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Introduction

Okay, this week I am responding to someone who emailed me regarding an article that I published in our diocesan newspaper. I have an “Apologetics 101” column every week in our newspaper, and the particular column that this gentleman responded to was on “absolute assurance” of salvation. 

I am going to print the original column I wrote first. Then I am going to print his response, in its entirety, then my response to him. As I allude to in my response, I have divided his email into two parts that will be dealt with separately. That’s just to make things easier to follow and to not get strung out in several different directions all at the same time. 

So, even though I am printing his full email, my response will be to just the first half of the email. I will respond to the 2nd half of his email after we have had a chance to thoroughly discuss the first half – assuming he replies to me.

Apologetics 101
Q: I was asked by a co-worker, who is an Evangelical, if I have “absolute assurance” of my salvation.  I said, “No,” but then he started telling me that meant I wasn’t saved and he started quoting Bible verses and saying things about the Catholic Church and it all got me a bit turned around. Did I give him the right answer to his question?
    
A: You did indeed give him the right answer to his question.  That question is based on belief in a doctrine called “once saved, always saved.”  Once you are “saved,” – answered an altar call or said a sinner’s prayer and accepted Jesus into your heart as your personal Lord and Savior – then, according to this doctrine, that’s it.  That’s all that needs to be done.  Your train ticket to Heaven has been punched and there is nothing that can derail that train.  Salvation is, in essence, a one-time event that cannot be undone.  That’s why believers in this doctrine claim to have “absolute assurance” in their own salvation. 

Catholics do not, however, say that they have "absolute” assurance of salvation because we do not believe that we have the authority nor the ability to judge ourselves.  Paul himself says, in 1 Cor 4:3-5, that he does not judge himself, but it is the Lord who judges him.  Paul even says that he is not aware of anything against himself, yet that he is not necessarily acquitted (or saved, in Evangelical terminology).  That doesn’t sound like absolute assurance of salvation, does it?
Also, in Phil 3:10-13 and 1 Cor 9:26-27, we don’t see Paul talking in the language of absolute assurance: "…that, if possible, I may attain the resurrection of the dead.  Not that I have already obtained this or am already perfect; but I press on to make it my own…," and "…lest after preaching to others I myself should be disqualified."  This is not the language of absolute assurance. 

God judges us, we do not judge ourselves.  At any moment in our lives, we still have the free will to turn away from God and reject Him.  And, if you reject God, are you still saved?  Catholics don’t believe so.  What we can say is that we have believed in God and have done our best to do His will for our lives (Matthew 7:21, "Not everyone who says to me, ‘Lord, Lord,’ shall enter the kingdom of heaven, but he who does the will of my Father who is in heaven,") and that by His grace and mercy we hope in His salvation.

Man has this incredible capacity to fool himself, but he cannot fool God: “Every way of a man is right in his own eyes, but the Lord weighs the heart,” (Proverbs 21:2).  That’s why we say that if we believe and do the Father’s will, then we have the hope in us that God will indeed have mercy upon us and grant us eternal life with Him in Heaven.  But, we do not presume to judge when judgment is for God alone. 

We also do not say we have absolute assurance of salvation because Catholics, like Paul, believe salvation is a process.  We believe, as Jesus says, that in order to follow Him, we must deny ourselves and we must pick up our cross daily (Luke 9:23), not just once in our lives.  If we don’t pick up our cross daily, then we are not following Him.  And, if we are not following Him, are we still saved?  The answer is, no, we are not. 

And Paul very clearly believes that salvation is a process, not a one-time event.  
In several places he states that we have been saved (2 Tim 1:8-9, Rom 8:24, Ephesians 2:5 and 8, and Titus 3:5); in other places he says that we are being saved (1 Cor 1:18 and 2 Cor 2:15), which in and of itself connotes a process of salvation; and in still other places he says we will be saved (1 Cor 3:15, 1 Cor 5:5, 1 Tim 2:15, Rom 5:9-10, and Rom 10:9 and 13).  We were saved, we are being saved, and we will be saved…if we persevere to the end – that is the scriptural process of salvation.

Finally, for those who believe in absolute assurance, they have a bit of a problem with the whole concept of hope that we find all through the New Testament.  Why are these folks in the Scripture told to have hope rather than to trust in their absolute assurance of salvation?  If they have absolute knowledge – absolute assurance – that they are saved, then they have no need for hope.  The concept of hope fits perfectly with Catholic belief, but not so much with the belief in once saved always saved and this whole absolute assurance business. 

To summarize: We have the assurance, based upon God’s own word, that if we follow His will for our lives, we will be saved.  But, we do not have “absolute” assurance that we will be saved because we could, of our own free will, turn away from Christ at any given point in our lives. 

Mr. Bud Weber’s response:
Mr. Martignoni,    
In our Bible study for next week, the leader passed out your article of December 16, 2011 on absolute assurance.  In my reading and studying of your article, I find you have overlooked some very important scripture. 
First of all, I think you have used the writings of Paul incorrectly.  You quoted verses in which he speaks about his development as a Christian.  The verses do not refer to salvation.  If, as you suggest he was working toward his salvation, you would have to ignore several of his specific verses addressing salvation.  He says in Romans 8:1, "There is, therefore, NO CONDEMNATION to them that are in Christ Jesus".  That verse clearly states it is not possible to lose your salvation, because all your sins have been forgiven when you trust Christ as your Saviour.  PAST, PRESENT AND FUTURE SINS.  There are many other places that Paul repeats that, but none more clearly that 2 Cor 5:17, when he says that "If any man be in Christ he is a NEW CREATURE.  Old things are passed away – behold all things are become new" 
The Apostle Peter verifies the authenticity of Paul’s teaching when he put in his book that Paul was correct in his teachings.
The Apostle John clearly states that "These things have I written that you may KNOW that you have eternal life" - I John 5:13.  If you can lose your salvation, there is no way a person could KNOW he has eternal life.  And the Lord himself made it quite clear that a Christian cannot lose his salvation.  In the book of John, 14:27, Jesus says, "My peace I give unto you, not as the world giveth"
I ask you – can a Christian have peace if he can lose his salvation?  The answer is a resounding "NO"
I was teaching the book of Romans in Yalta in the Ukraine and after our class on assurance, a young lady who had only been saved for a short period of time, came to me and said that she was so thankful we had covered that subject, because she had been taught that if she died with unconfessed sin, she would not go to Heaven.  The possibility that she could die with unconfessed sin and not go to Heaven had robbed her of her of the peace and the abundant life that Christ promised her.  Thankfully, I was able to show her what the Bible says – not what man thinks.
In the Book of John, 3:15, Jesus tells us that "whosoever believeth in him should not perish, but have eternal life." Notice, there is not another list of things attached that we have to do to inherit eternal life.  Jesus tells us clearly that it is only the acceptance of the shed blood of Christ that brings salvation – not any works that we might do.  The scripture clearly says that "all our works are as filthy rags"
It is my prayer that you will look more closely into what the Bible teaches on this subject and pass that information along to your readers so that they may have the peace that passes all understanding – the knowledge that upon their death, the Christian can know that he will be present with the Lord.
I suggest to you, Mr. Martignoni, that if there is no assurance of salvation, the Christian has not the peace that Christ has promised us.

My Reply:
Dear Mr. Weber,
Below, in italics, is the 1st part of your email.  My response follows.
In our Bible study for next week, the leader passed out your article of December 16, 2011 on absolute assurance.  In my reading and studying of your article, I find you have overlooked some very important scripture.
First of all, I think you have used the writings of Paul incorrectly.  You quoted verses in which he speaks about his development as a Christian.  The verses do not refer to salvation.  If, as you suggest he was working toward his salvation, you would have to ignore several of his specific verses addressing salvation.  He says in Romans 8:1, "There is, therefore, NO CONDEMNATION to them that are in Christ Jesus".  That verse clearly states it is not possible to lose your salvation, because all your sins have been forgiven when you trust Christ as your Saviour.  PAST, PRESENT AND FUTURE SINS.  There are many other places that Paul repeats that, but none more clearly that 2 Cor 5:17, when he says that "If any man be in Christ he is a NEW CREATURE.  Old things are passed away – behold all things are become new"
The Apostle Peter verifies the authenticity of Pauls teaching when he put in his book that Paul was correct in his teachings.

My Response:
Starting with the last line first, I have absolutely no doubt as to the authenticity of Paul’s teachings – so, we can agree on that point.


