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DECEMBER 7, 2017
Hell
By John Martignoni, Catholic Apologist
One can follow John on Twitter here, and visit the Bible Christian Society here.  

Hell and Eternal Punishment 

http://www.biblechristiansociety.com/newsletter/240-apologetics-for-the-masses-issue-188 
Q: Why would a loving God say he gives you free choice to love him, and then if you did not, send you to a place of eternal torment?  I have heard of others who believe that hell is not a place of eternal torment, but rather a spiritual death, a doing away with, or as the second death and perishing forever.  That seems more realistic.  But I would like for you to explain to me the logic of the doctrine of eternal torment of hell.
Response

Even were I as brilliant a theologian as a St. Thomas Aquinas or a St. Augustine, which I decidedly am not – neither brilliant, nor a theologian – I have a sneaking suspicion that you would not find my answer satisfactory.  I say that because it seems to me you are basing your question not on logic, but rather on feelings.  Feelings that are perfectly natural, and feelings that I can actually relate to (although my kids would tell you that Dad has no feelings), but feelings, nonetheless. 

No one likes the thought of someone suffering, even if just for a little while.  The suffering of others, especially of those we love, can be gut wrenching to us. The idea of someone suffering for all of eternity, then, is something that just doesn’t sit well with most of us.  It just doesn’t “feel” right.  But, we need to recognize that it is just that…a feeling.  And when it comes to matters of faith, feelings, no matter how sincere they are, can lead us down the wrong path.  Our Catholic Faith is a faith that is built on reason, or logic, and not on emotion, or feelings.  Now, we need a faith with emotion, but our faith cannot be built on emotion.  

Okay, on to the “logic” of eternal torment in Hell.  The logic is really quite simple: God gives you a choice to love Him or to reject Him.  If you reject Him, then you have chosen not to be with Him in Heaven.  Remember, you have rejected Him, He has not rejected you.  You have lived your life with the attitude, “God, my will be done, not Thine,” so God simply allows your will to be done for all of eternity.  You wanted to live for yourself in this lifetime, God lets you live for yourself in the next.  Hell is simply the farthest place you can be away from the God you have rejected.  

And the fact is, if you have rejected God in this lifetime, then after you die, the last place you want to be is face to face with God.  Have you ever, for example, lied about someone and they found out about it and you knew that they knew you had lied about them?  Who is the last person on earth you want to be around under those circumstances?  The person you lied about.  You don’t want to be around them.  You might spend a lot of time hiding out at home because you don’t want to go out and take the chance of them even seeing you.  And if you were to see them, it would be a very painful thing for you to endure.

What did Adam and Eve do when they sinned against God?  They hid from Him.  They did not want to even be seen by Him.  They did not want to be in His presence.  And when God did see them, what happened?  It was an experience that caused them a great deal of pain – pain that they had to endure for the rest of their lives.  So, if a soul has rejected God in this lifetime, contrary to what one might think, it would not be a very pleasant thing for that soul to be in Heaven in the presence of God.  

Think again about the pain one would experience if they had to be in the presence of someone they had lied about.  Now, take that pain, and when it comes to being in the presence of the Living God that one has utterly rejected, multiply that pain by a million to the millionth power, and you’re still not coming close to the pain the soul would feel.  That soul has rejected Love itself.  That soul has rejected Eternal Goodness.  That soul has rejected the very thing that it was created for – to love God.  Were the damned to behold the face of God, it would be so painful for them that they would long to be back in Hell.    

So, the logic of eternal torment in Hell, is that the soul has freely rejected that for which it was made.  As St. Augustine says, “Thou hast made us for thyself, O Lord, and our heart is restless until it finds its rest in thee.”  The soul cannot find rest in God because it has rejected God.  That is the essence of the punishment of Hell.  It is called the “poena damni,” or pain of loss.  The soul cannot be what it was destined to be.  The soul has lost itself in itself.  And since what the soul has rejected is Eternal Good…Eternal Love…then the soul’s suffering is eternal…without end.  That is logical.  It may not make us feel good, but it is logical.
But, does it really have to be “eternal” torment? There are those who say that it makes more sense to them that a merciful God would not allow anyone to suffer for all of eternity.  So these folks put forward the notion that either souls can repent after spending some sufficient amount of time in Hell as punishment for their sins – which means they eventually wind up in Heaven – or that God simply annihilates the souls of those who die in a state or mortal sin…simply wipes them out of existence…either after some period of punishment in Hell, or they say there is no Hell at all and the souls of the evil are annihilated immediately upon physical death.

I have to be honest here and say that I would like the latter to be true.  I wish that instead of spending an eternity suffering in Hell, that the souls of those who die in a state of mortal sin would simply be annihilated.  That way they don’t have to suffer.  I’ve often thought that if I made it to Heaven, but, for example, one of my children wound up in Hell, then how could I ever be happy in Heaven knowing that one of my children was suffering in Hell for all of eternity?  It just doesn’t feel right.

But, even though that’s the way I “feel,” I have absolutely no evidence that my “feelings” bear any resemblance to the reality of Heaven and Hell.  And that same goes for all those who “feel” that no one suffers for all eternity and so they simply dismiss the teaching of the Church on this matter, in favor of their feelings.  
There are some who even go so far as to say that not only is there no Hell, but that God does not annihilate the souls of the evil.  Instead, they say, everyone, good or evil, ends up in Heaven.  We refer to this belief as universal salvation. 

Again, though, all of these beliefs are dependent upon feelings, not logic or reason.  According to the Church Fathers and to many theologians throughout the ages, reason tells us that there can be no repentance after death. A number of different explanations are advanced for why this is so, but, essentially, the reason is that the soul that has rejected God is incapable of repentance, because the soul that has rejected God doesn’t blame itself for its situation – it blames God.

Back to the Garden.  When God catches Adam and Eve in their sin, what do they do?  Do they fess up, repent of their sin, and beg forgiveness?  No!  Adam first blames Eve and then blames God, “The woman You gave to be with me, she gave me the fruit of the tree…” (Gen 3:12).  And then Eve turns around and blames Satan.  Neither one of them takes responsibility for their actions.  Neither one of them blames themselves and says to God, “I’m sorry, please forgive me.” Just so the soul in Hell. So, there will be no repentance in Hell because the soul does not blame itself for its situation, it blames God.   

