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Introduction

A number of you have, over the last few years, emailed me to ask me to look at this or that anti-Catholic website and maybe “take on” the folks running the website in my newsletter. One of the folks that I often hear about from you is named Mike Gendron. He runs an organization called Proclaiming the Gospel Ministries. His website is: www.pro-gospel.org. 

He is one of these former Catholics who knows “everything” there is to know about the Catholic Church and its teachings and who feels a special call to save Catholics from the darkness of Romanism that he was, at long last, able to escape from.

So, what I’m going to do in the next few newsletters is look at some of the things on this guy’s website and comment on them. I will be doing him a huge favor since he wants to get his message out to as many Catholics as possible, and I have some 25,000+ Catholics subscribed to this newsletter. If it gets back to him that I’m doing this, and he wants to respond…well, that will be all the more fun. 

In this issue, I am going to start off by looking at an article on his website entitled, “Three Common Errors of False Teachers.” This week I’m going to comment on just the 1st error he mentions and then I’ll pick up the others in subsequent issues. I’ll print his comments in their entirety and then come back and repeat his comments with mine intermingled. His comments will be in italics. Let the games begin…

From the website, www.pro-gospel.org: 
Three Common Errors of False Teachers, by Mike Gendron:
Since we are now living in the age of religious tolerance and ecumenical unity, there are some people who will immediately call this article unloving and divisive. Others will ask, "What right do you have to judge another religion?" The answer is given in Scripture. All God-fearing people are called to make right judgments, judgments that have already been established by the objective principles of God’s Word (John 7:24). There may be nothing more important than warning people who are being deceived about their eternal destiny. If we do not lovingly confront them with God’s Gospel, they may never know how to escape the eternal fire of God’s punishment. Clearly, the most unloving thing we can do is to ignore them and let them continue down the road to destruction. For this reason, I am always willing to offend people with the   offense and exclusivity of the Gospel in the hopes that God may grant some of them repentance leading to a knowledge of the truth (2 Tim. 2:25). Let us look at three fatal errors of false prophets and how to handle them.
False Teachers Usurp the Authority of God
The supreme authority of the Bible is established both by its divine origin and inspiration (2 Pet. 1:21). It is the infallible Word of God, and it will accomplish God’s purpose (Isaiah 55:11). It is the very foundation upon which all Christian truths rest. For followers of the Lord Jesus Christ, the Bible is the final court of appeal in all matters pertaining to faith and godliness. "All Scripture is God-breathed and is useful for teaching, rebuking, correcting and training in righteousness" (2 Tim. 3:16). The divine authority of Scripture corrects and rebukes all false teaching because there is no higher authority or infallible source in which to appeal. It is the Word of God, and God cannot lie, cannot break His promise and cannot deceive.
People fall into serious error and sin when they exalt their own authority over God’s authority or when they suppress the truth of God’s Word to promote their own self-serving agendas. The Roman Catholic religion has done this by establishing its traditions and teachings to be equal in authority with Scripture (Catechism of the Catholic Church [CCC] par. 82). In doing so, it has usurped the supreme authority of our sovereign God who alone has the right to rule and determine the eternal destinies of men. This fatal error has opened the flood gates to numerous other deadly heresies including: the preaching of another gospel, the worship of a counterfeit Jesus, the buying and selling of God’s grace through indulgences, the creation of a fictitious place called purgatory, the establishment of other mediators and praying to and for the dead. These errors are fatal because anyone who is embracing them when they take their last breath will experience eternal death.
Catholics who are being deceived by these fatal errors must be told that the world has known only one infallible teacher. He is the Lord Jesus Christ, who was the personification of truth and every word He spoke was truth (John 14:6, 17:17). Those who are seeking the truth need to look only to Christ and His Word. The Catholic religion has become corrupt the same way Judaism became corrupt – by following the traditions of men instead of the Word of God (Mark 7:13). The Pharisees taught much truth, but by mixing it with error, they "made the word of God of no effect." We must never forget that the Bible is what God says and religion is what man says God says.
—————————————————————————————————————————————————

Mike Gendron
Three Common Errors of False Teachers:  Since we are now living in the age of religious tolerance and ecumenical unity, there are some people who will immediately call this article unloving and divisive. Others will ask, "What right do you have to judge another religion?" The answer is given in Scripture. All God-fearing people are called to make right judgments, judgments that have already been established by the objective principles of God’s Word (John 7:24). There may be nothing more important than warning people who are being deceived about their eternal destiny. If we do not lovingly confront them with God’s Gospel, they may never know how to escape the eternal fire of God’s punishment. Clearly, the most unloving thing we can do is to ignore them and let them continue down the road to destruction. For this reason, I am always willing to offend people with the   offense and exclusivity of the Gospel in the hopes that God may grant some of them repentance leading to a knowledge of the truth (2 Tim. 2: 25). Let us look at three fatal errors of false prophets and how to handle them.
John Martignoni
In essence, I agree with what he is saying in that we, as Catholic Christians, need to be concerned with the souls of all those we come across.  We need to evangelize always and everywhere.  We need to never be afraid to present someone with the truths of Jesus Christ, even if it seems divisive to do so or causes that person or persons to get upset.  After all, truth is a very divisive thing – it scares people and it bothers people.  We need to consider that someone is going to end up either in Heaven or Hell, and we could be the one that opens the door of Heaven to them by planting a seed of truth that the Holy Spirit can then water, nourish, and make grow unto salvation.  The salvation of souls is what it is all about. 