Regarding the first line, I have not overlooked any Scripture.  I am very much aware of every verse you have cited.  I simply disagree with your interpretation of those verses.  Do you claim to be infallible in your interpretation of Scripture?  I ask, because I am wondering if you have some authority by which to declare your interpretation of Scripture to be more valid than mine?  If you believe you do, please let me know what that authority is.
Now, for the middle portion of what you have written above, my first thought in on your use of the word, "think."  You "think" I have used Paul’s writings incorrectly.  You "think" I have, which means you’re not absolutely sure that I have used them incorrectly, right?  This is a very important point to me, and one that I think is vital to our discussion, so I do hope you will answer this question directly.
Now, you assert that the verses I quoted about Paul refer to "his development as a Christian," and not to salvation.  I’m sorry, but in reading those verses, I don’t see how you come to any such conclusion.  Let’s look at them one at a time:
1 Cor 4:3-5 – "But with me it is a very small thing that I should be judged by you or by any human court.  I do not even judge myself.  I am not aware of anything against myself, but I am not thereby acquitted.  It is the Lord who judges me.  Therefore do not pronounce judgment before the time, before the Lord comes, who will bring to light the things now hidden in darkness and will disclose the purposes of the heart.  Then every man will receive his commendation from God."
Please explain to me how a passage that is talking about judgment, and particularly about the judgment of the Lord at the end of time, is somehow not referring to salvation? My whole point in using this verse was to show that anyone who judges themselves as being "saved," is doing something that even the Apostle Paul didn’t do. Paul leaves his judgment up to the Lord. And even though he doesn’t know anything against himself – even though he is unaware of any sin that could be held against him – he still says that he is not thereby acquitted. He is speaking in terms of salvation here, but he is not speaking in terms of absolute assurance of salvation.  Please tell me how this is the language of "development as a Christian"?
Phil 3:10-13 – "…that I may know Him and the power of His resurrection, and may share His sufferings, becoming like Him in His death, that if possible I may attain the resurrection from the dead.  Not that I have already obtained this or am already perfect; but I press on to make it my own, because Christ Jesus has made me His own.  Brethren, I do not consider that I have made it my own; but one thing I do, forgetting what lies behind and straining forward to what lies ahead."  
Does this speak to Paul’s "development as a Christian"?  Indeed it does.  But, in what context?  The context of salvation.  The context of pressing on "for the prize," (v. 14).  What is the prize?  Is it development as a Christian?  No.  The prize is, "the upward call of God in Christ Jesus," (v. 14) The prize is attaining the "resurrection from the dead."  This verse shows exactly what the Catholic Church teaches, that salvation is a process.  Jesus has made Paul "His own," yet Paul must still press on for the prize.  There is no absolute assurance language here.  Paul states that "if possible" he may "attain the resurrection from the dead."  This is not the language of absolute assurance.  Do you contend that the "resurrection of the dead" is a phrase which means "development as a Christian"?  
1 Cor 9:26-27 – "Well, I do not run aimlessly, I do not box as one beating the air; but I pommel my body and subdue it, lest after preaching to others I myself should be disqualified."  
Do you contend that Paul is speaking of disqualification from "development as a Christian."  That makes absolutely no sense.  The only thing that he would be worried about being disqualified from is eternal life.  Just as the prize he mentions he is striving for in Phil 3 is eternal life – the resurrection from the dead.  Your interpretation of these verses simply is not supported by the passages.  
Now, regarding these other verses you say I "have to ignore," in order to come up with my interpretation.  Far from it.  Let’s look first at Rom 8:1 – "There is, therefore, no condemnation to them that are in Christ Jesus."  Amen!  I agree.  All Catholics agree.  However, I do not agree with your fallible interpretation of that verse.  You say that verse "clearly states" that it is not possible to lose your salvation.  Where does it say that?  Yes, there is no condemnation for those that are in Christ Jesus.  But, nowhere does this verse state that everyone who is "in Christ Jesus," will remain in Christ Jesus.  Nowhere does this passage state that those who are "in Christ Jesus" cannot, at some point in the future, reject Christ Jesus and fall away from Him.  Look at what Paul tells the Galatians who, according to Gal 3:2-3, have received the Spirit.  Are they absolutely assured of their salvation since they’ve already received the Spirit?  Well, not according to what Paul tells them in chapter 5: "Now I, Paul, say to you that if you receive circumcision, Christ will be of no advantage to you…You are severed from Christ, you who would be justified by the law; you have fallen away from grace," (v. 2, 4).  You cannot be "severed" from Christ unless you are first joined to Christ.  But, according to you, once you’re joined to Christ, you cannot be severed from Him.  Who should I believe: you or St. Paul?  Also, you cannot fall away from grace, unless you are first in grace – saved.  Once saved, always saved?  Just doesn’t look like Paul believed in it.  
2 Cor 5:17 – "If any man be in Christ he is a new creation; the old has passed away, behold, the new has come."  Again, I say, "Amen!"  I agree 100% with that verse of Scripture.  However, once again, I must respectfully disagree with your fallible interpretation of that verse.  Does that mean one cannot sin?  That one cannot turn away from Christ at some point in the future?  Absolutely not.  If so, then why does Paul tell the Philippians to "work out" their salvation "with fear and trembling," (Phil 2:12)?  Why does Paul tell the Romans who have been grafted into the olive tree (Christ) – signifying that they were "saved" – that they will be cut off from the olive tree just like the unbelieving Jews were,  "if" they do not continue in His kindness (Rom 11:17-24)?  Why would Paul threaten the Romans with being cut off from the olive tree (Christ), if they can’t be cut off from the olive tree?  Was Paul one to make empty threats?  No.  Under your theological system, this whole passage makes absolutely no sense.  Please explain why Paul threatened these "saved" Romans with being cut off from Christ, if it is impossible to be cut off from Christ?
I do not ignore any verse from Scripture.  You are the one who has to ignore a lot of verses from Scripture, and twist the meaning of a lot of other verses of Scripture, in order to come up with "absolute assurance" of salvation.  
If Christians in the Bible had absolute assurance of salvation, then why are they constantly told to "hope"?  How does the concept of hope fit in with absolute assurance?  If you have absolute assurance, you have no need of hope.  
One last question. Are there people who believe they are saved, but they really aren’t? If you believe there are, how do you know you’re not one of them?
Finally, I just want to let you know, and I will repeat this in future responses, that for you to proclaim that one cannot have "peace" without absolute assurance of salvation, is, with all due respect, an incredibly arrogant thing to say.  You don’t know me.  You don’t know the Catholics I know.  I have an incredible amount of peace as a Catholic and as a non-believer in once saved, always saved.   Many other people I know, all of whom do not believe in once saved always saved, have a great deal of peace in Christ.  Catholics, as I will show you, actually have more peace regarding salvation than you ever can.  Because, as I will show you, using your responses to my questions above, it is actually impossible for you to truly have absolute assurance of your salvation.  
God bless!
John Martignoni
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Introduction

In this issue, I will start with Mr. Weber’s response to my last email, which I will first print in its entirety, and then I will reprint his email with my comments interspersed between and betwixt his.
Mr. Weber:

Thanks for your response.  I certainly understand that you have a lot of correspondence to answer.  I appreciate you responding to mine, although I didn’t see any reason for the name calling.
It would be foolish to argue which of us has the correct interpretation of those passages, so let’s for the sake of discussion assume you are correct and that salvation is a process and that you can lose your salvation.
By your reasoning, I can see that the Apostle Paul was saved one minute and when he sinned, as he said so vividly in Romans, that he was then, not saved.  By the same token, the Apostle Peter was saved, but then lost his salvation when he denied Christ.
If, as you describe, the person who wishes to inherit eternal life, must gradually gain that salvation, which point does he have to reach?  And how does he get there?  By works?  That can’t be, because in order for that to be true, you would have to throw out the whole book of both Galatians and Romans, where Paul stresses that works play no part in salvation.  And, of course, Peter, in his writings verified that the message that Paul had was the correct one.
I taught the book of Romans in the Ukraine several years ago and after a discussion of this topic, a young lady came up to me and said she was happy that I covered that subject and showed her what the Bible had to say about salvation.  She said, contrary to your statement, that she was worried that she would sin and die without confessing it and go to Hell as a result.  She left the class with the peace that Christ promised her when he said, "my peace I give unto you – not as the world giveth".
I don’t have centuries of men interpreting the scriptures for me.  I was saved through the message of the Bible and I am just foolish enough to believe the Apostle that you call the first Pope, when he said, "These things have I written that you may KNOW that you have eternal life."  
I am sorry for you that you can’t have that same confidence.

-——————————————————————————————————————————————————-

Mr. Weber:

Thanks for your response.  I certainly understand that you have a lot of correspondence to answer.  I appreciate you responding to mine, although I didn’t see any reason for the name calling.
 
John Martignoni:
Well, with all due respect, but I didn’t call you any names.  The only thing I can think you might be referring to in that regard is when I said that your claim – that a Christian cannot have "the peace that Christ promised us," unless he believes as you believe in absolute assurance of salvation – was an "incredibly arrogant" thing to say.  That is not saying that you are, in general, an arrogant person – you may or may not be – it is merely stating a fact that that was an incredibly arrogant statement.  You do not know me.  You do not know my heart.  How then can you say I do not have the peace of Christ?  You do not know the many Catholics that I know.  You do not know their hearts.  How then can you say they do not have the peace of Christ?  Is it not arrogant to judge another’s heart, especially when you’ve never met that person, and especially when the Word of God itself tells us, "Judge not lest ye be judged?"  So, I was not calling you a name, per se, I was merely speaking the truth about that particular statement of yours, and I stand by what I said.  If you wish to offer evidence that you are indeed in possession of knowledge regarding the state of each and every Catholic’s heart, then I will happily retract my statement. 