Now, to those who say that since God is Mercy, there cannot be any such place as Hell, the Church Fathers and theologians answer that God is also Justice.  His justice and His mercy are two sides of the same coin.  And, a just punishment for someone who sins against the Eternal Good, and never repents, is a punishment of an eternal nature.  Also, if there is no Hell – whether the souls of the evil are annihilated or universal salvation is true and all souls go to Heaven – then what restraint is there on the behavior of man?  While we should do good out of a motive of love for God, it is, nevertheless, true that the fear of Hell does indeed act as a restraint upon the actions of men.  But, if there were no Hell, than that restraint would be lifted and all hell would break loose. 

Finally, there is one more reason why we should believe in Hell, and in an everlasting punishment of those who die in a state of mortal sin: The Church tells us so.  Now, there will be those who read those words and a shudder will run down their spine, because to them, accepting something because the Church says it is so, amounts to blind obedience to a power hungry, aged, all-male hierarchy that lost touch with the world decades, if not centuries, ago.

Well, it is obedience, but not blind obedience.  As I have already mentioned, the reasons for not believing in Hell, for not believing the damned are eternally tormented in Hell, are based on feelings…on emotions…not on logic and reason.  Do we want a faith based on emotion?  That would be blind obedience, blind obedience to our feelings.  On the contrary, there is sound reason and logic to believe in the doctrine of eternal torment of the damned in Hell, as we have already discussed.  Furthermore, to believe in something because the Church teaches it to be true, is actually quite reasonable.  In fact, it makes no sense for someone who calls themself, Christian, and particularly for someone who calls themself, Catholic, to do otherwise. 

Think about it.  Why does a Christian believe in the Trinity?  Is that something we know by instinct?  No.  We believe it because the Church tells us there is a Trinity.  Why does a Christian believe that Jesus is God?  Is that knowledge infused in us at birth?  No.  We believe Jesus is God because the Church tells us Jesus is God.  Why does a Christian believe the Bible is the inspired, inerrant Word of God?  Is it because every single time we read the Bible our hearts and minds are so inflamed that we can’t believe it is anything but the inspired, inerrant Word of God?  No.  We believe it because the Church tells us it is the inspired, inerrant Word of God.  Why does a Christian believe bread and wine become the Body, Blood, Soul, and Divinity of Jesus Christ?  Is it because we see the flesh and taste the blood?  No, we believe it because the Church tells us bread and wine become the Body, Blood, Soul, and Divinity of Jesus Christ. 

So, if we believe all of these things, and many more, because the Church tells us so…if we accept the teaching authority of the Church in all of these matters and many more…then why does it all of a sudden not make sense to accept the teaching authority of the Church when it comes to the existence of Hell and the eternal torment of the damned in Hell?  If we believe Doctrine A based on the authority of the Church, then why do we reject Doctrine B when it is taught by the same Church with the same authority?  That makes no sense whatsoever.

Either you believe the Church was founded by Jesus Christ, through the power of the Holy Spirit, and for that reason accept her teachings as true, or you don’t.  If you don’t, then why would you want to be a member of the Church?  If you do, then why would you doubt the Church when it teaches about Hell and eternal punishment, or anything else for that matter?  Or, maybe you believe the Church was founded by Jesus Christ, but that the power of the Holy Spirit no longer guides the Church?  If so, then again, why would you want to be in this Church? 
And, if you believe the Church is not guided by the Holy Spirit, and thus you believe the Church is wrong in its teachings on Hell and eternal punishment, then what reason do you have for believing the Church is right on anything?  On the Trinity?  On Jesus?  On the Sacraments?  On Salvation?

I can honestly say that if I thought the Church was wrong, on any single one of its doctrines and dogmas, or moral teachings – Hell, salvation, the Trinity, the Sacraments, abortion, contraception, Purgatory, homosexuality, women priests, divorce and remarriage, or any other one – then I would no longer be Catholic.  Because if the Church can be wrong in any one of its teachings on faith and morals, then it could be wrong on every one of its teachings on faith and morals, and it could not be the Church founded by Jesus Christ, and it would make no sense to remain.  I could not, in good conscience, remain.  So, even though I may "feel" one way about eternal punishment in Hell, I still have to trust, I still have to have faith, that God gave me a way of knowing what is true in this regard.  And that way is His Church.  And I have to trust in Him that He knows best, and that no matter what happens in the end, justice and mercy will both be done. 

Finally, if you doubt the Church when it comes to its teachings on Hell, then why would you believe the Church when it tells you there is a Heaven?  After all, where did you learn your belief about Heaven?  From the Church.  Isn’t it a bit hypocritical to not believe the Church on Hell, but then to turn around and believe the Church on Heaven?  Ask yourself if you want a faith built on reason, and logic, and the authority of the Church founded by Jesus Christ, or if you want one built on blind obedience to your emotions. The road is wide and easy…

Is Hell eternal? 

http://www.biblechristiansociety.com/newsletter/347-apologetics-for-the-masses-275 
Introduction

Craig, a regular reader of this newsletter recently sent me an article he had written entitled, Why God Will Destroy Hell.  I thought it provided a good vehicle for talking about the question of whether or not Hell is eternal.  Does God really punish people forever!?  His article will appear first in its entirety, then I'll repeat it but with my comments interspersed. 

Why God will destroy Hell

Many believe that Hell is forever. They believe God will assign all the wicked to this place where their torment will never end. Those who hold to this belief also usually believe the majority of mankind will end up there! I too used to believe this.

What’s the big deal?

Why is this not possible? Why does anyone believe this?

Let’s address the first question. The reason so many believe this is the Bible appears to teach this. There are phrases in the Bible that seem to make it quite clear that the wicked will suffer day and night for ever and ever!

So why would I say, “this is not only unlikely but an impossibility?  What are the implications of this belief on the character of God?

First problem
The key reason this cannot be true is because God would not stand for it. It is a contradiction to His character. The primary characteristic of God is His Love and mercy. His love triumphs over our just reward. His mercy says to the woman caught in adultery, “neither do I condemn you, go and sin no more”!

He did not come into the world to condemn the world, but that the world through Him might be saved!  There are many Scriptures that talk about how God will “reconcile all things to Himself”.
He does all things after the council of His will. No one can say to Him, “Why are you doing that?”

It is in fact His will that no one should perish, but that all should come to repentance. God finds no pleasure in the death of the wicked.  We may say we hope they burn in hell forever! This is not God’s desire! If we really think about it, this is repulsive to us as well unless we have an unforgiving heart. Jesus said, “If you will not forgive men their sins neither will your Father in heaven forgive you!”