Mike Gendron
False Teachers Usurp the Authority of God
The supreme authority of the Bible is established both by its divine origin and inspiration (2 Pet.1:21). It is the infallible Word of God, and it will accomplish God’s purpose (Isaiah 55:11). It is the very foundation upon which all Christian truths rest. For followers of the Lord Jesus Christ, the Bible is the final court of appeal in all matters pertaining to faith and godliness. "All Scripture is God-breathed and is useful for teaching, rebuking, correcting and training in righteousness" (2 Tim. 3:16). The divine authority of Scripture corrects and rebukes all false teaching because there is no higher authority or infallible source in which to appeal. It is the Word of God, and God cannot lie, cannot break His promise and cannot deceive.
John Martignoni
I agree that the Bible is both divine in its origin and its inspiration.  But, the question I have for Mr. Gendron is this: How do you know that?  He states above that "the Bible is the final court of appeal in all matters pertaining to faith and godliness."  Okay, given his belief on this, I would ask the simple question: Who wrote the Gospel of Mark?  Mr. Gendron would undoubtedly answer, "Mark did."  I would then reply, "How do you know this, since nowhere does the Bible say such a thing?"  As I have often stated in my newsletters and elsewhere, the title in the Bible which reads, "The Gospel According to Mark" is not inspired Scripture.  It is put in there by the publisher.  We have no original copy of the Gospel of Mark that is signed by Mark or that is entitled, "The Gospel According to Mark."   And, even if we had an ancient scroll that was claimed to be the original Gospel of Mark and it had a signature on it of someone named Mark…so what?  How could we know it was authentic?  How could we know which Mark?  So, if the Bible is the "final court of appeal in all matters pertaining to the faith;" yet nowhere does the Bible state that someone named Mark actually wrote the Gospel of Mark, then I again ask of Mr. Gendron: "How do you know?"

Furthermore, if you cannot tell me how you know someone named Mark actually wrote the Gospel of Mark, and which Mark it was, then how can you claim that it is an inspired work of the Holy Spirit?  Where does the Bible say that the Gospel of Mark is inspired of the Holy Spirit?  If it’s not in the Bible, then how do you know?

Notice also his wording when he says that, "The supreme authority of the Bible is established both by its divine origin and inspiration."  Why did he not say, "The supreme authority of the Bible is established by…the Bible?"   He didn’t say it that way because the Bible cannot witness to itself.  Someone has to bear witness to it.  If one day someone discovered a scroll in a cave somewhere in Israel and this scroll stated that it was a letter from Paul to the Sardinians, and the words in the scroll stated that it was inspired by the Holy Spirit, would that automatically make it Scripture?  Of course not!  Why, because it cannot bear witness to itself. 

He quotes 2 Peter 1:21 to establish the Bible as the supreme authority, but let’s look at what 2 Peter 1:21 actually says: "Because no prophecy ever came by the impulse of man, but men moved by the Holy Spirit of God."  First of all, not all of Scripture is covered by this quote, but just "prophecy" that is found within Scripture.  So, it is not a good text to back up his claim.  Second of all, it does not say, "The Bible is the supreme authority in all matters pertaining to faith and godliness."  That is how he interpreted this verse. 

Now, I want to be clear, I believe exactly what it says in 2 Peter 1:21, just as I believe exactly what it says in every verse of Scripture.  And I believe that God’s Word is our supreme authority.  I just wanted to give an example of how what is coming out of his mouth, or off the tips of his fingers, does not necessarily match what Scripture actually says.  His interpretations of Scripture are just that…interpretations.  And they are quite fallible interpretations at that.  Furthermore, I wanted to show that his arguments for believing what he believes about the Bible, don’t really add up.  He takes a verse that is talking about the prophecies of the Bible being of the Holy Spirit, and makes it say that the Bible as a whole is the supreme authority in matters of faith and godliness.  Sorry, but that verse just doesn’t say that.

Another question I would ask Mr. Gendron is: How does the Bible tell us we will know the spirt of Truth from the spirit of error?  Is it by reading the Bible that we know the difference?  (I’ll give you the answer, if you don’t already know it, next week, just in case he gets a hold of this issue and wants to try answering for himself.)

And, one final question that comes to mind after reading this paragraph: What is the pillar and ground of the truth according to the Bible?  Is it the Bible?  He clearly states that the Bible is the "foundation upon which all Christian truths rest," yet the Bible (1 Tim 3:15) says that the Church is the pillar and ground of the truth.  What does a pillar do?  It holds things up.  The ground is what something is built upon.  So, who are we to believe on this…the Bible, or Mike Gendron?

Mike Gendron
People fall into serious error and sin when they exalt their own authority over God’s authority or when they suppress the truth of God’s Word to promote their own self-serving agendas. The Roman Catholic religion has done this by establishing its traditions and teachings to be equal in authority with Scripture (Catechism of the Catholic Church [CCC] par. 82). In doing so, it has usurped the supreme authority of our sovereign God who alone has the right to rule and determine the eternal destinies of men. This fatal error has opened the flood gates to numerous other deadly heresies including: the preaching of another gospel, the worship of a counterfeit Jesus, the buying and selling of God’s grace through indulgences, the creation of a fictitious place called purgatory, the establishment of other mediators and praying to and for the dead. These errors are fatal because anyone who is embracing them when they take their last breath will experience eternal death.
John Martignoni 
This is a bit disingenuous on Mr. Gendron’s part unless he is simply ignorant of the fact that we believe the Tradition of which he speaks is the teaching of Christ that was passed on to the Apostles and from the Apostles to their successors, the Bishops.  Now, he may disagree that what we call Sacred Tradition is actually the Word of God as we believe it to be, but I would ask him the question: If, for the sake of argument, Catholics are right and what we call "Sacred Tradition" is indeed the  "Apostles’ teaching" (Acts 2:42); and it is indeed the "Word of God" which the people "heard" from Paul (1 Thes 2:13);  and it is indeed the "traditions" which the Thessalonians were commanded by Paul to stand firm in, whether they were received by "word of mouth or by letter;" then should they not be placed on an equal footing with the written Word of God?  We are simply doing what Paul commended the Thessalonians for doing.