Mr. Weber:

It would be foolish to argue which of us has the correct interpretation of those passages, so let’s for the sake of discussion assume you are correct and that salvation is a process and that you can lose your salvation.
John Martignoni:

You say it would be foolish to argue which of us has the correct interpretation of those passages, yet you then proceed to argue that your interpretation of those passages is correct and mine is not.  What I noticed in your last email, is that where I provided a direct point-by-point response to your arguments, which I am again doing here, you failed to do so with mine.  You did not directly address my points nor did you directly answer my questions.  For example, and this is a very important question for you to think about and answer: Do you claim to be infallible in your interpretation of Scripture?  Yes or no?  I ask because, if you are not infallible in your interpretation of Scripture, then will you admit that your interpretations could be wrong?  Again, this is important because you are telling me that my interpretations are wrong.  Yet, you are not giving me anything other than your own personal opinion for why you think they are wrong.  So, I am compelled to ask, since you are relying strictly on your private interpretation of Scripture here, are you infallible?  If you claim to be, please give me evidence for such a claim that I may believe.  If you are not personally infallible, then what authority do you rely upon to make such claims and can you give me evidence of the infallibility of this authority that I may believe?

Mr. Weber:

By your reasoning, I can see that the Apostle Paul was saved one minute and when he sinned, as he said so vividly in Romans, that he was then, not saved.  By the same token, the Apostle Peter was saved, but then lost his salvation when he denied Christ.
John Martignoni:

Again, with all due respect, but I am not the Apostle Paul’s nor the Apostle Peter’s judge.  It is not up to me to say when one was saved or when one wasn’t saved.  As Paul says in 1 Cor 4, it is the Lord Who judges.  Do you agree that it is the Lord Who judges or not?  We are not to pronounce judgment before the Lord comes.  So, I will stand with Scripture on that point. 

You are trying to distract from the main point of my response to you.  You claimed that I had "used the writings of Paul incorrectly."  And, you specifically stated that the verses I had cited from Paul’s letters, were not about salvation, rather they were about Paul’s "development as a Christian."  So, what did I do?  I went through each verse, citing specific words and phrases from those verses, to show that they were indeed about salvation.  I made very specific arguments that directly refuted your claim.  How do you respond?  By going back to those verses to show where my arguments fall short?  By using specific words and phrases from those verses to bolster your claim that they are indeed about Paul’s "development as a Christian?"  No.  You essentially ignore my arguments and start talking instead about when Peter and Paul were or were not saved according to a false version of Catholic teaching that you have apparently bought into. 

So, this is what I would like for you to do.  Please go to those verses that I cited in my last response, which you claim are speaking of Paul’s "development as a Christian," and explain to me exactly where it says such a thing in those verses and tell me how it is those verses are not speaking about salvation even though they mention judgment, and the return of Christ, and the resurrection of the dead, and so on.

In the meantime, I will respond to your statements about Peter and Paul thusly:  Were Adam and Eve saved when they were in the Garden?  When a child is born, is it born into a state of grace; i.e., is it saved when it is born?  Or, to put it another way, if a baby dies, does it go to Heaven or Hell?

Mr. Weber:
If, as you describe, the person who wishes to inherit eternal life, must gradually gain that salvation, which point does he have to reach?  And how does he get there?  By works?  That can’t be, because in order for that to be true, you would have to throw out the whole book of both Galatians and Romans, where Paul stresses that works play no part in salvation.  And, of course, Peter, in his writings verified that the message that Paul had was the correct one.
John Martignoni:

You are mistaken in your interpretation of my words, sir.  Which indicates, that if you cannot properly interpret the words of a mere man, then any claim on your part to be able to infallibly interpret the words of the Divine, must be greatly suspect.  Nowhere did I say, nor did I imply, that one must "gradually gain" salvation.  One is either in a state of grace (saved) or they are in a state of mortal sin (lost) – there is no halfway point between the two.  Nor did I say that one gains their salvation by works.  The Catholic Church teaches that one is saved through Baptism (John 3:3-5; 1 Peter 3:20-21; Acts 2:38), and that this is an absolutely free gift of God – not because of faith nor because of works.  That salvation is an absolutely free gift of God can be seen most clearly in the practice of infant Baptism, where the child cannot make an act of faith nor can he perform any work.  He is saved gratuitously by God. 

However, once a person is justified (saved) through Baptism, then they must continue to abide in Christ, or they can lose that salvation (John 15:6).  How do you abide in Christ?  Through faith and works (John 6:54, 56; John 15:10; 1 John 2:5-6; 1 John 3:24; 1 John 4:16; 2 John 9).  In other words, God gives us a free gift – the gift of eternal life.  We do not earn that gift, it is freely given.  Yet, we have to respond to that gift.  We can choose to not open that gift; to not apply it to our lives; to reject it – at any point after we have been saved.  That’s why Paul warns the Gentiles about the possibility of being cut off from the olive tree (Christ) in Romans 11:17-24 – a verse which I previously mentioned, but which you failed to respond to.  That’s why Paul tells the Galatians that if they accept circumcision, and the law that goes with it, they will be severed from Christ (Gal 5:4) – another verse to which you failed to respond. 

Furthermore, we do not have to throw out the Books of Romans and Galatians – Catholics believe every single verse in each of those books, and there is nothing in either of those books that is contrary to anything in the Catholic Faith, and vice versa.  The problem you are having again stems from a bad interpretation you have made.  Romans and Galatians do not say that "works play no part in salvation," they say that "works of the law" play no part in salvation.  Does that mean all works?  No, it does not.  It means the works of the law that were imposed upon the Israelites by God in the desert.  We see this quite clearly in Galatians 3:17 which tells us the law came "four hundred and thirty years after" Abraham.  In other words, the phrase, "works of the law," refers not to all good works, as you interpret it, but to the very specific requirements of the Mosaic Law.

By your reasoning, a person can be saved, but then can go out and commit murder, rape, robbery, blasphemy, heresy, idolatry, homosexuality, fornication, adultery, and every other manner of sin, and never repent of those sins, and yet still be absolutely assured of their salvation.  That, with all due respect, is nuts. If eternal security – absolute assurance of salvation – is true, then Paul’s letters to the Romans, to the Corinthians, the Galatians, Ephesians, and everyone else should have simply said: "Hey guys, you made it.  Relax and rest easy because you’re saved.  See ya in Heaven. Paul" 

Mr. Weber:

I taught the book of Romans in the Ukraine several years ago and after a discussion of this topic, a young lady came up to me and said she was happy that I covered that subject and showed her what the Bible had to say about salvation.  She said, contrary to your statement, that she was worried that she would sin and die without confessing it and go to Hell as a result.  She left the class with the peace that Christ promised her when he said, "my peace I give unto you – not as the world giveth".
John Martignoni:

Excuse me, but one Catholic who was obviously poorly catechized in her faith, somehow "proves" your point?!  I have met any number of Protestants, Evangelicals, Baptists, etc. who have come into the Catholic Faith, who say they now have more peace in their lives than they ever did in their previous faith tradition, where they all believed in absolute assurance of salvation.  They have the peace of Christ because they are now in the Church founded by Jesus Christ Himself – the Church which the Holy Spirit will not let lead anyone astray.  And they have great comfort and peace in that fact. 

I have met a number of former Protestant ministers who say they would oft have nightmares wondering if they were teaching their flock the truth, because they rightly realized that what they were teaching was their own private interpretation of the Bible.  They had no infallible authority behind what they were teaching – no authority of any type behind what they were teaching (and neither do you).  And that caused them sleepless nights because they realized there was a chance they might be wrong.  Sleepless nights that they no longer have because they are now Catholic. 

That is why I have repeatedly asked you that question about whether or not you are infallible in your interpretation of the Bible, and that is why you will not directly answer me in that regard.  Whether you admit it to me or not, you know that you are not infallible.  Which means, and you have to admit this, there is the possibility that one or more of the doctrines you have discerned in your private reading of the Bible, could be wrong – including the doctrine of eternal security.  Which means, that you cannot have "absolute assurance" of your salvation, since you are not infallible.  Oh, you can fool yourself into believing you have absolute assurance, but as Proverbs says, "All the ways of a man are pure in his own eyes." 