The key to solving this conundrum is recognizing the misunderstanding of the words “forever” and “eternal”. It is also critical to understand that God alone possesses immortality. Man does not possess it unless God grants it to him, thus the saying, “corruption must put on incorruption, and mortality must put on immortality”. If it were true that all mankind possess immortality then those who did not make it to heaven would have to spend eternity somewhere, but nowhere in the Bible does it say all mankind have eternal or unending life.

Jonah 2:6, “Jonah went down to the bottoms of the mountains; the earth with her bars was about me forever; yet hast Thou brought up my life from corruption, O LORD my God.”

The word forever in the Bible does not always mean without end. At times it does. At other times it is referring to what seems to us a very long time. Think about it. When you say “forever” do you always mean a time without end? No.  We are told in the Scriptures that the last enemy God will destroy is death. In Revelations 20:14 says:

“And death and hell were cast into the lake of fire. This is the second death.”

After this we are told all things are become new. There is not more pain or sorrow or death. When death and hell are obliterated all evil is gone. If the wicked were still suffering in hell, you could not say there is no more pain or sorrow. In fact, you would have to say that the sufferings and pain of mankind have never been greater!
Why is this such a terrible belief?  First and foremost, it has terrible implication about the true character of God. You probably never really thought about this. I know I had not.

Think about it: Hell was created by God to serve His purposes. His purposes are always just. He also cannot separate His compassion and mercy from His justice. These characteristics are who He is. Can He require us to love our enemies and do good to those who do evil to us so that we can imitate Him, then turn around and assign these same people to a place where there is no rest day or night, where love does not exist and pain never ends? Would you do that? Are you more compassionate than God? I think not!

You see the problem?

Second problem
We are to be imitators of God as His dear children. 

If we think God would be so heartless as to assign the majority of His creation to a place of unending torment and torture, then can we not justify our cruel heartless actions towards others? Does not this perception of God perpetuate cruelty in our world?

Third problem
How can the lost turn to Christ the Savior and embrace Him with true love? Are those who are lost turning to Christ out of true love for Him or rather out of fear of the alternative of everlasting hell? Can we truly love a “God” who would assign many of our own friends and family to unending torture?

Some will say, “Well they chose hell”. Yeah right! No one chooses eternal torment! God alone possesses the power of life and death. If anyone spends unending torment in hell it is because God has placed them there and God see this as justice. I think not!

If you were assigned to a place of unending pain and torment would you not beg God to end your misery? What kind of a “God” would say to you, “Sorry you chose this place not me” and leave you there in your pain and suffering? Is this the God of the Bible? Is this the Christ who suffered for our sins?

Then rejoice in the Great God of love, mercy and compassion. A salvation that goes far beyond “all that we ask of think”.  Behold the lamb of God who takes away the sins of the world!

Craig

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

Craig

Why God will destroy Hell

Many believe that Hell is forever. They believe God will assign all the wicked to this place where their torment will never end. Those who hold to this belief also usually believe the majority of mankind will end up there! I too used to believe this.

What’s the big deal?

Why is this not possible? Why does anyone believe this?

Let’s address the first question. The reason so many believe this is the Bible appears to teach this. There are phrases in the Bible that seem to make it quite clear that the wicked will suffer day and night for ever and ever!

 

My Comments

First, let's consider some of the "phrases in the Bible that seem to make it quite clear that the wicked will suffer" for all of time - phrases that are not mentioned in this article.  

Rev 14:11, "And the smoke of their torment goes up for ever and ever; and they have no rest, day or night, these worshippers of the beast and its image..."

Rev 20:10, "And the devil who had deceived them was thrown into the lake of fire and brimstone where the beast and the false prophet were, and they will be tormented day and night for ever and ever."

Matt 25:46, "And they will go away into eternal punishment, but the righteous into eternal life."

Mark 9:43, "And if your hand causes you to sin, cut it off; it is better for you to enter life maimed than with two hands to go to Hell, to the unquenchable fire."

2 Thessalonians 1:9, "They shall suffer the punishment of eternal destruction and exclusion from the presence of the Lord and from the glory of His might."

And those are just a few of the many passages that talk of the eternal and everlasting punishments of Hell.  Maybe that's why so many people, including the Church, believe the Bible "appears" to teach that the wicked in Hell suffer tor all of eternity - because it actually does teach that.  

 

Craig

First problem
So why would I say, “this is not only unlikely but an impossibility?  What are the implications of this belief on the character of God?

The key reason this cannot be true is because God would not stand for it. It is a contradiction to His character. The primary characteristic of God is His Love and mercy. His love triumphs over our just reward. His mercy says to the woman caught in adultery, “neither do I condemn you, go and sin no more”!
He did not come into the world to condemn the world, but that the world through Him might be saved!  There are many Scriptures that talk about how God will “reconcile all things to Himself”.  He does all things after the council of His will. No one can say to Him, “Why are you doing that?”

It is in fact His will that no one should perish, but that all should come to repentance. God finds no pleasure in the death of the wicked.  We may say we hope they burn in hell forever! This is not God’s desire! If we really think about it, this is repulsive to us as well unless we have an unforgiving heart. Jesus said, “If you will not forgive men their sins neither will your Father in heaven forgive you!”

 

My Comments

To answer his question about what the "implications of this belief on the character of God" are: Well, the implications are that not only is God loving, and merciful, and forgiving, but He is also just.  The just penalty for sinning against eternal good - infinite good - is eternal punishment.  

Divine justice is not contrary to the character of God, rather it goes hand-in-hand with God's mercy.  It presents no contradiction in God's character to say that He is a God of justice.  What is going on here is that the writer of this article seems to be thoroughly imbued with the touchy-feely cumbaya theology of the past 50 years which has led many people to come to the false belief that Hell isn't simply a temporary condition a person may find themselves in, no, they have come to believe that there simply is no Hell at all!  Craig hasn't gone that far, but he is only one small step away from that heresy.

After all, if God is all about love and mercy and forgiveness, and justice is some sort of afterthought to Him, then why have a Hell at all?  I mean, isn't that kind of mean to send people to Hell, even if it's only for a few years?  Does God really want people to suffer that much?  Bad God.  Mean God.  My God is a God of love and my God would never send anyone to Hell.  That is not an uncommon position in our current day and age, even among Catholics.