He then goes on to mention a number of what he calls "deadly heresies" that were introduced by the Catholic Church.  I disagree with him on all counts, because I disagree that the teachings of the Church, when properly understood (which he does not) can in no way be considered heresies, except by one who rejects the truths of Jesus Christ.  However, there is one that I disagree with him on simply because it was never a teaching of the Catholic Church, and he should know better than to falsely portray it as such.  I speak of the "buying and selling of God’s grace through indulgences."  Never has the Church taught that one could buy or sell God’s grace.  If there were those in the Church who at one time did such a thing, then they were doing it contrary to Church teaching.  The Church has never taught that God’s grace could be bought or sold.  I defy Mr. Gendron to find the papal encyclical or the Church Council that ever presented such a thing as Catholic doctrine.  If a pastor or a deacon at Mr. Gendron’s church were to engage in adultery, would that mean that his church believed and taught that adultery was okay?  Of course not.  Yet that is essentially the logic he is using when he claims the Church taught God’s grace could be bought and sold and he is basing his claim on the shameful acts of a few people.  Since Mr. Gendron professes to be a Christian, he has the duty and the obligation to not bear false witness against others.  I wish he would fulfill his Christian duty in this matter.

Mike Gendron
Catholics who are being deceived by these fatal errors must be told that the world has known only one infallible teacher. He is the Lord Jesus Christ, who was the personification of truth and every word He spoke was truth (John 14:6, 17:17). Those who are seeking the truth need to look only to Christ and His Word. The Catholic religion has become corrupt the same way Judaism became corrupt – by following the traditions of men instead of the Word of God (Mark 7:13). The Pharisees taught much truth, but by mixing it with error, they "made the word of God of no effect." We must never forget that the Bible is what God says and religion is what man says God says.

John Martignoni
He’s got a bit of a problem here.  On the one hand, he stated earlier that the Bible is infallible.  On the other hand, he states in this paragraph that "the world has known only one infallible teacher," Jesus Christ.  Well, if the Bible is infallible, and the books of the Bible were written by Moses, David, Ezra, Nehemiah, Isaiah, Jeremiah, Ezekiel, Malachi, Matthew, Mark, Luke, John, Paul, Peter, Jude, James, and others, then those men would have to have been infallible when they wrote their infallible writings.  
If none of these men were infallible teachers, and they are the ones who wrote the books of the Bible, then how could Mr. Gendron claim the Bible is infallible?  How can fallible men write infallible books?  It seems there is a bit of a contradiction in his teaching here. 

Plus, if Jesus was the one and only infallible teacher, then how could He say to the disciples He sent out that, "He who hears you hear Me, and He who rejects you rejects Me?"  If these disciples, when they taught, were teaching with the authority of Christ to the extent that the people who heard them were hearing Jesus, would they not be infallible in what they were teaching?

Another thing, if the Bible is the final authority in all matters dealing with faith and godliness, then would Mr. Gendron please give me book, chapter, and verse that states: "The Bible is what God says and religion is what man says God says."  Where does the Bible define religion in such a way?  Also, if the Bible is what God says, then where in the Bible does it give us the list of the books that should be in the Bible?  How do we even know what the Bible is, if God does not, through the Bible, tell us which books should be in it?
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Continuing on with my look at Mike Gendron’s website, www.pro-gospel.org. Last week I started looking at an article on his website entitled, “Three Common Errors of False Teachers.” I would, in general, agree that false teachers have these 3 traits in common, as he is a false teacher and he certainly commits all three errors. Anyway, I have not heard anything from him directly after putting out the last issue, even though I know some of you have forwarded that newsletter to him, and I doubt I will based on the emails I’ve received from folks who have had email and/or in-person conversations with him. It seems he is not so fond of Catholics who can talk back. So, I’ll just continue on with a look at this particular article. The first common error, covered last week, was “False Teachers Usurp the Authority of God.” The 2nd common error he mentions, which I will address this week, is: “False Teachers Distort the Person of Christ.” And the third common error, which I will address in the next issue is: “False Teachers Pervert the Gospel of Christ.” 

As I did last week, I’ll give his comments in their entirety and then repeat them with my comments interspersed. His comments will be in italics.

This part of his article is a little more of a challenge to respond to as it is a bit more nebulous than the first part in that he makes huge leaps from one of his fallible interpretations of the Bible, or from one of his out of context quotes of the Catechism, to an absolutely gross distortion of the Catholic Faith. I simply don’t see how he gets from point A to point B, so it’s a little difficult to respond. For example, he offers paragraph #1035 of the Catechism, which is about Hell, as proof that the “Catholic Jesus offers conditional life, not eternal life.” Huh?! So, things like that make a nice and “neat” response a bit more difficult. 