And I noticed you also did not answer the question I asked you about absolute assurance.  I think you maybe avoid answering these questions directly because you know where your answers are going to lead.  That question, again, is this: Do you believe that there are people who think they are saved, but they really are not saved?  Yes or no?  If you say, yes, and I know you will, then I would ask you: How do you know you’re not one of those people?  All of which means, that it is impossible for you, under your system of theology, to have absolute assurance of salvation.  Again, you are not infallible, therefore, your private interpretations that have led you to believe in absolute assurance could possibly be wrong; and, since there is the possibility that one can believe they are saved yet not be, means that no one who believes they are saved can have absolute assurance – because they could be one of those poor souls who believes they’re saved but really aren’t.  The end result, is that Catholics, who at least claim to have an infallible guide in the area of faith and morals, have the chance to obtain a much greater level of peace than do non-Catholics who have no such guide. 

So, I will see your one confused and poorly catechized young Catholic woman from the Ukraine, and raise you dozens upon dozens of former Protestants/Evangelicals/Baptists that I have met – including a number of former pastors of those denominations who graduated from their respective Bible schools.

You know, I have noticed that quite often the folks I’m dialoguing with will start out using the Bible, but when I show them that their interpretation of the Bible is not in line with the actual words of the Bible, they quickly shift to anecdotal evidence to "prove" their case, exactly as you have done. 

Mr. Weber: 
I don’t have centuries of men interpreting the scriptures for me.  I was saved through the message of the Bible and I am just foolish enough to believe the Apostle [John], when he said, "These things have I written that you may KNOW that you have eternal life."  
John Martignoni:

Well, the fact that you don’t even claim a guide for interpreting your Bible, is very troublesome to me.  First of all, it seems to be a very prideful thing on your part.  After reading what you said here, am I correct in assuming that you are your own church?  That you can’t find a church home because you can’t find a pastor who is 100% in line with your interpretation of the Bible? The Scriptures give a very clear indication that it is necessary to have an infallible guide to fully understand Scripture (Acts 8:30-31), and that individuals can, and do, twist the Scriptures to their own destruction (2 Peter 3:16).  So, I advise you to be most cautious in promulgating doctrine that you have discerned all on your own, without any authority behind you.

So, you believe that 1 John 5:13 teaches eternal security, eh?  Well, let’s look at that: "I write this to you who believe in the name of the Son of God, that you may know that you have eternal life."  "Amen!" says the Catholic.  Eternal life is the reward of those who believe in the name of the Son of God.  Agreed.  100% agreed.  I know that I have eternal life if I believe in the name of the Son of God.  Does it say, however, that once you believe in the Son of God, you cannot ever lose your salvation?  No, it doesn’t.  For instance, what if you believe in the name of the Son of God, so you’re irrevocably saved – according to your theology – but then at some future point in your life, you stop believing in the name of the Son of God?  Are you still saved?  According to you, the answer is yes!  But, according to the Bible, you can’t be saved if you don’t believe in the Son of God. You’ve got a bit of a quandary there.

Now, you may claim that it is not possible to believe in the name of the Son of God, and then to stop believing in it.  But, the Bible would disagree with you.  Check out for instance, Hebrews 6:4-6.  Also, look at 2 Pete r 2:20-22.  Also, look at the language of Ezekiel 33:13.  God says to the righteous that he, the righteous, shall "surely" live.  So, the righteous believes that he is saved.  Just like you believe you are saved.  But, what happens to the righteous.  Is he "surely," irrevocably, with absolute assurance, saved?  Nope.  If the righteous "trusts in his righteousness" – if he believes he is saved and he presumes upon God that there is nothing that can happen that would cause him to lose his salvation, as you do – and he then commits iniquity, what happens?  Does he still "surely" live?  Don’t think so. "In the iniquity that he has committed he shall die" – lose his salvation. 

What 1 John 5:13 is saying, is that salvation is available to those who believe.  But, nowhere does it say that someone will always believe just because they believed at one point in time.  Again, see the passages I have already cited.  In addition to those, what about the Parable of the Sower?  There are different types of believers there.  Some of the folks mentioned in that parable did indeed believe, for a while, but then they lost their belief.  Please explain that in terms of eternal security and absolute assurance? 

And, what about all the "ifs" mentioned in the New Testament.  You will be saved "if" you keep the commandments (Matt 19:17); "if" you abide in Christ (John 15:6-7); "if" you continue in God’s kindness (Rom 11:22); "if" you do not receive circumcision and fall under the old law (Gal 5:2-4).  Can you explain all these conditions for salvation "if" your theology is true?  None of these passages make sense, and neither do hundreds of others, if once a person has believed, they have absolute security of their salvation.

Mr. Weber:

I am sorry for you that you can’t have that same confidence.

John Martignoni:

I "can’t" have that same confidence?!  Is that an infallible statement on your part?  I will say again, what an incredibly arrogant thing to say.  As I have demonstrated, as a result of your own theology, it is indeed likely that any given Catholic can have a much greater level of peace in Christ than any given non-Catholic.

I am sorry that you have brought your pre-determined beliefs to the Bible and thereby have to twist the Scriptures to make them say what you want them to say.  And, I am sorry that you will not directly answer the questions that I have posed here and the arguments that I have made here.
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Introduction
I am going to re-visit my exchange with Mr. Bud Weber, which is recorded in Issues #184 and #185 on absolute assurance of salvation. But, I am doing so not to talk about absolute assurance of salvation, but to simply give you an example of how you can deal with a particularly difficult anti-Catholic. Not difficult in the sense that he is making some arguments that are difficult to respond to, but difficult in the sense that he won’t respond at all to the arguments you are making. 

You see, as I predicted in my newsletter, Mr. Weber did not respond to the questions I asked of him and to the arguments I made in my responses to his emails. I generally predict that the folks I’m dealing with will stop after one or two rounds, at the most. There is the exception to the rule, but once I have answered their questions and then get to asking some questions of my own – which I usually get to pretty quickly – the responses to my emails generally stop. Why? Because they have no answer to the questions! I might get a, “Well, we’ll just have to agree to disagree,” type response, or I may get some angry response, or I just get no response. It all means the same thing – they weren’t expecting a response from a Catholic and they have no answer to that response. You need to remember that: “Well, we’ll just have to agree to disagree,” really means, “Your questions have totally flummoxed me and I have no clue how to respond so I need to extricate myself from this situation as quickly as possible.”

Sometimes, however, even after I’ve gotten that type of email, or no email, I will still take a shot at continuing the dialogue. That’s what I did with Mr. Bud Weber. So, below you will get my email “provocation” that I sent to a third party, Pat, who was the person through whom I was originally put in touch with Bud Weber. Pat forwarded my email to Bud, which I was hoping he would do, and that did indeed prompt a response from Bud. You will see the exchange that ensued, with my “Strategy” comments interspersed between the emails.

From John Martignoni to Pat, re: Bud Weber
Pat, by the way, I just found your original email [regarding Bud Weber] in a stack of papers on one of my desks – I’m trying to clean up my office this week – and I just wanted to remind you, so that you could remind Bud, that I predicted in my newsletter that he would not respond to me.  Just let him know that I had him pegged…these guys are all the same and they are all very predictable.  They are more than happy to tell you where you are wrong (as a Catholic), but they are not expecting you to reply to them and when you do, they act all offended and put out, when in actuality, they can’t answer because they simply have no answer.  When faced with legitimate arguments, backed by Scripture, for the truths of the Catholic Faith, they withdraw from the field so as to avoid embarrassment. 

Strategy/Comments
At this point, I had absolutely nothing to lose, as it had been several weeks since I had heard from Mr. Weber and I knew I would never hear from him again unless I could get under his skin and provoke a response.  So, I thought I would attempt to poke a finger in his eye – basically an appeal to his vanity – by essentially calling him a coward (although, for all of you kinder gentler folks out there, please note that I did not actually call him a coward). The fact that I used a third party to send the message, raised the stakes a bit as Bud could easily ignore me, but this was coming from one of his Bible study partners – much harder to ignore. Pat forwarded my email to Bud and, sure enough, it worked.  I received the response below from Bud in very short order. 

From Bud Weber
I had decided not to respond to your last email, not because you were correct, but because you have been so indoctrinated by the catholic church from your youth, that instead of reading the Bible and interpreting it, you take a catholic position and try to find verses out of context to support your position. 
I recently saw the president of a catholic university on TV clearly illustrate my point when, at the end of his show about the Bible, he made the statement, "remember, the Bible cannot conflict with the position of the church."  The clear meaning was, if you interpret the Bible and it does not say what the church says, then you have interpreted it wrong.
Since you have thrown down the gauntlet, if you will resend your last email to me, I will respond to it.
 
Strategy/Comments
Look at his feeble excuse for not responding – I took a “catholic position.” Uhh, yeah.  And you, Bud Weber, took an anti-Catholic position. Now that we’ve clarified our positions, let’s have a rational discussion about them. But, did he ever attempt to show how the “catholic position” is wrong?  No. Did he ever attempt to show how I took verses out of context (as he claims)?  No.  Why not? Because he can’t. Which is why, even though he said he would respond to my last email, I knew he wouldn’t, because I knew that he couldn’t. So, I responded to his email and tried to add a little sweetener to get him to really and truly engage in a meaningful discussion by letting him know that he would, in essence, be talking to close to 30,000 Catholics.  