Yes, it is God's will that no one should perish: "God our Savior Who desires all men to be saved and to come to the knowledge of the truth," (1 Tim 2:3-4).  But, it is also God's will that no one should sin.  Yet, people sin.  It was God's will that Adam and Eve obey His command, yet they disobeyed His command.  It was God's will that the Pharisees and lawyers get baptized by John the Baptist, yet they did not get baptized (Luke 7:30).  In other words, even though something is God's will, it doesn't always mean that it happens as God willed it to happen.  That's because we have free will and God will not impose His perfect will on our free will. So, even though it is God's will that all men be saved, that doesn't necessarily mean that all men are saved.  This is a huge flaw Craig's logic. 

Another huge flaw is this thing about the woman caught in adultery: "Go and sin no more."  Jesus didn't condemn her, so that must mean God doesn't condemn anyone.  Really?!  The problem here is: What if she did go and sin again?  What if she kept committing adultery?  In Craig's theology, you can commit as much sin as you would like here in this lifetime, ignore God's Word as much as you want, be as evil as you want, and there isn't Hell to pay.  Well, maybe for a little while.  Is that not an offense against God's justice?

And, yes, the Bible tells us that Jesus did not come into the world to condemn the world, but to save it (John 3:17).  But, it also tells us that He is the judge and all judgment has been given unto Him and that He will judge men according to their works:  

John 5:22, "The Father judges no one but has given all judgment to the Son."  

John 5:28-29, "Do not marvel at this , for the hour is coming when all who are in the tombs will hear His voice and come forth, those who have done good, to the resurrection of life, and those who have done evil, to the resurrection of judgment.

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

Hebrews 10:26-27, "For if we sin deliberately after receiving the knowledge of the truth, there no longer remains a sacrifice for sins, but a fearful prospect of judgment, and a fury of fire will consume the adversaries."

So, does this mean there is a contradiction in the Bible?  Not at all.  When Jesus came the first time, He did not come to judge the world but to bring salvation to all men.  But, He's coming back...

These passages apparently have been ignored by Craig.  This is why it is so imperative that one read all of the Bible, in context, and with the mind of the Church.  What is happening here is that Craig is imitating many of those in Protestant denominations by taking a passage here and a passage there, and having those passages trump all other passages based on his preconceived notions and beliefs.

 

Craig

The key to solving this conundrum is recognizing the misunderstanding of the words “forever” and “eternal”. It is also critical to understand that God alone possesses immortality. Man does not possess it unless God grants it to him, thus the saying, “corruption must put on incorruption, and mortality must put on immortality”. If it were true that all mankind possess immortality then those who did not make it to heaven would have to spend eternity somewhere, but nowhere in the Bible does it say all mankind have eternal or unending life.

Jonah 2:6, “Jonah went down to the bottoms of the mountains; the earth with her bars was about me forever; yet hast Thou brought up my life from corruption, O LORD my God.”

The word forever in the Bible does not always mean without end. At times it does. At other times it is referring to what seems to us a very long time. Think about it. When you say “forever” do you always mean a time without end? No. 
My Comments

The problem here is that it is Craig who apparently gets to decide when "forever" means forever and when it only means a really long time.  But the thing is, the verse that he cites to say that sometimes "forever" actually means a really long time and not forever, doesn't back up what he is saying.  In Jonah 2:6, Jonah thinks he is indeed descending to the Pit forever, not just for a long time.  "Forever" doesn't mean a really long time here, it means forever.  The fact that it wasn't forever, thanks to God's mercy, doesn't change the meaning of the word. It does not mean "a really long time" in this context, it means "forever."  Furthermore, Jonah is in the belly of the beast for only 3 days.  So is Craig saying "forever" actually means 3 days in some instances?  That's not a long time.  He has completely and utterly missed what is going on here. The problem is, he has made himself THE authoritative interpreter of Scripture, and that is a really dangerous thing to do. 

The "key to solving this conundrum" is to realize that there is no conundrum.  When God uses the word "eternal," He means "eternal."  Yes, we oftentimes use the word in a colloquial manner when we say things like, "That took forever."  But the context tells us, pretty clearly, that our meaning is not literally forever.  

The word may be used that way somewhere in the Bible, I don't really know, but in pretty much all of the places that I looked, the words "forever" and "eternal," in context, mean without end.  They are almost always used in the context of the next life - which is without end - or in relation to God - Who is without end.

For example, 2 Tim 2:10, "Therefore I endure everything for the sake of the elect, that they also may obtain the salvation which in Christ Jesus goes with eternal glory."  So, does eternal here mean, "a long time," but not forever and ever?  Do we have salvation for only a set period of time and then we lose it somehow, just like Craig says eternal damnation is only for a set period of time and then its over?

Romans 16:26, "...but is now disclosed and through the prophetic writings is made known to all nations, according to the command of the eternal God..."  Is God only God for a really long period of time, but not for all of eternity?

John 10:28, "...and I give them eternal life, and they shall never perish..."  I'll bet Craig believes that "eternal" means without end here.  Why?  Because it fits with what he wants to believe.  It fits his preconceived beliefs and so he makes the Bible conform to what he believes rather than the other way around.

And, here is a verse that presents a really, really big problem for Craig: Matthew 26:24 - "The Son of Man goes as it is written of Him, but woe to that man by whom the Son of Man is betrayed! It would have been better for that man if he had not been born."  Well, if Judas is going to eventually end up in Heaven, then how could Jesus say that it would be better for him if he had never been born?  If Hell is temporary, but Heaven is forever and ever - without end - then it makes no sense for Jesus to say that.

And here is a verse that presents an even bigger problem for Craig's interpretation of "eternal," Matthew 25:46 - And they will go away into eternal punishment, but the righteous into eternal life."  According to Craig, the first "eternal" must mean only a really long time, where the second "eternal" means forever and ever.  I'll let St. Augustine answer that argument: 

"How can eternal punishment be taken to mean a fire of long duration, and eternal life be believed to be without end, when in the very same place and in one and the same sentence Christ spoke of both together...?  If both are eternal, certainly it must be understood either that both are of long duration but with an end, or both are perpetual and without end.  For they are related as being equal: on the one hand, eternal punishment, and on the other, eternal life.  But to say in this one and the same sense, eternal life will be without end and eternal punishment will have an end, is quite absurd."

I wouldn't want to be on the wrong end of one of St. Augustine's arguments.

