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Introduction
I receive emails from various Protestants on a weekly, if not almost daily, basis.  Some of them have no name and no email address on them (or they have a fake email address).  These are sent to tell me what a horrible church the Catholic Church is and/or what a horrible person I am.  Once I see that there is no name, and no email address, I delete them, unread for the most part.  Others wish to spout off some ridiculous and nonsensical and sometimes outright bizarre response to something they've read in one of my newsletters or seen on the Bible Christian Society website.  The things some of these folks say would be comical, if they weren't so sad.  I will often respond to these emails by asking some simple question to see if they are capable of having any sort of rational and coherent conversation.  I have yet to have a response to my questions to these folks that fails to live up to my expectations.  Then, there are those who ask relatively decent questions and who "seem" to be interested in an honest and legitimate conversation.  I will sometimes go a little extra with folks like this, as my limited time and schedule permit.  I would love to be able to engage all the folks like this who write to me, but it is physically impossible to do so, so I have to pick and choose which to engage and not engage.  And, sometimes, as is the case today, I will occasionally use one of these emails as the basis for this newsletter.  

So, today, you will see an email from one Don Jackson, and my response to, and analysis of, his email. Don's big thing is "the gospel by which one is saved."  There is obviously a particular verse of passage of Scripture that he believes THE key to salvation, and he is putting me to the test to see if I know what it is.  This verse or passage will undoubtedly trump all other verses and passages.  So, I'll respond and we'll see where it goes...

Don Jackson

Greetings to you in the exalted name of my Savior and Lord, the Lord Jesus Christ.  I pray that you and family are well and happy in Him, as I am.

John, I have asked many Catholics, “What is the gospel by which one is saved?”  The answers are startling.

Many told me to “Keep the ten commandments.”  They couldn’t tell me what they are.

Some told me to be baptized.

Others told me that I should pray a lot.

A priest told me, “Everyone is saved.  I just returned from attending the funeral of a Jewish Rabbi, he was such a good man I just know he is in heaven.”

A Monsignor told me, “You must pray three times a day, it doesn’t matter how long or short your prayers and it doesn’t matter what you pray, but you must pray three times a day.”

A friend who teaches “religion” in the local Catholic Church told me, “Do the best you can and pray a lot.”

Catholics leaving a large Catholic church in New York were asked how to get to heaven.  Most replied that they hope that their good works get them to heaven. 

What is missing in all of the above?  No mention of the death, burial and resurrection of the Lord Jesus Christ by any of the clergy or the laity.

I recall listening to a woman teaching the Bible over a radio station in Evansville, IN.  She was excellent and I wrote to her and asked about her background.  She wrote back:  “I have been a member of the Catholic Church all my life and have never heard the gospel in that church.  I stay in it to try to reach others for the Lord Jesus Christ.

Dr. Peter Kreeft told me, in an e-mail, “[Many] Catholics don’t know what the gospel is.”

How do you explain this vast ignorance?

Grace and peace,

Don Jackson
 

My Response
Dear Don,

Thank you for your well wishes in regards to my family.  I would offer the same to you and yours.

Now, regarding your question about the "vast ignorance" of Catholics.  I would offer a few thoughts.  First of all, I will not deny that many who call themselves Catholic in this country are indeed ignorant of their faith and of the gospel (I would agree with Dr. Kreeft's purported comments to you).  I will blame that on the lack of good catechesis within a lot of the Catholic Church during the past 50 years or so.  I will also blame it on many within the Catholic school systems who often taught, and teach, a watered-down version of our faith.  I will blame it on adults who don't really care to learn the truths of their faith even though there are plenty of opportunities for them to do so.  And, I will blame it on the Bishops and priests for allowing the conditions for all of the above to exist in their dioceses and parishes.  Such ignorance is one of the reasons I do what I do - teach Catholics about their faith.  However, I will also say that there are a good many Catholics, and their numbers are growing, who are indeed well-versed in their faith.  So, they could not be said to be ignorant about the basics of Christian teaching and practice.

Secondly, I would also say that Catholics often speak a different language when it comes to matters of faith than do many Protestants.  So, it is quite possible that some of what you attribute to ignorance, could very possibly be the result of folks not fully understanding what exactly you were asking.   

Thirdly, I would say that ignorance about authentic Christian teaching has existed in the Church since the beginning of the Church, as we see in the Scriptures themselves.  

Having said all of that, I would tell you that I have found a "vast ignorance" among Protestants regarding something that is more basic than even the question you have asked of Catholics.  And that is ignorance about the Word of God.  Where did it come from?  How do you know it is what you think it is?  I claim these questions are more basic than your question, because most Protestants only accept the Bible as their source for authentic Christian teaching and practice.  Yet, they don't know where their Bible - the source of their Christian beliefs - came from!  They can't explain why they believe it to be the Word of God.  How can you be sure of your beliefs, if you don't even know how the source of your beliefs came to be and that it is indeed what you claim it to be?   

I have often asked Protestants, "How do you know the Bible is the Word of God?" or "Do you know where the Bible came from?"  I have had a pastor tell me that it doesn't matter where the Bible came from or who actually wrote it, as long as it is the Word of God.  When pressed, "Well, how do you know it is indeed the Word of God?" he had no answer.  Or, I had another pastor tell me that God Himself had told that pastor that the Bible was the Word of God.  Really?!  One pastor told me that he knows because of the testimony of the early Christians.  When I told him that sounded an awful lot like he was appealing to "tradition," which he had previously said he did not believe in, he had no answer.  I have had other Protestants tell me that they "just know" the Bible is the Word of God, while others simply admit to not knowing where the Bible came from.  So, my question to you is: How do you account for such vast ignorance among Protestants?

I have a question that I have asked any number of Protestants about the Bible, to which I have never once received a clear, cogent, logically-consistent, and scripturally-consistent answer.  Perhaps you would like to take a shot at it: Can you give me the book, chapter, and verse from the Bible that states the Gospel of Mark was written by Mark* and that Mark was inspired by the Holy Spirit to write it?  If you can't, then can you tell me how you know that the Gospel of Mark is indeed the inspired, inerrant, Word of God?

In Christ,

John Martignoni

*DID MARK WRITE THE GOSPEL OF MARK-JOHN MARTIGNONI
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/DID_MARK_WRITE_THE_GOSPEL_OF_MARK-JOHN_MARTIGNONI.doc 

Summary

That folks, is called, tit for tat.  I have no problem with folks saying many Catholics are ignorant of the faith - in oh so many ways.  But, don't think you've got something over on the Catholics when the same can be said of Protestants as well.  And, in many respects, since Protestants for the most part reject the teaching authority of the Church, they are ignorant in ways that go beyond the ignorance of Catholics.  From a salvation standpoint, they are literally playing with fire. 
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Introduction

Continuing the conversation from the last issue with Mr. Don Jackson in regard to his question: "What is the gospel?" that he says he has asked many Catholics and received only "vast ignorance" in response.  I take up after my closing statement from last week, with his response, my reply, and then one more round of response and reply.  I also give you the reasoning/strategy behind my replies.  As a warning to those who like the shorter issues of this newsletter, this one is a little longer, but you can do it...
Strategy
What Don is doing here is implying that the “vast ignorance” of Catholics about the “gospel that saves” is evidence that the Catholic Church is a false church and that Catholic teaching and practice is contrary to the “gospel that saves.”  
Are there a great number of Catholics who are indeed ignorant about their faith - about the Bible and God and salvation and oh so many other things related to the teachings of Christ?  Absolutely.  No use denying that, because it’s true.  But, as bad as this ignorance is among Catholics, I can make the argument that it is even worse among Protestants.  Most of them, including Don Jackson, have no clue as to where this book - the Bible - that they rely solely on for their beliefs, even came from.  So if you are ignorant about the most fundamental aspect of your faith - how you got your Bible, where it came from, who put it together, whose testimony you rely on for believing it to be the inspired and inerrant Word of God, and so on - then what right do you have to be harping on the ignorance of others about their faith?  None.

So, I just turned it around on him.  He started off talking about this one question he asks Catholics and has never gotten an answer to, so I asked him the question that I have asked many Protestants and to which I have received answers betraying a “vast ignorance” among Protestants about how they got their Bible.  What I am attempting to do is move this discussion from a question about “the gospel that saves,” to the question of authority.  Who has the authority to decide what is and is not authentic Christian teaching and belief?  Who had the authority to decide what is and is not the inspired and inerrant Word of God?  Who has the authority to decide what is and is not authentic Christian teaching and practice?  Who is it that can authoritatively interpret Scripture**?  Who?
Don Jackson
John,
We don't know who wrote Mark.  It was conjectured in the 2nd century that Mark wrote it, but we really don't know that for sure.
The issue that we are discussing is the gospel that saves.  Don't get off on a side track.
FYI the gospel that saves is found in 1 Corinthians 15:1-4.  Paul calls this the gospel by which you are saved [vs 2].  Further, he writes in Ephesians 1:13 that we "hear" the gospel, we "believe" the gospel and God the Holy Spirit "seals" us. When we are saved we are complete in the Lord Jesus Christ [Colossians 2:10].  What could be better?  BTW, did you know that the phrase "in Christ" is found some 77 times in the New Testament.  It is not found in the 4 gospels, it is found 1 time in Acts, 2 times in 1 Peter and 74 times in Paul's epistles.  
Grace and peace,
Don J.
 

John Martignoni
Don,

Sorry, but the question of how one knows the Bible is indeed the inspired, inerrant Word of God is not a "side track" issue.  It is fundamental to any question about the Christian faith.  And it is particularly fundamental to those who believe, as you do, in the dogma of Sola Scriptura - the Bible alone as the sole rule of faith for Christians.  You have admitted that you don't know who wrote Mark.  I commend you on your honesty and forthrightness.  But, if you don't know who wrote it, then how do you know it is the inspired, inerrant Word of God?  You, as a Sola Scriptura adherent, see the Bible as your sole authority in matters of faith and morals, yet you cannot give me a reasonable argument for how you know the Bible is what you believe it to be?  If the bible doesn't tell you that the Gospel of Mark is the inspired, inerrant Word of God, then what authority are you relying on for your belief that it is?

Now, regarding the gospel by which we are saved, I agree 100% with 1 Cor 15:1-4.  But, I have a question for you, why did you stop at verse 4?  Aren't verse 5 and verse 6 and verses 7 and 8 part of the gospel by which we are saved?  I mean, those verses also recount what Paul "delivered" to the Corinthians (verse 3).  So why did you stop at verse 4?  Do verses 3 and 4, in your fallible opinion, constitute the entirety of the "gospel by which you are saved"?

What about 1 Peter 3:21 which says, "Baptism...now saves you?"  Is that not part of the "gospel by which one is saved"?  I mean, that's pretty clear, isn't it...Baptism now saves you?  Do you disagree that Baptism saves us as the Word of God says?  And, when Jesus is asked directly, "What must I do to have eternal life?" do you know how He answers the question?  Is Jesus' answer not part of the "gospel that saves"?  Would you answer the question the same way Jesus did?

I look forward to your response...

In Christ,

John Martignoni

 

Strategy
Don wants to stick to his “pet” teaching regarding the “gospel that saves,” which he tells us is in 1 Cor 15, verses 1-4.  Sorry, but I’m not going to let him set the parameters of this discussion. 1 Cor 15:1-4 is his sweet spot.  That, for him, is the most important thing one needs to know, and maybe even the only thing one needs to know.  Well, I’m not denying the importance of the “gospel that saves” or of 1 Cor 15:1-4, by any means.  The problem with what Don is doing, though, is that he is making 1 Cor 15:1-4 a verse that trumps all other verses in the Bible.  This is a common practice among folks who are attacking/questioning the Catholic Faith.  They have a verse, or a few verses, that override all other verses, so whatever Scripture verses you give them to support Catholic teaching, well those simply don’t count as much as their verses do.  So, if you do not accept their view about which verse is the most important, if you do not accept the overall way in which they interpret the Bible, then you’ve got it wrong and you’re not saved!  It’s an issue of authority.

Notice that he admits that he has no idea who wrote the Gospel of Mark.  So, if he has no clue who wrote it, then how does he know it is inspired? 
By what authority does he declare Mark, or any other book of the Bible, to be the inspired Word of God?  Who told him?  But, in order to get out of the jam, he simply dismisses my question about the Bible as a “side issue.”  Don can’t answer the question - as most like him cannot - so he has to dismiss it.  

Now, you might be wondering why I asked him about verses 5-8 in 1 Corinthians 15.  Because they were part of what Paul “delivered” to the Corinthians (verse 3), but Don apparently does not consider them to be a part of the “gospel that saves,” even though they are part of the same sentence as verses 3 and 4, which he does consider to be the “gospel that saves.”  In other words, he is deciding for himself, and for all of us, exactly what is and is not the “gospel that saves.”  By what authority does he do that?  I’ll wait for the right time to ask him that...

 

Don Jackson
Hello John,
I am delighted to greet you in the exalted name of my Lord and my Savior, the Lord Jesus Christ.  He is coming soon [in the air] to catch me up and so shall I ever be with Him.  We are to “comfort one another with these words.” [1 Thess. 4:13-18].
You are so right, I am not infallible.  Neither are you nor any other human being. The gospel of the grace of God is foundational for all believers in the Lord Jesus Christ in this dispensation of the grace of God [Eph. 3:2].  Paul calls this “my gospel” and it is found in the “God Breathed” Bible in 1 Cor. 15:1-4.
I am happy to know that you agree with Paul “100%.”  Now you can say [with Paul] that you are “sealed by the Holy Spirit until the redemption of your body,” [Eph. 1:13; 4:30].  You can say with Paul that you are “complete in Him” [Col. 2:10] And you can rejoice knowing that nothing can be added to this completeness.
1 Cor. 15:5, 6, 7, 8, are verses verifying the resurrection of the Lord Jesus Christ.  Paul verifies this by the many witnesses he mentions.   BTW, have you noticed that the crucifix leaves my Savior hanging as a corpse, on the cross?
1 Peter 3:21 – Now we get into the most divisive doctrine in Christendom - baptism.  As you undoubtedly know, water baptism is always a cleansing and was given to Israel under the law.  In Ex. 19:5, 6, we are told that Israel is to become a kingdom of priests.  Peter quotes these verses in confirming this truth in 1 Peter 2:9. The initiatory rite into this Jewish priesthood was the cleansing [washing] of water baptism [Ex. 29:4; 40:12]. You may want to see Hebrews 9:10 where the word “washings” is baptismo.
Peter was an apostle to the circumcision – Gal. 2:9.  James, Peter and John agreed to confine their ministry to Israel.  1 & 2 Peter, James and 1, 2, 3 John are written to the Jews.  There are no “twelve tribes scattered abroad” in the Body of Christ.  Israel had to undergo the “baptism of repentance” for murdering their Messiah [Mark 1:4; Acts 2:38].
But now [you should study the “but nows” in Paul’s epistles] Paul writes that “Christ sent me not to baptize” and “I am glad that I baptized none, but ………” [1 Cor. 1:14 & 17].   If water baptism saves in this dispensation of the grace of God – and it doesn’t – then Paul made a couple of strange statements as cited.  It is obvious that water baptism was not part of what Paul calls “my gospel.”
Peter, in early Acts addresses only Israel.  He presents our Lord in resurrection to be “A Prince and a Savior……” to Israel [Acts 5:31].  This is in marked contrast to Paul presenting our Lord in resurrection to be Head of the Church [Ephesians 1:22, 23 and Col. 1:18].

John Martignoni
Dear Don,

Thank you again for being honest.  First, you admitted to not knowing who wrote the Gospel of Mark, which essentially means for you, as a Sola Scriptura believer, that you have no way of actually knowing that the Gospel of Mark is the inspired Scripture.  And now, you admit to not being infallible.  Which essentially means, that everything you have written to me, could be wrong, couldn’t it?  Will you admit to that?  Will you admit that you could be wrong in your interpretations of Scripture and that you could mistakenly be following the father of all lies by relying on your own private, fallible, non-authoritative, man-made interpretations of Scripture?  

You are also correct in saying that I am not infallible, I have never claimed to be.  But then, I do not follow my own teachings based solely upon my own authority and my own private interpretations of Scripture as you do, so I have no need of being infallible.  You, however, relying on your own authority and your own private interpretations, which you have admitted could be wrong, have need of being infallible - but you’re not.  Very scary place to be.  

You said that no human being is infallible.  But let me ask you this: Is the Church founded by Jesus Christ, and which is guided by the Holy Spirit, infallible...yes or no?

Don, I would be very happy to discuss with you the “gospel that saves” and how you have badly misinterpreted Scripture in regard to salvation and baptism and the rapture and the gospel and how you are wrongly dividing the New Testament up into parts that you believe are meant solely for the Jews and parts that you believe are meant solely for the Gentiles.  Again, I’m happy to take up these issues with you.  But first, we need to address a fundamental issue about the Bible itself, before we can address issues that are found in the Bible.  

So, I will ask you again: Please give me a reasonable argument for how you know the Bible is what you believe it to be?  If the bible doesn't tell you that the Gospel of Mark is the inspired, inerrant Word of God, then what authority are you relying on for your belief that it is?