From the website: www.pro-gospel.org, by Mike Gendron
False Teachers Distort the Person of Christ
Jesus Christ is God’s perfect man and man’s perfect God. He is the perfect High Priest who offered Himself – the perfect sacrifice – once for the sins of His people. This one sin offering has perfected for all time those who are sanctified (Heb. 10:14). For this reason there are no more offerings for sin (Heb. 10:18). The believer’s eternal sin debt was paid in full and their redemption was secured when God raised Jesus Christ from the dead (Rom. 4:25). Would there be false teachers who would deny this and steal away the honor and glory of our Savior?
Yes, Paul even warned us that some would come preaching another Jesus. They will offer a counterfeit Jesus "whom we [the apostles] have not preached" (2 Cor. 11:4). Many of these false teachers are Roman Catholics who preach a "Jesus" who does not save sinners completely and forever. They say Catholics must do their part by expiating and making satisfaction for their own sins through penance (CCC, 1459). In this way they attain their own salvation through good works (CCC, 1477). The Catholic Jesus offers conditional life, not eternal life (CCC, 1035). This counterfeit Christ is said to return physically to Catholic altars over 200,000 times each day to be a sin offering for the living and the dead (CCC, 1367).
Catholics must be warned of the consequences for not knowing and believing the true Jesus. This was made clear by Jesus when He said: "unless you believe that I am He, you shall die in your sins" (John 8:24). Whenever religion rejects God’s authority, it creates "another Jesus" which always leads to "another gospel." Why? Because whenever the sufficiency of Christ is denied, another gospel must be concocted to instruct people what they must do to be saved.
-————————————————————————————————————————————————————————-

Mike Gendron
False Teachers Distort the Person of Christ
Jesus Christ is God’s perfect man and man’s perfect God. He is the perfect High Priest who offered Himself – the perfect sacrifice – once for the sins of His people. This one sin offering has perfected for all time those who are sanctified (Heb. 10:14). For this reason there are no more offerings for sin (Heb. 10:18). The believer’s eternal sin debt was paid in full and their redemption was secured when God raised Jesus Christ from the dead (Rom. 4:25). Would there be false teachers who would deny this and steal away the honor and glory of our Savior?
John Martignoni
Jesus did indeed offer Himself once for the sins of his people…on the Cross.  Catholic teaching does not say differently.  Mr. Gendron only need look in the Catechism of the Catholic Church (CCC), which he is apparently familiar with, for this Catholic teaching.  CCC #1544 would be a good place for him to start.  We also believe there are no more offerings necessary for sin.  Unlike the Old Testament sin offerings which had to be repeated over and over again, because they did not take away sin, the offering of Jesus on the Cross is once for all – for all time and for all people and for all sins.  We do not need to spill the blood of anyone or anything else for the forgiveness of sins.  He could look at CCC #617, 1330, 1362-1372, 1851, and 2100, among others, to verify this Catholic teaching.  

However, Mr. Gendron is trying, again, to make the Bible say something that it does not say.  Mr. Gendron’s very fallible interpretation of these verses from Hebrews would rule out any possibility of Jesus’ once for all sacrifice being re-presented, or participated in, here on Earth, or continually presented in Heaven.  But, that’s where his fallible interpretation runs into some scriptural difficulties.

Let’s look at Hebrews 5:14, "Since then we have a great high priest Who has passed through the heavens, Jesus, the Son of God…" So, we see that Jesus is our high priest. What does the Bible tell us is the function of the high priest? Hebrews 5:1, "For every high priest chosen from among men is appointed to act on behalf of men in relation to God, to offer gifts and sacrifices for sins." 

Jesus is our high priest, and a high priest’s duty is to offer sacrifice for sin.  How long is Jesus to be a high priest? Hebrews 5:6, "Thou art a priest forever after the order of Melchizedek." So, Jesus is our high priest forever, and the duty of the high priest is to offer sacrifice. So, if Jesus is going to be our high priest forever, then He needs some sacrifice to offer on our behalf forever, as it says in Hebrews 8:3, "…hence it is necessary for this priest also to have something to offer."

What does Jesus offer? Hebrews 9:12, "He entered once for all into the Holy Place taking not the blood of goats and calves, but His own blood, thus securing an eternal redemption."  By reading Hebrews chapters 4 through 10, in context rather than plucking out a verse here or there as Mr. Gendron does, it becomes very apparent that the Old Covenant offerings of animals were merely a prelude to the pure offering (Malachi 1:11) of the New Covenant – Jesus Christ Himself. The offering of the high priests of old in the earthly Holy of Holies, was merely a dress rehearsal for the offering of the eternal high priest in the true Holy of Holies in Heaven.

Hebrews 9:24, "For Christ has entered, not into a sanctuary made with hands, a copy of the true one, but into heaven itself, now to appear in the presence of God on our behalf." Jesus has entered Heaven and for now and all time presents His once for all offering to the Father on our behalf. He is not, however, continually re-sacrificed, "for then He would have had to suffer repeatedly since the foundation of the world" (Hebrews 9:26), rather He eternally presents His once for all sacrifice.  

Every time a sinner turns to the Father for forgiveness, Christ, on our behalf, in effect says to the Father, "See, Father…see what I did for John. For Jim. For Mike. For Sharon. For Megan. For Julia. For Bob." He eternally offers His sacrifice on our behalf.  

