did He say that to His disciples or not? Wouldn’t you think that would mean they were infallible in what they taught? After all, if they weren’t infallible, then if they taught error, Jesus’ words would mean that the people would be hearing Jesus teach error. “Whoever hears you, hears Me.” And, again, isn’t the ability to know the spirit of truth and the spirit of error…isn’t that essentially the gift of infallibility when it comes to teaching?

Strategies and Tactics
I start off by asking questions…being offensive (awfensive) without being offensive (uhfensive). These questions are based on 1 John 4:6, which says, “We are of God. Whoever knows God listens to us, and he who is not of God does not listen to us. By this we know the spirit of truth and the spirit of error.” In other words, you know truth and error, and you are of God or not of God, by listening to or not listening to the leaders of the Church. This verse is one of my favorites for showing that the Catholic teaching on infallibility is definitely backed up by Scripture. Luke 10:16 is another powerful verse to show the same. 

But, again, I ask him a set up question, I want him to explain his logic, his theology to me. Because, when he starts explaining, it ain’t going to make a whole lot of scriptural sense, and I can go back and show him as much using his own words. 

Phil
“Whatever he binds on earth shall be bound in heaven and whatever he looses one earth shall be loosed in heaven”. Frankly, I have no idea what that means. 

John Martignoni
You have no idea what that means?! And, I guess, you don’t really care either, do you? At least, you don’t seem to care. Are you not familiar with the passage that “man shall not live by bread alone, but by every word of God?” Jesus tells Peter in Matthew 16, and then Peter and the other disciples in Matthew 18 that whatever they bind on earth shall be bound in Heaven and that whatever they loose on earth shall be loosed in Heaven. Don’t you think that to be rather significant? From the early Christians on, this authority to bind and loose has been applied to the authority of the Church – in having the authority to pronounce on matters of faith and morals, and in having the authority to forgive or retain sins (see also John 20). But, even if you can give me a good scriptural reference to refute those meanings, can you not admit the fact that if they are endowed with the authority to bind or loose something on earth and that it will be bound or loosed in Heaven, that God probably protects them from binding or loosing error?

Strategies and Tactics
He, the one who goes by the Bible, as opposed to us Catholics who don’t go by the Bible, has no idea what this rather significant verse means. So, I explain it to him…he can’t really tell me I’m wrong here, because he admits he has no idea. We need to keep that fact tucked away in our minds.

Phil
No, I don’t think I’m infallible. I believe in reading and trying to understand and follow what the bible says. Yes, I’m quite open to others telling me what the bible says. How the heck do you know what everybody thought that heard Jesus say something 2,000 years ago? 

John Martignoni
How do I know what everyone thought who heard Jesus say something 2000 years ago? Because it tells me in the Bible. Have you read the passage? The Jews ask, “How can this man give us his flesh to eat?” Does that not tell us that they took Him quite literally? His own disciples walk away from Him and call it a “hard teaching.” Does that not tell us that they took Him quite literally? And, it’s very obvious from Jesus’ question to Peter, that the 12 must have understood Him quite literally, because He asked them if they were going to leave to. Peter didn’t say, “Oh no, Lord, we know you’re speaking figuratively.” 

Strategies and Tactics
He obviously does not read his Bible very carefully, as this passage from John 6 can’t be any clearer as to what everyone thought Jesus was saying. I simply quote the Bible to back up my position.

Phil
I think I know quite clearly what Catholics believe. I just think they came to some bad conclusions. Maybe that’s why you did not respond to my biggest arguments, which I clearly labeled as such. 

John Martignoni
How can you say you know “quite clearly” what Catholics believe, when you think the doctrine of infallibility means that the Pope can’t sin or can’t make a mistake? The Pope sinning or making mistakes has nothing to do with the doctrine of infallibility. How can you say you know “quite clearly” what Catholics believe, when you have no idea (see your statement above) as to why Popes claim infallibility? How can you say you know “quite clearly” what Catholics believe, when you have no clue what “binding and loosing” mean? This passage bears directly on several Catholic doctrines that you question. Come on, Phil, you’re doing exactly what so many others do…you’re disagreeing with what you think Catholic teaching is, but you don’t really know what it is…as is evident from your own words. 

Strategies and Tactics
Do not be afraid to point out the contradictions in logic…he claims to know what Catholics think, yet, he never gets it right when he mentions Catholic beliefs.

Phil
1. Are we saved by faith alone? Yes, but I know why you will say otherwise.

John Martignoni
Well, of course I’m going to say otherwise, because the Bible says otherwise. Please give me one verse…just one! … of the Bible that says we are saved or justified by “faith alone.” If you can give me that verse, I will renounce my Catholic Faith tomorrow. But, let me ask you the reverse, if I can show you a verse in the Bible that says, very directly, that we are “not” saved, or justified, by “faith alone,” will you consider coming back to the Catholic Church? Will you consider the possibility that the folks whose words you’re now accepting could be teaching you error? And, if you’re not willing to consider coming back to the Church, will you at least admit…again, if I can show you that verse that says the opposite of what you believe regarding faith alone…will you at least admit that the Bible does not teach salvation by “faith alone” (again, if I can show you a verse that says that)?

Also, please answer me this. Do you have to love God in order to be saved? And, do you have to love your fellow man in order to be saved? In other words, can you break the two great Commandments of Christ, and still be saved? 

And, one more on this: in 1 Cor 13:13, it says, “Faith, hope, and love abide, these three, but the greatest of these is love.” Why doesn’t it say the greatest of these is faith? After all, if salvation is the ultimate goal, and the only way to reach salvation is through faith alone, why isn’t faith greater than love?

Strategies and Tactics

Asking set up questions. No matter how he answers them, he’s in trouble. For example, if he says you don’t have to love God in order to be saved, he is being consistent with salvation by faith “alone.” 
But, that would be a pretty ridiculous thing to say, wouldn’t it? If he says that you do have to love God in order to be saved, then it can’t be salvation by faith alone, can it? The only thing he can do to is to avoid them. 

Phil
2. Sole criteria – faith? Yes, but I know why you’ll say otherwise.

John Martignoni
Of course I’ll say otherwise, because the Bible says otherwise. Name me one passage where the criteria that God uses to judge someone is faith? Again, just one passage where we see someone being judged by whether or not they have faith? You repeatedly state that you go by the Bible and that Catholics don’t, well, as they used to say in the Old West, I’m callin’ you out on that one, partner. Let’s take a look at some verses:

Romans 2:6…God will render to every man according to his faith? No…according to his deeds.

James 2:12-13…God will judge without mercy those who have shown no mercy; which fits well with the next verse…

Matthew 6:15…God will not forgive you if you have not forgiven others; which fits well with the next verse…

Matthew 18:23-32…God will not forgive those who do not forgive others. In other words, we can’t be saved by faith alone…we have to forgive others to be saved. Isn’t that a work?