 

Craig

We are told in the Scriptures that the last enemy God will destroy is death. In Revelations 20:14 says:

“And death and hell were cast into the lake of fire. This is the second death.”

After this we are told all things are become new. There is not more pain or sorrow or death. When death and hell are obliterated all evil is gone. If the wicked were still suffering in hell, you could not say there is no more pain or sorrow. In fact, you would have to say that the sufferings and pain of mankind have never been greater!

 

My Comments

Again, a huge misinterpretation of the Scriptures, that results from him not taking Rev 20:14 in context.  He apparently didn't read Rev 20:13 and Rev 20:15.  There is a judgment going on at the end of time.  Christ is the judge.  All men are judged by "what they had done."  Then Death and Hades are thrown into the lake of fire.  Craig seems to think that Hades is Hell.  And that when Hades is thrown into the lake of fire, then that's it, Hell is "obliterated," according to Craig.  The problem is, Hades is not Hell.  The lake of fire is Hell.  We know this because in Rev 20:10, it tells us that Satan is thrown into the lake of fire, where the false prophet and the beast already are, and that they will be "tormented day and night for ever and ever."  Well, that's a pretty good description of what happens in Hell.  Furthermore, in verse 15, Scripture tells us that those whose names are not found written in the book of life are thrown into the lake of fire.  Are these people "obliterated"?  Nowhere does the Church teach that anyone is obliterated, or annihilated - not Satan, not his angels, and not those who die with mortal sin on their souls.

In fact, the Church teaches that the pains of Hell are forever.  In the Fourth Lateran Council and the Council of Florence and other councils, the Church has taught that the sufferings of Hell are eternal.  The Catechism states as follows: "Immediately after death the souls of those who die in a state of mortal sin descend into hell, where they suffer the punishments of hell, 'eternal fire.'  The chief punishment of hell is eternal separation from God..." (CCC #1035).  In #1861 it states, "If it [mortal sin] is not redeemed by repentance and God's forgiveness, it causes exclusion from Christ's kingdom and the eternal death of hell..."
The punishments of Hell last for all of eternity.  Hell is not destroyed when Christ returns at the end of time.  Craig's "interpretation" of the Scriptures makes a mockery of the judgment of Matthew 25, with the sheep and the goats.  According to Craig's interpretation, the scene would necessarily play out as follows:  Christ returns to earth.  The dead are raised.  The sheep are put on the right, and the goats on the left.  The sheep are told they have eternal life and the goats are told they have eternal punishment.  Then, Christ throws Death and Hades into the lake of fire, and that means there is no more suffering, so the goats who were just told they will suffer eternal punishment, now get to have eternal life.  Sort of a "just kidding" moment that Jesus pulled on them.

What Craig, again, is not doing, is putting things in context.  The verses that talk about a new heaven and a new earth and no more tears and no more death and no more pain is being addressed specifically to those who die in a state of grace, to the sheep who were on God's right hand at the judgment.  To those who fed the hungry, clothed the naked, and so on.  

We know this because in verse 8 of Revelation 21, it says, "But as for the cowardly, the faithless, the polluted, as for murderers, fornicators, sorcerers, idolaters, and all liars, their lot shall be in the lake that burns with fire and brimstone, which is the second death."  The second death is eternal damnation - it is not "obliteration" or annihilation.  Interpreting the Scriptures as Craig does turns Jesus into a guy who contradicts Himself over and over again.  His interpretation makes a holy mess of the Scriptures.

 

Craig

Why is this such a terrible belief?  First and foremost, it has terrible implication about the true character of God. You probably never really thought about this. I know I had not.

Think about it: Hell was created by God to serve His purposes. His purposes are always just. He also cannot separate His compassion and mercy from His justice. These characteristics are who He is. Can He require us to love our enemies and do good to those who do evil to us so that we can imitate Him, then turn around and assign these same people to a place where there is no rest day or night, where love does not exist and pain never ends? Would you do that? Are you more compassionate than God? I think not!

You see the problem?

 

My Comments

This is one of those instances where it is best to remember the lines: "For who has known the mind of the Lord so as to instruct Him?" (1 Cor 2:16), and "Has God not made foolish the wisdom of this world?" (1 Cor 1:20).  Sometimes there are things in our faith that we simply cannot wrap our minds around.  So, since we can't understand it, does that give us the right to start making up our own beliefs?  No, it doesn't.  We still have to conform our beliefs to what God has taught us in His Word, in and through His Church, as opposed to conforming God's Word to our beliefs.

The question: "Are you more compassionate than God?" is not the correct question to be asking.  The correct question is: "Are you more just than God?"  Or, do you know more about mercy and justice than God?"  The answer to all of these questions is, "No."  

Let's say I wanted to have an affair - commit adultery - could I say, "Well, I did it because I stopped loving my wife and I fell in love with this other woman.  So, I did it out of love.  Will God condemn me to Hell just because I fell in love with someone other than my wife?  God wouldn't do that, would He?"  In other words, I would be way more compassionate to myself than God would probably be in this situation.  So, does that mean that I'm more compassionate than God?  No, it doesn't.  It means that I am less just than God.  

 

Craig

Second problem
We are to be imitators of God as His dear children. If we think God would be so heartless as to assign the majority of His creation to a place of unending torment and torture, then can we not justify our cruel heartless actions towards others? Does not this perception of God perpetuate cruelty in our world?

 

My Comments

This is a straw man argument.  I have never heard of anyone, anywhere, at any time, try to justify their "cruel heartless actions toward others" by saying, "Well, I did it because there's a Hell, and if God can do it, then so can I."  So, no, this "perception of God" does not perpetuate cruelty in our world.  It is those who do not conform themselves to God's law for us that perpetuate cruelty in our world.  

God allows those who have rejected Him to go to the place where they are separated from Him - Hell.  If you had a child who hated you, who disobeyed your rules, who did harm to your other children, who did not want to be anywhere near you, would you be so heartless as to bind them and force them to sit in your presence every single minute of every day for their entire lives?  How cruel would that be?!  Or would you let him go, as the father did in the Parable of the Prodigal Son?  If you had compassion, you would let him go.  You would let him separate himself from you and from your family.  And, you would let him suffer the consequences of his choices.  That would be the just, and merciful, and compassionate thing to do.  

 

Craig

Third problem
How can the lost turn to Christ the Savior and embrace Him with true love? 
Are those who are lost turning to Christ out of true love for Him or rather out of fear of the alternative of everlasting hell? Can we truly love a “God” who would assign many of our own friends and family to unending torture?