Mike Gendron
Yes, Paul even warned us that some would come preaching another Jesus. They will offer a counterfeit Jesus "whom we [the apostles] have not preached" (2 Cor. 11:4). Many of these false teachers are Roman Catholics who preach a "Jesus" who does not save sinners completely and forever. They say Catholics must do their part by expiating and making satisfaction for their own sins through penance (CCC, 1459). In this way they attain their own salvation through good works (CCC, 1477). The Catholic Jesus offers conditional life, not eternal life (CCC, 1035). This counterfeit Christ is said to return physically to Catholic altars over 200,000 times each day to be a sin offering for the living and the dead (CCC, 1367).
John Martignoni
Catholics do not offer a counterfeit Jesus, but Mr. Gendron does indeed offer a counterfeit Catholic Faith.  Catholics say we must do our own part, because that is exactly what the Bible says.  We must do "the will of God," (Matt 7:21).  We must forgive others of their sins (Matt 6:14-15).  We must work the works that God has prepared for us beforehand (Ephesians 2:10).  We must labor for the food that endures to eternal life (John 6:27).  We must eat the flesh and drink the blood of the Son of Man (John 6:51-58).  We must be doers of the Word and not hearers only (James 1:22; Rom 2:13).  We must care for our family (1 Tim 5:8).  We must produce good fruit (John 15:1-6).  We must keep the Commandments (Matt 19:16-17).  We must love our brother (1 John 4:20-21).  We must have a faith that works through love (Gal 5:6).  And much more. 

I find it less than honest that Mr. Gendron mentions particular quotes from paragraphs of the Catechism without giving any context for those quotes, and does his best to twist the meanings of those quotes.  For example, he is using CCC #1459 to imply that Catholics believe we, in essence, save ourselves from sin.  He fails to mention, however, that #1459 is not talking about expiating our sins and making satisfaction of our sins for the forgiveness of our sins, but rather after we have been absolved of sin (forgiven), we expiate and make satisfaction to help heal the wound to our own spiritual health that we have caused ourselves through our sin.  The sentence Mr. Gendron quotes from begins with: "Raised up from sin, the sinner must still…"  Which means that his sins have already been forgiven and now he must do penance for those sins.  Just as if a little boy broke the neighbour’s window with his baseball.  He would not be able to pay for fixing the window after he had received forgiveness for breaking it – his father would have to do that.  But, the little boy would then be required by his father, as a matter of justice, to do something to "make satisfaction" for the broken window.  
The little boy’s efforts would not be sufficient in and of themselves to make satisfaction, but when joined to his father’s efforts, they would help satisfy the requirements of justice.   He also fails to give the context of the paragraph as a whole, as we see in CCC #1460 the words which completely contradict the argument Gendron is trying to make: "The satisfaction that we make for our sins, however, is not so much ours as though it were not done through Jesus Christ.  We who can do nothing ourselves, as if just by ourselves, can do all things with the cooperation of ‘him who strengthens us.’  Thus man has nothing of which to boast, but all our boasting is in Christ."  But, Gendron conveniently ignores that context in order to distort the teachings of the Church in these matters.  Again, I find that less than honest. 

He also states the following: "The Catholic Jesus offers conditional life, not eternal life (CCC, 1035)."  Sorry, but I don’t see anything in #1035 that mentions anything about "conditional life."  Paragraph #1035 is about the chief punishment of Hell being eternal separation from God.  So, I have no clue what he’s talking about with that one.

Mike Gendron
Catholics must be warned of the consequences for not knowing and believing the true Jesus. This was made clear by Jesus when He said: "unless you believe that I am He, you shall die in your sins" (John 8:24). Whenever religion rejects God’s authority, it creates "another Jesus" which always leads to "another gospel." Why? Because whenever the sufficiency of Christ is denied, another gospel must be concocted to instruct people what they must do to be saved.
John Martignoni
It’s rather unfortunate that he would claim Catholics believe that Jesus’ death on the cross is somehow insufficient.  #617 of the Catechism, which I referenced earlier, states: "The Council of Trent emphasizes the unique character of Christ’s sacrifice as ‘the source of eternal salvation’ [Hebrews 5:9] and teaches that ‘his most holy Passion on the wood of the cross merited justification for us.’"  And that is one of just many paragraphs in the Catechism that talk about how we are saved through the death and resurrection of Jesus.  Where does Mr. Gendron find something in the Catechism that states Christ’s death was insufficient?  He doesn’t, so he has to, through selective reading and his predisposition to bias, come up with "Catholic teaching" that really is not Catholic teaching.   He does as so many others do, he decides for himself, based on his fallible interpretations of Scripture and his counterfeiting of the Catholic Faith, that Catholic teaching is contrary to Scripture.  The problem is, when Scripture is interpreted properly, and when the Catholic Faith is understood as Catholics understand it – rather than as those who stand outside and throw rocks understand it – there is no conflict anywhere between the Bible and the Catholic Faith…none!

Catholics do indeed need to be warned, but they need to be warned about false teachers – wolves in sheep’s clothing – like Mr. Mike Gendron. 

And let’s talk for a moment about authority.  By what authority does Mr. Gendron teach what he teaches?  Is he mentioned in the Bible?  Can he trace his ordination through the laying on of hands that he received all the way back to the Apostles so that he may claim Apostolic authority?  Has he even been ordained and had hands laid upon him?  How is it that he talks about rejecting God’s authority when he himself has no authority to be claiming the things he claims nor to be teaching the things he teaches?  I adhere to the authority of the Church founded by Jesus Christ Himself.  Is Mr. Gendron under any such authority to a church, a pastor, or…who?  Doesn’t seem to be.  So yes, I reject something, but it is not God’s authority that I reject, rather I reject Mr. Gendron’s claim to the authority (whatever it may be) to pronounce judgment upon Catholics and Catholic teaching.  I reject his claim to the authority to infallibly interpret the Bible for me and one billion plus other Catholics and seek to force us to swallow his fallible, man-centered interpretations of Scripture.  It is Mr. Gendron who rejects all authority other than himself, including God’s, not Catholics who do so.  I call upon him to name the authority that he operates under?  Dare he claim that he has been visited by the Holy Spirit and given authority by that very same Spirit?  Dare he claim the Bible gives him the authority to teach and preach as he does?  If so, how so?  Again, where is his name in Scripture that I may believe?  Does the Bible say that just anyone can pick up a Bible and start preaching and teaching based on his own personal, fallible interpretation of the Bible?  No, it does not.