Now, I will address one of your points, just to show you that your interpretations of Scripture leave a lot to be desired.  
Regarding what you said about “the crucifix leaves my Savior hanging as a corpse, on the cross,” I will point you to Galatians 3:1, “Oh foolish Galatians!  Who has bewitched you, before whose eyes Jesus Christ was publicly portrayed as crucified?”  What were the Galatians looking at if Jesus was publicly portrayed...before their eyes...as being crucified?  

Furthermore, you might want to check out 1st Corinthians, chapter 1, verse 23.  Paul says, “…but we preach Christ crucified…”  Why does Paul preach Christ crucified?  Doesn’t he know Jesus has been raised from the dead?  1 Cor 2:2, “For I decided to know nothing among you except Jesus Christ and Him crucified.”  Again, didn’t Paul know that Jesus had risen from the dead?  The crucified Christ is the “power of God and the wisdom of God.”  We have crucifixes to remind us of all of these things.  Please tell me where Scripture forbids it?

In the power of the crucified Christ,

John Martignoni

 

Strategy
I am sticking to my main question about the Bible and how he knows it is the inspired, inerrant Word of God.  I am not going where he wants to go until he can tell me how he knows, since it’s not in the Bible, that Mark is the inspired Word of God.  I will go one, maybe two more rounds with him to see if he will ever answer that question.  If he doesn’t, then we’re done.  If he wants a conversation, then he needs to converse.  If he just wants to preach, I don't want to listen.

I advise the same for all of you in your discussions.  While salvation, baptism, Mary, the Pope, Purgatory, the Sacraments, and so on are all important topics, the issue beneath all of them is: authority.  Get to the issue of authority as soon as possible and stay there until they have answered your questions in a logically and scripturally consistent manner, which they cannot do unless they admit that the Bible is a gift that came...from God...through the Catholic Church.  That it was the Church that decided which books were and were not supposed to be in the Bible.  If they don't answer after 3 tries, then simply tell them the conversation is over.  And, if they ever admit that we have the Bible because of the Catholic Church, then they have problems with the next set of questions: “Well, if you admit the Church had the authority to canonize Scripture, then why do you only have 66 books in your Bible?”  “Why do you accept the authority of the Church regarding the Bible, but not when it comes to the Sacraments, or Mary, or Purgatory, or any of these other “Catholic” teachings?  It’s the same authority for one as it is the others.”  And so on...

http://www.biblechristiansociety.com/newsletter/340-apologetics-for-the-masses-269
Introduction

Continuing my dialogue - if you can call it that - with Mr. Don Jackson.  It seems more like I'm talking to a record that has a scratch on it and just keeps repeating the same thing over and over.  Ordinarily, I would give it just one more shot and if his next response did not move the dialogue forward, then I would shake the dust of Don Jackson from my sandals and move on.  And that's what I thought this would be - my last response to him, however, I've had a change of mind as I'll explain below.  Now, I will first give in full and then repeat his reply but with my comments interspersed amongst his. 
Don Jackson

Dear John:  [Wasn’t there a song by that title written during WW2?]
You will do anything to avoid the gospel by which one is saved, won’t you?  This is a favorite ploy of those who don’t know and are not proclaiming the gospel of the grace of God.  You blame it on “poor catechesis” in the Roman Catholic Church.  Thank you for being honest enough to admit that your church does not teach the true way of salvation.  Paul wrote to the Corinthians about this when he said, “But if our gospel be hidden, it is hidden to those that are lost.  In whom the god of this age has blinded the minds of them that believe not, lest the glorious gospel of Christ, who is the image of God, should shine unto them.” 2 Cor. 4:3, 4.  How do Roman Catholics plan to get to heaven? 
From their own mouths:
   1. I hope that my good works will get me there.
   2. I hope that my baptism will get me there.
   3. I hope that my prayers to Mary and the “saints” will get me there.
   4. I wear the brown scapular and hope that Mary comes to purgatory and gets me out on the Saturday after my death.
These are the things I have heard from Roman Catholics when I ask them how they plan to get to heaven.  And the priest told me that everyone is saved and therefore going to heaven.  And the monsignor told me that I must pray 3 times a day in order to get to heaven.  Didn’t matter what I prayed about. None of them ever mentioned the Lord Jesus Christ and His death, burial and resurrection, “according to the Scriptures”.
Now you want me to believe that a church with “poor catechesis” is led by God the Holy Spirit?  Hmmmmm!  Hardly!
You want me to believe that a “religious” organization with the long checkered history of corruption of the Roman Catholic Church is led by God the Holy Spirit?  Come on John, if you are honest, you must admit that this can’t be the case.
Where did we get the Bible?  The obvious answer is from God the Holy Spirit as He led men to write it.  He trusted to Israel the oracles of God [the 39 books of the Old Testament].  In the first 100 years of Christianity the gospels and epistles were circulating in Asia, Syria, and Alexandria.  They were being read and discussed throughout these areas.  Polycarp quotes from the New Testament many times.  The Scriptures were quoted so familiarly as to suggest that they had been in regular use for a long time.
Timothy knew the Old Testament from early childhood [2 Tim. 3:15].  The New Testament was accepted by a consensus of believers as it was being written.  Peter called Paul’s epistles “Scripture.” 2 Peter 3:15, 16.
“Not until the 3rd Council of Carthage, in A.D. 397, do we have the first conciliar decision on the canon.  This would seem to be rather late if without it Christians didn’t know what books were in the New Testament, and therefore, couldn’t use them.  History is clear that the books of the New Testament were in wide circulation and use at least 300 years before Carthage listed them.” Dave Hunt, A Woman Rides the Beast, (Harvest House, 1994), p. 336.
Karl Keating, who told me that, “Catholics know nothing about rightly dividing the Word of truth,” Writes that,. “The Catholic believes in inspiration because the Church tells him so…”
“The Church” that is riddled with scandal after scandal and corruption after corruption tells him so?  Come on!  The Holy Spirit can’t be part of that corrupt “religious” organization.
Paul writes about believers:  “For as many as are led by the [Holy] Spirit of God, they are the sons of God.” [Romans 8:14]
And, “The Spirit [Himself] beareth witness with our spirit, that we are the children of God.”  [Romans 8:16]
Believers are led by the Holy Spirit.  Not by the Roman Catholic Church.
Paul, our apostle, is the one to follow, as he follows our Lord Jesus Christ. [1 Cor. 4:16; 11:1].
In his epistles we find the gospel of the grace of God, the gospel by which one is saved in this dispensation of the grace of God. [Eph. 3:2].
I pray that you can say with Paul, 2Timothy1:12 - For the which cause I also suffer these things: nevertheless I am not ashamed: for I know whom I have believed, and am persuaded that he is able to keep that which I have committed unto him against that day.
And that you will: 2Ti 1:13 Hold fast the form of sound words, which thou hast heard of me, in faith and love which is in Christ Jesus.
John, I pray that you are truly saved and that I will meet you in the air when my Lord and Savior will catch us up as in 1 Thess. 4:13-18.
 

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

Don Jackson

Dear John:  [Wasn’t there a song by that title written during WW2?]
You will do anything to avoid the gospel by which one is saved, won’t you?  This is a favorite ploy of those who don’t know and are not proclaiming the gospel of the grace of God.  You blame it on “poor catechesis” in the Roman Catholic Church.  Thank you for being honest enough to admit that your church does not teach the true way of salvation.  Paul wrote to the Corinthians about this when he said, “But if our gospel be hidden, it is hidden to those that are lost.  In whom the god of this age has blinded the minds of them that believe not, lest the glorious gospel of Christ, who is the image of God, should shine unto them.” 2 Cor. 4:3, 4.  

John Martignoni
Don, where have I avoided in any way, shape, or form the "gospel by which one is saved."  You apparently believe that that gospel can be found, in its entirety, in 1 Cor 15:3-4, and I told you that I agree 100% with those two verses.  So exactly what am I avoiding?  But, let me ask you a question: If I believe "the gospel by which one is saved" as found in 1 Cor 15:3-4 - "that Christ died for our sins in accordance with the Scriptures, that He was buried, that He was raised on the third day in accordance with the Scriptures," then, according to you, I'm saved, right?  Well, if I believe 1 Cor 15:3-4, but I don't believe that Jesus appeared to 500 brethren at one time as it states in verse 6 of that passage, then am I still saved?  

You, however, are good at avoiding questions.  Here are the questions I have asked that you have, so far, left unanswered:

1) Can you give me a reasonable argument for why you believe the Bible to be the inspired, inerrant, Word of God...yes or no?

2) Will you admit that since you are not infallible, any or all of your private fallible interpretations of Scripture that you have written to me about could be wrong?

3) Is the Church founded by Jesus Christ, which is guided by the Holy Spirit, infallible?

4) What were the Galatians looking at if Jesus was publicly portrayed...before their eyes...as being crucified (Galatians 3:1)?

Furthermore, you have badly mangled what I said about what my Church - the Church founded by Jesus Christ - teaches.  Did you do so out of ignorance, or out of malice?  The former can be forgiven, the latter cannot.  Nowhere have I stated that the Catholic Church - the Church founded by Jesus Christ - does not teach the true way of salvation. The Catholic Church teaches the truth about Jesus and salvation, and the truth in its fullness - unlike you.  And that teaching can be readily found in the Catechism of the Catholic Church.  The problem is, that imperfect sinners in the Church quite often inadequately teach the truths of salvation that are held by the Church or they are too lazy to pick up Catechism to discover it for themselves.  So, poor catechesis does not equal false teaching.  Will you have the decency to admit that?

 

Strategy
I am going to reply point-by-point to most, if not all, of his assertions.  Normally I would not do that because it could easily lead to an out-of-control conversation (trying to handle more than 2 or 3 main arguments at a time - as you’ll be able to see if this continues), but I’ve decided to do so here as a means of instruction on a few of the issues he’s touched on - particularly on this thing he calls “rightly dividing” Scripture.  
So, the first thing you do, is repeat the unanswered questions.  And keep repeating them until they are answered.  Also, he is accusing me of avoiding “the gospel that saves,” but he hasn’t really asked me any questions about it.  Besides, I’ve told him that I agree with his pet verse, 1 Cor 15:3-7, 100%.  As I agree with every Scripture verse, 100%.  His big question to me was about the ignorance of Catholics.  I answered that question and explained why there are so many ignorant Catholics.  He twisted that one so far out of context that he’s trying to pin me with admitting the Church doesn’t teach the truth of salvation.  That gives you an idea of the honesty and integrity of the person we’re dealing with here.

 

Don Jackson
How do Roman Catholics plan to get to heaven?  From their own mouths:
1. I hope that my good works will get me there.
2. I hope that my baptism will get me there.
3. I hope that my prayers to Mary and the “saints” will get me there.
4. I wear the brown scapular and hope that Mary comes to purgatory and gets me out on the Saturday after my death.
These are the things I have heard from Roman Catholics when I ask them how they plan to get to heaven.  And the priest told me that everyone is saved and therefore going to heaven.  And the monsignor told me that I must pray 3 times a day in order to get to heaven.  Didn’t matter what I prayed about. None of them ever mentioned the Lord Jesus Christ and His death, burial and resurrection, “according to the Scriptures”.
 

John Martignoni
Don, I’ve already responded to this, please re-read my first response to you, which you can find here: http://www.biblechristiansociety.com/newsletter/detail/338 
However, you have not responded to my questions about the incredible ignorance of so many Protestants - including you - in regard to the Word of God.  They don’t know - you don’t know - where your Bible came from!  You don’t know whose testimony you are relying on for your belief that the Bible is the Word of God.  That it is inerrant.  That it is inspired.  You are so twisted in your interpretations of Scripture (2 Peter 3:16) that you don’t even recognize the contradictions they lead to in your beliefs.  For example, you believe the books of the Bible to be infallible, don’t you?  But, they had human authors.  And you have already stated that no “human being” is infallible.  So please tell me, Don, how does a fallible human being write an infallible book?  

 

Strategy
Not going to re-hash all that “ignorant Catholic” garbage when it’s already been addressed.  The question I asked, "How does a fallible human being write an infallible book," can be asked of most Protestants to point up a contradiction in their belief system.  "The Pope is not infallible!  No man is infallible!"  "Were the folks who wrote the books of the Bible infallible?"  "Yes, of course they were!"  "But you just said no man is infallible."  "Well, they were the exception to the rule.  After them, no man is infallible."  "Well, if they were exceptions to your rule, couldn't God also make an exception with the Pope?"  "Well, nowhere in the Bible does it say that the Pope is infallible!"  "Well, where in the Bible does it say Mark was infallible?  Or Luke?  Or Paul?"  "Well, uh...why do you worship Mary...that's not in the Bible?!"  


Don Jackson
Now you want me to believe that a church with “poor catechesis” is led by God the Holy Spirit?  Hmmmmm!  Hardly!  You want me to believe that a “religious” organization with the long checkered history of corruption of the Roman Catholic Church is led by God the Holy Spirit?  Come on John, if you are honest, you must admit that this can’t be the case.

John Martignoni
Don, the Catholic Church is the oldest institution on Earth.  If it wasn’t led by the Holy Spirit, it would have collapsed and faded away about 1900 years ago.  You yourself admit to the “long” checkered history of the Catholic Church.  It has been a long history, hasn’t it?  So, how old is your church?  By the way, what church do you even belong to Don?  Is it perfect?  Is it led by men who commit no sins whatsoever?  Does it have teachers who are perfect?  Does it have bishops and pastors and deacons who are perfect?  No one in your church sins?  That seems to be what you’re saying here.  The thing is, Don, that of the first 12 leaders of my Church, one of them betrayed Jesus, one of them denied Jesus, and 9 of the other 10 abandoned Jesus in His greatest hour of need.  Not a good record for Church leaders, is it?  I guess those guys didn’t belong to your church, did they, since they weren’t perfect?  But then again, Jesus says He came to call the sinners, and not the righteous (Matt 9:13).  So I guess He isn’t calling the folks in your church, is He?  One other thing, Jesus tells us that in His kingdom here on Earth - which is the Church - there are weeds (evildoers) who will not be admitted to His eternal kingdom (Matt 13:24-31; 36-43), so if your church doesn’t have any sinners in it, then you must not be in Jesus’ Church.  


Strategy
Anytime anyone brings up the corruption and the sins of the leaders of the Catholic Church and of the members of the Catholic Church, you just say, “Yep, that’s us alright.  Sinners...the whole lot of us.  Too bad you don’t let sinners into your church.”  


Don Jackson
Where did we get the Bible?  The obvious answer is from God the Holy Spirit as He led men to write it.  He trusted to Israel the oracles of God [the 39 books of the Old Testament].  In the first 100 years of Christianity the gospels and epistles were circulating in Asia, Syria, and Alexandria.  They were being read and discussed throughout these areas.  Polycarp quotes from the New Testament many times.  The Scriptures were quoted so familiarly as to suggest that they had been in regular use for a long time.
Timothy knew the Old Testament from early childhood [2 Tim. 3:15].  The New Testament was accepted by a consensus of believers as it was being written.  Peter called Paul’s epistles “Scripture.” 2 Peter 3:15, 16.
“Not until the 3rd Council of Carthage, in A.D. 397, do we have the first conciliar decision on the canon.  This would seem to be rather late if without it Christians didn’t know what books were in the New Testament, and therefore, couldn’t use them.  History is clear that the books of the New Testament were in wide circulation and use at least 300 years before Carthage listed them.” Dave Hunt, A Woman Rides the Beast, (Harvest House, 1994), p. 336.

John Martignoni
Yes, Don, we got the Bible from God.  You believe that, as do all Christians, by the authority and witness of the Catholic Church.  But, I’m confused by something you said: “the Holy Spirit led men to write it.”  Wouldn’t men led by the Holy Spirit to write the Bible be...infallible?  But that can’t be, can it, because you have stated that no “human being” is infallible.  

So, you are putting Polycarp out there as an authority that you rely upon for believing the Bible is indeed the inerrant, inspired, Word of God, eh?  Very nice.  You do know that Polycarp was a bishop of the Catholic Church, right?  You also state that the “New Testament was accepted by a consensus of believers.”  Would you call that “tradition,” Don?  I find it odd that a Sola Scriptura believer would admit that he believes in the veracity, inerrancy, and inspiration of Scripture based on what I suppose you to believe is a man-made tradition that is not found in the Bible.  Where does the Bible say that you will know it is the Word of God based on a “consensus of believers?”  Book, chapter, and verse, if you please?  By the way, what consensus of believers are you talking about?  Can you give me some names?  Some dates?  

You do realize that a number of New Testament books were not considered inspired Scripture by a number of believers for some 300 years after the death of Christ, don’t you?  Hebrews, James, 2nd Peter, Jude, Revelation, 2nd and 3rd John were all disputed books.  And, there were a number of books that didn’t make the final cut into the Bible that were indeed considered Scripture by a lot of Christians - books such as the Letter of Clement, the Letter of Barnabas, the Didache, the Apocalypse of Paul, the Apocalypse of Peter, and others.  