John Martignoni
I will gladly re-send my last email to you, but I first want to say that you have made some assumptions that are quite incorrect.  I was never "indoctrinated by the Catholic Church [in] my youth."  The state of Catholic education when I was growing up was absolutely abysmal.  I learned little to nothing about my faith as a child and as a teenager.  Which is why I left my faith when I went off to college.  After 13 years of being away from the Church, I returned.  But, even upon my return, I was still a very poorly educated Catholic.  And, there were several teachings of the Church that, quite frankly, I disagreed with.  So, what caused me to turn around and start believing what the Church teaches?  I started reading the Bible. 
So, I did not approach my Bible reading from a Catholic perspective, I approached it with a decidedly Protestant perspective – I can read this book for myself and decide for myself what it means, thank you.  The problem was, the more I read the more I had to concede that the Catholic Church was right in what it taught.  I had to change my position on several occasions and believe what the Church was teaching because the Word of God made it abundantly clear that I was wrong and the Church was right.  So, your assumptions about my approach to the Bible are entirely without merit and quite erroneous.
Regarding what you heard the President of a Catholic University say, about no conflict between the Bible and the Church – sorry, but that does not prove your point about anything.  If I interpret the Bible in a certain way, and that disagrees with your interpretation of the Bible, then would you not say that I was wrong?  Which, in essence, would be saying that if someone interprets the Bible in such a way that does not agree with what Bud Weber says the Bible says, then you have interpreted it wrong.  So, it’s okay for you to do, but not for the Church to do?
Actually, I will not be re-sending my emails to you, but I will instead give you a link to my last reply to you as it appears in my e-newsletter that goes out to some 30,000 folks – mostly Catholic, but not exclusively so – around the world.  
The 1st link contains our last exchange, and the 2nd link below contains our 1st exchange, if you need to refresh your memory on it.  I am giving you the chance to tell some 30,000 Catholics the truth…I hope you take advantage of it. 

Strategy/Comments
I took his example of what the President of a Catholic university had said, and turned it around on him.  Bud was being a hypocrite.  He does the exact same thing that he accuses the Catholic Church of doing, yet it’s okay for Bud Weber to do it, but not okay for the Catholic Church to do it.  That is hypocrisy, plain and simple.  
I also took his false assumption about my “indoctrination” by the Catholic Church as a child, and turned that around on him.  For anyone who knows anything about the state of Catholic education in this country in the last 50 years or so, his charge of “indoctrination” is absolutely laughable.  
But, again, I gave a direct counter-argument to what he said, something he has never done in response, and then asked him some questions.  Will he answer them?  I think you already know the answer to that question…

Bud Weber
The information is welcomed.  Wasn’t it a catholic cleric that said, "give me a child till he is ten and I will have him for life!"  Maybe you think you didn’t interpret it from a catholic perspective, but it is odd that you arrived at that point.
I got saved reading the Bible.  I am not associated with any church doctrine.  My learning comes from people who are not interested in promoting a religion – they are interested in teaching the Bible so that each individual man can come to a decision about Christ as savior.  You are interested in promoting the catholic church.  I am interested only in presenting Christ.  If people come to a saving knowledge of Jesus Christ, it is irrelevant which church they attend.
I didn’t respond to your last email because you had the audacity to take a verse out of context in Galatians to try to prove your point.  The ENTIRE book of Galatians was written to prove that there is NOTHING man can do for his salvation.  Jesus Christ did it all.  Christianity is Jesus plus nothing – not Jesus plus your works.  In order to arrive at your conclusion, you have to ignore the beginning verses of Galatians 3 where Paul says, in effect, if you didn’t get saved by something you did, how can you think you have to work to maintain your salvation?
Incidentally, when Jesus met with Nicodemus and was asked about salvation, He said, "You must be born again!"  The birth he referred to was a one-time occurrence.  Not something that occurred over a long period of time, or that could be reversed.  In order to support your position, you have to ignore that.
Unfortunately, like so many of the catholic positions, i.e.: purgatory, elevation of Mary, there is little or no Biblical substantiation for those positions.  In fact, purgatory can be specifically traced back to a period of time in the catholic church when it was used to extract money from unsuspecting parishioners, who were paying to get loved ones out of purgatory.  But the Bible says, "It is appointed to man once to die and then the judgement".
I could go on, but you would likely extract individual verses that can be taken to mean something the writer did not intend, to try to prove your point in the face of what scripture overall says.
The president of that catholic university spoke very clearly when he said "scripture cannot conflict with church doctrine."  He was clearly saying the position of the church came first regardless of what the Bible says. No mistake about it. That is the catholic position.
Church first – Bible, if we can use it!

John Martignoni
I had the audacity…really!?  You’re telling me what I believe and what the Catholic Church teaches – even though I don’t believe what you say I believe and the Catholic Church does not teach the things you say it teaches, yet you say I have audacity?!  Really!?  I at least take you at your word as to what you believe.  I question it, I say it is false, but I believe you when you tell me you believe something.  You do not give me the same courtesy.  Instead you fly off with the same old misconceptions, half-truths, and outright lies that have been spread about the Catholic Church for the last few hundred years among all those who love a good fish story. 
Now, who is it that takes Scripture out of context?  Let’s look at your misinterpretation of the first few verses of Galatians 3.  You interpret Paul here as saying that works have nothing to do with salvation.  That is a gross misreading of the passage.  You interpret his phrase, "works of the law," in verse 2 to mean all works whatsoever.  However, if you look down just a few verses to verse 17, you will see that the "law" Paul is talking about is the Mosaic Law, which came into being "four hundred and thirty years afterward…," after Abraham.  So, Paul is specifically talking about the works of the Mosaic Law when he says, "works of the law," he is not talking about good works in general.  So, Paul’s discussion here in Galatians is not a discussion between faith alone vs. faith and works, which is what you are trying to make it, it is a discussion of the New Testament covenant vs. the Old Testament covenant.  It is a discussion of having faith in Christ for salvation vs. the keeping of circumcision, animal sacrifices, dietary laws, etc. for salvation.  It is a discussion of what was before Christ vs. what is now after Christ.  We know this because the whole letter to the Galatians is about the Galatians falling under the influence of the Judaizers – who were telling them they needed to follow the old law in order to be saved.  Look at Galatians 5 where Paul tells them that if they receive ritual circumcision, then they will be severed from Christ. 
Question for you: If assurance of salvation is true, then how can one be severed from Christ by being circumcised?  They can’t be if your reading of Scripture is true.  Which means your reading of Scripture renders Paul’s words to the Galatians in 5:4 a meaningless and empty threat. 


Regarding Nicodemus, I agree 100% that to be born again is a one-time occurrence.  Why would you think I believe otherwise?  If you knew anything about Catholic teaching, you would have known that.  But, you are more satisfied spreading the aforementioned half-truths and lies about the Catholic Faith then in actually looking into what we believe and why we believe it, aren’t you?  As a Christian, do you not have the obligation to fairly represent the beliefs of others, including the beliefs of those you disagree with?  I hope you will say, "Yes, I do have such a responsibility as a Christian to tell the truth about others’ beliefs."  If you do say that, then I tell you right now that what you believe about the Catholic Church is wrong and I adjure you to research the truth about what we believe and why.
You quote from John 3 while ignoring a whole lot of other things that Jesus said.  Do you know that there was one instance in Jesus’ ministry of Him being asked directly what one must do to have eternal life?  Just one.  And what do you think Jesus said?  Well, according to your theology, He must have said, "You don’t have to DO anything to have eternal life, just believe in Me."  Funny thing, though, the Gospels don’t agree with your theology.  Jesus said, "If you would enter life, keep the commandments."  So, who should I believe: you, or Jesus?  And, is keeping the commandments a one-time event? 
Furthermore, let me ask you this: Can you get into Heaven if you do not forgive the sins of others?  Remember, now, you said it is Jesus and Jesus alone, we don’t have to do anything to be saved, right?  "Christianity is Jesus plus nothing," right?  So, please answer the question and I will prove your theology wrong beyond a shadow of a doubt to everyone on this email list and to the 30 thousand folks on my newsletter list. 
You got saved reading the Bible, eh?  So does that make you better than me…better than Catholics?  Can you give me one instance, from Scripture, of someone who was saved by reading the Bible?  You do realize, that the early Christians were not saved by reading the Bible, right?  They were saved by men who were indeed interested in promoting a Church…the Church founded by Jesus Christ.  I am interested in promoting the truths of the Catholic Church, because they are the truths of Jesus Christ as given to His Apostles and as handed down by the Apostles to us throughout the centuries by His Church.  You, in fact, owe a deep debt of gratitude to the Catholic Church, and I will prove it:
You believe the Gospel of Mark was written by a man named Mark and that this man named Mark was inspired by the Holy Spirit to write his gospel, correct?  Well, did the Bible tell you that or did some man tell you that?  If the Bible told you that, then please give me book, chapter, and verse that says such a thing?  Please answer the question: Who wrote the Gospel of Mark, and how do you know?  And how do you know that the Gospel of Mark is indeed the inspired Word of God?  Who told you?  I think that would be a very interesting answer for all those reading this email to see and ponder.
I am going to let your remarks about Mary and Purgatory and the rest go for now, because they are based, again, on half-truths and outright lies that people have told for centuries about the Catholic Faith.  I will be happy to re-visit those topics later.  I’ll conclude here, though, by just repeating the questions that I have asked, and I pray that you will do your best to answer them directly and without obfuscation.  I know, however, that you will be unable to do so.