Matthew 25:31-46…how does God separate the sheep from the goats? By their faith? No…by what they have done.

Matthew 7:21…how do we get into Heaven, by crying Lord, Lord? By our faith alone? No…by whether or not we have done the will of God.

Rev 20:12…the dead were judged according to their faith? No…according to their works.

I could go on and on…every passage in the New Testament, that I know of, speaks of people being judged by their works, their deeds, by what they have done or by what they haven’t done. Not a single passage that I know of says that we will be judged by our faith alone. Yet you believe that! Why? Because people, not the Bible, have taught you that. Don’t get me wrong…I believe we are indeed saved by our faith, but not by our faith “alone.” I don’t believe that because God’s Word doesn’t teach it. Faith and works are both necessary responses to God’s free gift of His grace. If I believed in salvation by works “alone,” which I don’t, I could make a much better case for that from the Bible than you can for salvation by faith “alone” from the Bible.

Strategies and Tactics
He has absolutely nothing in Scripture with which to back up his answer to my question about the criteria for salvation, according to the Bible, and I’ll come back to that in my next email to him.

Phil
3. Once saved, can it be lost? No, but I know why you’ll say otherwise.

John Martignoni
Yes, I will say otherwise, because the Bible says otherwise. Again, give me one passage from Scripture that says we cannot lose our salvation. I’ll give you several that say we can. I ask that you read them carefully. Hebrews 6:4-6; Galatians 5:1-4; John 15:1-6; Romans 11:17-22; and 2 Peter 2:19-22. In this last one, God’s Word tells us that is better not to have known the way of righteousness, than to have known it and turned away from it. How can that be if once saved always saved is true? Again, you give me no Bible verses…you who goes by the Bible alone.

Strategies and Tactics
I’m giving him very direct passages in the Bible that clearly and directly say the exact opposite of what he believes…he needs to explain those verses in light of his beliefs.

Phil
4. Why are there 25,000 Protestant denominations? Fair question, but proves nothing. There are many, many divided opinions within the catholic church. Look at all the changes made over the centuries. Many issues are in flux today.

John Martignoni
There have been changes made in Church discipline, but no changes made in Church doctrine over the centuries. Again, you are showing that you really do not know the Catholic Faith which you claim to know. Do you know the difference between a “doctrine” and a “discipline” in Catholic teaching? 

Yes, there are divided opinions among those who claim the title of Catholic. There are those who wish the Church would teach something different than it does. There are those who teach error and falsely call it Catholic teaching; however, there are no divided opinions as to what the Church actually teaches. All one has to do is pick up the Catechism and see for himself. The Catholic Church has one, and only one, set of doctrines. Those who call themselves Catholic may disagree with one or more of these doctrines, but that doesn’t change the fact that there is only one set of doctrines. This is not true among Protestantism. There are thousands of different sets of doctrines. Thousands of individuals, pastors or not, acting as the Pope for their particular faith tradition. Each one claiming to be guided by the Holy Spirit, and each one claiming to go by the Bible alone, yet they come up with thousands of contradictory and conflicting doctrines. Is that how God wants it? 

Strategies and Tactics
This is a common Protestant ploy…well, yes, there’s division within Protestantism, but it’s the same situation in Catholicism. I don’t think so. You need to be ready to explain the difference between having different sets of doctrines to believe in (Protestantism), and dissenting from one distinct set of doctrines (Catholicism).

Phil
5. Does it matter if we all believe the same doctrine? It would sure be nice. God hopes we all believe the bible.

John Martignoni
It would be nice?! In God’s Church, the one founded by Jesus Christ, do you believe there can there be conflicting doctrines? Can we say that it’s okay for one person to believe something that is in direct contradiction to what another believes? Can we say that contradictory and conflicting doctrines are all welcomed in the Church founded by Jesus Christ? Do you believe that’s okay to have conflicting and contradictory doctrine in the Church? Can we say that it’s okay if Jesus’ Church sometimes teaches error?

Strategies and Tactics
He’s rather flippant here. It betrays a lack of understanding of the necessity of being able to know what is true and what is false doctrine. And, how important doctrine is in the Church founded by Christ.

Phil
6. Believe in trinity? Yes, I think we actually agree on that one.

John Martignoni
But, the point is…why do you believe in the Trinity? Is it in the Bible? Nowhere in the Bible does it say that there is one God Who is 3 persons, each person consubstantially God. You could give the Bible to a million non-Christians to read, and not a single one of them would come up with the doctrine of the Trinity, just from reading the Bible. The essence of the Trinity is there, but it is not there directly as we believe it. Do you know why you believe in the Trinity? Because of the Councils of the Catholic Church.

Strategies and Tactics
Making the point that he believes things that are not found directly in the Bible and that his beliefs rely upon the authority of the Catholic Church.

Phil
7. Mary – we’ll never agree so who cares

John Martignoni
I care. You said that Mary had other children besides Jesus. I say you are spreading false teaching by saying that. So, either you’re spreading false teaching or I am. And all you can say about that is, “Who cares?” I say, and Christians for 2000 years have said (even non-Catholics like Martin Luther and John Calvin agree) that Mary was a perpetual virgin. I asked you about the Apostle James in Galatians 1:19 who is described as being the “Lord’s brother.” And, in Mark 6:3 it says that the Lord had “brothers” and “sisters.” One of those was named James. So, James the Apostle mentioned as the Lord’s brother in Galatians 1, must indeed be the James mentioned as the Lord’s brother in Mark 6:3, right? Well, he has to be the same unless the Lord had two brothers named James. But, there is a bit of a problem, here. Matthew 10:2-3 gives us a list of the Apostles. There are two Apostles named James. Now, one of those must be the son of Mary and Joseph, according to what you believe. After all, there is an Apostle named James who is the Lord’s “brother.” But, we have a problem when we actually read the list in Matthew 10. The two James’ are the sons of Zebedee and Alphaeus, respectively. Well, that just can’t be, can it? Doesn’t one of them have to be the son of Joseph? Well, one of them does have to be the son of Joseph if you interpret “brother” in an absolute sense as being a son of Mary and Joseph. But, if you interpret the word “brother” as the Jews of the time did, then it keeps Scripture from contradicting itself. The Jews did not have a word for cousin or nephew or uncle or brother-in-law or step-brother – they used one word for all of these close relations…brother. So, the Catholic interpretation, that the “brothers” of Christ were actually cousins or some other family relation, fits all of scripture in this regard…the common Evangelical interpretation, which is your interpretation, does not. 

Strategies and Tactics
This is where we finally spring the trap regarding the “brothers and sisters” of Jesus. 

Phil
8. Mortal versus non-mortal sin – please show me.

John Martignoni
Easy. 1 John 15:16-17. In the language of the KJV, it says that there are sins “unto death” and sins that are not “unto death.” We have a name for those two kinds of sins…mortal and venial. Scripture doesn’t get too much clearer than that. So, do you now accept the Catholic teaching that there are two types of sin…one deadly and one not? 