So, who was it that made that final authoritative decision as to which books were and were not to be considered the inspired, inerrant, Word of God?  Which “consensus of believers” made that decision, Don?  Your argument from Dave Hunt’s book is specious.  Catholics do not dispute that all of the books of the New Testament, and old, were in circulation before the Council of Carthage in 397 A.D. and the Council of Hippo in 393 A.D. and the Council of Rome in 382 A.D.  That is not the argument.  Neither do Catholics argue that there were undisputed books.  The question is, though, by whose authority were any of the books recognized as being inspired and inerrant, and by whose authority were the disputes about some of the books finally decided?  Which "consensus of believers" decided these things?  By the way, you need to stop reading people like Dave Hunt, Don - he is filled with hate and with lies in regard to the Catholic Church.  True followers of Christ do not lie about the beliefs of others, even if they disagree with them.

And, how does Timothy knowing the Old Testament from his childhood prove anything about anything?  I’ve known Robinson Crusoe since childhood, does that mean it’s Scripture?  And regarding Peter saying Paul’s letters are Scripture, that begs the question - how do you know Peter’s letter is Scripture?  How do you know Peter wrote it?  How do you know Peter was inspired by the Holy Spirit when he wrote it?  Was Peter infallible when he wrote it?  How do you know any of these things, Don?  Not by tradition, is it?  

One last thing, if you believe the Bible is what you believe it is based on a “consensus of believers,” then why do you not believe the Eucharist is truly the Body and Blood of Christ based on that same “consensus of believers”?  Why do you not believe in confession of sins to a priest based on that same “consensus of believers”?  Why do you not believe in Sacred Tradition based on that same “consensus of believers”?  Why do you not believe in the primacy of Peter based on that same “consensus of believers”?  


Strategy
Take anything and everything they say and use it against them.  He thinks he’s giving me answers about how he knows the Bible is the Word of God and that the Gospel of Mark was inspired and so on, when all he is doing is digging his own grave. All you usually have to do to start getting the other guy to start contradicting himself is ask a second round of questions based on his answers to your first question or questions.  Don’t just accept their answers on the surface.  Dig down underneath to the assumptions behind what they are telling you.  Everything Don is saying to me is based on tradition; yet, he supposedly doesn’t believe in tradition - he’s goes by the Bible alone.  If it’s not in the Bible, then he doesn’t believe it.  But nothing he’s giving me in answer to my questions is in the Bible.  Oh, he mentions the Bible, but as you can see, his biblical references in no way answer what I’m asking.  

He is not going to address any of this because it is a minefield for him.  There is trap after trap in here.  He doesn’t know for sure where the traps are, but he instinctively knows they are there.  So, instead of answering what I ask, he will ignore it and pretend I never asked.  

 
Don Jackson
Karl Keating, who told me that, “Catholics know nothing about rightly dividing the Word of truth,” Writes that,. “The Catholic believes in inspiration because the Church tells him so…”
“The Church” that is riddled with scandal after scandal and corruption after corruption tells him so?  Come on!  The Holy Spirit can’t be part of that corrupt “religious” organization.
Paul writes about believers:  “For as many as are led by the [Holy] Spirit of God, they are the sons of God.” [Romans 8:14]
And, “The Spirit [Himself] beareth witness with our spirit, that we are the children of God.”  [Romans 8:16]
Believers are led by the Holy Spirit.  Not by the Roman Catholic Church.

John Martignoni

Believers are led by the Holy Spirit, eh?  Then that would make them infallible, wouldn’t it?  But, again, you have stated that no “human being” is infallible.  So I’m confused.  Does the Holy Spirit make mistakes?  How can you be led by the Holy Spirit, yet not be infallible?  Please explain that to me, Don. Or, does He maybe lead believers some of the time, but not all of the time?  But, in that instance, how would you know when He was or was not leading you?  What if believers are led by the Church founded by Jesus Christ which the Bible tells us is led by the Holy Spirit?  Is that not acceptable in your eyes?

Besides, who gets to decide who is or is not led by the Holy Spirit?  I claim to be led by the Holy Spirt - who are you to say I’m not?  What authority do you have to declare whether or not someone is led by the Holy Spirit or not?  I have shown you to be ignorant of Scripture in my last response when I pointed out that you had no clue that the Galatians had seen a public display of a crucifix (Galatians 3:1).   So if you are ignorant of something like that - a relatively small matter - then how can you be trusted in the larger matters pertaining to Scripture?  

Now, let me address this garbage about “rightly dividing” Scripture.

[For those of you who are unfamiliar with what Don is talking about here, folks who believe in the “right division” of Scripture essentially believe that Jesus “came for the Jews” exclusively, and that Peter and Mark and Matthew and Luke and James and Jude and John - the writers of the Gospels/Letters - were exclusively for the Jews, and that Paul’s letters were exclusively for the Gentiles.  And that Paul’s letters were meant for our age (or dispensation) and that all the others words, including Jesus’, were meant for the age (dispensation) that ended with the destruction of the Temple in Jerusalem in 70 A.D.  So, we are to go by what Paul says in the Bible, and not by what Jesus says, or any of the others.  That’s how they think they get around all that nasty stuff about works and losing one’s salvation and the consequences of sin and Confession and the Eucharist and all the other things that Catholics believe in that they don’t, which are clearly found in the New Testament.]

Don, you stated in a previous response that 1st and 2nd Peter were written to the Jews.  But there’s a problem with that.  In 2nd Peter, he talks about that letter being the 2nd letter he has written them (2 Peter 3:1).  So, both letters - 1st and 2nd Peter - were written to the same folks.  But here is where the problem lies - Peter tells us that these people he is writing to, have also received at least one letter from Paul (2 Peter 3:15)!  Paul and Peter are writing to the same people!  Don't they know about "rightly dividing" Scripture?  How could they confuse us like that?  It might have been the Galatian converts since Peter mentions Galatia in his 1st letter.  But that’s not possible in your system of theology, is it?  Paul and Peter were supposed to be writing exclusively to the Gentiles or the Jews, respectively.  But the Bible tells us they were evangelizing, teaching, and instructing at least some of the same people.  Furthermore, history tells us that the Church of Rome was the Church of both Peter and Paul.  They taught the same congregation of folks in Rome!  Also, scholars tell us that the Gospel of Mark, is written primarily for a Gentile audience.  Luke, who wrote a gospel and Acts, was a Gentile writing to Gentiles.  The Council of Jerusalem (Acts 15), is a council made up of Jews, yet they are exercising authority over Gentiles.  Why reject Peter's letters, Mark, Luke, and Acts if they were written not to Jews, but to Gentiles?  Besides, where does it say in any of the Gospels or any of the New Testament letters: "This is written exclusively for the Jews [or Gentiles, in Paul's case]?"  Your “right division” of Scripture is pretty messed up.  

Besides, doesn’t the Bible tell us that we are to live by every word that proceeds from the mouth of God?  Or does it say that we are to live by only some of the words that proceed from the mouth of God - only those written by Paul?  And doesn’t Paul tell us that the Gentiles and the Jews have been reconciled into “one body through the cross?”  Were they one body with two separate gospels, Don?  How could that be?  

No, Don, this whole “right division” of Scripture thing that you and other false teachers are purveying is nothing but the new lies of that ancient serpent.  You have been led astray and I fear you are leading others astray.  I will pray that the scales fall from your eyes so that you may see the truth.  


Strategy
Authority is the crux of the problem here.  Who has it and who doesn’t?  Does the Church founded by Jesus Christ and led by the Holy Spirit have it, or does each individual who reads the Bible and who claims to be guided by the Holy Spirit have it?  This is the main question you need to get to in all of your discussions with non-Catholic Christians.  What authority does Don Jackson have over me?  None.  What authority do his private, fallible, man-made interpretations of Scripture have over me?  None.  By whose authority does he claim his fallible interpretations of Scripture hold more weight than my interpretations of Scripture, or of the teachings of the Church founded by Jesus Christ?  By his own authority he claims such things.  Where is Don Jackson’s name in the Bible that I may believe him?  It’s not.  Where is the proof that Don Jackson is guided by the Holy Spirit?  There is none.  Where is the “consensus of believers” who believed and taught “right division” of Scripture 1900 years ago?  1700 years ago?  1300 years ago?  500 years ago?  100 years ago?  It’s not there.
And the line of argumentation that I used here, you can use almost every single time you have a discussion with a Sola Scriptura believer.  “So, no human being is infallible, right?”  “Right.”  Yet, you claim that you are guided by the Holy Spirit, especially when reading the Bible, right?”  “Right.”  “So, wouldn’t that make you infallible?  I mean, after all, the Holy Spirit doesn’t guide you into any errors about faith and morals, does He?"  "Well, uh...why do you you worship Mary...where is that in the Bible?!"


Don Jackson
Paul, our apostle, is the one to follow, as he follows our Lord Jesus Christ. [1 Cor. 4:16; 11:1].
In his epistles we find the gospel of the grace of God, the gospel by which one is saved in this dispensation of the grace of God. [Eph. 3:2].
I pray that you can say with Paul, 2Timothy 1:12 - For the which cause I also suffer these things: nevertheless I am not ashamed: for I know whom I have believed, and am persuaded that he is able to keep that which I have committed unto him against that day.
And that you will: 2Ti 1:13 Hold fast the form of sound words, which thou hast heard of me, in faith and love which is in Christ Jesus.
John, I pray that you are truly saved and that I will meet you in the air when my Lord and Savior will catch us up as in 1 Thess. 4:13-18.

John Martignoni
Notice he said, "Paul, OUR Apostle."  The other Apostles are not "our" Apostles.  They were for the Jews.  Even though Jesus told them to go and teach ALL nations (Matt 28), not just one nation.  

Don, have you ever seriously looked into what the Catholic Church teaches and why?  The answer is, “No, you haven’t.”  I can tell because of the incredible ignorance you display in regard to Catholic teachings.  The Catholic Church teaches that we are saved by God’s grace and God’s grace alone.  That salvation is a free gift of God and that nothing we do before we are saved - whether faith or works - is worth a hill of beans.  However, once we are saved, we have to respond to God’s free gift - we have to apply that gift to our lives through a combination of faith and the works that God has prepared for us beforehand, that we should walk in them (Ephesians 2:10).  If we don’t, then we could be cut off from the olive tree (Romans 11:17-24) or fall away from grace (Galatians 5:4).  All of that is in the Catechism of the Catholic Church, Don.  Will you bother yourself to read it?  Do you think that Jesus wants you to be ill informed and misinformed about the teachings of others, and to pass along that misinformation, half-truths, and outright lies to others?  Is that being a good Christian?  

So, you follow Paul as he follows Christ, eh?  Well, does Paul follow Christ when Jesus said that in order to follow Him one has to deny himself and pick up his cross daily?  Doesn’t that tell us there is something we need to do, on a daily basis, in order to be a follower of Christ?  And does Paul follow Jesus when Jesus said that in order to have eternal life we must “keep the Commandments”?  Wouldn’t that count as works?  Does Paul follow Christ when He said that in order to have your sins forgiven you must first forgive the sins of others?  Isn’t forgiving others of their sins against you...a work?  Does part of Paul following Christ include Paul believing in what Christ said?

Regarding being caught up in the air to meet the Lord (1 Thes 4) - the Rapture - this is another area of scriptural interpretation that you have gotten totally wrong.  In fact, you have it completely backwards.  Jesus is coming back one more time, and only one more time, at the end of time.  There is no pre-Tribulation Rapture as you believe.  There will be an event as described in 1 Thes 4, but it’s going to be the final leg of Jesus’ return to Earth, not to pick up folks and go back to Heaven.  You really need to get these things right, Don...you're salvation is depending on it.  Know the truth, and the truth will make you free...


Strategy
Again, take what they give you and run with it.  He doesn’t really follow Christ...at least not the Christ of the Gospels...as he doesn’t believe what Jesus said and did was meant for him.  Yet, here he is saying he follows Paul as Paul follows Christ.  Well, if Paul follows Christ, then doesn’t that mean Paul believes what Jesus said?  Well, if Paul believes what Jesus said, then why doesn't Don Jackson?  So many contradictions in what this guy believes, and in what so many Protestants believe.  You have to find them, point them out, and use them to plant seeds of truth with them.

Closing Comments

The trick to any conversation with a non-Catholic, is to pay close attention to what they say, and then start using their own words against them.  They will contradict themselves time after time after time, but you have to be paying attention in order to catch the contradictions.  Whatever answer they give you, if it is contrary to what the Catholic Church teaches, is wrong and has a hole in it somewhere - a logical hole, a scriptural hole, or a common sense hole - or all of the above.  Usually the hole is very easy to find, but sometimes you have to dig a bit deeper - but I guarantee you it's there. 
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Introduction

Continuing my dialogue with Mr. Don Jackson on "the gospel that saves."  
I'm going to start off with some of my comments, and then give you his response, in its entirety, to my last reply to him, which can be found here: http://www.biblechristiansociety.com/newsletter/detail/340.  And then I will repeat his comments with my comments and strategies interspersed, as is my usual custom.  In order to keep this from being too long, I'm going to reply to part of his comments in this newsletter, and the rest in next week's newsletter.
John Martignoni

As I mentioned last week, when you are engaged in a discussion with someone about the Catholic Church, the Bible, and so on, you need to keep the focus fairly narrow, or things can get out of hand in a hurry (as you're about to see).  If you try to answer every single point they bring up - which is, essentially, what I'm doing here - the conversation gets pretty unwieldy, pretty fast.  I've had people send me email discussions they're having with folks and asked, "Can you help me with this?"  Well, the discussions might be 20-30 pages long.  And 9/10 of that will be them responding to every single point the other guy is making.  No!  Do not do that.  You pick out 1 or 2 things that you've been asked, or challenged on, in regard to the Catholic Faith, explain the Catholic position on those one or two things using quotes from the Bible and the Catechism (if necessary) and common sense and simple logic, and then you ask one or two or three questions of your own about the other person's faith: Why do they believe "this" when the Bible says "that"?  Where in the Bible is your belief on such and such?  Will you admit, based on my response, that your understanding of Catholic teaching on this or that was wrong?  And other questions along those lines.  Questions that put them on the defensive...questions that make them explain what it is they believe and why they believe it.  And, all the time, moving the discussion to the ultimate question: Authority.  By what authority do you tell me my interpretation of Scripture is wrong?  By what authority do you declare the Catholic Church to be wrong?  Are you infallible?  Are you an authentic interpreter of Scripture?  The Bible says to "test the spirits," so what proof can you offer that you are being guided by the Holy Spirit?

And if they do not respond to your questions, then you do not respond to any more of their questions until they do respond.  You just keep sending back your unanswered questions and tell them that you will be happy to answer some more of their questions, once they have first answered yours.  Try once, twice, three times - and if they don't answer after the third time you've asked, then shake their dust off of your sandals and move on.  

Now, what you see below (and in next week's newsletter) is the result of not doing what I am talking about above.  This is the result from last week of my responding to every point he was making.  Because I did not stick to simply repeating the questions that I have already asked him - which he has not answered - he was able to expand the conversation even further, thus making it more difficult to focus the conversation and bring it back to a point where it might have a chance to be productive.  Learn the lesson.  Remember, you do not have to answer every single question or accusation about the Faith.  And, the ones you do decide to answer, take them one or two at a time while simultaneously moving the conversation in a deliberate manner to the question of authority.  

Okay, here is his response to what I wrote him last week and then my reply will be below that:

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

Don Jackson

Hello again John:
I am delighted to be able to greet you in the exalted name of my Lord and Savior, The LORD Jesus Christ.  
Many thanks to you for sharing my correspondence with all of your mailing list.  Now these dear, precious people have heard the gospel of the grace of God that I have often shared with you.  To briefly recap:
In my initial correspondence I asked you, “What is the gospel by which one is saved and where can it be found?  You cited a couple of verses, which were not the gospel, and told me that you were “fond” of them.  I told you about Dr. Peter Kreeft telling me in an e-mail, that “Catholics don’t know the gospel.”  You admitted that this is true and you and he blamed it on “poor catechesis” in the Catholic church.  Further, I cited my experience in asking Catholics, both laity and “clergy”, “What is the gospel by which one is saved?”  None of them knew the gospel.  I have many Catholic friends and mentioned that none of them have ever “evangelized” me.  Many of my Baptist friends have shared the gospel of the grace of God with me.
As an ambassador [2Cor. 5:16-21] for the Lord Jesus Christ I consider it a privilege and a solemn duty to share the good news of the gospel of the grace of God with you and your mailing list.  It is my pleasure, indeed.
Now, just a couple of points in your last correspondence to me:
Peter mentioning that Paul had written a letter to his fellow Jews:  Yes, Paul did write such a letter, it is identified as his epistle to The Hebrews. You might also note that Peter said that Paul had written some things “hard to understand” to these fellow Jews.  I hope that you caught the meaning of that statement by Peter.
James, Peter and John agreed to confine their ministry to the “circumcision” when they met with the apostle to the Gentiles, Paul [Galatians 2:9; Romans 11:13] And Paul says, “They added nothing to me…”
You are critical of me for telling you that our Lord’s earthly ministry was “only to the lost sheep of the house of Israel.”  How do you read Matthew 15:24 and Romans 15:8?  What is the roll of the 12 apostles to the curcumin when our Lord returns to earth to establish His earthly kingdom? See Matthew 19:28 for the answer.
Now to the rapture question:  You will note in 1 Thess. 4:13-18 that Paul tells us that our Lord Jesus Christ is coming “in the air” to “catch us up.”  Our Lord is not coming to earth at this time.  We are going to be “caught up” in the air with Him.  There is no mention of any judgement associated with this event. I am looking forward to this and believe that it is imminent. I am so sorry that these words do not “comfort” [vs 18] you. I would also direct your attention to 1 Cor. 15:51ff and Titus 2:13 in reference to the rapture.  
Paul calls this “our blessed hope.”  I realize that you and your church deny this doctrine, but Paul taught it as it was revealed to him by the risen and exalted Lord Jesus Christ. How do you read the cited verses?   
John, you tell me you believe 1 Cor. 15:1-4 “100%,” but you deny that this is the complete gospel of salvation.  A priest once told me that “Jesus [sic] did about 85% of the work, now we must do the rest.”  How sad.
Questions for you:
1. Did our Lord do all that is necessary for salvation when He died, was buried, and resurrected to pay the full penalty for our sins? Yes or no.