Here are the questions:
1) If assurance of salvation is true, then how can one be severed from Christ by being circumcised?
2) When Jesus was asked, "What good deed must I do to have eternal life," how did He answer?  How would you answer that question?
3) Can you get into Heaven if you do not forgive the sins of others – yes or no?
4) Can you give me one example in the Bible of a Christian who was saved by reading the Bible?
5) Who wrote the Gospel of Mark and how do you know?  And how do you know the Gospel of Mark is the inspired Word of God?

Two other questions that require very easy answers:
6) For a Christian, what is the pillar and ground of the truth…is it the Bible?
7) Are you infallible in your interpretation of the Bible – yes or no?

Strategy/Comments
Notice, again, I answer his arguments, if you can really call them that, with direct counter-arguments.  Notice, also, that he did not respond directly to any of my arguments nor did he even attempt to answer any of my questions. And, notice, how he is now distorting the words of the Catholic university President he quoted by interpreting them as meaning, “Church first, Bible if we can use it…”  
Also, notice how he tried to start the doctrinal dance – by bringing up Mary and Purgatory – but I won’t go there.  Stay on course until you’ve said all that you want to say about a particular subject, or until you’ve had your questions on a particular subject answered, and then move on, not before.  
You know, usually, I would not be bothering with someone like this for more than one or two exchanges, so why am I trying to continue this conversation with Bud?  Because I have an audience.  He made the mistake, with one of his first emails to me, of including all of the members of his Bible study group on the distribution list. So, this whole email conversation was being read by those gentlemen, one of whom is Catholic. Hopefully, my conversation with Bud is bolstering that Catholic’s understanding of the Faith and will help him better defend the Catholic Faith in their Bible study should Bud ever try to attack it (although I’m sure that never happens).  
And for the non-Catholics in the Bible study, I hope it helps them to see that Bud is all talk and no action. That he is incapable of defending his positions, which probably happen to be their positions as well, and that that just might plant a seed with one or more of them – that maybe their positions can’t be defended from the Bible – you never know.   
I’m also forwarding this newsletter to each one of them so as to put even more pressure on Bud to respond to me, with clear, cogent, and rational defenses of his statements…if possible. Or, for one of them to respond and to pick up the gauntlet and defend Bud’s honor.

Bud Weber
Audacity is the proper word.  You ignore a whole book along with the book of Romans to take a verse out of context because you want people to believe their salvation is not secure in spite of all the teaching in the Bible.
The Lord said, "Let him who has ears to hear, let him hear".  Obviously you are too steeped in church doctrine to hear what the word of God says.  Nothing more needs to be said on the subject.  God help the people you are misleading into thinking they cannot know of their salvation.  You are incorrect, sir, and damaging the lives of the people who read your column.

Strategy/Comments
First thing to note here, is that I took the passage from the beginning of Galatians 3 that he referred to in his last email, and, using Scripture itself, showed him how he had taken those verses way out of context, which caused him to grossly misinterpret them.  Now, what is the difference between him saying I took a verse out of context and me saying he took a verse out of context?  I actually explain how and why his interpretation is out of context, I don’t just declare it to be so.  He, on the other hand, presents no reasoning, no argumentation, no scriptural support for what he claims, he simply claims it and expects that all who disagree with him should simply bow to his authority.  
I showed him how other parts of Galatians supported my interpretation and not his.  So, what does he do in response?  Does he counter my arguments?  Does he attempt to dismantle my reasoning?  No.  He now switches to Romans, although he gives no specific quotes, and simply declares, apparently infallibly, that I am still taking Galatians out of context.  He does not seem to care about what the Bible actually says, he is simply interested in forcing his pre-determined beliefs, that he has learned from those who “are not interested in promoting a religion,” onto the pages of Scripture, no matter how badly Scripture is mangled in the process.  
Second thing to note, is how he again absolutely refuses to attempt any answer to even a single one of my questions.  Not one!  
So, and this is directed to Bud’s Bible study members, I give each and every one of you the opportunity to answer the questions I have repeatedly asked of Bud, but which he has repeatedly shown himself unwilling, or more likely, unable to answer.  I will make you the same offer I have made to Bud: I will be happy to print any response you make, in its entirety, in this newsletter which goes out to some 30,000 Catholics.  Any takers?  
Bud, this is to you: I hope you will never again have the temerity to say anything about Catholics and the Catholic Faith as you have proven yourself to be wilfully ignorant of what we believe and why we believe it; and you have proven yourself incapable of answering even the simplest of questions that have been put to you in defense of the Catholic Faith.  Therefore, if you are indeed a Christian, then have the decency to speak not about that of which you know not.  To misrepresent another’s beliefs, beliefs which you have been shown to be ignorant of, is behavior not worthy of one who calls himself a Christian. 

There is more to this conversation, but this has gotten a bit lengthy and so I will continue it in the next newsletter.  Just remember, folks, Bud Weber fancies himself a Bible scholar; yet, as you can clearly see, he is nothing of the sort.  You will run into people like this as you go out and share your faith.  Do not be intimidated by this sort!  They’re just like the emperor without any clothes – they try to project the image of being clothed in Scripture – they try to make you think they know it all and you know nothing – when in truth, their knowledge of Scripture is rather naked. 
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John Martignoni  

First of all, I noticed that you did not include the other folks on your email to me this time, so I am having to add them back to the list.  Is that because you didn’t want them to see how pathetic your response was?
I keep giving you Scripture, quote after quote, and I explain it to you using other Scripture, in context, and how do you respond?  Do you answer the questions I ask?  Do you answer my arguments with Scripture?  Do you show where my reasoning is wrong?  Do you counter my arguments with your own arguments?  No, no, no, and NO! 
All you do is sit back and act like you are the final infallible arbiter of Scripture and summarily declare that I am wrong.  No reason, no argumentation, not even the decency to respond to my questions and arguments as I have to yours. Essentially, your whole method of argumentation is to simply say, "I’m right, you’re wrong, nanny nanny boo boo…"  Is that what the Holy Spirit has guided you into?  Is that how St. Paul argued with the Jews in the synagogues?  I dare say not. 
I will ask Pat, Ronnie, and Ben to judge as to whether I have fairly and thoroughly responded to Bud’s comments or not and you guys can tell me if he, in turn, has responded fairly and in a Christian manner to mine.
Where do you get off, Mr. Bud Weber, infallibly declaring that your interpretation of scripture is more valid than mine?  What authority do you claim that makes your interpretation better than mine?
And, I want Pat, Ronnie, and Ben to make sure you guys take note that Bud did not even attempt to answer my questions – easy, scripturally-based questions that any infallible interpreter of Scripture, which Bud apparently thinks he is, should have no problem answering whatsoever. 

As I previously predicted to Pat, you would not answer my questions and you would feign indignation and withdraw from the field to avoid the embarrassment of people realizing that you, Mr. Scripture Scholar, actually cannot answer those questions. 
So, here are the questions again, so that you will know that your theology does not have an answer for these questions, and I invite Pat, Ronnie, and Ben to take note that Bud will not answer these very simple questions, because he is incapable of doing so.  And, when you realize that, I hope you will also realize that you can trust nothing that comes out of his mouth when it comes to the Bible, because he knows not that about which he speaks:

1) If assurance of salvation is true, then how can one be severed from Christ by being circumcised?
2) When Jesus was asked, "What good deed must I do to have eternal life," how did He answer?  How would you answer that question?
3) Can you get into Heaven if you do not forgive the sins of others – yes or no?
4) Can you give me one example in the Bible of a Christian who was saved by reading the Bible?
5) Who wrote the Gospel of Mark and how do you know?  And how do you know the Gospel of Mark is the inspired Word of God?
6) For a Christian, what is the pillar and ground of the truth…is it the Bible?
7) Are you infallible in your interpretation of the Bible – yes or no?

Strategy
I found it a bit interesting that Bud started off by cc’ing some of his Bible study guys on his emails to me, but once I started to respond with questions he could not/would not answer, all of a sudden he stopped cc’ing them, so I made sure to put them back into the conversation (I’m sure they were very happy about that!).  