Strategies and Tactics
Showing him a Catholic teaching that cannot be plainer in the texts of the Bible. But, don’t just show him the text, ask the question: “So, I’ve shown you where it says that, do you now accept it?”

Phil
9. Confession to a priest? It clearly says in one place to confess to a priest, just like it says elsewhere that Jesus is the only mediator. How does that get resolved? 

John Martignoni
Again, for someone who claims to know what Catholic believes, I have to say that you certainly don’t say anything that reinforces your statement. As you say, it clearly says in to confess to a priest. Nowhere, in fact, does the Bible say to confess your sins to God and God alone. And, we have John 20:222-23 that tells us the disciples were given the authority to forgive (or retain!) sins. How could they do that if folks weren’t confessing their sins to them? And, Matthew 9:6-8 tells us that the “authority on earth to forgive sins” was given to “men.” Not just to one man…Jesus Christ…but to men…plural!

However, as Catholics, we clearly recognize that this authority is from God. It is not something the priest does all by Himself. It is God Who forgives the sins, but exercises this authority to forgive sins through the ministry of the priest. Just as God has used men to heal bodies, so He uses men to heal souls. So the priest is acting in persona Christi…in the person of Christ. Jesus Christ acting in and through human beings, to bring about the ministry of reconciliation. So, this does nothing but reinforce the teaching that Jesus Christ is the sole mediator between God and man. The priest, as a member of the body of Christ, heals and reconciles by the authority Christ has given him. 

Strategies and Tactics
More Bible verses to back up Church teaching.

Phil
10. I don’t know

11. I don’t know, don’t think the answer makes the grand statement that Catholics or Protestants are right

12. I don’t have a bible with me right now to look up Malachi 1:11

John Martignoni
Did you ever look up Malachi 1:11? If you did, what is the one and only perfect offering ever made to God? What about the incense thing in that passage? Do you use incense in your worship services? Do you offer a perfect offering to God from the rising of the sun to its setting in all nations? We do.

Strategies and Tactics
Asking another set up question.

Phil
I think the grand statement is what I wrote last time, and in this new thought. I wrote a long letter to my parents recently who have been Catholic their whole life. The letter encouraged them to read the bible, to see what God says, to know Jesus, to pray, to do more than go to church. I got back from them the dopiest paragraph. It said they think all churches teach a good message, that being to be a good person, then it’s up to us to go out and do it. End of topic. That’s it! That’s their entire Catholic relationship with God, father, son, and spirit. Their lifetime of accumulated knowledge is that it’s up to the church and us to prove how good we are. They barely know God, they do not know Jesus, they have no interest in reading God’s word, they are content letting priests tell me what dopey things to think, and what they’ve been told for 80 years will probably only get them to hell (I’m not judging; I only say that because that’s what God says). They are typical Catholics. Some Catholics will go to heaven; some Protestants will not. There’s no doubt in my mind which does a vastly better job of teaching us what God says. After 40 years of being a Catholic, I was as totally dumb and uninterested in god as my parents. They are so into doing it their way that they did not even mention God’s name in their letter. They’re following the totally wrong “traditions” that Jesus warned us of several times. They never pray or read the bible. They go to church to feel good about themselves. The answer is not Catholic or Protestant; it’s to know God, but if I had to pick, I’d say Protestant for the many, obvious real-life reasons given.

John Martignoni
With all due respect, the manner in which your parents, or anyone else who calls themselves Catholic, practices their faith, has no bearing whatsoever on whether or not Catholic teaching is true. And you are judging them. God’s doesn’t say in Scripture that Phil’s parents are going to Hell. It’s you saying that. If indeed they don’t know God, whose fault is that…theirs or the Church? The Church can’t make them pray more or read the Bible more or practice their faith more than just one hour on Sunday morning. Would you blame Jesus because the Apostles abandoned Him when He was arrested? Would you blame Jesus because Peter denied Him? Would you blame Jesus because Judas betrayed Him? I don’t think so. Then, why do you blame the body of Christ, the Church, if some who call themselves members do not do what they are called by the Church to do…become holy? Love God with all of their heart, mind, and strength. 

You say that some Catholics will go to Heaven. I’ll tell you which ones will…the ones who take the Church’s teachings seriously and who strive for peace with all men and for the holiness without which no one will see the Lord. Those are the Catholics who will make it to Heaven…not those who give mere lip service to the Church’s teachings. But, my question to you is…how can you say a Catholic, who believes all those “dopey things” that the priests teach, will end up in Heaven? And, how can you say Protestants do a much better job of teaching us what God says, when Protestant beliefs as to what God says are all over the Board? Some believe in salvation by faith alone, some do not. Some believe in once saved always saved, some do not. Some believe in the rapture, some do not. Some believe in infant baptism, some do not. Some believe in baptismal regeneration, some do not. Some believe in the Eucharist as the actual body and blood of Jesus, some do not. So, please tell me, how can Protestants do a better job of teaching truth, when there is no consensus among Protestants as to what the truth is?

Strategies and Tactics
Do not ever let someone say that the Catholic Church cannot be true because of the individual practices (or lack thereof) of Catholics. That logic just doesn’t fly.

In Closing

Now, again, this has been a bit long, but I hope you can see from Phil’s responses, that his theological system has quite a few holes in it. That’s true across the board in Protestantism … you just need to learn to ask the questions necessary to expose the holes, and then plant some seeds in those holes!

Also, please notice that I had to ask Phil several times to answer my questions, but, to his credit, he finally did. However, that would not have happened if I hadn’t kept asking. Now that he has answered, I responded with the heavy artillery, so to speak. Again, I don’t expect him to answer everything, I doubt he can…which should cause him some discomfort, theologically speaking. In other words, it should make him really think about some things…at least, we pray it will. 
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Introduction

This will be probably be the next-to-last newsletter where I respond to Phil. I’m hoping to get one more out soon after this one. But, for the purposes of this newsletter, I think we’ve gotten pretty much all we can out of this exchange. I will continue to correspond with Phil privately, however, and will let you know if anything results from that correspondence. So, we’ll soon begin an exchange with someone new. 

John Martignoni
Phil, I’m going to respond paragraph by paragraph to your comments, and then I’ll add some more of my own at the bottom.

Phil
I guess you’re reading what I write, but it seems you’re doing it with a closed mind. When did I say my opinion counts more than anybody else’s? What I have said is that I’m not a bible expert; I just try to read, listen, learn and apply common sense. If I come to a different conclusion than you, it’s not the first time ever.