Regarding John 8:24, I do believe Jesus "is He."  Who is Mr. Gendron to decide if my belief is true or not?  Who is Mr. Gendron to pronounce that I am or am not saved?  By what authority, Mr. Gendron, do you do these things?

To close, one question for Mr. Gendron: Please give me your interpretation of Malachi 1:11.  What is the "perfect offering" that is being offered in all the nations from the rising of the sun to its setting?  I thought Jesus’ death and resurrection made null and void the requirement for any "offerings?"

Finally, last week I asked the question: How is it we know the difference between the Spirit of Truth and the spirit of error?  Is it by reading the Bible?  Mr. Gendron’s theology forces him to say, "Yes."  However, the Bible, in 1 John 4:6, says it is by listening to the leaders of the Church.  Hmmm…
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Okay, this week is the final instalment of this Catholic’s commentary on an article by anti-Catholic Mike Gendron. The article is from his website (www.pro-gospel.org) and is entitled, “Three Common Errors of False Teachers.” This week I’ll look at the third of those errors, “False Teachers Pervert the Gospel of Christ.” As usual, I’ll first give his comments in their entirety, and then I’ll repeat them with my commentary interspersed. His comments will be in italics.

From the website: pro-gospel.org, by Mike Gendron:

False Teachers Pervert the Gospel of Christ
The Gospel is the joyous proclamation of God’s redeeming work through Jesus Christ which saves His people from the punishment, power and ultimately, the presence of sin. It is the one and only message of redemption and the same message for every generation (Eph. 4:4-6, Rev. 14:6). Since the Gospel is about one Savior, it is exclusive and thus declares that all other faiths and religions are false (John 14:6; Mat. 7:13-14). This glorious Gospel declares that salvation is entirely of grace and those who add anything to it stand condemned (Gal. 1:6-9). It comes as no surprise that the most popular perversion of the Gospel is the fatal lie that good works or inherent righteousness are necessary to appease a holy God. Every religion in the world perpetrates this lie of the devil. However, Satan’s oldest and most deadly lie is "You surely shall not die" (Gen. 3:4). This lie is still spread in Catholicism (CCC, 1863).
Why would any religious leader want to distort the glorious Gospel of grace? The primary reason is to control people by holding them captive in legalistic bondage. It is for this reason the Lord Jesus gave the mark of a true disciple. He said, "If you abide in My word…and you shall know the truth, and the truth shall make you free" (John 8:31-32). People in religious bondage can only be set free when they come to a knowledge of the truth found in Scripture.
Roman Catholicism is not alone in perverting the Gospel of God. There are many cults and Protestant sects which do the same. Catholicism, however, not only deceives its people with a false gospel, but foolishly condemns those who believe the true Gospel. Over 100 condemnations from the Council of Trent are pronounced on Christians who believe the Lord Jesus is sufficient to save sinners completely and forever. The Catholic "gospel" emphasizes what man must DO to be saved instead of what Christ has DONE. This would include the necessity of doing good works (CCC, 2016), receiving sacraments (1129), attending meritorious masses (1405), keeping the law (2068), buying indulgences (1498) and purgatory (1030).
————————————————————————————————————————————————

Mike Gendron
False Teachers Pervert the Gospel of Christ
The Gospel is the joyous proclamation of God’s redeeming work through Jesus Christ which saves His people from the punishment, power and ultimately, the presence of sin. It is the one and only message of redemption and the same message for every generation (Eph. 4:4-6, Rev. 14:6). Since the Gospel is about one Savior, it is exclusive and thus declares that all other faiths and religions are false (John 14:6; Mat. 7:13-14). This glorious Gospel declares that salvation is entirely of grace and those who add anything to it stand condemned (Gal. 1:6-9). It comes as no surprise that the most popular perversion of the Gospel is the fatal lie that good works or inherent righteousness are necessary to appease a holy God. Every religion in the world perpetrates this lie of the devil. However, Satan’s oldest and most deadly lie is "You surely shall not die" (Gen. 3:4). This lie is still spread in Catholicism (CCC, 1863).

John Martignoni
Essentially, I don’t have a problem with the first part of what he says here.  The problem starts with the sentence, "This glorious Gospel…"  Catholics agree that salvation is entirely of grace, but I would add to the 2nd half of the sentence in this way: "those who add anything to it [or take anything away from it] stand condemned (Gal 1:6-9)."  And, while I basically agree with the words he has written in this sentence, I have to disagree with what he means by those words, which we find in the rest of the paragraph.  The sentence that speaks of the "fatal lie" regarding good works, and the last sentence in this paragraph, "This lie is still spread in Catholicism (CCC1863)," are just a bit off-base.  I will endeavor to correct his misunderstanding of both Scripture and Catholic teaching in what he says here, but I want to first note that with his words he is actually condemning himself along with Catholics, but he is, of course, utterly oblivious to that fact.  So, I’ll just have to show him the error of his ways.   