Again, I’m just reiterating to him that he, Mr. Scripture, keeps getting Scripture from me, yet he never responds with Scripture.  Keep an eye out for this kind of thing in your dialogues.  The guy who is supposedly the Bible Christian, will quite often not quote much Scripture.  Oh, he’ll have things to say, but it will often be mostly his opinions.  A Scripture verse here and there, but then a lot of his opinions – and I stress opinions! – on what that Scripture means.  Don’t buy into it, and don’t let him get away with it. 

Keep asking questions and keep forcing them back to the questions you have asked that have gone unanswered – which, quite often will be all of the questions you have asked.  And, a good thing to do is to summarize all of the unanswered questions at the end of any email or letter that you write.  That way those questions are staring them in the face as a reminder that they cannot answer something a Catholic is asking them about the Bible. 

Also, I tried to include his Bible study friends – tried to invite them to make up for Bud’s lack of a response – but I knew they would not want to get involved, and they haven’t.  Although, I did get an email from someone who asked if I would be open to him answering the questions I’ve posed to Bud.  I said, "Have at it!" but haven’t heard anything else from the guy – whoever he is.  If he does attempt to answer the questions, I will probably make a future newsletter out of that.

John Martignoni
Dear Bud,
The silence is deafening!  Again, your response, or lack thereof, will go out to some 30,000 Catholics all over the world.  Would St. Paul have passed up such an opportunity?  And they will get to read every single word you write – I never edit anyone…no need to.  You can’t ask for any fairer treatment then to have your own words speak for you.  Does truth fear error, or does error fear truth?  Does God fear Satan, or does Satan fear God? 
So, let’s try this once again, and I would ask the other non-Catholics receiving this to please feel free to respond on your behalf:
1) If assurance of salvation is true, then how can one be severed from Christ by being circumcised? (Gal 5:4)
2) When Jesus was asked, "What good deed must I do to have eternal life," how did He answer?  (Matt 19:16)  How would you answer that question?
3) Can you get into Heaven if you do not forgive the sins of others – yes or no?
4) Can you give me one example in the Bible of a Christian who was saved by reading the Bible?
5) Who wrote the Gospel of Mark and how do you know?  And how do you know the Gospel of Mark is the inspired Word of God?
6) For a Christian, what is the pillar and ground of the truth…is it the Bible?
7) Are you infallible in your interpretation of the Bible – yes or no?

Strategy
After not hearing from Bud for a few weeks, I thought I would try to entice an answer, by reminding him about the many folks he could reach with his "truth."  And, it worked, to an extent…read on.

Bud Weber
There is a very good reason for the silence.  We do not share a common denominator by which to have this discussion.
You see, I believe in Christianity – you believe in a religion – Catholicism


I believe in the inerrancy of Scripture – you believe the parts of the Bible that don’t conflict with the teaching of the catholic church.  
For instance – The Bible clearly tells us that Jesus told the thief on the cross, "TODAY thou shalt be with me in Paradise!"  Paul clearly tells us that, "to be absent from the body is to be present with the Lord!"
But you believe there is a place where people go, called Purgatory.  Even though there is no mention of this in the scriptures with the exception of an obscure verse from the Maccabees.
To quote a catholic priest who wrote a pamphlet I read on Purgatory, he said, "there is nothing about Purgatory in the Bible, but we believe in Purgatory because the catholic church has always believed in Purgatory!"
Why would anyone think they could have an intelligent discussion with someone who believes that?
In order for me to believe there is a Purgatory, I would have to believe that Jesus did not die for all my sins on the cross.  He only died for some of them. That conflicts with ALL scripture. 
Sorry, we have no basis for an intelligent discussion.

John Martignoni
In other words, you can’t answer my questions, so instead you attack my faith, which you are absolutely ignorant about, as your comments about Purgatory, and your previous comments, so clearly reveal, but that doesn’t bother you at all does it – the fact that you are ignorantly spreading falsehoods about someone else’s beliefs?  Is that the way a Christian who was saved by reading the Bible behaves, Bud – he deliberately spreads misperceptions, half-truths, and outright lies about other people’s beliefs?  Shame on you.
I can give you ample biblical backing for Purgatory, but the problem is, you really don’t want to know, do you?  You prefer ignorance and falsehood to knowledge and truth. 
So, Jesus said to the thief on the cross, "TODAY thou shalt be with me in Paradise," and you apparently interpret Paradise as being Heaven and TODAY as being the end of that 24-hour calendar day they were in, right?  Well then, let me ask you a question about that, Mr. Infallible Interpreter of Scripture – how do you reconcile that statement of Jesus on the cross with His statement to Mary Magdalene two days later when He tells her that He has not yet ascended to the Father?  In other words, how could the thief on the cross be with Jesus in Paradise "TODAY," when two days later Jesus still hadn’t made it to Paradise? 
Regarding Purgatory, the word is nowhere in the Bible.  But, the word "Trinity" is nowhere in the Bible, either, yet you believe in the Trinity don’t you?  Sorry, but there is evidence of Purgatory in the Bible, even if it is not mentioned by name.  Here’s a quick biblical question about Purgatory that you will not be able to answer: In 1 Cor 3:10-15, it talks about how every man’s work will be made manifest on "the day" – their judgment day – and that every man’s work will be tested by fire.  And that there will be some who have works that will be burned up, and they will suffer loss, as through fire, yet still be saved.  So, Mr. Infallible Interpreter of Scripture, where is it that, after a man dies, and his works are judged, that he can suffer loss as through fire, yet still be saved?  Hell?  Nope.  One suffers loss as through fire in Hell, but we both know that no one gets out of Hell.  Heaven?  Nope.  Someone who is in Heaven is indeed saved, but we both know no one suffers loss in Heaven.  So, where is it that after one dies, one could suffer loss as through fire, yet still be saved?
Ben, Pat, and Ronnie – please take note that I keep answering Bud’s slander with Bible verse after Bible verse, and how does he respond?  He attacks my faith.  Never has he once in all of these exchanges replied to one of my arguments in a direct manner.  He has simply declared himself right and me wrong, and now he declares himself to be so intelligent that he cannot have a discussion with someone like me.  Is this the kind of person that Christians should fellowship with? 
Finally, I will say this to you, Bud Weber, Infallible Interpreter of Scripture, how dare you say that I do not believe in the inerrancy of Scripture and that neither does the Catholic Church!  How dare you!  Do you not know that the measure you use to judge others will be used to judge you?  Or have you not yet gotten to that part of the Bible?  I believe in the inerrancy of Scripture.  The Catholic Church believes in the inerrancy of Scripture.  I do not believe in some parts of Scripture and not in others…I believe in all of it.  I believe in every verse of Scripture…100%!  The problem you have with me, is that I do not necessarily believe in your fallible, private, man-made interpretation of Scripture.  I believe in Scripture, but I do not believe in Bud Weber’s interpretation of Scripture.  You believe those two things are one and the same – I do not. 
And since I have proven to your fellows, and probably to you as well, that when it comes to the Bible you really are fraud, it infuriates you.  How dare a Catholic best you in a discussion of Scripture, right?!  Ask your Scripture study friends if you have been shown to be lacking in Scripture scholarship, logic, and simple charity in these exchanges and see what they say.  I’ll bet you dare not even bring these emails up with them, do you?  And I doubt they bring them up with you for fear of embarrassing you. 
In truth, Mr. Bud Weber, Infallible Interpreter of Scripture, you are nothing more than a bully.  You are a cowardly man.  And you are not a very charitable man.  None of which speaks too well for the Church of Bud to which you belong and for which you act as Pope, Pastor, and Theologian.

Strategy
Well, he answered me – in the sense that I received an email from him – but, as you can see, he really didn’t answer anything that I asked him.

Okay, I gotta tell you this – after the last newsletter, which I personally sent to Bud and to the guys in his Bible study, he sent me an email threatening me with legal action for slandering his name because I said he was anti-Catholic.  

He stated, "I am not anti-Catholic, never have been."  Now, knowing that, go back and read his last email, where he basically said: You can’t have an intelligent discussion with someone who believes as Catholics believe; Catholicism isn’t Christianity; what Catholics believe contradicts the Bible; and "most Catholics, because of their beliefs in the opinions of men rather than Scripture, [do not] have ears to hear," (see that one below); and so on. No, he’s not anti-Catholic at all. 

He also replied to me, after I sent him the last newsletter, that our belief about Mary and John the Baptist being "emaculately conceived" was contrary to the Bible – and what he thinks the "emaculate conception" means is not what we think it means.  Which confirms, in spades, my point about his ignorance of the Catholic Faith.   

Again, ordinarily, I would have cashed in my chips with Bud a long time ago, but I had an audience (Bud’s Bible study group) and I wanted to make sure they understood that Bud’s version of Catholicism is nowhere close to actual Catholicism and I wanted to challenge them to challenge Bud.  Now, back to one more response from Bud.