John Martignoni
Why am I the one with the closed mind? Why aren’t you the one with the closed mind? You asked about when did you say “[your] opinion counts more than anybody else’s?” Well, how about every email you send me? Your opinion obviously counts more than mine, that’s why you can tell me I’m wrong and you’re right. Your opinion counts more than that of one billion Catholics, as you say below. You admit that you are not a Bible expert, yet you insist on interpreting the Bible for yourself, even though you admit that there are passages…very important passages…that you have no clue as to their meaning. Yet, you can definitively say that the Catholic Church is wrong?! How can you say that, when you readily admit you know so little about the Bible, and when you readily admit that there are things in the Bible about which you know nothing at all? How then can you say the Catholic Church is wrong and you are right?

Strategy/Tactics

Simply calling a spade a spade. Phil, as does every Protestant that I’ve ever come across, tends to contradict himself when challenged. If you pay close attention to what folks say when you ask them questions, you will hear them contradict themselves time and time again. But, you have to be asking the questions to get these responses.

Phil
Jesus said “Remove the plank from your eye”, and “With prayer you can move mountains”, and in John 10:1-9 he called himself a gate and called people “sheep”, but he meant none of it literally. In John 16:25, he even said he was speaking figuratively. Did he have to say that every time? How do you know he literally meant to eat his flesh and drink his blood? How do you know anybody took Jesus literally that day 2,000 years ago as you claim? In John 6:60, when the disciples said “This is a hard teaching, who can accept it?” they might have been referring to Jesus saying he is the only way to eternal life. Did Jesus say when to start eating him? Did he get mad when they didn’t start that day? Did he say how to eat his flesh and blood? Did he say a priest and only a priest could transubstantiate? 

The problem with your comments here, is that Jesus didn’t say he was the only way to eternal life in John 6. Your interpretation has the disciples responding to something that Jesus says elsewhere in the Gospel of John. That makes no sense whatsoever. You’re really grasping at straws here. 

The whole conversation from John 6:25 through John 6:59 is about the Bread of Life. And that Jesus is the Bread of Life. And that the bread which Jesus will give for the life of the world is His flesh (6:51). The question you need to ask yourself, Phil, is did Jesus give His symbolic flesh for the life of the world, or His real flesh? Because, the flesh Jesus is talking about us eating, is the flesh that He will give for the life of the world. What did the “Jews” say in verse 52? Did they say, “How can this man claim to be the only way to eternal life?” No, they didn’t say that. But, those are the words your interpretation would put in their mouth. What was the last thing Jesus said before the disciples said, “This is a hard teaching?” Well, we can see for ourselves in verse 58, “This is the bread which came down from heaven [Jesus Himself] not such as the fathers ate and died; he who eats this bread [the flesh that Jesus gives for the life of the world] will live forever.” And the disciples said, “This is a hard saying,” and then they walked away from Him and no longer went about with Him.

They walked away, Phil, because they took Him literally, as did the Jews. The Jews said, “How can this man give us his flesh to eat?” That’s why I can say that everyone took Him literally, because the Bible says so in black and white. It’s not my interpretation, that’s what it says. So, again, my question is: why do you take Him metaphorically, if everyone who heard Him speak at the time took Him literally?

In other places, He does speak metaphorically, and the disciples and everyone else understood Him metaphorically. But, here, in John 6, everyone takes Him literally. Why? Because He was speaking literally. That’s why I take Him literally. Because there is nothing in the Bible that says otherwise. At the Last Supper, He doesn’t say, “This represents My body,” or “This is symbolic of My body,” or anything else like that. He says, “This IS My body.” Yet, what do you now believe regarding the Lord’s Supper? You believe He was speaking symbolically. Why? Where in the Bible does it say He was speaking symbolically? God Himself says, “This IS My body,” and what do you say in response, “No, Lord, it’s only a symbol of Your body.” Why? You go by the Bible alone, don’t you? So, please tell me where in the Bible does it say God was speaking metaphorically, either in John 6 or at the Last Supper. 

The truth is, you take Him metaphorically in all of these places, because the alternative, that He was speaking literally, is a hard teaching. Which is why the disciples walked away from Him. Will you be among the ranks of those who walk away because it is a hard teaching?

Strategy/Tactics
I always teach Catholics to pay close attention to what folks “claim” the Bible is saying. As you can see here, Phil makes a claim about why the disciples walked away from Christ; yet, his claim, his interpretation, makes absolutely no sense given what the Bible actually says. Again, listen to the words coming out of their mouths (or off of their fingertips), and compare them to what the Bible actually says. Most, if not all, of the time, the two don’t match up. I really spend some time here, because John 6 is about as much of a “slam dunk” as you will find in terms of Catholic vs. Protestant interpretations. There is just no way around what is said here, especially the fact that verse 51 says that the bread that Jesus wants us to eat is His flesh which He will give for the life of the world. Ask the question: Did He give His symbolic flesh for the life of the world, or His real flesh? And, again, what did the disciples find such a “hard teaching” that they walked away? Keep asking those questions.

Phil
You asked if I can be sure I’m not one of the ignorant people that Paul talked about. I think I sent a paragraph previously and clearly labeled it as my strongest argument: The Council of Trent met in 1545 and declared that Catholic TRADITION is equal in authority to scripture. This is huge because it strongly opposes what the bible says. 
In Mark 7:6-8, Jesus said “These people honor me with their lips but their hearts are far from me. They worship me in vain; their teachings are but rules taught by men. You have let go of the commands of God and are holding on to the TRADITIONS of men. You have a fine way of setting aside the commands of God in order to observe your own TRADITIONS”. Also look at Titus 2:1, Galatians 1:6-10, Matthew 15:6-9, Isaiah 29:13, and Colossians 2:8. That man-made decision from 1545 never changed, and it was reinforced by the new catechism in 1994. Why do you ignore this? 

John Martignoni
Okay, again, you don’t answer my question, but switch to a different argument. My question to you is: Did everything Jesus said and taught and did get recorded in the Bible? The answer is no. Were the things that weren’t recorded unimportant? Well, the Bible tells us that man shall live by every word of God, not just the ones that were written down in the Bible. So, the answer is, the things that Jesus said and taught and did that were not recorded in the pages of Scripture are very important, as well, weren’t they? So, your position basically is that we only need to know the things Jesus said and taught and did that were recorded in the Bible. The Catholic position is that we need to go by every word of God, whether it was recorded in the Bible or not. My question to you is: Can you show me a single verse in the Bible, that says the Bible “alone” is the sole source of all Christian knowledge and all things that pertain to the Christian faith and to Christian morals? 

But, what can I show you in the Bible regarding traditions? Well, first of all, we see in Acts 2:42, that one of the things the believers, the first Christians, devoted themselves to was “the apostles’ teaching.” That’s where our traditions come from…they are rooted in the Apostles’ teaching. They taught what they had received directly from our Lord. Part of their teaching was eventually written down, but not all of it. And, listen to what Paul says to the Thessalonians (1 Thessalonians 2:13), “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, which is at work in you believers.” That is the “tradition” we as Catholics accept, Phil. We have received the Apostles’ teaching, which was passed down from them through their successors (see 2 Timothy 2:2), to us in the Church today. And how does Paul say we are to receive it? As the Word of God, not the word of men. Yet, you call it the word of men. You are the one who goes against the Scriptures, not Catholics. 