Some will say, “Well they chose hell”. Yeah right! No one chooses eternal torment! God alone possesses the power of life and death. If anyone spends unending torment in hell it is because God has placed them there and God see this as justice. I think not!

If you were assigned to a place of unending pain and torment would you not beg God to end your misery? What kind of a “God” would say to you, “Sorry you chose this place not me” and leave you there in your pain and suffering? Is this the God of the Bible? Is this the Christ who suffered for our sins?

Then rejoice in the Great God of love, mercy and compassion. A salvation that goes far beyond “all that we ask of think”.  Behold the lamb of God who takes away the sins of the world!

 

My Comments

"How can the lost turn to Christ and embrace Him with true love?"  Gee, I don't know, maybe the same way the lost have been turning to Christ and embracing Him with true love for the last 2000 years?  There is nothing in the teaching of Hell that precludes those who are lost from turning to Christ in love.  Craig wants to place his mindset in the minds and hearts of every other man and woman on this planet.  Not a good thing to do.  I was lost, terribly lost, for 13 years.  I was headed straight to Hell.  Yet, I turned to Christ and embraced Him, eventually, with true love.  Yet, I believe in Hell and that there are, as Jesus says, many who take the wide and easy path to Hell.  According to Craig's theology, that isn't possible.  So, how did I do that?

Furthermore, this thing about turning to Christ because you fear the pains of Hell - Craig presents this as somehow being a non-legitimate reason for turning to Christ.  Who is Craig to say such a thing?  Scripture tells us that the fear of the Lord is the beginning of wisdom.  Now, some will say, "Well, that means you fear offending Him because of your love for Him."  Well, maybe, but I would say that is only one of the meanings the phrase has.  Another of the meanings is to fear the punishments due to disobeying the Lord's commandments and not following His will for your life.  Jesus, in fact, tells us as much, "And do not fear those who kill the body but cannot kill the soul; rather fear him who can destroy both soul and body in Hell."  Well, who exactly is it that can destroy both body and soul in Hell?  Jesus, who is all-loving and all-merciful tells us to be afraid of the one who can destroy our body and our soul in Hell.  Fear of the Lord is the beginning of wisdom.

Getting someone to "fear the Lord" by recognizing that their behavior could cause them to suffer the punishments of Hell for all of eternity, is actually not a bad first step towards loving the Lord with all of your mind, heart, strength, and soul.  You are not going to find that a lot of people can love, right off the bat, a Jesus that they do not know and may never have heard of.  So, if the only legitimate way of getting people to turn to Christ is because they love Christ, well, you're going to have a tough time.  But, if you can get them to start thinking about mending their ways of living because of the punishment due to their sins, and that becomes a first step towards a true and authentic love of Christ, where is the problem with that?  

And, yes, Craig, those who end up in Hell are there because they chose to be there.  Furthermore, the Church teaches that they do not repent of their sins once they begin suffering the pains of Hell.  If that were so, don't you think God would have forgiven Satan and his angels by now?  Satan, who is more intelligent, and who knows about God with more certainty than any of us here on earth, still hasn't repented, has he?  No, in fact, he is doing just the opposite of repenting.  He is trying his best to have as many of God's children as possible wind up in Hell with him.  Do you think God is thinking, "Well, that Satan, even though he's doing everything he can to thwart my purposes for mankind, I guess he's suffered enough, maybe it's time to forgive him."  If you believe someone will repent once they have tasted the punishments of Hell, then why haven't Satan and his angels repented?  Why haven't they cried to God for mercy?  The same is true of those among men who choose Hell over Heaven.  They will not seek repentance.  They will not cry out for mercy.  They will spend eternity in Hell because they choose that over the alternative.

To wrap this up, the overall message here is that Craig, a Catholic, is trying to pass off as fact, his opinion of the way things should be.  It's one thing to ask questions and to speculate on matters related to theology, it's quite another to try and present your opinion - an opinion that is not held by the Church - as dogma.  At the Fourth Lateran Council, the Council of Florence, and other councils, the punishments of Hell are taught as being eternal - without end.  In the Catechism, which contains the official teaching of the Church, the pains of Hell are taught as being eternal - without end.  The Early Church Fathers - as well as the later Church Fathers - taught that the pains of Hell are eternal.  The theology of anyone who says otherwise, or who says there is no Hell, is simply wrong.  It is not Catholic theology.  It is a dangerous theology that, if not repented of, could possibly land someone in Hell for all of eternity - even if they try to console themselves with the thought, "Hey, I'll only be here for a little while."

Closing Comments

It is a very dangerous thing to think you know better than the Church when it comes to matters of doctrine and morals.  To knowingly and willingly reject a doctrinal teaching of the Church - such as Hell being eternal - is a mortal sin, and can, ironically, cause you to end up in Hell for all of eternity.
* * *
Jesus’ “descent into hell”

http://www.biblechristiansociety.com/newsletter/51-apologetics-for-the-masses-issue-43
This week I want to briefly re-visit something Protestant pastor Matt Johnson said in one of his emails (http://ephesians-511.net/docs/APOLOGETICS_DEBATE_WITH_A_NON-CATHOLIC_PASTOR-JOHN_MARTIGNONI.doc). It was regarding the Apostles’ Creed. Particularly, the part of the Apostles’ Creed which states that Jesus “descended into hell.” I’ll reproduce the relevant part of our previous discussion on this topic below, and then expand on it a bit.

Matt: My specific point here does not even involve the veracity of this creed. My point is that you have gone outside the scriptures for something you call essential. I find that very telling. 


John: Actually, I haven’t gone “outside the scriptures” for anything. Everything in the Apostles’ Creed is scriptural. That’s why I asked you those questions – which are quite relevant to this discussion – about which part, or parts, of the Apostles’ Creed do you not believe in. It’s all from the Word of God. Do you really think that my believing in God the Father as Creator of heaven and earth as a core belief of Christianity, is going outside the scriptures? And do you further think that my believing in Jesus Christ being incarnated and born of a virgin as a core belief of Christianity, is going outside the scriptures? Again, please let me know which parts of the Apostles’ Creed you don’t believe in. 


Matt: Could you quote me the chapter and verse where the Bible says “He descended into hell.”? Where specifically does the Bible teach this clearly? Please show me where the Bible says “descended into Hell”. It must be an important and clear teaching to be recognized as a “core belief” of yours. Or is it possible that some of your core beliefs are really just late interpretations of scripture? 