2. Are believers sealed by God the Holy Spirit the moment we hear and believe the gospel of 1 Cor. 15:1-4?  Yes or no. (Eph. 1:13; 4:30)

3. Are believers “complete in Him” in our salvation that He provides? Yes or no. (Col. 2:10)

4. Has He provided “so great salvation” to everyone who believes the gospel of 1 Cor. 15:1-4

5. Is the seal of Eph. 1:13 and 4:30 valid until the redemption of our bodies?  Yes or no.

6. Has the Lord Jesus Christ forgiven us “all trespasses” in our so great salvation? Yes or no. (Col. 2:13)

I am so sorry that you want to “shake my dust” off you.
Grace and peace to you and remember, the Lord Jesus Christ had you personally in mind when He went to the cross.  “Believe on the LORD Jesus Christ and thou shalt be saved.”
My only “strategy” is to share the gospel with you and pray that you are saved.
Answering your questions from your latest dart:
1. I have answered this question about the Bible in the past. I realize you want me to admit that the Roman Catholic denomination is the only one who can tell me that the Bible is the Word of God.  I am not playing your game on this because I don’t believe that the Roman Catholic denomination is the guardian of the Word of God.  The Holy Spirit is the guardian.

2. I have previously told you that no one is infallible.  That includes you, me and the Roman Catholic denomination.  You continue to beat a dead horse.

3. The Roman Catholic denomination was not founded by our Lord Jesus Christ.  I have shown you over and over again that His earthly ministry was strictly to Israel and concerned the kingdom long promised to them by the prophets.  The Roman Catholic denomination, with all the continuing scandals is not guided by the Holy Spirit.  The Holy Spirit would not be involved with all this corruption.

4. Galatians 3:1 does not refer to the crucifix.  The Galatians would not be breaking the 2nd commandment by creating a “graven image.”  It is interesting that the Roman Catholic denomination gets around the 2nd commandment by removing it and then breaking the 10th into 2 commandments.  Note Exodus 20:4 and compare with your catechism.

John, You admitted that Catholics do not know the gospel by agreeing with Dr. Kreeft and you blamed it on “poor catechesis” by the Roman Catholic denomination.  Is that not admitting that you teach a false gospel?  If Catholics don’t know the gospel that saves, and you didn’t know it either, what does that tell you?  I have never met a Roman Catholic [laity or clergy] who knew the gospel by which one is saved.  Paul calls 1 Cor. 15:1-4 the “gospel by which you are saved.”   I will have the decency to admit that you did not know the gospel that saves us.  Will you have the decency to admit that when I asked you the question about the gospel you sent me a couple of passages that you “are fond of” which are not the gospel that saves?
You claim that the Roman Catholic church is “the oldest institution on earth.”  That is false!  There are several “religions” older than the Roman Catholic “religion.”
You ask about my church – it is the Body of Christ.  And I became a member by believing on the Lord Jesus Christ.  At that moment the Holy Spirit baptized me into the one Body.  Acts 16:31; 1 Cor. 12:13.
The “first 12 leaders” were apostles to the circumcision and will “sit on 12 thrones judging the 12 tribes of Israel” in the coming kingdom.  Are there 12 tribes in your church?  Which tribe do you belong to? The Body of Christ was first revealed to the apostle to the Gentiles, Paul. (Ephesians 3:1-10; Colossians 1:26 where the word “now” is the Greek word nuni and means “just now.” You should also read Romans 16:25.  The “mystery” was first revealed to Paul.  You are absolutely wrong when you state that the kingdom is the church.  NOT SO!  Israel was promised a kingdom on earth.  Paul writes that our citizenship is in heaven.” Phil 3:20..  Israel has an earthly hope and calling while the Body of Christ has a heavenly hope and calling.  You could use a very basic course on “rightly dividing the Word of Truth.” [2 Tim. 2:15].
You ridicule “rightly dividing the Word of Truth”. But the apostle Paul tells us that we are “approved of God by studying and rightly dividing the word of truth.” [2 Tim. 2:15].  And you deny the Biblical truth of Matthew 15:24 and Romans 15:8.  Please explain those Scriptures, do they mean what they say or do you “spiritualize” them to mean something else? 
I have already answered your problem with 2 Peter 3:15.  Paul wrote the book of Hebrews to the same Jews that James, Peter and John wrote their letters to.  James writes to the “Twelve tribes scattered abroad.”  Is that Israel or the church?  Did James, Peter and John lie to Paul about confining their ministry to the Jews? [Gal. 2:9}.
Give me your take on Peter addressing:
Acts 2:14 “….ye men of Israel….”
Acts 2:22 “Ye men of Israel….”
Acts 2:36 “…..Let all the house of Israel…..”
Acts 5:31 “….a Prince and a Savior, to give repentance to Israel, and forgiveness of sins.” 
Did Peter offer the return of the Lord Jesus Christ to establish the Jewish kingdom in Acts 3:19-21?
The “one body” is the Body of Christ.  Paul is the only writer to name the church as the Body of Christ.   
You claim that I “reject” Peter’s letters, Mark, Luke and Acts.  That is patently false and you know it.
You claim that the Catholic denomination teaches that “we are saved by God’s grace and God’s grace alone.”  I wonder why EVERY Catholic that I have asked [both laity and clergy], “what must I do to be saved?” have presented a system of works to me? “Poor catechesis” from an infallible church, I suppose.
Your “spiritualization” of 1 Thess. 4:13-18 is pitiable.  Our Lord does not return to earth in these verses.  He comes in the air and “catches us up” – verse 17.  Haydock says that there is a “judgement” associated with this coming in the air, NOT SO.  No judgement is even hinted at in these verses.  On the contrary, Pauls says that we should “comfort one another with these words.
John, should you even be discussing the Word of God with me?  Does your denomination approve of this?  My friend, you need a very basic course in exegesis of the Word of God.  You couldn’t be more wrong in most of your observations.  Quit the “straw dummyism” strategy and start proclaiming the true gospel of the grace of God.  That man is saved by grace through faith and not of works – Romans 4:4, 5; Ephesians 2:8, 9.
John:  You seem to think that there is "only one gospel" taught in the Bible. Only one bit of "good news'? Really?  Answer these questions:

John the Baptist, our LORD Jesus Christ and the 12 apostles all preached the gospel of the kingdom.  Is that gospel the same as the gospel of the grace of God that Paul proclaims? What is the content of the gospel of the kingdom?

In Luke 9:6 Our LORD Jesus Christ sent the apostles to preach the gospel.  What was the content of that gospel?  Was it the gospel as found in 1 Cor. 15:1-4?  Show me from Scripture.

I know that you will give due diligence to these questions.

Thanks,

Don Jackson, SBG + Nothing

Don Jackson

Hello again John:
I am delighted to be able to greet you in the exalted name of my Lord and Savior, The LORD Jesus Christ.  
Many thanks to you for sharing my correspondence with all of your mailing list.  Now these dear, precious people have heard the gospel of the grace of God that I have often shared with you.  To briefly recap:
In my initial correspondence I asked you, “What is the gospel by which one is saved and where can it be found?  You cited a couple of verses, which were not the gospel, and told me that you were “fond” of them.  I told you about Dr. Peter Kreeft telling me in an e-mail, that “Catholics don’t know the gospel.”  You admitted that this is true and you and he blamed it on “poor catechesis” in the Catholic church.  Further, I cited my experience in asking Catholics, both laity and “clergy”, “What is the gospel by which one is saved?”  None of them knew the gospel.  I have many Catholic friends and mentioned that none of them have ever “evangelized” me.  Many of my Baptist friends have shared the gospel of the grace of God with me.
As an ambassador [2Cor. 5:16-21] for the Lord Jesus Christ I consider it a privilege and a solemn duty to share the good news of the gospel of the grace of God with you and your mailing list.  It is my pleasure, indeed.
 

John Martignoni

Don, first of all, let's go over the questions that I have asked of you which remain unanswered:

1) ) Can you give me a reasonable argument for why you believe the Bible to be the inspired, inerrant, Word of God...yes or no?  In other words, whose testimony are you relying on for your belief that the Bible is the Word of God?  Can you give me the name of a person, or persons, or organization that you rely upon?  You said you relied upon a "consensus of believers."  Which believers?  Who were they?  When did they live?  How do you know they were believers?  

2) Will you admit that since you are not infallible, any or all of your private fallible interpretations of Scripture that you have written to me about could be wrong?

3) Is the Church founded by Jesus Christ, which is guided by the Holy Spirit, infallible?

4) What were the Galatians looking at if Jesus was publicly portrayed...before their eyes...as being crucified (Galatians 3:1)?  You say it wasn't a crucifix - well, what was it then?

5) Is poor catechesis the same as false teaching?  

6) If no human being is infallible, then how does a fallible human being write an infallible book (the books of the Bible)?  

7) What church do you belong to?  Is it infallible?  Is it lead by sinners?  Does it have teachers who make mistakes?

8) Where does the Bible say that you will know what is or is not the Word of God based on a "consensus of believers"?

9) Is it "Christian" to spread lies about what other people believe, especially if those lies are based on a willing and deliberate ignorance of those beliefs.

10) Who was it that made that final authoritative decision as to which books were and were not to be considered the inspired, inerrant, Word of God?

11) By whose authority were any of the books recognized as being inspired and inerrant, and by whose authority were the disputes about some of the books finally decided?  Which "consensus of believers" decided these things? 

12) How do you know Peter's letters are Scripture?  Does the Bible say they are?  If not, whose witness and testimony do you rely upon for that belief?  
13) If you believe the Bible is what you believe it is based on a “consensus of believers,” then why do you not believe the Eucharist is truly the Body and Blood of Christ based on that same “consensus of believers”?

14) If believers are "led by the Holy Spirit," then wouldn't that make them infallible?  Or, are they led by the Holy Spirit only some of the time?

15) If I claim to be led by the Holy Spirit, then by what authority do you deny my claim?

I'll stop there, for now.  

Okay, to respond to your comments: You say you are an ambassador of Christ.  Well, Don, ambassadors are appointed, as Paul was, by someone other than themselves.  Who exactly is it that appointed you as an "ambassador for the Lord Jesus Christ"?  Can you give me a name and what authority that person had to appoint you as such?  Can you offer any proof that you are indeed an ambassador for the Lord Jesus Christ?

Secondly, while it is very kind of you to share the "gospel of the grace of God" with my mailing list and me, please know that everyone on the mailing list - at least every Catholic on the mailing list - has heard the gospel and espoused belief in the gospel every time they have attended a Sunday Mass.  As part of the liturgy, or what you might call the "worship service," we recite the Nicene Creed.  As part of that Creed we profess the following: 

"I believe in one Lord Jesus Christ, the Only Begotten Son of God, born of the Father before all ages.  God from God, Light from Light, true God from true God, begotten, not made, consubstantial with the Father; through him all things were made. For us men and for our salvation he came down from heaven, and by the Holy Spirit was incarnate of the Virgin Mary, and became man.  For our sake he was crucified under Pontius Pilate, he suffered death and was buried, and rose again on the third day in accordance with the Scriptures."

According to you, the "gospel that saves" or the "gospel of the grace of God" is wholly contained in the following statement (1 Cor 15:3-4): "...that Christ died for our sins in accordance with the scriptures, that He was buried, that He was raised on the third day in accordance with the scriptures..."  And you believe that anyone who accepts this one passage of Scripture is irrevocably saved, right?  Well, Don, all of the "gospel that saves" is fully contained in the Creed we recite every Sunday - as I have just shown you.  The "gospel that saves," Don, is a part of the Creed every Catholic has heard since the very first Mass they attended, and have recited since they were old enough to speak.  If you knew anything at all about the Catholic Faith - if you had the decency and the good will to be bothered to take any time whatsoever to learn about our faith that you think you know so much about - then you would have known this.  Instead of asking Catholics, "Do you know the gospel that saves," which is a phraseology that most would be unfamiliar with, why don't you ask them this: "Who is it that died for your sins and was raised on the third day?"  Every single one will answer: "Jesus Christ."  You seem to think that they don't know something simply because they can't answer the question as you phrase it, that is an evil assumption on your part.  Where does the Bible say they have to answer a question from Don Jackson in order to be saved?  

So, since I have shown that Catholics believe in the "gospel that saves" and renew that belief at least once a week, then you no longer have to worry about us, Don.  According to your theology, every Catholic on the face of the planet is saved and they have absolute assurance of their salvation.  We're all going to Heaven, according to your theology.  So, why don't you focus on the non-Catholics, or maybe even the non-Christians, for a while?

Finally, you said that I gave you some Scripture verses in my very first response to you that "were not the gospel."  By what authority do you declare yourself to be the arbiter of what is or is not "the gospel?"  

 

Strategy/Comments

First, repeat the unanswered questions.  And, again, I would ordinarily stop there and demand he answer my questions before I give him any further response.  But, for reasons already stated, I'm not doing so this time around.  But, you can see how, by responding to every one of his comments and questions, the number of my unanswered questions just keeps growing and growing.  The same will be true for you.

Now, by using just a little bit of good ol' logic, Mr. Don Jackson can be backed rather easily into a theological corner.  His whole belief system is predicated on the irrevocable salvation of anyone who believes in 1 Cor 15:3-4.  Well, Catholics say, every Sunday, that they believe in everything contained in 1 Cor 15:3-4.  So, by his logic and his theology, all Catholics everywhere are saved.  So what if they can't answer his question: "What is the gospel by which we are saved?" to his satisfaction.  Where does the Bible say that in order to be saved you have to answer Don Jackson's question?  I thought all you had to do was believe?  And, I am, once again, bringing up the question of his authority - which he has not answered (because he can't).

 

Don Jackson

Now, just a couple of points in your last correspondence to me:
Peter mentioning that Paul had written a letter to his fellow Jews:  Yes, Paul did write such a letter, it is identified as his epistle to The Hebrews. You might also note that Peter said that Paul had written some things “hard to understand” to these fellow Jews.  I hope that you caught the meaning of that statement by Peter.
James, Peter and John agreed to confine their ministry to the “circumcision” when they met with the apostle to the Gentiles, Paul [Galatians 2:9; Romans 11:13] And Paul says, “They added nothing to me…”
You are critical of me for telling you that our Lord’s earthly ministry was “only to the lost sheep of the house of Israel.”  How do you read Matthew 15:24 and Romans 15:8?  What is the roll of the 12 apostles to the curcumin when our Lord returns to earth to establish His earthly kingdom? See Matthew 19:28 for the answer.
 

John Martignoni

So, where in the Bible does it say that Paul wrote the Letter to the Hebrews?  I love how you restrict what Catholics have to believe to just what is found in the Bible, but you get to believe in the Bible and...Tradition?  What authority are you relying on for your assertion that Paul wrote the Letter to the Hebrews?  I think you're just making that up, Don.  Who told you that Paul wrote Hebrews?  Furthermore, nowhere do I see the word "confine" in either passage you put forward to prove that Peter, James, and John agreed to "confine" their ministry to the "circumcision" or that Paul agreed to "confine" his ministry to the Gentiles.  Is the word "confine" in your translation of the Bible?  I don't believe it is.  Why, then, are you adding words to the Bible?  Doesn't Scripture pronounce curses upon folks like you who add words to the Bible?  Yet another example I can point to to show that you really don't know what you're doing when it comes to interpreting the Bible.  But, if you insist on interpreting it that way, then that means either Paul lied, or your interpretation is actually a "misinterpretation."  First evidence of that is that you have admitted to a belief that Paul wrote the Letter to the Hebrews.  Well, if he had agreed to "confine" his ministry to the Gentiles, then he broke his promise...he lied...by writing a letter to the Hebrews.  Did Paul, the Apostle of Jesus Christ to the Gentiles, lie?  Or, have you misinterpreted Scripture?  Second evidence that either Paul lied or that you misinterpret Scripture is that everywhere Paul went, what was the first thing he did?  He preached the Word of God - the gospel - to the Jews: Acts 9:20, Acts 13:5, Acts 13:15, Acts 14:1, Acts 17:1, Acts 17:10, Acts 17:17, Acts 18:4, Acts 18:8, Acts 18:19, and Acts 19:8 are a few examples of that.  For someone who supposedly "confined" his ministry to the Gentiles, he really did a poor job of it, didn't he?  So, was Paul a liar, or are you a bad interpreter of Scripture?  Which is it?