The Council of Trent merely reaffirmed what had been since the beginning of the Church. That the Word of God was passed down in the Church in written form (Sacred Scripture) and in oral form (Sacred Tradition). Paul tells us as much in 2 Thessalonians 2:15, “So then, brethren, stand firm and hold to the TRADITIONS which you were taught by us, either by WORD OF MOUTH [Sacred Tradition] or by letter [Sacred Scripture].” Yet, you say we are not to hold firm to these traditions. Why do you want Catholics to go against the very words of the Bible? And, if you say that all of these oral traditions were written down in the Bible, please show me where it says that in the Bible? You can’t, because it doesn’t. 

You keep railing against traditions, but the Bible very clearly commends folks for holding fast to the traditions that they were taught. Your problem is not with the Catholic Church, as much as it is with the words of Scripture. You need to consider this question very carefully: Did the early Christians go by the Bible alone? I’d be very interested in knowing your answer to that one, Phil. 

Strategy/Tactics
He’s mentioned traditions several times, so I thought it was time to give him some response. Again, look at what he says about traditions, and then read what the Bible actually says about traditions…the two don’t match up.

Phil
There’s also the magisterium, another set of man-made decisions that were also made equal to God’s word. Then there’s Revelation 17:9 and 17:18. Many bible scholars say the “city” and “woman” are Rome. Revelation 17:6 sounds a lot to me like the story of how Catholic popes and bishops ordered the murder of thousands of Christian believers in the Middle Ages. 

John Martignoni
Once again, and I don’t mean to be offensive here, but you are showing your ignorance of the Catholic Faith. The magisterium is not a set of “man-made decisions.” The magisterium is the teaching office of the Church…it is the Pope and the bishops in union with the Pope. There are man-made decisions handed down by the magisterium, but they are clearly recognized as man-made decisions…these are called Church law or Church disciplines. They are not passed off as the Word of God or as dogmas or doctrines. The Church has a right to govern its members, does it not? These man-made decisions are just that…rules and regulations for governing Church members. Which, God has clearly given the Church’s leaders authority over those whom they shepherd. Paul tells Timothy to teach, to rebuke, and so on. How can a leader do that if he has no authority over those in his flock? Sacred Tradition, on the other hand, is, as I mentioned above, the teachings of the Apostles that were passed down orally in the first few centuries of the Church and which Scripture clearly tells us is the Word of God, not the word of men. 

Regarding the whore of Babylon, from Revelation 17, would you be interested if I can give you scriptural proof that it is Jerusalem? 

Strategy/Tactics
Once again this former Catholic shows that he left his faith because he didn’t really know it. This is why apologetics is so important, because it helps to teach Catholics about the Faith in a way that will hold up to attacks and questions from non-Catholics. I can almost guarantee you that if Phil had been exposed to this stuff a few years ago, he would still be Catholic. Regarding the whore of Babylon, I can make a very good case, from the Bible, that it is Jerusalem. And, since Phil’s theology allows him to only go by the Bible, he will have a problem with the case I present.

Phil
I heard a priest say that Heaven and hell are not real physical places, but represent relationships between us and God. I went to a Protestant service and the pastor said heaven is real. It has rooms and dimensions. We will have new, physical bodies. How’s that for two contrasting opinions? I haven’t been to heaven to see who’s right; all I can do is read the bible which says exactly what the pastor said, and decide accordingly which one knows what he’s talking about because he follows God’s words. One of them is seriously flawed! The bible makes it clear to me which one is right. 

John Martignoni
First of all, you seem to be misinterpreting what the priest said. He didn’t say Heaven and Hell weren’t real, he said they were not physical places. He said that because God is spirit and spirit does not occupy physical space. It is still real, but it is not physical. Also, Satan and his minions are all spirits, they do not occupy physical space. Hell is separation from God. Heaven is being present with God. I would say, again, that you may be misunderstanding exactly what the priest was saying. But, either way, the priest is not the Church. He is a member of the Church. He may teach something incorrectly, because of sin, or misunderstanding, or some other such thing, and it would not affect the fact that the Catholic Church is the true Church founded by Jesus Christ. By the way, how can you say the Bible makes it clear to you which one is right, when you admit that there is much in the Bible that you don’t understand? Could your lack of understanding be leading you into erroneous, and potentially soul-threatening interpretations of Scripture. Again, could you be one of those ignorant ones Peter is talking about who twist the Scriptures to their own destruction?

Strategy/Tactics
I could have avoided this altogether, because it really is not germane to any of the arguments presented here. But, I used it to re-emphasize an earlier point.

Phil
Catholicism is “works” oriented. Satan built many false religions based upon that concept – he knows of man’s desire to prove he’s good enough to earn something, but that’s clearly contrary to 1 John 5:12-13. Here are 14 more applicable verses:

John Martignoni
Phil, I’m going to show you how you pay attention to certain verses of Scripture, but not others. Catholics believe, again, that we must take every Word of God into consideration. Underneath several of your verses, I’ll put another that shows why Catholics believe in faith and works as necessary responses to God’s free gift of grace…instead of just a response of faith alone. The Catholic position on justification is succinctly given in Galatians 5:6, “Neither circumcision nor uncircumcision is of any avail, but faith WORKING through love.” 

Phil
- John 3:16 For God loved the world in this way: He gave His only Son, so that everyone who believes in Him will not perish but have eternal life.

John Martignoni
- Hebrews 12:14 “Strive for peace with all men and for the holiness without which no one will see the Lord.” Both faith and works…we have to “strive” for holiness

Phil
- John 3:36 The one who believes in the Son has eternal life, but the one who refuses to believe in the Son will not see life; instead, the wrath of God remains on him. 

John Martignoni
- Romans 2:6-7 “For He will render to every man according to his works: to those who by patience in well-doing seek for glory and honor and immortality, He will give eternal life.”

Phil
- John 11:25-26 Jesus said to her, “I am the resurrection and the life. The one who believes in Me, even if he dies, will live. Everyone who lives and believes in Me will never die—ever. Do you believe this?”

John Martignoni
- James 2:19 “Even the demons believe – and shudder.” Yet, the demons aren’t saved, are they? But they believe, why aren’t they saved if they believe?

Phil
- John 6:40 For this is the will of My Father: that everyone who sees the Son and believes in Him may have eternal life, and I will raise him up on the last day."

John Martignoni
- John 6:53-54 “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.” Isn’t that something we have to do?

Phil
- John 6:29 The WORK of God in this: to believe in the one who he has sent.

John Martignoni
Amen! You’re proving my point. God considers, as do Catholics, that the act of believing is a WORK. It is something we do…by the grace of God…but we have to cooperate…we have to work with…that grace in order to be saved. We have to allow that grace to be applied to our lives.