John2: There is no verse in Scripture that says the exact words, “He descended into hell.” Just as there are no words in Scripture that say there is one God, but that one God is a trinity of 3 persons – Father, Son, and Holy Spirit – each consubstantially God. Yet, you believe that don’t you? 

Matt: The reason I believe in the concept of the Trinity is because the Bible supports the concept.

John: However, there are verses in Scripture which mention how Jesus descended into the “heart of the earth,” (Matt 12:38-41); “the abyss,” (Rom 10:6-7); “the lower parts of the earth,” (Ephesians 4:8-9), and how he preached to the “spirits in prison,” (1 Peter 3:19) after His death. So, call it the “heart of the earth,” “the lower parts of the earth,” “the abyss,” “prison,” or whatever else you want to…we call it hell or hades. 

Matt: Interesting. You can call it what you like, huh? God doesn’t call it hell. You do. Changing words often changes meaning. Are you sure you haven’t changed both the words and the meaning? Are those words interchangeable? Are hell and hades the exact same thing?

Matt found one thing in the Creed that he took issue with, the fact that he can find no Scripture verse that directly states that Jesus descended into “hell.” So, I pointed out to him that there is no Scripture verse that directly states that there is one God, and that God is a trinity of three persons, each one being consubstantially God – yet, even though there is no Scripture verse that says such a thing – he believes in this teaching. He responded by claiming that Scripture “supports the concept.” 


Isn’t that nice?! Scripture has to say exactly what Catholics believe (as long as Matt disagrees with that belief), but it doesn’t have to say exactly what Matt believes…it just has to “support the concept.” Don’t get me wrong, I’m not disagreeing with him about Scripture supporting the concept of the Trinity…I’m just pointing out that he is rather inconsistent in how he applies his standards. There is one biblical standard for Catholic belief…it has to be stated exactly (although, even when it is stated exactly – as in John 6 – he still may not believe it) and there is another biblical standard for what Matt Johnson believes…it just has to be supported “in concept.” 


Next, I pointed out to Matt that there are several verses in Scripture which say that Jesus did descend somewhere, which he agreed with. The problem he had, is that it didn’t say he descended into hell, and he took issue when I basically said it was a matter of semantics, that we were saying the same thing, just in different ways. You read his response above about “changing words often changes meanings.” 


My response to that is, sometimes changing words does change the meaning, sometimes it doesn’t. He should agree with that since he said changing words “often” changes meanings. He knows that is not an absolute. The problem Matt has here, is the same problem he has everywhere else. Matt leans unto his own understanding. Which, Scripture tells us, is not a wise thing to do. 


Let’s examine the verses that mention Jesus descending somewhere and see what we come up with. And I’m going to do something here which I don’t usually do, which is to get into the Greek wording of Scripture a bit – it’s kind of necessary in this instance. 

First let’s repeat the verses mentioned above: 


1) Matthew 12:38-41: Jesus descended into the “heart of the earth;” 2) Rom 10:6-7: “the abyss;” 3) Ephesians 4:8-9: "the lower parts of the earth;” and 4) 1 Peter 3:19: He preached to the “spirits in prison.” 


Okay, first issue I want to address, is that Matt, as shown above, has a problem with me using the word “hell” in place of the word “hades” or in place of any of the other terms mentioned above describing where Jesus descended to. Well, that also means he has a problem, then, with the King James Version (KJV) of the Bible. Because, the Greek word “hades” appears 10 or 11 times in the New Testament. In every place that the Greek word “hades” is used, do you know what word the KJV uses? That’s right, it uses the word “hell.” So, I hope Matt takes the translators of the KJV to task in the same way he takes me and the Catholic Church to task on this issue.


The question is, though, why do we use the word “hell” in the Creed instead of the Greek word “hades,” and why did the translators of the KJV use the word “hell” instead of the Greek word “hades”? Could it possibly be because for the longest time the two words were, in fact, used interchangeably by a whole lot of folks? 


First, let’s get the definition of the Greek word “hades.” And, this definition is from Thayer’s Lexicon – which is a Protestant lexicon. 


“Hades: 1) name Hades or Pluto – the god of the lower regions; 2) Orcus – the nether world, the realm of the dead; 3) later use of this word: the grave, death, hell.” 


Did you catch that? “Hades” was used to refer to “hell.” So, right here from a Protestant resource, we see that the two words were, in fact, used interchangeably. So, just by using a Protestant lexicon, we could probably rest our case right there, but let’s look at some other things as well.

In Matt 12:38-41 and in Ephesians 4:8-9, it says that Jesus descended into the “heart of the earth,” and the “lower parts of the earth,” respectively. Then, in Rom 10:6-7, it says that Jesus went into the “abyss.” Let’s take a look at the definition of the Greek word “abyss.” The definition, from Thayer’s Lexicon – again, a Protestant lexicon – is as follows:


“The abyss: a) the pit; b) the immeasurable depth; c) of Orcus – a very deep gulf or chasm in the lowest parts of the earth used as the common receptacle of the dead and especially the abode of demons.” 


Hmmm. Did you catch that? It is “of Orcus.” We saw “Orcus” mentioned in the definition of “hades,” as well. This abyss is in the lowest parts of the earth. Where did Jesus descend to? The lower parts of the earth. The abyss…the pit…the abode of demons. Now, where is it that the demons reside? 


Also, in Rev 20:1-7, it talks about Satan being tossed into the bottomless “pit” and then about him being loosed from his “prison”. Well, we saw in the other verses quoted earlier, that Jesus preached to the spirits in “prison.” That he went into the “abyss,” which is the same Greek word used in Rev 20:1-7 that is translated as the “bottomless pit.” Hmmm. So, Jesus is being described as descending into the very same place that Satan is tossed. Where does Satan reside? 


In essence folks, when the Creed says Jesus descended into “hell,” it is not “adding to Scripture” or any such thing. It is merely a not so uncommon translation of the Greek word “hades” as “hell.” It does not cause different doctrine to be taught than what is found in the Scriptures. It is simply, again, that the word “hell” was quite often used when translating the Greek word “hades.” And, “hades,” “the abyss,” the “heart of the earth,” and the “lower parts of the earth,” are all pretty much describing the same thing in the minds of the folks who were writing the Scriptures. To use the word “hell” in place of the word “hades,” is to essentially use the word “hell” in place of all of these terms. Again, something that a Protestant resource tells us was in fact done.