Bud Weber 
I can answer your questions easily, but since you and I don’t share the same opinion about the inerrancy of scripture, it is a waste of time.
Jesus said, "He that ears to hear, let him hear!"  I don’t think that most catholics, because of their belief in the opinions of man rather than the scripture, have ears to hear.

John Martignoni
The truth is, Mr. Bud Weber, Infallible Interpreter of Scripture, that you cannot answer me…or you would. And I know this must be very embarrassing for you, not being able to stand up to a Catholic in matters of Scripture.  This is why I called you a cowardly man and a bully.  Instead of answering me, you attack me.  Tell me, Bud, is that very Christ like of you?  Would Paul have declined my invitation to get his words in front of 30,000 people?  You are a fraud, Mr. Bud Weber, Infallible Interpreter of Scripture, a fraud.

Strategy
Now, I was pretty harsh with Bud, but before anyone sends me anything about me not being nice, or that I’m being uncharitable, or I’m being mean, or something else along those lines – before you do that – please read Matt 23 and consider whether or not I was being harsher than Jesus in what He said to the scribes and Pharisees.  Because I view folks like Bud as modern day Pharisees – they claim to know much, and they tell you how wrong you are, but when you challenge their beliefs about Scripture, their interpretations of Scripture, and their beliefs about the Catholic Faith, they basically cut and run.  They will not engage in a point-by-point discussion.  They are happy to preach, not so happen to listen.  I have little tolerance for someone like that.  So, if he wants to take me to court, even though Scripture says believers should not take believers to court (oh, wait, I’m not a believer, am I?), I would welcome the opportunity to go before a judge and jury and have them determine who slandered whom in this exchange.  Considering the free speech issues, and the religious freedom issues, that would be involved, I think we might be able to get national press out of it – at least in the Catholic media.  That would be pretty nifty…

Now, there are a few more emails from Bud that I could share with you, but I think this has been more than enough for you to see how some people think and how, no matter what you do, no matter how much you try to reason with them, goad them, challenge them, get under their skin, etc., they will simply not respond to your arguments.  If you go around with someone like that 2-3 times, and they haven’t answered any of your questions, I recommend you just stop.  Tell them that you are through responding until such time as they answer your questions – and list the unanswered questions for them – and then say good-bye.  Unless, of course, you have other people in on the conversation, and they can see how you are most willing to answer questions, but you never have your questions answered.  Then I would go a few more rounds before calling it quits. 
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Received the email below about the questions I have repeatedly asked Bud, which have repeatedly not been answered. Below the email are the questions I’ve asked Bud, and then the “correct” answers to them.
Subscriber’s Email: 
"Your passion and knowledge are contagious and the fact that Bud keeps responding (even though he never answers your questions) at the very least tells me you are causing him to question and ponder what is really going on.   Could you help me out and answer these questions, even though Bud never attempts to, I would love to know the official Church’s position on these questions and maybe they are available through the Catechism.  In some form on some relatively normal frequency I do get ‘questioned’ or subjected to comments similar to these about the Church my family and I have returned to this summer.  As my fundamental knowledge on the apologetics and official doctrine is limited at this time I tend to respond out of love with the person or persons but never really confront them as you have with Bud.  As my goal would not be to confront them but rather enlighten them so to break down the barriers of what divides us.  

Some people and friends from the church we left support our decision to return to the Catholic Church and some don’t understand it due to some of the stereotypical beliefs that Bud Weber shares.  Like I said I want to respond out of love because I think there is opportunity to enlighten some of the folks we used to worship with – but I also want to respond with the truth of what the Church believes.  I think the Catholic Church can be very attractive if presented with the facts and I don’t want to misrepresent that or get in the way so to speak."

The Questions:
1) If assurance of salvation is true, then how can one be severed from Christ by being circumcised?

2) When Jesus was asked, “What good deed must I do to have eternal life,” how did He answer?  How would you answer that question?
3) Can you get into Heaven if you do not forgive the sins of others – yes or no?
4) Can you give me one example in the Bible of a Christian who was saved by reading the Bible?
5) Who wrote the Gospel of Mark and how do you know?  And how do you know the Gospel of Mark is the inspired Word of God?
6) For a Christian, what is the pillar and ground of the truth…is it the Bible?
7) Are you infallible in your interpretation of the Bible – yes or no?

The Answers:
1) If assurance of salvation is true, then one cannot be severed from Christ – after being "saved" – by being circumcised, or by anything else for that matter.  Yet, in Galatians 5:2-4, Paul says to those members of the church in Galatia who are contemplating circumcision – because of the influence of the Judaizers – that if they receive circumcision, they will be "severed from Christ," (RSV-CE).  Or, in the King James Version (KJV), it says that for those who receive circumcision, "Christ shall profit you nothing," (verse 2) and that "Christ is become of no effect unto you…you have fallen from grace," (verse 4). 

Well, if you’re "saved," and then you do something that causes Christ to "profit you nothing," or to be "severed from Christ," or to "fall from grace," then are you still saved?  No, you’re not.  I don’t see how anyone could say that being in a state where Christ profits you nothing or that you have fallen from grace could say that means you’re "saved." 

So, Galatians 5 shows that the doctrine of once saved always saved, or the doctrine of absolute assurance of salvation, is in direct contradiction to the Word of God.  The only possible way out of this for a once saved always saved believer, is to say that, "Well, Paul is talking about those who really weren’t saved in the first place."  But, that won’t work either.  In Galatians 5:1, Paul shows that he is talking to Christians…to those that have been saved…to those who have been set free by Christ…to those that have been delivered from the yoke of slavery (to sin).  To say that these are people who really weren’t saved in the first place is to insert a lie into the text. 

So, no way around it.  Galatians 5:1-4, completely and thoroughly demolishes the doctrine of absolute assurance – once saved always saved – which is why Bud would not, and could not, answer my question.

2) Jesus’ answer was, "Keep the commandments," (Matt 19:17).  If salvation is by faith alone, and works have nothing at all to do with our salvation, then what a strange thing for Jesus to say, isn’t it?  Silly Jesus…didn’t He know that all one has to do to be saved is believe in Him?  What’s all this malarkey about having to keep the commandments in order to have eternal life? 

In other words, we see the dogma of Sola Fide – salvation by faith alone – crashing upon the rocks and being smashed to pieces by the Word of God.  Which is why Bud would not, and could not, answer my question.

And, the reason I asked Bud, or anyone else for that matter, what his answer would be, is that neither his answer, nor the answer of anyone who teaches and preaches Sola Fide, would be the same as Jesus’ answer.  And if your answer is not compatible with Jesus’ answer, then either Jesus is wrong, or you are wrong.

3) No; you cannot get into Heaven if you do not forgive the sins of others (Matt 6:15).  Can you get into Heaven if your sins are not forgiven?  No.  Will your sins be forgiven if you do not forgive the sins of others?  No.  Therefore, you cannot get into Heaven if you do not forgive the sins of others.  Is forgiving the sins of others a work?  Yes it is.  So, there is at least one work we have to do in order to get into Heaven.  If there is at least one work we have to do to get into Heaven, can the dogma of Sola Fide – salvation by faith alone – be true?  No, it can’t.  Therefore, the dogma of Sola Fide, according to Scripture, cannot be true.  Which is why Bud would not, and could not, answer my question.

4) There is not one example in the Scripture of a person being "saved" by reading the Scriptures.  Which is why Bud would not, and could not, answer my question.  So, when Bud claims that he was "saved" by reading the Scripture, he is saying he was saved in some manner that the Bible knows nothing about.

5) Since Bud goes by the doctrine of Sola Scriptura – the Bible alone – and since the Bible nowhere tells us who actually wrote the Gospel of Mark, or that it was even someone named Mark who wrote the Gospel of Mark, or that the Gospel of Mark is indeed the inspired Word of God; then Bud, based on his theological principles, cannot know with any degree of certainty that someone named Mark wrote the Gospel of Mark and he cannot know with any degree of certainty that the Gospel of Mark is the inspired Word of God.  Which is why Bud would not, and could not, answer my question.  

Bud, whether he admits it or not, relies on extra-biblical tradition for his belief that Mark wrote the Gospel of Mark and that it is the inspired Word of God.  Sola Scriptura?  I don’t think so!

6) The pillar and foundation, or ground, of the truth is…according to the Bible…the Church (1 Tim 3:15).  Most "Bible-christians," say that the Bible is the pillar and foundation of the truth.  Most "Bible-christians" are wrong.  Which is why Bud would not, and could not, answer my question.  Think about the implications of this one verse of Scripture on the dogma of Sola Scriptura.  Rips it up. 

7) No single man, even the Pope – under ordinary circumstances – is infallible in their interpretation of each and every verse of Scripture.  Which means, no, Bud is not infallible in his interpretations of Scripture.  Which means, every single one of Bud’s interpretations of Scripture could be wrong.  Including, every single interpretation that runs contrary to Catholic teaching.  Which is why Bud would not, and could not, answer my question. 
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