Phil
- John 6:47 I assure you: Anyone who believes has eternal life.

John Martignoni
- John 15:1-6 “…Every branch of mine that bears no fruit, he [the Father] takes away…Abide in me and I in you…I am the vine, you are the branches. He who abides in me, and I in him, he it is that bears much fruit…If a man does not abide in me, he is cast forth as a branch and withers, and the branches are gathered, thrown into the fire and burned.” Got to bear fruit, or you’re cut off from the vine.

Phil
- Acts 10:43 All the prophets testify about Him that through His name everyone who believes in Him will receive forgiveness of sins (This one is significant in that it pulls in the entire Old Testament as additional proof)

John Martignoni
- Matthew 6:14 “For if you forgive men their trespasses, your heavenly Father also will forgive you; but if you don not forgive men their trespasses, neither will your Father forgive your trespasses.” So, we have to do a work…forgive others of their trespasses…in order to have our trespasses forgiven. And, if we don’t do this, we can’t be saved, can we?

Phil
- Acts 16:31 So they said, “Believe on the Lord Jesus, and you will be saved-you and your household.”

John Martignoni
- Matthew 19:16-17 “‘Teacher, what good deed must I do, to have eternal life?’…‘If you would enter life, keep the commandments.’” Isn’t keeping the commandments a set of works?

Phil
- Romans 3:23-24 For all have sinned and fall short of the glory of God. They are justified freely by His grace through the redemption that is in Christ Jesus.

John Martignoni
Amen!

Phil
- Romans 3:28 For we conclude that a man is justified by faith apart from WORKS of law.

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

Phil
- Romans 5:1 Therefore, since we have been declared righteous by faith, we have peace with God through our Lord Jesus Christ.

John Martignoni
- James 2:25 “And, in the same way, was not also Rahab the harlot justified by works…”

Phil
- Ephesians 2:8-9 For by grace you are saved through faith, and this is not from yourselves; it is God’s gift-NOT from WORKS, so that no one can boast. (That just about nails it, I think)

John Martignoni
- 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.” And, Matthew 7:21 tells us that not everyone who calls, “Lord, Lord” shall enter Heaven, but he who DOES the will of the Father. Well, if the Father created us for good works, which He prepared for us beforehand that we should walk in them, then isn’t it the will of the Father that we do these good works? And, if we don’t, how can we enter Heaven if we don’t do the will of the Father?

Phil
- Galatians 2:16 Yet we know that no one is justified by the WORKS of the law but by faith in Jesus Christ. And we have believed in Christ Jesus, so that we might be justified by faith in Christ and not by the WORKS of the law, BECAUSE BY THE WORKS OF THE LAW NO HUMAN BEING WILL BE JUSTIFIED.

John Martignoni
- James 2:24 “You see that a man is justified by WORKS, and not by faith alone.” The only place in the whole Bible where the words “faith” and “alone” appear together, and it is to say NOT by “faith alone.” Who goes by what the Bible says and who doesn’t?

Phil
Galatians 5:6 For in Christ Jesus neither circumcision nor uncircumcision accomplishes anything; what matters is faith working through love. 

John Martignoni
Amen! Again, a perfect summary of what Catholics believe. Faith WORKING through love. 

Question: If Faith alone is necessary for salvation, do we have to love God or our fellow man in order to be saved? After all, if it’s faith alone, then love has nothing to do with our salvation, does it? Is that really what you believe, Phil?

Phil, Catholics go by all of the Bible, not just a verse here and there. The Bible says faith saves us in some places. In other places it says our works are very important to our salvation. So, does the Bible contradict itself. No! In other words, it’s not either faith or works, it is both faith and works. The Bible clearly teaches this. Love is important to our salvation. Therefore, it cannot be faith alone that saves us. It is faith WORKING through love that saves us.

Strategy/Tactics
Putting these verses side-by-side helps to show folks that it’s not one or the other…faith or works…but both faith and works that are necessary responses to God’s free gift of grace.

Phil
I assume you are familiar with Islam. How anybody buys into that crock is beyond me. Catholicism is more believable, but that doesn’t mean it’s right. Did I just say 1 billion people are wrong – yes, I guess I did. Add in both Catholics and Muslims and we’re up to 2 billion. I’m allowed to have an opinion. I don’t pass judgment on the world; I just make a decision, like all 6 billion of us. 

John Martignoni
Here is where you say that your opinion is better than that of 1 billion others. Actually, you’re saying it’s better than 2 billion others. So, you contradict yourself again.

Strategy/Tactics
No response is really necessary to this particular paragraph, but I did want to show that in one place he says that he never said his opinion is better than anyone else’s; yet he does just that right here.

Phil
Yes, I agree that you can match any book I reference with one or more of your own. I agree there’s confusion about the flesh and blood issue. You and Joey seem hung up on popes and religions and man-made traditions. You ignored my comment about Catholic seminaries being homosexual bastions. You ignored my comment about Catholic hierarchy murdering people, extorting money for the forgiveness of sins, and keeping the bible in Latin to keep people in the dark, all done for centuries. Why do you give them a free pass – oh yes, the man-made TRADITION reason. 

Protestant ministers are guilty of all the same things that you can say Catholic priests and bishops are guilty of. That proves nothing. Regarding keeping the Bible in Latin, now you are showing your ignorance of history. Latin was the language that all people who were educated enough to read, could read. Also, according to the introduction of the King James Bible, the Church translated the Scriptures into the languages of all the nations shortly after those nations came to Christ. Do you doubt the veracity of the King James Bible on this? 

Strategy/Tactics
Again, calling a spade a spade. His ignorance of the Bible and his ignorance of history combined to make him a perfect target for anti-Catholic attacks. 

Phil
I don’t put my faith and salvation in any church or religion or tradition or men. I put myself and my future in Jesus’ hands, something He clearly said to do. If you do too, then all else is just meaningless bicker that I don’t need to win. I don’t get hung up on the little stuff. The big thing is, why do you believe the TRADITIONS? 

John Martignoni
No, you are not putting yourself in Jesus’ hands, you are putting yourself in the hands of the folks who are teaching you all this nonsense about the Catholic Church. And, very dangerously, you are putting yourself in your own hands for deciding between true and false doctrines. You admit that you are no Bible scholar; you admit that there are parts of the Bible that you have absolutely no idea what they mean; yet, you trust what you can discern from the Bible for your salvation. I’m sorry, but that’s downright foolish. As Scripture says, the foolish man trusts in his own ways.

In Conclusion

I have a little bit more to say to Phil, but this newsletter is a bit long, so I’m going to put it into the next one. Stay tuned!
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The next newsletter will start up a conversation with a new person. He is someone who has been looking into the Catholic Faith, but is not yet convinced and just sent me an email with a number of objections. I’ll use that email as a jumping off point for the next newsletter. Some of the arguments are the same as those raised by Phil, but there are several that haven’t been addressed in this newsletter before. So, hopefully, it will be of interest to you.