As we see from the Scriptures themselves, Jesus descended to the place where the demons reside and where Satan was locked up. Was that hell? Was that hades? Were hell and hades thought to be entirely separate places at the time? Is Satan not in hell? Is he in hades? Where exactly is he? Where are the demons? Because Jesus apparently went to the same place Satan and the demons were thought to be. 


To wrap this up, the fact that in the 21st century, we generally refer to “hell” and “hades” as two different places, shows that the meaning of the words have changed over time. But, it doesn’t mean that the Creed is adding to the Scripture by saying Jesus descended into Hell. It simply means that the Creed is using terminology that, in the minds of some, has become outdated and simply needs to be updated. Which, might in fact, happen. We may see the English translation changed to “hades” from “hell” in the not-so-distant future. That doesn’t mean that the Church has changed its teachings, it simply means that the meaning of the words has changed a bit, and so the Church uses new terminology to more accurately reflect the current meaning of those words. 
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A little extra explanation regarding last week’s newsletter about Jesus “descending into hell.” I had a couple of you respond thinking that I was saying Jesus descended to the hell of the damned to preach to them. Let me give you the official teaching of the Church on this, from Paragraph 633 of the Catechism of the Catholic Church: 


“Scripture calls the abode of the dead, to which the dead Christ went down, ‘hell’ – Sheol in Hebrew or Hades in Greek – because those who are there are deprived of the vision of God. Such is the case for all the dead, whether evil or righteous, while they await the redeemer: which does not mean that their lot is identical, as Jesus shows through the parable of the poor man Lazarus who was received into ’Abraham’s bosom’; ‘It is precisely these holy souls, who awaited their Savior in Abraham’s bosom, whom Christ the Lord delivered when He descended into hell.’ Jesus did not descend into hell to deliver the damned, nor to destroy the hell of damnation, but to free the just who had gone before Him.”


In other words, Jesus did not descend into the hell of the damned when He descended into the lower parts of the earth…the abyss…He descended to the “hell” of the just. The just ones who had died before Christ opened the Gates of Heaven by His death and resurrection. 


The main point of my newsletter last week, was that many folks today consider hell and hades (sheol) to be entirely separate places – hades being a temporary abode of the dead, both wicked and just, and hell being the permanent abode of the wicked. However, in the past, the terms “hell” and “hades” were, and still are in some quarters, used interchangeably. We can see this quite readily in the King James Version (KJV) of the Bible (a Protestant Bible) where in every instance the Greek word “hades” is used, it is translated as “hell.” Was this bad theology on the part of the KJV translators, or was it simply the fact that the words “hell” and “hades” were used interchangeably at the time? 


Part of that interchangeability results from the fact that in Jewish theology, the thinking on hades (sheol) evolved over the centuries. 

To quote some more Protestant sources: “sheol: literally, pit, grave, and nether-world…Sheol is pictured as a gaping monster and as ‘the appointed house of all living,’ whence none return. The growing [Jewish] belief in God’s sovereignty in death as in life, transformed Sheol into the scene of punishment of the wicked. In post-Canonical Jewish literature Sheol merged with Gehenna,” (An Encyclopedia of Religion, ed. Vergilius Ferm – College of Wooster.) We see here, according to a Protestant source, that in Jewish theology Sheol (Hades) started off as the final destination for all the living, then became the place of punishment for the wicked and finally merged with Gehenna. Gehenna being the word Christ Himself used to describe hell – the place of eternal fire and punishment of the damned. So, Sheol and Gehenna are said to be basically the same thing in later Jewish literature. Hmmm…isn’t that interesting?!


“Hades: Sometimes all the dead seem to be in Hades (Acts 2:27), but elsewhere believers are in paradise (Luke 16:9, 23ff), or with the Lord (2 Cor 5:8), or under the altar (Rev 7:9). Hence Hades is sometimes just the abode of the wicked (Lk 16:23; Rev 20:13-14),” (Theological Dictionary of the New Testament, ed. Geoffrey Bromley). Hades is sometimes just the abode of the wicked…isn’t that hell?! I’ve also read in places that Sheol (Hades) was essentially Hell, but that it basically had two levels…the just in the upper level (Abraham’s bosom), the wicked in the lower level. 


Again, most (not all) folks today have a clear separation in their minds between Hades (Sheol) and Hell, so the terms are used to designate completely different places. However, that has not always been the case. So, again, when the Apostles’ Creed says that Jesus descended into “hell,” it is not to say that he descended to the damned to preach to them, but rather to say that he descended to the place of the just who had died before Christ (whether you call that place Hades, Sheol, Hell, the upper level of Hell, the lower parts of the earth, the abyss, or whatever) who were waiting for the Gates of Heaven to be opened to them. 


The secondary point that I was making in last week’s newsletter, and this is where some may have gotten confused, is that I can, going by the Bible alone, make a case to say that Jesus descended into the abode of demons and to the place where Satan resides. And where is it that the demons and Satan dwell? Well? Is it Hell? In other words, using the Protestant method of Scripture interpretation…where I am my own Pope, theologian, pastor, and Scripture scholar…I can come up with an interpretation that Scripture says Jesus descended into hell. Especially, if I am using the King James Version of the Bible, which translates “hades” as “hell.” 


In other words, to claim that the part of the Apostles Creed which says that Jesus “descended into hell” is contrary to Scripture, is simply to show one’s ignorance (sometimes wilful and deliberate ignorance) of Church teaching. It also shows ignorance of the historical development of language, and the historical development of doctrine – primarily Jewish doctrine.


The phrase, “descended into hell,” means exactly what Scripture teaches regarding Jesus’ descent after His death. If you have a problem with the terminology, if you think it should be worded differently so as to better reflect the current meaning of certain words, I would tend to agree with you. 
As I said in the last newsletter, I have heard tale that the English translation may be changed to read, “descended into hades” or, possibly, “descended to the dead.” This is not a change in doctrine or a change in theology, but merely an updating of what many consider to be outdated language. 


If, however, you wish to insist that this is a matter of theology, a matter of “adding to Scripture,” then, again, I would simply say you are suffering from a case of wilful and deliberate ignorance. The Church very clearly teaches what she means by the phrase, “descended into hell.” Anyone can see that by opening up the Catechism of the Catholic Church. To read what the Church teaches, and then to deny that the Church teaches it, is simply intellectually dishonest. 
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