And, you make the same mistake regarding the Lord's ministry as being to "only" the lost sheep of Israel. You are interpreting that word to mean that Jesus' mission was "confined" to the Jews, and only the Jews.  Yet, if Jesus' ministry was "confined" to only the lost sheep of Israel, then why, in that same passage where it says He came only for the lost sheep of Israel (Matt 15:24-28), does it say that He ministered to a Canaanite woman and her daughter?  Was Jesus lying just like Paul was lying?  Or, is it yet another case of you not properly interpreting Scripture?  And, in Romans 15:8, where it says that Jesus became a servant to the circumcised, where does it say that means His ministry (and His gospel) was meant only for the Jews?  Doesn't the very next verse say that He came to the Jews so that the Gentiles might glorify God?  And what about the Samaritans that Jesus spent two days preaching to (John 4:40-41)?  Did He forget that He came "only" for the lost sheep of Israel?  Here's the deal, Don, Jesus did come "only" for the Jews in the sense that God sent Him to Israel so that the gospel was first preached to the Jews, and that the Jews could then take it to all the nations...to the Gentiles.  After all, is not "salvation from the Jews" (John 4:22)?  And did Jesus not tell His Jewish Apostles to go and teach "all nations" (the Gentiles) and teach them (the Gentiles) to observe "all" that Jesus had commanded them (the Jews); (Matt 28:19-20)?  You really want me to believe that Jesus gave one gospel for the Jews and a completely different gospel for the Gentiles?  Really?!

 

Strategy/Comments

Don Jackson believes in the "right division" of Scripture.  This is a perverse teaching that has developed, near as I can tell, in the last hundred years or so.  It developed because you had folks who wanted to believe in salvation by faith alone, and in once saved always saved, and that there were no consequences to sin, and a bunch of other such things that went along with the dogma of Sola Fide.  But there was a problem.  You had all these passages in the Bible that directly contradicted your favorite dogma.  So, what is a Sola Fide believer to do?  Well, one of them pounced upon a phrase in the King James Version (KJV) of the Bible that says this: "'Study to show thyself approved unto God, a workman that needeth not to be ashamed, rightly dividing the word of truth," (2 Tim 2:15).  Aha!  We must "rightly divide" the Word of God!  So, there are parts of the Bible meant for us - the Gentiles - and other parts that were meant for the Jews, but not for us.  So, since the Bible says Paul was the Apostle to the Gentiles, and that Jesus came for the lost sheep of Israel, then that must mean we Gentiles go by what Paul says, but not by what Jesus says?  Boom!  Problem solved (except, of course, for all of those pesky "works" passages and "sin" passages and "losing your salvation" passages that are found in Paul's letters).  But, the thing is, that there are only two bibles that I know of - the KJV and the Geneva Bible - where that Greek word in 2 Tim 2:15 is translated as "rightly dividing."  The Geneva Bible was first published in the late 1500's and the KJV in the early 1600's, which means that Christians had to wait at least 1500 years - until the Bible was "rightly translated" - in order to know that the Bible needed to be "rightly divided."  Furthermore, neither the Calvinists who heavily influenced the Geneva translation, nor the Anglicans who did the KJV translation, believed "rightly dividing" meant what Don Jackson thinks it means.  So, Don Jackson, who has demonstrated that he relies on tradition for a lot of things, has absolutely no tradition to support his version of "rightly dividing" the Bible.  Besides, the Greek word that is translated as "rightly dividing," - orthotomeo - means to cut a straight path; to hold a straight course; or to teach the truth directly and correctly.  So, "rightly dividing" actually means rightly handling or rightly teaching or rightly interpreting or something along those lines.  Never does it mean to literally divide the Word of God.  Once again, a serious misinterpretation of what the Bible is saying by Don Jackson and all who believe as he does.  

Furthermore, do you see how he adds that word "confine" to what the Bible says?  A lot of folks would have glossed right over that and just accepted what he was saying and then written me and asked, "How do I get around what he's saying here?"  Well, you don't have to "get around" what he's saying, because what he is saying is a pile of Martin Luther.  That word "confine" is not there.  He has inserted it there because that word is necessary for his theology.  Just like Martin Luther inserted the word "alone" in Romans 3:28 to make it say what he wanted it to say in order to fit his theology of salvation by faith "alone."  Martin Luther added to Scripture.  Don Jackson adds to Scripture.  They have to, because Scripture doesn't actually say what they want it so badly to say.
And notice, how everything he says, just leads to more questions that can be asked of him.  He claims Paul wrote the Letter to the Hebrews.  Well, Paul indeed may have written that letter.  But, the question is, who told Don Jackson that?  The Bible?  Nope - not in the Bible.  Well, if he goes by the Bible alone, and the Bible doesn't tell him that Paul wrote Hebrews, then how does he come off claiming that Paul wrote Hebrews?  He's being inconsistent.  He's being a hypocrite.  "I go by the Bible alone, except where the Bible doesn't support what I'm saying, then I go by whatever tradition I want to go by - or I just make things up - in order to support my pre-conceived un-biblical beliefs, but if what you say isn't in the Bible exactly as you say it or it doesn't fit with my fallible, man-made interpretation of the Bible, well then you're belief is not Christian."  Yeah, right.  Always pay very close attention to what the other guy is saying, folks.  Question all of his contentions, all of his interpretations, the source of all of his information.  I guarantee you that there is bad logic, bad interpretation of Scripture, and a reliance upon...horror of horrors..."tradition"!  Make him (or her) explain all of it, and don't let them off the hook.

 

Don Jackson

Now to the rapture question:  You will note in 1 Thess. 4:13-18 that Paul tells us that our Lord Jesus Christ is coming “in the air” to “catch us up.”  Our Lord is not coming to earth at this time.  We are going to be “caught up” in the air with Him.  There is no mention of any judgement associated with this event. I am looking forward to this and believe that it is imminent. I am so sorry that these words do not “comfort” [vs 18] you. I would also direct your attention to 1 Cor. 15:51ff and Titus 2:13 in reference to the rapture.  Paul calls this “our blessed hope.”  I realize that you and your church deny this doctrine, but Paul taught it as it was revealed to him by the risen and exalted Lord Jesus Christ. How do you read the cited verses?   
 

John Martignoni

Ah yes, the Rapture.  Let's look first, Don, at two other "Rapture" passages that you guys generally point to - Matthew 24:37-44 and Luke 17:26-36.  In these passages we have two men in the field and one is taken and one is left; two women at the mill, one is taken and one is left.  Pay close attention, please, to that word - "left".  These are the two passages where the Left Behind series of books and movies got their name.  The Christians - the true believers - are supposedly taken (raptured) and the bad guys (you know, us Catholics) are left behind.  But there's a problem here, Don, with the "rapture" interpretation of these passages in light of the passage you cite in 1 Thessalonians 4.  You see, in 1 Thessalonians 4, it says that those who are left are caught up in the air to meet the Lord.  Hmmm.  So, in Matt 24 and Luke 17, you want to be the one left behind, because those who are left behind get to be caught up in the air to greet the Lord at His coming.  Notice also, that while folks are caught up in the air to "meet the Lord," it doesn't say they are caught up in the air to "meet the Lord and then the Lord turns around and goes back to Heaven with them."  That last part isn't in the Bible.  Once again you are adding to Scripture.  Furthermore, looking at Matt 24 and Luke 17, the Bible says the "day of the Lord" will be like the days of Noah and the days of Lot.  Well, in the days of Noah, who was taken away by the flood and who was left behind?  In the days of Lot, who was taken away by the fire and brimstone and who was left behind?  The bad guys are taken away and the good guys are left behind.  You see, Don, what's happening in those "left behind" passages is what Jesus told us would happen in Matthew 13:40-42, "Just as the weeds are gathered and burned with fire, so will it be at the close of the age.  The Son of man will send His angels and they will gather out of His kingdom all causes of sin and all evildoers, and throw them into the furnace of fire..."  The bad guys are taken, Don, the good guys are left behind - left behind to meet the Lord in the air as He comes to Earth for the 2nd and last time.  

So, Don, the Catholic Church does not deny the "doctrine" of the rapture.  The Church actually has no problem with 1 Thes 4 and the belief that some folk will be caught up to meet the Lord in the air - it just has a problem with your fallible, man-made interpretation of that passage.  The Church denies the false doctrine that has been constructed on your twisted interpretation of these verses.  Folks will indeed be caught up in the air, but it will be at the 2nd Coming of Christ at the end of time...not before.  This passage simply describes an ancient custom.  In the ancient world, when someone important would come to a town or city - a king or general, or such - many of the people in the town would go out and greet these important people and accompany them back to the city.  It would be an insult not to go out and greet these important people!  That still happens today.  If the President flies into the airport, what happens?  A lot of people go out to greet him.  And, after they greet him at the airport, which in many cases is outside the city, what do they do?  They escort him in a motorcade back to town.  And that’s exactly how several of the Church Fathers, like St. Augustine and St. John Chrysostom, read this passage.  They taught that those who are longing for Christ to come back are caught up to meet Him in the air, and then they are given the privilege...the privilege! ... of escorting Him on the last leg of His return to earth.  If you trust St. Polycarp in regard to the authenticity certain books of the New Testament, then what reason do you have to not trust St. Augustine and St. John Chrysostom in regard to their reading of this passage?  This passage simply does not say that these folks meet Jesus in the air and then Jesus turns around with them and heads back to Heaven.  

How do we know that’s not what it means?  Because what happens at the Final Coming of Christ?  Scripture tells us in Rev 21:1-3: “Then I saw a new heaven and a new earth...And I saw the holy city, new Jerusalem, coming down out of heaven from God...and I heard a great voice from the throne saying, ‘Behold, the dwelling of God is with men.  He will dwell with them, and they shall be His people, and God Himself will be with them...”  Just as the Lord Himself descends from Heaven, so also does the New Jerusalem descend from Heaven.  And the Scripture doesn’t say anything about the New Jerusalem returning to Heaven, just as Scripture doesn’t say anything about Jesus returning to Heaven.  Because, Jesus, in essence, brings Heaven with Him...the New Jerusalem descending from Heaven...where we shall dwell with God.  
As Rev 11:15-18 puts it, “Then the seventh angel blew his trumpet (1 Thessalonians 4:16 - the trumpet of God is blown), and there were loud voices in heaven saying, ‘The kingdom of the world has become the kingdom of our Lord and of His Christ, and He shall reign for ever and ever....”  The kingdom of the world has become the kingdom of our Lord.  Jesus returns and the earth and the heavens are transformed!  And there is a new Heaven and a new earth, and “behold the dwelling of God is with men.”  And He shall reign forever and ever...it doesn’t say that He will reign for a thousand years...it says forever and ever!

So, an interpretation of 1 Thes 4, that has the Lord descending from Heaven, stopping a mile or so above the earth, picking up His passengers, then doing a 180 and heading back to Heaven, is just that...an interpretation!  And, it’s an interpretation that is not supported by the rest of Scripture!  Also, very important in arguing against a “Rapture” interpretation of this passage from 1 Thessalonians 4, notice who all gets “caught up” to meet the Lord.  It’s not just the living, but also the dead.  Verse 16: “For the Lord Himself will descend from Heaven with a cry of command, with the archangel’s call, and with the sound of the trumpet of God.  And the dead in Christ will rise first...”  There is a resurrection of the dead here!  So, Rapture believers have to believe that not just the living in Christ disappear, but also that Christians who have died will rise from their graves and disappear as well!  But there’s a problem here.  A big problem!  If we turn to the Gospel of John, chapter 6, we find something very interesting.  John 6:54: “...he who eats My flesh and drinks My blood has eternal life, and I will raise him up at the... last day.”  The LAST DAY!  Those who eat His flesh and drink His blood, whether you take that literally or symbolically, Jesus is talking about folks who believe in Him...they are Christians.  And they will be raised when?  On the last day before the tribulation starts?  No, it doesn’t say that.  On the last day before the appearance of the antichrist?  No, it doesn’t say that.  On the last day before Jesus starts His 1000-yr. reign on earth?  No, it doesn’t say that either.  It says on the last day...period!  No qualifiers!  John 6:39: “...and this is the will of Him who sent me, that I should lose nothing of all that He has given Me, but raise it up at the last day.”  John 6:44: “No man can come to me, unless the Father who sent Me draws him; and I will raise him up at the...last day.  John 11:24: “Martha said to [Jesus], ‘I know that he [Lazarus] will rise again in the resurrection at the...last day.”  How come Lazarus has to wait until the last day?  Why can’t he be raised up at the Rapture with all the other believers in Christ?  Why?  Because there is no rapture before...the last day!   

So, Don, the words of 1 Thessalonians 4 do indeed give me great comfort and hope.  Your false reading of that passage gives false hope and false comfort.  And let's look at another passage you cite: 1 Cor 15:51 and following.  I agree with that passage 100%!  I disagree, however, with your fallible and faulty interpretation of that verse.  You interpret it as the Rapture that is happening, you believe, at some point before the end of time.  But look at verse 52, Don.  It says we will be changed "in the twinkling of an eye," at the "LAST trumpet."  Which means, the trumpet that is sounded in 1 Thessalonians 4 has to be the "last trumpet."  But, there's a problem with that because, as I cited above, the last trumpet - the 7th trumpet - is blown in Revelation 11 as "the kingdom of the world has become the kingdom of our Lord and of His Christ, and He shall reign for ever and ever."  In other words, the last trumpet is blown at the end of time when the everlasting kingdom of God is inaugurated here on Earth.  It isn't blown at the Rapture, or for the supposed 1000-yr. kingdom of Christ - no, it is blown when Earth and Heaven become one.  And also notice, the last trumpet is blown when it is "time for the dead to be judged," (Rev 11:18), but you said "there is no judgment" associated with what is going on in 1 Thessalonians 4.  Well, is the trumpet blown in 1 Thessalonians 4 the last trumpet or not?  You can't have it both ways, Don.   

Regarding Titus 2:13, once again I agree with that passage 100%.  And, once again, I disagree with your fallible and flawed interpretation that it is referring to some pre-tribulation rapture.  It is referring to the appearance of Christ and the revealing of His glory at the 2nd Coming at the end of time.  

 

Strategy

The false "Left Behind" rapture interpretation that Don has, and that so many Protestants have, is one of the easiest things to show as being unscriptural.  There are so many holes in it.  I touched on several of them above, but for more about the Rapture and the Bible, go to the "Free CD's" page on our website (www.biblechristiansociety.com) and order a copy of the talk: The Rapture and the Bible.  Or, get the free download on the "Free Downloads" page.

 

Don Jackson

John, you tell me you believe 1 Cor. 15:1-4 “100%,” but you deny that this is the complete gospel of salvation.  A priest once told me that “Jesus [sic] did about 85% of the work, now we must do the rest.”  How sad.
 

John Martignoni

Don, please stop telling me what this or that priest said or what this or that Catholic said.  Those are anecdotal stories and, quite frankly - with your apparent refusal to do even the smallest investigation into what the Catholic Church does or does not teach - you have not given me any confidence that you are an honest man.  But, even if a Catholic priest did say that to you, so what?!  Do you thereby believe that is what the Catholic Church teaches?  I have heard Protestants who believe in the rapture and those who don't.  Those who believe in once saved always saved, and those who don't.  Those who believe in the "right division" of Scripture, and those who don't.  Those who believe in salvation by faith alone, and those who don't.  And all of them claim the Bible as their sole source of inspiration in these matters.  So, does that mean the Bible teaches contradiction because the people who call themselves "bible believers" are full of contradictions?  Well, by your logic it does.  
So, I will warn you just this one time - if your next response to me says anything about what this or that Catholic said - priest or not - in response to one of your questions (none of which I find in the Bible), and you interpret that as the Catholic Church itself teaching error, then I will no longer respond to you.  That is an egregious offense on your part against logic and against charity.  The teachings of the Catholic Church are widely available for you - or anyone else for that matter - to look up and see for themselves.  If there are folks who call themselves Catholic yet they are ignorant of those teachings, or they misunderstand those teachings, or they reject those teachings - well that's on them.  But for you to portray the deficient answers of individuals as representative of the teaching of the Church, is malevolent and is of the devil and I will not deal with it any more.  If an atheist, or anyone else for that matter, were to tell you that they had heard all kinds of crazy and contradictory answers coming from "bible-believing Christians" (as I have), so that must mean the Bible is false, would you accept that?  I think not.  Yet, that is the reasoning you use to believe in your own mind that the teachings of the Catholic Church are false.  And you wish to tell me that you are an "ambassador of Christ"!?  Sorry, but Christ's ambassadors don't lie like that.

And, so what if I "deny" that 1 Cor 15:1-4 is the "complete gospel of salvation"?!  So what?  By your theology, I'm still saved.  I believe 1 Cor 15:1-4 is true.  Isn't that all it takes to be saved, Don?  You've claimed that it is.  So, if there is something else that is required, then you are admitting that 1 Cor 15:1-4 is not the "complete gospel of salvation," that there is something else that needs to be done.  Don, I believe, as do all Catholics, that Jesus "died for our sins in accordance with the scriptures, that He was buried, and that He was raised from the dead on the third day in accordance with the scriptures."  Am I saved or not, Don?  Yes or no?