When he states the following: "This glorious Gospel declares that salvation is entirely of grace and those who add anything to it stand condemned (Gal. 1:6-9)," what he is saying is that we are saved by God’s grace – merited for us by Jesus Christ on the Cross – and there is nothing beyond Christ’s death on the Cross that needs to be done in regards to salvation.  When Christ said, on the Cross, "It is finished," then what He meant – according to Gendron and many others – is that He has done all that needs to be done and we don’t need to "do" anything in order to be saved.  That’s it.  Nothing else to do in order for folks to be saved.  So, when Gendron says that anyone who wants to "add anything to it" stands condemned, what he is really saying is that any Catholic who thinks works play a role in salvation is condemned, because Gendron believes those works somehow "add to" the Gospel.

The trouble is, though, that he himself did something that "adds to" Jesus’ finished work on the Cross, whether he admits it or not.  You see, Mike Gendron claims that he was a Catholic for some 20 years or so.  And, according to him, he was not "saved" until he left the Catholic Church.  So, let’s examine the facts and see where it leads us. 

Fact #1 – Jesus Christ died on the Cross some 2000 years ago.  As he was dying He said, "It is finished."  According to Mike Gendron, the work of salvation was done.  There is nothing – no work – that anyone needs to do in order to be saved. 

Fact #2 – Mike Gendron was, by his own admission, "saved" after he came out of the Catholic Church.  I don’t know the exact timing of this, but let’s assume it was sometime in the 1980’s.  So, Mike Gendron was "saved" some one thousand nine hundred and fifty years after Jesus said, "It is finished." 

Question: What was the difference between Mike Gendron unsaved vs. Mike Gendron saved…was it something that Jesus did or something that Mike Gendron did?  Well, by Mr. Gendron’s own admission, Jesus finished His work some 2000 years ago.  So, it could not have been something Jesus did.  The work of salvation is finished, right?  
So, if it wasn’t something Jesus did, then it must have been something Mike Gendron did.  He "accepted" Jesus into his heart as his personal Lord and Savior.  He "confessed" with his lips and "believed" in his heart that Jesus is Lord.  In other words, Mike Gendron was not saved simply by what Jesus did 2000 years ago.  If that were true, then he would have been saved from the moment of his conception.  No, Mike Gendron had to "add to" what Jesus did in order to be saved.  It took an act of his intellect in order to know the claims of Christ and it took an act of his will in order to accept the claims of Christ and to follow Him.  Oh my goodness…Mike Gendron "added to" the finished work of Christ!  He is, therefore, condemned with all those Catholics who believe that faith and works – not faith alone nor works alone – are necessary responses to the free gift of God’s grace for salvation. 

Now, Mr. Gendron will of course argue that he did nothing except have faith in Jesus’ finished work.  Well, isn’t having faith an act of his intellect and will?  Isn’t it something he did?  And, isn’t it something that he had to do in order to be saved?  So, whether he admits to it or not, the facts clearly show that Mr. Gendron had to "do" something – he had to "add to" Jesus’ death on the Cross – in order to be saved.  He was unsaved one day, and saved the next.  Did Jesus die again for Mr. Gendron for him to be saved?  No.  Jesus died once.  So, if Mr. Gendron – one thousand nine hundred and fifty years after the fact – was unsaved one day and saved the next, then that means Mr. Gendron had to have done something himself in order to be saved.  He had to of done something in order to have the saving grace of Christ applied to his life.  So, he was indeed saved by Christ’s death on the Cross, but he had to "add to" that death in order to have it applied to his life.  Even if all he did was believe, that is still something he did to "add to" Christ’s death.  Believing, Mr. Gendron, is a work.

Scripture backs me up on this in John 6:27-29.  That passage reads: "Do not labor for the food which perishes, but for the food which endures to eternal life…Then they said to Him, ‘What must we do to be doing the works of God?’  Jesus answered them, ‘This is the work of God, that you believe in Him Whom He has sent.’"  Believing, Scripture very plainly tells us, is a work!  It is a work of God in that it is a good work and it is done only by the grace of God, but it most definitely, according to Jesus Christ, is a work.

We have to cooperate with God’s grace in our lives to be saved.  So, in that sense, we do "add to" the work of Christ as Mr. Gendron complains.  We add our cooperation – our openness to allowing Christ to work in us and through us – and all by the grace of God.  In Colossians 1:24 Paul states, "Now I rejoice in my sufferings for your sake, and in my flesh I complete what is lacking in Christ’s afflictions for the sake of His body, that is, the church."  What is "lacking" in Christ’s afflictions?  Nothing, as far as the Head is concerned.  However, what is lacking when it comes to the Body is our participation in the life, sufferings, death, and resurrection of the Head.  If we wish to be glorified with Him, we must first suffer with Him (Rom 8:17).  If we wish to follow Christ, we must deny ourselves and pick up our cross daily! (Luke 9:23).  Mike Gendron says, "No we don’t!  That would be ‘adding to’ the finished work of Christ.  Anyone who believes you have to do any of those things in order to be saved is condemned!"  The Bible very clearly is at odds with Mr. Mike Gendron’s beliefs and statements.

Now, regarding his last two sentences above, I really am not sure how he is leaping from Satan’s lie, "You surely shall not die," to paragraph 1863 of the Catechism.  This paragraph is about venial sin and how venial sin "does not deprive the sinner of sanctifying grace, friendship with God, charity, and consequently eternal happiness."  For one thing, this fits in perfectly with Mr. Gendron’s belief in once saved always saved.  For Mr. Gendron, no sin – venial or mortal – can separate you from eternal happiness if you’ve been saved, whether that sin is murder, fornication, adultery, theft, homosexuality, etc.  So, if Catholics are spreading Satan’s lie by saying venial sin doesn’t separate you from eternal happiness, then what is Mr. Gendron doing by saying no sin, no matter how great, separates you from eternal happiness?