Introduction

This will be the last newsletter, for the time being anyway, that will focus on my exchange with Phil, a recent ex-Catholic. I will probably continue with at least one or two more private exchanges to see if I can get anywhere with him, but, as you will see from his response to my last email, it seems that Phil has reached the end of his rope.

His last response is basically a non-response. I have answered every question he has raised, and he has no come back other than to repeat himself. And I don’t say that in a triumphalist manner, but I do so to point out the complete lack of substance to his arguments. This is something that should make all of us realize that, even when limiting ourselves just to the Bible, the teachings of the Catholic Church can be defended solely on biblical grounds, much better than those of any other Christian faith tradition. And then, when you throw in history and Christian tradition and the Church Fathers…well, it’s katy barred the door. As you can see, Phil, who now goes by the Bible alone, can’t seem to confine his arguments to the Bible. Why? Because the Bible doesn’t support his position.

Phil
I thought you said that if I show you one bible passage that says faith not works does it, you’d renounce Catholicism. I showed you 15. So why is your website still here doing all you can to lead people down the wrong road. Go to google, enter “the inquisition”, and read a few articles. If you do so with an open mind and accept the facts of history, you’d realize the founders of your sacred tradition are a bunch of murderers, thieves, bible burners, and extortionists. I believe the bible preaches/teaches love, acceptance and forgiveness, not hatred, suppression, arrogance, torture, and murder. Then go rent the movie “Luther”.

John Martignoni
Dear Phil,

That’s it?! I answer your objections/arguments line-by-line, using the Bible, and you have absolutely no response to my biblically-based arguments other than to say I should read about the Inquisition and rent the movie, Luther? And, when I ask you questions, you either can’t answer them, won’t answer them, or answer them in a manner that is not in line with what the Bible actually says. If the Bible says what you say it says, then how come you can’t answer my arguments from the Bible? 

So, since you either can’t or won’t answer my questions nor respond to my arguments, now you’re going to bring up the Inquisition? Oh, please. And I suppose you think that 50 million people died in the Inquisition, right? Or was it 100 million? If you’re really open to reading historical fact, let me know your address, and I’ll send you a book that was written by an historian, not by a Protestant theologian, about the Inquisition. A book written from an historical perspective by someone who doesn’t have an axe to grind with the Church. A fair and balanced account of the Inquisition. A book which uses information taken from the actual records of the Inquisition. And it is not a “Catholic” book, either.

By the way, in the movie you keep wanting me to see, “Martin Luther,” does that movie talk about how Luther was instrumental in helping certain German nobility suppress the “Peasants’ Rebellion” in 1525? Let me give you a quote from one website on this: 

“May 5, 1525: Luther writes against the peasants in Against the Murderous and Thieving Hordes of Peasants.”

(Sounds like a kind and loving man your Martin Luther, huh?)

“May 15, 1525, The Peasants Rebellion: At the Battle of Frankenhausen, 50,000 peasants are cut down.” 

(Hmmm. Martin Luther was instrumental in the suppression of the Peasants’ Rebellion which resulted in the deaths of tens of thousands of people. I guess they probably left that fact out about him in the movie, huh?) Now, what were you saying about the Inquisition?

And, one more thing, are you aware of the following quote from Luther himself:

“We are obliged to yield many things to the [Roman] Catholics — [for example] that they possess the Word of God, which we received from them, otherwise we should have known nothing about it.” 

That’s from Luther’s Commentary on John 16. Martin Luther believed that the Bible came from the Catholic Church. Which means, you just left the Church that gave the world the Bible, at least, according to Martin Luther. Something to think about, eh? 

Phil, I have said time and time again, but you refuse to hear me, that the Catholic Church is populated with sinners, including the Bishop of Rome. Sinners commit sins. Sometimes small sins, sometimes big sins. Moses committed a sin that kept him from being allowed into the Promised Land. Joshua led the Israelite army in the slaughter of the inhabitants of Palestine. Abraham lied. David committed adultery and murder. Peter denied Christ and ran. Paul killed Christians. So, based on your reasoning, we shouldn’t believe what any of those folks said, right? 

There have been, and always will be, Catholics, including priests, bishops, and popes who have been liars, cheats, murderers, adulterers, fornicators, homosexuals, blasphemers, and any other type of sinner under the sun. That still has nothing to do with infallibility or with the claim of the Catholic Church to be THE one and only church founded by Jesus Christ. God protects the Pope from teaching error in the areas of faith and morals regardless of the Pope’s personal worthiness as a Christian. That’s what’s so amazing about the papacy and the teachings of the Church. They have survived 2000 years of sinners…only by the grace of God!

Name me one Protestant denomination that hasn’t had its share of murderers, liars, cheats, homosexuals, fornicators, blasphemers, etc.? As I’ve shown you, if you’re open to the “facts of history,” Martin Luther helped bring about the slaughter of tens of thousands of German peasants. So, I guess you can’t go by anything he says, right? If you can’t believe anything that a sinner says, then I guess you can’t believe anything, can you, because you only have sinners as your teachers?

The Church has to be guided by God in matters of faith and morals, precisely because of the sinful nature of man. Aren’t you a sinner? If you are, why should I listen to anything you have to say?

Have you ever read Matthew 23? What does Jesus call the scribes and Pharisees? Liars. Blind guides. White washed tombs. Hypocrites. So, we shouldn’t do what they say, right? I know you’re nodding your head in agreement here, but, once again, you’re wrong. 

What does Jesus say to His disciples and the crowds in Matthew 23:1-3? The scribes and Pharisees sit on the seat of Moses, therefore “do whatever they tell you.” I find that pretty interesting, don’t you, Phil? Jesus tells the crowds, and even His disciples to do whatever the scribes and Pharisees say, because they sit on the seat of Moses…in other words, they hold a position of religious authority, and, even though they are some of the worst sinners, Jesus tells the crowds and His own disciples to do whatever they say to do.

Well, the popes sit on the seat of Peter. So, even if there are times when they act less than Christian, they are still guarded from teaching error because God tells us that the Church is the pillar and bulwark of the truth, and the Pope is the head of the Church here on earth. God gives us the Church as a steady guide. God did not give us the fallible interpretations of any one individual or group of individuals as our steady guide. 
How could he, when your own argument points to the fact that sinners, without God’s guidance, cannot necessarily be trusted in what they have to say when it comes to doctrine and morals? But, the Church, the Body of Christ, can always be trusted. That is why it is necessary to have the gift of infallibility present in the Church. Your own arguments confirm that.