 

Strategy

I responded to his garbage about what this Catholic said or what that Catholic said plenty of times.  You don't have to keep taking crap that is being flung by the folks who are wallowing in it.  Furthermore, according to his own logic, all one has to do to be saved is to believe in 1 Cor 15:1-4.  Well, I believe that.  So, by his logic, I can now worship Mary, worship statues, deny the Trinity, deny the virgin birth, deny that there is a Hell, and a whole bunch of other things, because I believe in 1 Cor 15:1-4, and that's all that matters.  Which points up another huge flaw in the false dogma of salvation by faith alone.

Closing Comments

I hope you can see that by just paying close attention to what the other folks are saying, you can quite easily poke holes - using common sense, logic, and Scripture - in their arguments.  I'm going to tackle the other half of his response in next week's newsletter.  As you can see, responding point-by-point can get very lengthy and taxing and will, ultimately, probably get you no farther along than if you had just tackled one or two particular points.  So, save yourselves time in a discussion with others and pick out a couple of arguments to respond to and use those arguments to move towards the question of authority.  I've brought up authority here - and you notice he hasn't come close to touching that topic - but I haven't made it my main focus.  Making authority your main focus will save you time and headaches, and help you to realize very quickly whether or not the person you're talking to is actually open to a discussion, or if they just want to preach but they don't want to listen.  
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Continuing my dialogue with Mr. Don Jackson on "the gospel that saves."  Last week I went through the first part of his latest response, which you can read here: http://www.biblechristiansociety.com/admin_newsletter/show/341.  This week I'll take a look at and reply to the next part of his last response, and then finish it up next week.  After that, I will not dally with Mr. Don Jackson any longer.  I've given him plenty of opportunity to spout his nonsense and to show that he is not an honest seeker of truth.  I'm growing very bored with his inability, or unwillingness, to answer my questions in a direct manner and his lack of sincerity in regards to Catholics.  If he was truly concerned about the salvation of Catholics, then he would take the time to learn what we actually teach and believe - it is rather easy to find - rather than stooping to spouting half-truths and outright lies about our beliefs.  So, either he is deliberately ignorant and wallowing gleefully in that ignorance, or he is malicious and deliberately misrepresenting what we believe and why we believe it.  Either way, it calls for an end to this conversation.
Anyway, I'll … pick up where I left off last week with my comments interspersed with his.  

Don Jackson

Questions for you:
    1) Did our Lord do all that is necessary for salvation when He died, was buried, and resurrected to pay the full penalty for our sins? Yes or no.
    2) Are believers sealed by God the Holy Spirit the moment we hear and believe the gospel of 1 Cor. 15:1-4?  Yes or no. (Eph. 1:13; 4:30)
    3) Are believers “complete in Him” in our salvation that He provides? Yes or no. (Col. 2:10)
    4) Has He provided “so great salvation” to everyone who believes the gospel of 1 Cor. 15:1-4
    
    5) Is the seal of Eph. 1:13 and 4:30 valid until the redemption of our bodies?  Yes or no.
    6) Has the Lord Jesus Christ forgiven us “all trespasses” in our so great salvation? Yes or no. (Col. 2:13)
I am so sorry that you want to “shake my dust” off you.
Grace and peace to you and remember, the Lord Jesus Christ had you personally in mind when He went to the cross.  “Believe on the LORD Jesus Christ and thou shalt be saved.”
My only “strategy” is to share the gospel with you and pray that you are saved.

John Martignoni

Don, unlike you, I will answer your questions with direct answers.  

1) "Did our Lord do all that is necessary for salvation when He died, was buried, and resurrected to pay the full penalty for our sins? Yes or no?"   Yes.  Our Lord did all that was necessary for Him to do to redeem us from our sins.  He did indeed pay the full price, or penalty, for our sins.  "By His stripes we are healed," (Isaiah 53:5).  He did not, however, do all that is necessary for each individual's salvation.  That's because there is something that each one of us has to do in order to be saved, and He is not going to do it for us, nor will He force us to do it.  We have to make a decision to believe in Him and to "observe all that [He] has commanded," (Matt 28:20).  We have to give the assent of our intellects and wills to believe and to be saved.  You see, Don, if Jesus did all that has to be done for our salvation, and there is absolutely nothing required of us in order to be saved - as you seem to believe - then everyone, everywhere, at all times, is saved.  If we don't have some role to play in our own salvation, then Jesus' death on the Cross results in universal salvation.  The price is paid, so everyone is saved.  But not everyone is saved, are they?  That's why the Bible says that Jesus is the "Savior of all men, especially of those who believe," (1 Timothy 4:10).  He paid the price of all men's sins, so in that sense He is indeed the Savior of all men.  He redeemed all men.  However, not all men accept this free gift of their redemption and apply it to their lives, which is why He is "especially" the Savior of those who believe.  

2) Are believers sealed by God the Holy Spirit the moment we hear and believe the gospel of 1 Cor. 15:1-4?  Yes or no. (Eph. 1:13; 4:30)  No, we are not.  We are sealed by God with the Holy Spirit the moment we are baptized.  2 Cor 1:22, "He has put his seal upon us and given us his Spirit in our hearts as a guarantee."  When do we receive the Holy Spirit in our hearts?  Baptism.  "I will sprinkle clean water upon you [Baptism], and you shall be clean from all your uncleannesses...A new heart I will give you, and a new spirit I will put within you...And I will put my Spirit within you..." (Ezekiel 36:25-27).  Acts 2:38, "Repent and be baptized every one of you in the name of Jesus Christ for the forgiveness of your sins [clean from all your uncleannesses] and you shall receive the gift of the Holy Spirit [And I will put my Spirit within you]."  Baptism is the New Testament fulfillment of the Old Testament practice of circumcision: "In Him also you were circumcised with a circumcision made without hands, by putting off the body of flesh in the circumcision of Christ; and you were buried with Him in baptism..." (Col 2:11-12).  Circumcision was the Old Testament seal of God: "[Abraham] received circumcision as a sign or seal of the righteousness which he had by faith while he was still uncircumcised," (Romans 4:11).  Through Baptism, the N.T. fulfillment of circumcision, we are sealed by the Holy Spirit.

3) Are believers “complete in Him” in our salvation that He provides? Yes or no (Col. 2:10)?  Yes, believers are "complete in Him," or have come to "fullness of life in Him," in and through Baptism (see the next two verses, Col 2:11-12, as mentioned in #2 above).  

4) Has He provided “so great salvation” to everyone who believes the gospel of 1 Cor. 15:1-4?  Everyone who believes and "who by patience in well-doing [good works] seek for glory and honor and immortality, He will give eternal life," (Rom 2:6-7).  But, we can also drift away, or let slip away, and neglect "so great salvation" and receive just recompense if we do so (Hebrews 2:1-3).  I doubt the "just recompense" for letting so great salvation slip away is eternal life in Heaven.  

5) Is the seal of Eph. 1:13 and 4:30 valid until the redemption of our bodies?  Yes or no?  Yes, and even longer.  The seal we receive through Baptism is on us for all of eternity.  I think, however, that you believe being sealed by Christ means we can never lose our salvation.  Nowhere does Scripture say that.  Was every Israelite who received the seal of God in circumcision, saved?  Don't think so.  

6) Has the Lord Jesus Christ forgiven us “all trespasses” in our so great salvation? Yes or no. (Col. 2:13)  No.  God forgives those who repent (Rom 2:4; 2 Cor 7:10; Hebrews 12:17) and confess their sins (1 John 1:9; James 5:16).  If you do not repent and do not confess your sins, you are not forgiven.  And, it is possible to be forgiven and to be in God's grace, but then to fall from grace by not forgiving others - we see this in Matt 18:23-35 when the ruler forgave one servant of his debts, but then that servant did not forgive a 2nd servant of his debt to him, so the ruler came back to the first servant and "in anger his lord delivered him to the jailers."  Is Heaven like a jail?  Don't think so.  So where did this servant go after he was forgiven but then sinned by not forgiving another?  Also, Jesus also tells us in Matthew 6, that if we do not forgive the sins of others against us, then the Father will not forgive our sins against Him.  

In regard to shaking your dust off of my feet, that's nothing personal, it's just that, as Jesus was essentially telling His disciples, it is useless to waste your time with those who are not open to hearing the truth, and you definitely fall into that category.  The only reason I am still discussing these issues with you, is because I believe it is providing a good teaching opportunity for the subscribers to this newsletter, and they are the reason I have this newsletter.  


Strategy

Please note that I directly answered Don's questions.  If he asked a yes-no question, I answered with a yes or a no, and then explained the reasoning behind my answer.  I can't think of any of my questions that Don has answered with a direct answer - as you'll see more examples below.  So, when someone asks you a question, give a direct answer.  And then when they don't answer your questions at all, or they give "answers" that really have nothing to do with the question, point out the difference.  If that continues, stop the conversation.

 

Don Jackson

Answering your questions from your latest dart:
1) I have answered this question about the Bible in the past. I realize you want me to admit that the Roman Catholic denomination is the only one who can tell me that the Bible is the Word of God.  I am not playing your game on this because I don’t believe that the Roman Catholic denomination is the guardian of the Word of God.  The Holy Spirit is the guardian.
2) I have previously told you that no one is infallible.  That includes you, me and the Roman Catholic denomination.  You continue to beat a dead horse.
3) The Roman Catholic denomination was not founded by our Lord Jesus Christ.  I have shown you over and over again that His earthly ministry was strictly to Israel and concerned the kingdom long promised to them by the prophets.  The Roman Catholic denomination, with all the continuing scandals is not guided by the Holy Spirit.  The Holy Spirit would not be involved with all this corruption.
4) Galatians 3:1 does not refer to the crucifix.  The Galatians would not be breaking the 2nd commandment by creating a “graven image.”  It is interesting that the Roman Catholic denomination gets around the 2nd commandment by removing it and then breaking the 10th into 2 commandments.  Note Exodus 20:4 and compare with your catechism.
 

John Martignoni

The questions he is answering here are as follows:

1) Can you give me a reasonable argument for why you believe the Bible to be the inspired, inerrant, Word of God...yes or no?

2) Will you admit that since you are not infallible, any or all of your private fallible interpretations of Scripture that you have written to me about could be wrong?

3) Is the Church founded by Jesus Christ, which is guided by the Holy Spirit, infallible?

4) What were the Galatians looking at if Jesus was publicly portrayed...before their eyes...as being crucified (Galatians 3:1)?

His previous responses to #1 as to why he believes the Bible to be the inspired, inerrant Word of God included a mention of St. Polycarp (who was a Catholic bishop) quoting the Bible and of some sort of "consensus of believers" - none of whom he has named or told me what authority any of this "consensus of believers" had - and references to "Scripture" in one of St. Peter's letters and in one of the letters to Timothy.  In other words, he was using Scripture to prove that Scripture was the Word of God.  That is begging the question - he assumes Scripture is the Word of God, and then he uses Scripture to prove that Scripture is the Word of God.  His problem is, and this is the problem faced by most Protestants today, he cannot tell me whose witness he relies upon to believe that the Bible is the inerrant, inspired Word of God.  Oh, yes...the Holy Spirit.  There's a problem, though, with his claim that he heard directly from the Holy Spirit that the Bible is the Word of God.  

First of all, what evidence can he provide that the Holy Spirit spoke to him so that we may believe him?  Scripture says to "test the spirits" to determine truth.  Well, Don fails the test.  Secondly, if Don is being directly guided by the Holy Spirit in matters pertaining to Scripture, then why does he claim to not be infallible?  If the Holy Spirit is guiding him, then he is infallible because the Holy Spirit is infallible.  Either he is infallible, or he is not being guided by the Holy Spirit when it comes to matters of the Bible - he can't have it both ways.  You can use this logic on every single Sola Scriptura believer who claims to be guided by the Holy Spirit when it comes to interpreting the Bible - every single one.  

Notice that in his "answer" to #2, he completely avoids the question.  He will admit he is fallible, but he will not admit that what he is saying to me could be wrong.  I call it being fallible in theory, infallible in practice.  Again, I find this situation over and over and over again with pretty much every Sola Scriptura believer I talk to.  Oh, they're fallible alright, no man is infallible (which is essentially a knee-jerk reaction to the Catholic teaching about the infallibility of the Pope), but when you ask them if they could be wrong about their interpretations of Scripture, or about their views regarding Catholic teaching?  Ain't no way they are wrong.  All of a sudden, they've become infallible.

In his "answer" to question #3, he again avoids the question.  I nowhere said anything about the Catholic Church in my question.  I asked him if the Church founded by Jesus Christ was infallible.  After all, Jesus did found a Church - it's right there in Matthew 16 and 18 and many other places.  We see the Church mentioned in Acts, Romans, Corinthians, Ephesians, and elsewhere, so Jesus founded something.  You see, he has a problem with this question, which is why he won't answer it.  If no man is infallible, as he claims, then that means that whoever is running this Church Jesus founded could possibly be teaching error.  Which means Jesus founded a Church, and gave the Holy Spirit to guide it, but this Church cannot be relied upon by anyone for knowing the truth, because it is led by fallible men.  So, Jesus founded a Church, which is, as 1 Timothy 3:15 states, "the pillar and ground of the truth," but it can't be relied upon to actually be the pillar and ground of the truth because it's leaders are fallible men who could be teaching error.  Yeah, that makes sense to me.  I have never, ever, had anyone give me a direct response to this question, because they know where the logic leads.

And, one more time, he avoids answering question #4.  Galatians 3:1 states that Jesus was publicly portrayed as crucified before their eyes.  So, I asked him what the Galatians were looking at.  He waves his hands and pronounces the magic word - Abracadabra - and POOF, the Galatians weren't looking at a crucifix.  Well, I didn't ask what they weren't looking at, I asked what they were looking at.  Jesus, publicly portrayed as crucified, before their eyes.  It doesn't say Jesus was publicly portrayed as crucifed in their hearing, it says "before whose eyes."  They were looking at something.  What was it?  He can't tell us.  But, he infallibly knows beyond a shadow of a doubt that it wasn't a crucifix.  Really?!  Answer the question, Don!  What was it they were looking at that showed that portrayed Jesus as being crucified?  

Furthermore, he embarrasses himself by throwing out the old lie that Catholics removed the 2nd Commandment.  We did not.  He even says to compare Exodus 20:4 with our Catechism.  Okay, Don, let's do that.  Exodus 20:4, "You shall not make for yourself a graven image or any likeness of anything that is in heaven above or that is in the earth beneath or that is in the water under the earth; you shall not bow down to them or serve them..."  Catechism of the Catholic Church, p. 496, column 1: "You shall have no other gods before me.  You shall not make for yourself a graven image or any likeness of anything that is in heaven above or that is in the earth beneath or that is in the water under the earth; you shall not bow down to them or serve them..."  Don, do you renounce your lie about the Catholic Church now, having seen the evidence?  Folks, don't hold your breath.  


Strategy

The only thing you need to remember here, is to compare the "answers" you get to your questions, to what your questions actually asked.  As you can see by Don's example, His answers generally bear little to no resemblance to the questions I asked.  Why is that one wonders?  Because he cannot answer my questions and remain consistent in his theology.  If he were to actually answer the questions in a direct and straightforward manner, it would be very clear - even to himself - that his interpretations of Scripture are twisted, convoluted, contradictory, and at times just outright ridiculous.  

 
Don Jackson

John, You admitted that Catholics do not know the gospel by agreeing with Dr. Kreeft and you blamed it on “poor catechesis” by the Roman Catholic denomination.  Is that not admitting that you teach a false gospel?  If Catholics don’t know the gospel that saves, and you didn’t know it either, what does that tell you?  I have never met a Roman Catholic [laity or clergy] who knew the gospel by which one is saved.  Paul calls 1 Cor. 15:1-4 the “gospel by which you are saved.”   I will have the decency to admit that you did not know the gospel that saves us.  Will you have the decency to admit that when I asked you the question about the gospel you sent me a couple of passages that you “are fond of” which are not the gospel that saves?

John Martignoni

Well, that was nice of him to have the decency to admit that I did not know the gospel that saves us.  But there's a problem.  I didn't admit that.  Actually, there a few problems.  Second problem, so what?  If I believe the "gospel that saves," then I'm saved right, regardless of whether I can answer Don Jackson's question in a manner that he defines as acceptable?  I mean, I profess at every Mass - which is at least once a week - that I believe Jesus Christ died on the cross for my salvation and that He was raised from the dead and ascended into Heaven.  That is what Don saves constitutes the entirety of the "gospel that saves."  So, Don, I'm saved, right?  Where does the Bible say I have to answer your question to your satisfaction in order to be saved?  It doesn't.  I challenge you, Don, again, to ask those ignorant Catholics you keep talking about, this question: "Who was it that died on the cross for your sins and was raised from the dead and ascended into Heaven?"  I guarantee you that every single one of them will answer: "Jesus Christ."  Which means, they do indeed know the "gospel that saves," they just don't understand the question as you have phrased it.  So, do you condemn them to Hell because they don't understand your question, even though they know the answer?  You dare usurp the judgment authority of God Himself!?  

Third problem, the passages that I sent him that I am "fond of" all have to do with salvation: John 14:6, John 8:32, John 6:51-58, and Romans 2:6-7.  Don claims they don't have to do with salvation.  Well, does he claim that by his fallible, man-made authority?  Fourth problem, which is related to the second problem above, where in the Bible does it say that unless you can answer Don Jackson's question exactly how he wants it to be answered, that you are not saved?  Don Jackson is judging my eternal salvation, and the eternal salvation of all Catholics, when he has no authority to do so.  In fact, by doing so, he is showing that he is either ignorant of Scripture, or chooses to ignore Scripture - both of which do not commend him as someone who can be trusted.  For example, Matthew 7:1 says judge not lest ye be judged.  7:2, "For with the judgment you pronounce you will be judged."  So, if Don Jackson is pronouncing others as not saved, then, according to Scripture, he is not saved.  And, in 1 Cor 4:5, it says, "Do not pronounce judgment before the time, before the Lord comes..."  Don Jackson doesn't appear to know that one or, if he does know it, he doesn't seem to care about it, because he is pronouncing judgment now.

And, no, bad catechesis on the part of some within the Church does not equal the teaching of a false gospel by the Church.  Does the myriad of contradictory beliefs held by various "Bible Christians," all of which they claim come from the Bible, mean that the Bible teaches contradiction?  Well, according to your logic it does.  So, either the Bible teaches contradiction, or you are using bad logic.  Which is it?


Strategy

Logic, and common sense, are always on the side of the Catholic, as long as the Catholic keeps the Church at his back.

 

Don Jackson

You claim that the Roman Catholic church is “the oldest institution on earth.”  That is false!  There are several “religions” older than the Roman Catholic “religion.”

John Martignoni

Don, you seem to have a great deal of difficulty sticking to what I actually said.  I did not say the Catholic religion was the oldest religion on earth, I said, as you noted in your quotes, it is the "oldest institution on earth."  An institution is characterized by organization, identifiable leadership, leadership succession, a particular body of beliefs, and so on.  Name me, for example, one other religion that has anything that resembles the papacy?  Hinduism does not.  Buddhism does not.  Islam does not.  Judaism does not.  You can find particular institutions within any or all of these religions, but none of them are as old as the Catholic Church.  Besides, you are once again missing the point (on purpose, maybe?).  The claim is, that without the guidance of the Holy Spirit, the Catholic Church would not have survived as it has for 2000 years.  If it was a false religion run by false teachers then it would have collapsed upon itself many hundreds of years ago.  


Don Jackson

You ask about my church – it is the Body of Christ.  And I became a member by believing on the Lord Jesus Christ.  At that moment the Holy Spirit baptized me into the one Body.  Acts 16:31; 1 Cor. 12:13.

John Martignoni

Here is what I asked about Don's church, let's see if he actually answered the questions: "So, how old is your church?  By the way, what church do you even belong to Don?  Is it perfect?  Is it led by men who commit no sins whatsoever?  Does it have teachers who are perfect?  Does it have bishops and pastors and deacons who are perfect?  No one in your church sins?  That seems to be what you’re saying here."

Notice that he, once again (Surprise! Surprise!), avoids answering the questions.  Don's church is the Body of Christ.  Wonderful.  Where does it meet?  Who are its pastors and teachers?  Are the pastors and teachers perfect in what they teach?  Well, they can't be, because none of them are infallible.  Are they sinners?  Of course they are.  I would give pretty good odds that Don goes to no church, and has no pastor.  Why?  Because Don is his own church.  He answers to no authority other than his own fallible authority.  He is pope, pastor, and theologian of the Church of Don.  The point I'm making by asking him these questions, is that he claims the Catholic Church cannot be the Church founded by Christ because of the sins of its members.  Well, which church is it that doesn't have members and leaders who don't sin?  I was hoping Don could name one for me so that I could join it and add it to the ranks of the imperfect.  Using Don's "logic" - that the church founded by Jesus has to be one with leaders and members who do not sin - no church can be the church founded by Jesus Christ.  

Closing comments

Do you see how tedious and cumbersome a conversation becomes if you try to answer every single point made by the other guy?  Don't do it.  It's not that every single point they make couldn't be answered, it's that trying to answer every single point makes you lose sight of the forest for the trees.  It takes you away from - distracts from - the main issue you need to be getting to each and every time - Authority!  Answer one or two points and then ask one, two, or more of your own questiions.  When your questions are not answered, ask them again before you answer any other questions.  If they keep going unanswered, then what's the point?  You have found someone who wants to preach but does not want to listen, like Don here.  If they do answer your questions, then run with it until they no longer do.
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This is the next-to-last part of Don Jackson's previous response to me that I've been dissecting in the last couple of newsletters.  Initially I was going to make this my final response, but he asks a couple of questions, the answers to which I think deserve their own newsletter.  So, I'll have one more part of this next week.  This week, though, I'll start by posting the entirety of this last part of his response, and then repeat his response with my comments intermingled. 
Don Jackson

The “first 12 leaders” were apostles to the circumcision and will “sit on 12 thrones judging the 12 tribes of Israel” in the coming kingdom.  Are there 12 tribes in your church?  Which tribe do you belong to? The Body of Christ was first revealed to the apostle to the Gentiles, Paul. (Ephesians 3:1-10; Colossians 1:26 where the word “now” is the Greek word nuni and means “just now.” You should also read Romans 16:25.  The “mystery” was first revealed to Paul.  You are absolutely wrong when you state that the kingdom is the church.  NOT SO!  Israel was promised a kingdom on earth.  Paul writes that our citizenship is in heaven.” Phil 3:20..  Israel has an earthly hope and calling while the Body of Christ has a heavenly hope and calling.  You could use a very basic course on “rightly dividing the Word of Truth.” [2 Tim. 2:15].
You ridicule “rightly dividing the Word of Truth”. But the apostle Paul tells us that we are “approved of God by studying and rightly dividing the word of truth.” [2 Tim. 2:15].  And you deny the Biblical truth of Matthew 15:24 and Romans 15:8.  Please explain those Scriptures, do they mean what they say or do you “spiritualize” them to mean something else?
I have already answered your problem with 2 Peter 3:15.  Paul wrote the book of Hebrews to the same Jews that James, Peter and John wrote their letters to.  James writes to the “Twelve tribes scattered abroad.”  Is that Israel or the church?  Did James, Peter and John lie to Paul about confining their ministry to the Jews? [Gal. 2:9}.
Give me your take on Peter addressing:
Acts 2:14 “….ye men of Israel….”
Acts 2:22 “Ye men of Israel….”
Acts 2:36 “…..Let all the house of Israel…..”
Acts 5:31 “….a Prince and a Savior, to give repentance to Israel, and forgiveness of sins.”
Did Peter offer the return of the Lord Jesus Christ to establish the Jewish kingdom in Acts 3:19-21?
The “one body” is the Body of Christ.  Paul is the only writer to name the church as the Body of Christ.  
You claim that I “reject” Peter’s letters, Mark, Luke and Acts.  That is patently false and you know it.
You claim that the Catholic denomination teaches that “we are saved by God’s grace and God’s grace alone.”  I wonder why EVERY Catholic that I have asked [both laity and clergy], “what must I do to be saved?” have presented a system of works to me? “Poor catechesis” from an infallible church, I suppose.
Your “spiritualization” of 1 Thess. 4:13-18 is pitiable.  Our Lord does not return to earth in these verses.  He comes in the air and “catches us up” – verse 17.  Haydock says that there is a “judgement” associated with this coming in the air, NOT SO.  No judgement is even hinted at in these verses.  On the contrary, Pauls says that we should “comfort one another with these words.
John, should you even be discussing the Word of God with me?  Does your denomination approve of this?  My friend, you need a very basic course in exegesis of the Word of God.  You couldn’t be more wrong in most of your observations.  Quit the “straw dummyism” strategy and start proclaiming the true gospel of the grace of God.  That man is saved by grace through faith and not of works – Romans 4:4, 5; Ephesians 2:8, 9.
John:  You seem to think that there is "only one gospel" taught in the Bible. Only one bit of "good news'? Really?  Answer these questions:
John the Baptist, our LORD Jesus Christ and the 12 apostles all preached the gospel of the kingdom.  Is that gospel the same as the gospel of the grace of God that Paul proclaims? What is the content of the gospel of the kingdom?
In Luke 9:6 Our LORD Jesus Christ sent the apostles to preach the gospel.  What was the content of that gospel?  Was it the gospel as found in 1 Cor. 15:1-4?  Show me from Scripture.
I know that you will give due diligence to these questions.
Thanks,
Don Jackson, SBG + Nothing
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Don Jackson

The “first 12 leaders” were apostles to the circumcision and will “sit on 12 thrones judging the 12 tribes of Israel” in the coming kingdom.  Are there 12 tribes in your church?  Which tribe do you belong to? The Body of Christ was first revealed to the apostle to the Gentiles, Paul. (Ephesians 3:1-10; Colossians 1:26 where the word “now” is the Greek word nuni and means “just now.” You should also read Romans 16:25.  The “mystery” was first revealed to Paul.  You are absolutely wrong when you state that the kingdom is the church.  NOT SO!  Israel was promised a kingdom on earth.  Paul writes that our citizenship is in heaven.” Phil 3:20..  Israel has an earthly hope and calling while the Body of Christ has a heavenly hope and calling.  You could use a very basic course on “rightly dividing the Word of Truth.” [2 Tim. 2:15].
 

John Martignoni

Don, are you not aware that the "12 tribes of Israel" are the Old Testament church, and that the church is the New Testament Israel?  This is very clearly seen by the fact that the relationship between God and Israel is described as a marital relationship all throughout the Old Testament - Isaiah 54:5-6; Jeremiah 3:1-10; Ezekiel 16:8, 38 and 23:37; all of Hosea; and many other places where it says that Israel has "played the harlot" by worshipping other gods or has committed adultery by abandoning the one true God.  And then, in the New Testament, the relationship between God and the Church is described as a marital relationship.  We see this explicitly so in Ephesians 5:31-32, but in other places as well.  So, either God has committed adultery by taking another wife (the Church) while His first wife (Israel) is still living, or the Church and Israel are one and the same - the people of God. Does not Paul say that a person "is not a real Jew who is one outwardly, nor is true circumcision something external and physical.  He is a Jew who is one inwardly, and real circumcision is a matter of the heart, spiritual and not literal," (Rom 2:28-29).  In other words, those who have received the circumcision of the heart - the circumcision of Christ - baptism (Col 2:11-12), are spiritual Jews...spiritual members of the tribe of Judah. 

Furthermore, how can you say the Body of Christ was "first" revealed to Paul, when nowhere does the Bible say such a thing?  You continually add words to Scripture.  In fact, Scripture states the opposite of what you claim.  We see that Jesus tells us in Matthew 16 that he will establish His church.  And in Matthew 18, He talks about taking disputes to the church.  Well, is not the church described as the "Body of Christ" in Scripture?  Indeed it is.  In fact, it is described as such right before one of the very verses you cite.  You cite Col 1:26, and in Col 1:24, the church is clearly identified as the Body of Christ.  
So, if the church is the body of Christ, and Jesus spoke of the church to the Apostles well before Paul ever became a Christian, how can you claim that this was "first" revealed to Paul?  Again, a passage you cite contradicts your claim: Ephesians 3:5, "...as it has now been revealed to His holy apostles and prophets by the same Spirit."  When did the Spirit reveal it to the Apostles?  On the day of Pentecost, in Acts, chapter 2.

I have to say, you are exceedingly well versed in certain parts of Scripture, but your difficulty lies in the fact that you are apparently unable to see how the parts all work together.  

 

Don Jackson

You ridicule “rightly dividing the Word of Truth.”  But the apostle Paul tells us that we are “approved of God by studying and rightly dividing the word of truth.” [2 Tim. 2:15].  And you deny the Biblical truth of Matthew 15:24 and Romans 15:8.  Please explain those Scriptures, do they mean what they say or do you “spiritualize” them to mean something else?
 

John Martignoni

Yes, Don, I do ridicule "rightly dividing the Word of Truth" - it's a bad translation of the Greek.  But even more, I ridicule your faulty, fallible, man-made, non-authoritative private interpretation of the phrase "rightly dividing the truth."  Only two Bibles that I know of translate the Greek word used in 2 Tim 2:15 as "dividing."  The Greek word is "orthotomeo," which means "to cut straight ways or proceed on straight paths;" or "to teach the truth directly and correctly" - according to Vine's Expository Dictionary.  Nowhere else in the Bible is that word used to mean "divide."  The Greek words most often used to mean divide are "merizo" and "diamerizo" which actually mean, "to divide."  Those two Bibles I mentioned are the Geneva Bible - a Calvinist bible - and the King James - an Anglican bible.  My Bible says, "rightly handling the word of truth."  Every Protestant bible - other than the two already mentioned - say basically the same thing as my Catholic bible.  So, who are you to say which translation is better?  The translation used by most of the Bibles in print - including some that date back to the 4th century - or the translation used by two Bibles 1500 years after the death of Jesus?  Furthermore, do either the Calvinists or the Anglicans interpret that passage as you do?  No, they do not!  In fact, no one until maybe within the last hundred years or less, has ever interpreted that passage from 2nd Timothy as you do.  You are believing in a novelty, Don.  You are believing in a dogma that divides the New Testament into that which is meant for the Jews and that which is meant for the Gentiles, when the Word of God itself says that man shall live by every word that proceeds from the mouth of God (Matt 4:4).  Your interpretation results in division within the people of God, and Jesus Himself says that a house divided against itself cannot stand.  So, yes, Don, I ridicule your interpretation of "rightly dividing the truth."

 

Strategy

This business of dividing the New Testament into parts meant for the Jews and parts meant for us Gentiles is one of the most bizarre things that I have ever come across in biblical interpretations.  It just shows how crazy things can get when people have no authority that they answer to other than their own imagination.  

 

Don Jackson

I have already answered your problem with 2 Peter 3:15.  Paul wrote the book of Hebrews to the same Jews that James, Peter and John wrote their letters to.  James writes to the “Twelve tribes scattered abroad.”  Is that Israel or the church?  Did James, Peter and John lie to Paul about confining their ministry to the Jews? [Gal. 2:9}.
Give me your take on Peter addressing:
Acts 2:14 “….ye men of Israel….”
Acts 2:22 “Ye men of Israel….”
Acts 2:36 “…..Let all the house of Israel…..”
Acts 5:31 “….a Prince and a Savior, to give repentance to Israel, and forgiveness of sins.”
Did Peter offer the return of the Lord Jesus Christ to establish the Jewish kingdom in Acts 3:19-21?
 

John Martignoni

No. Don, you have not answered the problem that your "right division" dogma has with 2 Peter 3:15.  Can you tell me where the Bible tells us that Paul wrote the Letter to the Hebrews and, furthermore, that Paul wrote that letter to the same Jews that Peter, James, and John wrote their letters to?  You know, for a guy who goes by the Bible alone, you sure do believe in a lot of stuff that isn't in the Bible.  What evidence can you give me to back up your claim here?  I'll answer for you - none!  Furthermore, as I have previously stated, nowhere does the Bible say that Peter, James, and John would "confine" their ministry to the Jews.  Galatians 2:9 does not use the word "confine."  Once again you are adding to the Bible to make it say what you want it to say - just like Martin Luther did. According to your interpretation of Galatians 2:9, you would have Paul telling Peter, James, and John that he was "confining" his ministry to the Gentiles.  Yet, you have already stated that Paul wrote the Letter to the Hebrews, according to some tradition that you cannot name.  So, back at you: Was Paul lying to Peter, James, and John when he said he would "confine" - to use your word - his ministry to the Gentiles?  Furthermore, as I have pointed out previously, did Paul not first go into the synagogues and debate with the Jews in every city he came to?  How is that "confining" his ministry to the Gentiles?  Do you even bother to read what I write, Don?

Regarding my "take" on Peter addressing only the men of Israel, am I missing something here, Don, or do you not realize that no one had begun preaching the Word to the Gentiles yet?  That did not occur until Jesus commanded Peter - not Paul - to do so in Acts 10!  

 

Strategy

Always, always, always be sure to call a sola scriptura person on claims they make that nowhere appear in the Bible.  And, should you not be sure if what they're saying is in the Bible or not, simply go to www.biblegateway.com and check it out by typing any phrase they've used into their search engine to see if it's actually in the Bible.  Or, you can just ask them, "Please give me book, chapter, and verse from the Bible that says what you just said."  

Also, can you see why I always say give them three times to answer the same question and, if they don't, then to abandon the conversation.  And why I harp on repeating the questions until they do answer them.  He doesn't even attempt to answer my questions.  In fact, most of the time he doesn't even acknowledge that I have asked any questions.  He wants to preach, but he does not want to listen.  As Scripture rightly says about such as he, "They have ears, but do not hear."

 

Don Jackson

The “one body” is the Body of Christ.  Paul is the only writer to name the church as the Body of Christ.  
You claim that I “reject” Peter’s letters, Mark, Luke and Acts.  That is patently false and you know it.
You claim that the Catholic denomination teaches that “we are saved by God’s grace and God’s grace alone.”  I wonder why EVERY Catholic that I have asked [both laity and clergy], “what must I do to be saved?” have presented a system of works to me? “Poor catechesis” from an infallible church, I suppose.
Your “spiritualization” of 1 Thess. 4:13-18 is pitiable.  Our Lord does not return to earth in these verses.  He comes in the air and “catches us up” – verse 17.  Haydock says that there is a “judgement” associated with this coming in the air, NOT SO.  No judgement is even hinted at in these verses.  On the contrary, Pauls says that we should “comfort one another with these words.
 