But, let’s go back and do a little review. I want to show you how you…an ex-Catholic who has been reading and studying the Bible on your own and who supposedly knows how to interpret it better than any Catholic ever could…I want to show you how you have avoided answering many of my questions; and, I want to show you how the answers to the questions you have answered have been wrong…from a scriptural point of view; and I want to show you how you claim to know what the Catholic Church teaches, yet you really don’t. 

This whole exchange of emails started with you talking about Mary having children other than Jesus. And you pointed to the Scripture to support your argument. Yet, when I asked you scriptural-based questions about the children of Mary, in particular, about James, “the brother of the Lord,” you refused to answer my question. Why? Why are you afraid to answer a question that is based on Scripture? 

You didn’t answer it, because I think you had a feeling that you would be “trapped” by your answer. But, how could you be trapped if you simply answered honestly based on what the Bible says? The only way you could be trapped, is if you were believing in something that wasn’t supported by the Bible. Which is exactly what you were believing in regards to Mary having other children. I showed you how James, the “brother” of the Lord, who is referred to in Mark 6:3 and Galatians 1:19 (as one of the Apostles), cannot be a blood brother of Jesus because Matthew 10:1-4 says that the two Apostles named James, were the sons of: 1) Zebedee, and 2) Alphaeus…neither was the son of Joseph! 

Yet, when I started questioning you about Mary, what did you do? Did you stand and offer a rebuttal? Did you present arguments to support your case? No! You simply said, “Oh well, we’ll never agree, so who cares?” Well, you seemed to care when you thought you had the upper hand in the argument, but when you were shown to be wrong, and when you couldn’t answer my questions on this topic, all of a sudden it’s, “who cares?!” 

Regarding salvation by faith alone. I asked you for one specific verse that states what you believe, that we are saved by faith alone. You couldn’t give it to me. You gave me several verses that show that believing is very important for salvation. Well, as a Catholic, I believe that 100%. But, you didn’t give me a single verse that says we are saved by faith “alone.” Not one. And, when I point out to you that there is only one verse in all of the Bible where the words “faith” and “alone” appear together (James 2:24), and it says that we are “justified by works and NOT BY FAITH ALONE,” all of a sudden you fall silent. And, when I show you verse after verse after verse from the Bible that say that works are important in the process of salvation, all of a sudden you fall silent. Go back through all of those verses you sent me and see if a single one of them uses the word “alone,” as in “faith alone” or “believing alone,” Phil. They don’t. The fact of the matter is, that you, who purports to go by the Bible, believe in a doctrine (salvation by faith alone) that is actually the exact opposite of what the Bible says. 

When I asked you if God’s sole criteria for judging us worthy of salvation is whether or not we have faith…you answered in the affirmative. And then you added, “but I know why you’ll say otherwise.” Of course you know why I’ll say otherwise, because the Bible says otherwise. Phil, in every single passage of the Bible that talks about judgment, a person is judged by their works, their acts, by what they have done, and by what they haven’t done. Your answer, again, was in direct contradiction to the very plain words of the Bible. Yet, you claim to be the one who is holding true to Scripture? 

Once saved, always saved. You say that people can’t lose their salvation once they’re saved. Again, I gave you several verses of Scripture that directly contradict this heresy. Again, you fell silent. You had no answers to the Bible.

You never, apparently, bothered to look up Malachi 1:11, which is a prophecy regarding the Mass. You have nothing in your current form of worship that can fulfill that prophecy. I do. But, again, silence on that from you. 

I answered your questions regarding tradition, and I showed you that going by apostolic tradition is indeed biblical, and that, in fact, the Bible commands us to obey the traditions handed on to us by the Apostles. Again, silence from you. 

Regarding John 6. You came up with an interpretation that I have never heard any one, Catholic or Protestant, try to pass off as a legitimate interpretation of those passages. You say that you are reading and studying the Bible, but, with statements like that on John 6, where you believe the disciples leaving Jesus had nothing to do with Him saying they had to eat His flesh and drink His blood…well, statements like that make me think that you are not so much reading the Bible, as you are reading your pre-formed beliefs into the Bible. 

It seems like you are willing to twist Scripture into something quite unrecognizable in order to avoid admitting that the Catholic reading of any given passage has any merit to it. Plus, you have, time and time again, misrepresented what the Catholic Church actually teaches. 
One might be able to chalk that up to ignorance, but I have repeatedly informed you about the Church’s teaching on infallibility, and other matters, yet you refuse to listen to what I tell you. Forgive me for being blunt, here, but that smacks not of ignorance, but of intentional misrepresentation. 

Phil, far from making the case for your current set of beliefs, you have made the case for what the Catholic Church teaches and believes, in particular, regarding the beliefs of individual interpretation and sola scriptura. If you would like to continue this dialogue, then I would simply ask you to answer my questions and respond to my statements line-by-line, as I have done with yours. And, please, let’s stick to the Bible, that’s what this is about, isn’t it? 

And, if you are not willing to respond, or, if you are simply unable to do so because of your unscriptural beliefs, then please, in the future, if you are going to be honest, don’t try to pass off your distorted view of Catholic teaching as authentic Catholic teaching. And, don’t tell anyone that Catholics don’t believe in what it says in the Bible, or that Catholics don’t know the Bible. After all, if you cannot answer this Catholic when he responds to you with Bible verse after Bible verse…or, rather, if your response is limited to, “Well, the Popes have murdered people”…then, again, be honest and tell folks that you engaged a Catholic in dialogue once and were unable to answer his questions from the Bible. 

And, finally, Phil…please think and pray about what you have done. Why is it that you were afraid to answer some of my questions? Why is it that you cannot give me the Scripture verses I ask for to support your position? Why is it that you have to twist the clear meanings of Scripture passages to keep them from saying exactly what the Catholic Church teaches? Why is it that you have no response to many of the Scripture passages that I present that teach exactly what the Church teaches? Could it be because, just possibly, because the Catholic Church is the one true church founded by Jesus Christ? Phil, you obviously left the Church without understanding what she taught and why…that is painfully obvious from what you have said about the Church’s teachings. I understand why someone with a mistaken notion of what the Church teaches would leave. But, I hope you will honestly and prayerfully re-examine your mistaken notions about the Church and about the Bible. And, I hope, one day, you will return home.

Strategy

Not a lot in the way of strategy here. Basically, I’m just re-presenting and summarizing several of the arguments I’ve already made. Also, I’m trying to get under his skin just a little bit in order to try and elicit another response from him. It’s pretty obvious from his brief answer to my last email that he’s probably about done. If I can maybe get his goat a little bit, it might make him look a little bit harder at what I’ve said in order to try and formulate a response to my argument. And, who knows, maybe upon closer inspection of my arguments, a seed or two might be planted. 

Plus, one other thing to always consider – is there an audience? My emails to Phil have been copied to several Catholics who he was trying to bring out of the Church. So, while my arguments and my no-nonsense tone in this email may not have an effect on Phil, they will, hopefully, provide the Catholic audience with ample reason to stay firmly planted in the Church.

God bless! John
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