John Martignoni

Okay, Don, I'm going to go through this one more time.  You believe that in order to be saved, all a person has to do is believe what you call "the gospel that saves" - 1 Cor 15:3-4.  That passage states, "...that Christ died for our sins in accordance with the Scriptures, that He was buried, that He was raised on the third day in accordance with the Scriptures."  Don, if you are truly a Christian, then I adjure you to answer this question: Have you ever asked a Catholic, "Who was it that was crucified and died for our sins, was buried and rose from the dead on the third day in accordance with the Scriptures?"  Every Catholic you ask will answer, "Jesus Christ."  Yet, you have never asked that question of a single Catholic have you?  According to you, Don, if they know and believe that Jesus is the answer to that question, then they are going to Heaven...they are saved.  So, what is more important, Don, to one's salvation - being able to answer your question as you phrase it - a question which is nowhere found in the Bible, or actually believing what the Bible says?  Which is more important, Don?  Every time a Catholic attends Mass, one of the prayers they say has this in it: 

"I believe in one Lord Jesus Christ, the Only Begotten Son of God...for us men and for our salvation He came down from heaven...For our sake He was crucified under Pontius Pilate, he suffered death and was buried, and rose again on the third day in accordance with the Scriptures. He ascended into heaven and is seated at the right hand of the Father."

At least once a week, Don, Catholics profess this belief.  Is that not the "gospel that saves" that we are professing in?  Then are we not saved, according to your theology?  You hypocrite!  You judge the salvation of others based not on what they believe and profess, but rather on whether or not they can answer a contrived question from Mr. Don Jackson - the judge of all humanity - that is couched in Protestant terminology that most Catholics do not use.  You condemn Catholics based not on what we believe and profess but on whether we can correctly answer your question.  That is despicable!

Regarding my "spiritualization" of 1 Thes 4:13-18, I have done no such thing.  Is there or is there not a resurrection of the dead in 1 Thes 4:13-18, Don?  Yes, there is.  Does Jesus not say that the resurrection of the dead will occur on the "last day" (John 6:39, 40, 44, 54)...yes or no?  Yes, He does.  Is there not a judgment on the "last day" (John 12:48)?  Yes, there is.  So, Don, this being "caught up in the air to meet the Lord," has to be occurring on the last day when the dead are raised and when the final judgment occurs.  It cannot be a pre-tribulation rapture as you mistakenly believe.  By the way, when, oh when, will you actually start addressing my arguments and answering my questions directly as I have done with every one of yours?

 

Strategy

Just hitting him right between the eyes with the truth of what it is he is doing.  Mr. Don Jackson's soul is in great danger, and he needs to be shaken to the core in the hopes of making the scales fall from his eyes.  And, again, this whole business of a pre-tribulation rapture, which so much of Protestantism believes in, is so directly opposed to the very clear words of the Bible that I constantly shake my head at folks who have eyes, but do not see.  The dead are raised on the last day.  The rapture passage in 1 Thes 4 has a resurrection of the dead.  So, this "rapture" has to be occurring on the last day, period.

 

Don Jackson

John, should you even be discussing the Word of God with me?  Does your denomination approve of this?  My friend, you need a very basic course in exegesis of the Word of God.  You couldn’t be more wrong in most of your observations.  Quit the “straw dummyism” strategy and start proclaiming the true gospel of the grace of God.  That man is saved by grace through faith and not of works – Romans 4:4, 5; Ephesians 2:8, 9. John:  You seem to think that there is "only one gospel" taught in the Bible. Only one bit of "good news'? Really?  Answer these questions:
 

John Martignoni

A couple of things here, Don.  First, my Church is not a denomination.  It is "THE" Church.  The one founded by Jesus.  By the way, I never got an answer to the question of which "church" you belong to.  Where do you go to worship on Sunday, Don?  Surely there is a name on the sign out in front of the building, isn't there?  Or, is it as I suspect, and you simply stay home and worship at the Church of Don, because you can't find a pastor that agrees entirely with you?  Secondly, my church does indeed approve of me discussing the Word of God with you.  Two of what we call the spiritual works of mercy are: Instructing the ignorant and admonishing sinners.  Finally, I do indeed, in accord with my church, proclaim "the gospel of the grace of God."  Nowhere has my church, nor I, ever proclaimed that a man is saved by his own works.  If you read back through my newsletters (www.biblechristiansociety.com/newsletter), you will see that I have, time and time again, proclaimed that we are saved by "God's grace alone."  You have a mistaken understanding of what the Catholic Church teaches and believes.  I cannot fault you for that, as there are a lot of misperceptions, half-truths, and outright lies out there about what we teach and believe.  I can, however, fault you for the fact that the information about the truth of what we believe and teach is readily available to all, yet you have obviously not undertaken any serious study of Catholic belief and teaching to find it.  In other words, your ignorance is deliberate.  For that, and falsely accusing others, and lying about the beliefs of others, and self-righteously condemning others, you will one day be accountable.  Think and pray very hard and very long about that, Mr. Don Fallible Jackson.

 

Strategy

This is a person whose heart appears to be very hardened and, again, needs to be knocked upside the head, so to speak, in order to try and get him to honestly and sincerely seek the truth, which he obviously has not done so far.  So, I have no problem at all getting in his face, especially since I have explained these things to him a few times already with more "genteel" language, and it obviously hasn't been able to get through to him.

 

Don Jackson

John the Baptist, our LORD Jesus Christ and the 12 apostles all preached the gospel of the kingdom.  Is that gospel the same as the gospel of the grace of God that Paul proclaims? What is the content of the gospel of the kingdom?
In Luke 9:6 Our LORD Jesus Christ sent the apostles to preach the gospel.  What was the content of that gospel?  Was it the gospel as found in 1 Cor. 15:1-4?  Show me from Scripture.
I know that you will give due diligence to these questions.
Thanks,
Don Jackson, SBG + Nothing
 

John Martignoni

I am actually going to leave these last couple of questions from Mr. Jackson for next week's edition of Apologetics for the Masses, so stay tuned...

http://www.biblechristiansociety.com/newsletter/345-apologetics-for-the-masses-273 

Introduction

I am finally(!) getting to the last part of Don Jackson's response to me from a couple of months ago.  Below is the last portion of that response, followed by my comments.  I may entertain doing more with Mr. Jackson in the future, but only if he sends me an email where he actually answers - directly - some of the questions I've been asking him, and particularly the questions I am going to be asking him in this newsletter. 
Don Jackson
You seem to think that there is "only one gospel" taught in the Bible. Only one bit of "good news'?  Really?  Answer these questions: John the Baptist, our LORD Jesus Christ and the 12 apostles all preached the gospel of the kingdom.  Is that gospel the same as the gospel of the grace of God that Paul proclaims? What is the content of the gospel of the kingdom?
In Luke 9:6 Our LORD Jesus Christ sent the apostles to preach the gospel.  What was the content of that gospel?  Was it the gospel as found in 1 Cor. 15:1-4?  Show me from Scripture.
I know that you will give due diligence to these questions.
Thanks,
Don Jackson, SBG + Nothing
 

John Martignoni
Okay, what Don Jackson is doing here is this: He claims that there is more than one gospel that is being preached during the period of time covered by the New Testament.  He makes a distinction between the gospel of the kingdom and the gospel of grace.  He, and folks like him - people who "rightly divide" (they literally divide) the Scriptures - contend that there is one gospel, the gospel of the kingdom, that is meant for the Jews - which is the one that Jesus and the Apostles preached - and another gospel that is meant for the Gentiles - the "gospel of grace" as he calls it, that Paul preaches.  You see, Paul is preaching a gospel that talks about the death and resurrection of Jesus (1 Cor 15:1-4).  
Well, as Don points out, the gospels mention that Jesus and the Apostles and disciples were all preaching "the gospel" before Jesus died and was resurrected.  So, they couldn't have been preaching the same "gospel" as Paul, because Jesus had not yet died and risen from the dead when they were out preaching the gospel of the kingdom.  

Which means, according to "right division" folks, that the four gospels, and the letters written by anyone other than Paul, were meant for the Jews of the first century, not for us Gentiles, because they contain the "gospel of the kingdom".  Whereas, the letters written by Paul, with a "different" gospel (the gospel of grace) than what the Jews heard, are meant for the Gentiles.  So, even though the right division folks will say that the four gospels and the Letters of James, and Peter, and John and so on are inspired Scripture, they are not meant for us, they were meant for the 1st century Jews.  This is how they essentially try to avoid a whole lot of "works" passages and "lose your salvation" passages that appear in all of those non-Pauline New Testament books (even though they still have to deal with a number of such passages in Paul's letters).  In a nutshell, the right division folks go by what Paul says in the Bible, and not by what Jesus says.  Pretty crazy, huh?!  That's what you get when you don't have any authority governing you other than your own imagination.

So, the question is, did Jesus and the Apostles teach a different gospel than Paul?  Is the gospel of the kingdom a completely different gospel than the gospel of grace?  Actually, no, it isn't, as I will demonstrate using just the Scriptures.  Mr. Jackson makes great hay out of the fact that the gospel that was preached by Jesus and the Apostles was called the "gospel of the kingdom;" whereas, Paul preached the "gospel of grace."  Before I show how these are, in fact, the same gospel - at least, according to the Bible - I want to first mention the many "gospels" that are spoken of in the New Testament.

In the four gospels, and the Acts of the Apostles, we have the "gospel of the kingdom," the "gospel of Jesus Christ, the Son of God," the "gospel of God", the "gospel of the grace of God," and just "the gospel."  In the epistles of Paul, we find the "gospel of God," the "gospel of His Son," "my gospel," the "gospel of Christ," "our gospel," the "gospel of the glory of Christ," the "gospel of your salvation," the "gospel of peace," the "gospel of our Lord Jesus," and just "the gospel."  

Would Don Jackson contend that these are all different gospels?  Well, he seems to be doing just that.  But here's the thing: they are all actually the same gospel.  I say that because Paul tells us as much.  In Acts 20:24, Paul tells us that the ministry he received from Jesus was "to testify to the gospel of the grace of God."  Okay, so Paul's ministry is to testify to the gospel of grace.  So, the gospel that Paul preaches, according to the Bible (and according to Mr. Don Jackson), is the gospel of grace.  Wonderful.  But, in Romans 1:1, Paul tells us that he was "set apart for the gospel of God."  So, has Paul been given two different gospels - the gospel of grace and the gospel of God?  Nope.  Over and over again Paul talks about "the gospel" - singular.  Not, the gospels - plural.  So, the "gospel of grace" and the "gospel of God" are the same gospel - THE gospel as he often refers to it.  

And, this conclusion that they are the same gospel is verified in Galatians 1:6-7, where Paul tells us that there is no other gospel other than the gospel of Christ.  Well, since the "gospel of Christ" is the gospel of which there is no other, then that means Paul is preaching one, and only one, gospel.  Which means the "gospel of Christ" has to be the same gospel as "the gospel of grace" and the same gospel as the "gospel of God".  And all of these must be the same gospel as "THE" gospel.  Any other gospel is just a perversion of the gospel of Christ (Gal 1:6-7).  Which means that all the other gospels Paul mentions - "our gospel" and "my gospel" and "the gospel of the glory of Christ" and the "gospel of your salvation" and the "gospel of peace" and "the gospel of our Lord Jesus" - are all the same gospel as the others - THE gospel - the gospel of Christ - the gospel of God - the gospel of grace.  At least, according to the Bible.

So, I've established, from the Bible, that "the gospel" and the "gospel of Christ" and the "gospel of God" and the "gospel of grace" are all the same gospel.  So, is this gospel different from the "gospels" that are mentioned in 1st Peter?  Mr. Jackson says they are - Peter teaches a different gospel than Paul, according to the gospel of Don Jackson.  In 1 Peter 4:6 we find mention of "the gospel."  And, in 1 Peter 4:17, it mentions the "gospel of God."  So, for Peter, "the gospel" is the "gospel of God."  And, from Paul's letters we see that the "gospel of God" is indeed the "gospel of grace," as I've just shown.  And, that, according to Paul, there is only one legitimate gospel - be it called the gospel of grace or of God or of Christ, etc.  

So, unless Mr. Jackson wishes to claim that the term "the gospel of God" means something completely different to Peter than it does to Paul, then his claim that Peter and Paul were teaching separate and different gospels to the Jews and the Gentiles, respectively, is spurious and his whole "right division" house of cards comes crumbling down.  So, Don, can you show me, in the Bible, where it says that the phrase "the gospel of God" means one thing for Peter and a completely different thing for Paul? 

Furthermore, Mr. Jackson not only has to show that Peter and Paul used the same term to describe completely different gospels, but that the Holy Spirit used the same term to describe completely different gospels.  After all, the Holy Spirit is the primary author of Scripture.  So, does the term "gospel of God" mean two different things to the Holy Spirit?  Where does the Bible tell you that, Don?

And still furthermore, Mr. Jackson needs to explain how - if Paul tells us there is only one legitimate gospel - how could Peter be preaching a different gospel than what Paul was preaching?  That would mean that Peter was teaching a perverse gospel.  Don, do you maintain that Peter was teaching a perverse gospel?

Now, what about the gospel that Jesus and His disciples were teaching before He was crucified, buried, and resurrected?  How could it be the same gospel that Paul was preaching?  Well, I contend that it was the same gospel, just not necessarily preached in its fullness, at first.  Although, before Jesus died it was indeed being preached in its fullness.  

In Mark 1:1, it talks about the "beginning" of the "gospel of Jesus Christ."  Well, if the gospel has a beginning, then that means it has a middle and an end, too.  So, when the gospel of the kingdom was first being preached, it probably did not mention anything about the death and resurrection of Christ - as He had not yet told the disciples about what was to come.  
However, we see in Matthew 16:21 that it says, "From that time Jesus began to show His disciples that He must go to Jerusalem and suffer many things...be killed, and on the third day be raised."  Whoa!  Wait a minute!  Mr. Jackson believes that message wasn't preached until Paul came along.  Ah, but it was preached before Paul came along.  In Matthew 24:14, Jesus is speaking of events that will occur after His death and resurrection and he says, "And this gospel of the kingdom will be preached throughout the whole world, as a testimony to all nations."  

So, the gospel of the kingdom is more complete here than it was earlier in Jesus' ministry.  More of the story is now being told.  The gospel had a beginning, a middle, and now it is getting to its end.  So, yes, I say that the gospel preached in the four gospels is the same gospel as preached by Paul.  It simply developed from its beginning (Mark 1:1) to include more details as Jesus felt His disciples were ready to handle more in the latter part of His ministry.  Anyone a Star Wars fan?  If you only saw the 1st Star Wars movie, could it be said that you had seen a different Star Wars "gospel" than someone who had seen the 2nd and 3rd Star Wars movies?  Or from someone who had seen all eight Star Wars movies?  No.  Same "gospel," you've just seen and heard different parts of it.  

Same thing with the gospel of Jesus Christ.  One gospel, but it developed over time.  Jesus revealed more of it over time.  The disciples weren't ready to hear, on day 1 of His ministry, that He had to die and be resurrected.  That information had to wait until Jesus had prepared them a bit.  So, Don, yes - there is one gospel.  Paul tells us as much when He says any other gospel than the one he is preaching is just a perversion of the real gospel.  

Also, in Mark 1:1, the gospel is referred to as the gospel of Jesus Christ.  Again, in Galatians 1:6-7, Paul tells us there is no other gospel than the gospel of Christ.  Well, is the gospel of Jesus Christ that Jesus preaches in Mark different from the gospel of Jesus Christ that Paul preaches?  Don, could you tell us where the Bible says these were two completely different gospels even though the Holy Spirit refers to both of them as the gospel of Christ? 

And, also in Mark, the gospel is referred to as the gospel of God (Mark 1:14).  So, was this a different "gospel of God" than what Paul preached?  If so, Don, where does the Bible say that? 

Besides, in Matthew 24:14, and Mark 13:10, and Mark 16:15, we see that the gospel that Jesus and the Apostles were preaching was the universal gospel that was to be preached to the entire world, to all nations.  Do you know what the "nations" were called, Don?  Gentiles.  Jesus is telling His Apostles to preach the gospel of the kingdom not just to the Jews of the 1st century, but to all nations, to all peoples - to the Gentiles as well as the Jews.  You and your "right division of Scripture" compadres have developed a false dichotomy between the gospel preached by Paul and the gospel preached by Jesus and the Apostles.  You are preaching a lie!  The Bible is pretty clear on this, when you actually read it.

Don, if you cannot answer the questions I've asked here and in my previous newsletters in a direct and straightforward manner - which you have not done to this point in time - does that not maybe tell you that what you are preaching is quite possibly wrong?  I hope and pray that the Spirit of God will cause the scales to fall from your eyes so that you may understand the true gospel of God.

Closing comments

Alright, folks, so much for Don Jackson's false gospel of "rightly dividing" Scripture.  Again, this is what you get when you have no authority, other than your own imagination and your own ego, that you answer to when it comes to interpreting the Bible.  That's pretty much it for my dealings with Don Jackson, unless, he would, by some miracle, actually give direct answers to at least some of the questions that I've asked him in my replies to his emails.  Otherwise, we'll be moving on to a different topic next week. 
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