If Mr. Gendron actually thinks that any and every sin separates you from God, is it possible, I wonder, if Mr. Gendron thinks that once one is saved he is incapable of sinning?  Does Mr. Gendron think himself to be a sinless human being?  I would be curious to see if anyone knows the answer to that question.

And, once again, Mr. Gendron shows himself to be rather uninformed regarding the Scriptures.  In 1 John 5:16-17, we find these words: "If any one sees his brother committing what is not a mortal ("unto death" KJV) sin, he will ask, and God will give him life for those whose sin is not mortal.  There is sin which is mortal; I do not say that one is to pray for that.  All wrongdoing is sin, but there is sin which is not mortal."  This is not speaking of physical death, but rather spiritual death.  Quite clearly, the Bible tells us, there are two types of sin – mortal (or "unto death") and non-mortal.  Catholics call these sins that are not "unto death," venial sins.  Mr. Gendron apparently disagrees with the Bible in this regard.

Mike Gendron
Why would any religious leader want to distort the glorious Gospel of grace? The primary reason is to control people by holding them captive in legalistic bondage. It is for this reason the Lord Jesus gave the mark of a true disciple. He said, "If you abide in My word…and you shall know the truth, and the truth shall make you free" (John 8:31-32). People in religious bondage can only be set free when they come to a knowledge of the truth found in Scripture.
John Martignoni
I find it quite fascinating that Mr. Gendron, who believes that salvation is unconditional, would use a passage that discusses salvation in conditional terms.  "If" you abide in My word.  "If," for such a small word it really is a very big word.  What does "abide" mean?  It means to remain.  So, Jesus is saying, "If" you remain in My word you will know the truth and the truth shall make you free.  Well, you cannot abide in Jesus’ word if you are not already accepting Jesus’ word.  
You can’t tell someone who has not already accepted the Word of God (the unsaved) that "if" they remain (abide) in that word they will know the truth.  How can they remain in the word if they are not already in the word?  The fact that He uses the word, "if," in relation to "abiding" in Jesus’ word, very clearly points to the fact that it is possible for someone not to abide or remain in His word after they have accepted it (been saved).  So, salvation is conditional based upon whether or not one abides in Christ’s word.  Once saved always saved?  I think not.

Why would any religious leader want to "distort the glorious Gospel of grace?"  Well, most of them don’t want to, but because of pride, they do.  As 2 Peter 3:16 says, there are those who are "ignorant and unstable" who twist the Scriptures to their own destruction and, I might add, to the destruction of others.  Mr. Gendron and many, many other "religious leaders," because of their pride, feel that they have the most accurate interpretation of the Scriptures.  Their interpretations are infallible, so they think (although they won’t usually say that, their actions certainly indicate they believe as much).  They need not submit to any authority in regards to the interpretation of Scripture other than themselves.  This pride actually leads to ignorance and to the twisting of the Scriptures.  They need lots of prayers so that the scales may fall from their eyes.

Regarding his claim that Catholic "religious leaders," i.e., the Pope and the Bishops, purposely distort the Gospel to lead us poor, dumb, ignorant Catholics into "legalistic bondage," I have to say that every time I hear something like that, I have to just laugh.  When I came back to the Catholic Church, and I realized that I no longer needed to be my own Pope, Pastor, and Theologian; when I realized that the great arguments regarding faith and morals had already been worked out by minds much smarter than mine and by souls much holier than mine; when I realized that I did not have to decide for myself what is truth and what is error, what is right and what is wrong; it was an incredibly freeing moment for me.  Coming back to the Catholic Church freed me from the bondage I was in.  So, Mr. Gendron, methinks thou knowest not about which thy speak. 

Mike Gendron
Roman Catholicism is not alone in perverting the Gospel of God. There are many cults and Protestant sects which do the same. Catholicism, however, not only deceives its people with a false gospel, but foolishly condemns those who believe the true Gospel. Over 100 condemnations from the Council of Trent are pronounced on Christians who believe the Lord Jesus is sufficient to save sinners completely and forever. The Catholic "gospel" emphasizes what man must DO to be saved instead of what Christ has DONE. This would include the necessity of doing good works (CCC, 2016), receiving sacraments (1129), attending meritorious masses (1405), keeping the law (2068), buying indulgences (1498) and purgatory (1030).
John Martignoni
Notice, please, that he did not mention a single one of the "over 100 condemnations" of "Christians" from the Council of Trent.   Why not?  Well, because when they are read in context, one can see that there is not a single condemnation of true Christians.  There is condemnation of heresy, heresy that Mr. Gendron, unfortunately, believes in, but no condemnation of Christians.  Also, why would the Council of Trent condemn those Christians who believe Jesus "is sufficient to save sinners completely and forever," when that would mean they would be condemning Catholics? 

Again, Mr. Gendron is misrepresenting what the Catholic Church believes and teaches when he says that the "Catholic ‘gospel’ emphasizes what man must DO to be saved instead of what Christ has DONE."  That is flat out wrong.  Add up the paragraphs in the CCC that talk about Christ and what He has done, and what He continues to do with us, in us, and through us vs. the number of paragraphs that talk about what man can do all on his own.  Won’t even be close.  In fact, I don’t know if there is a paragraph in the CCC that talks about what man can do on his own without Christ, except maybe to sin.  This is either a colossal show of ignorance on his part, or a plain ol’ fashioned lie.  Let’s look at the paragraphs he mentions and compare them to Scripture.

CCC #2016 of the Catechism does indeed talk about doing good works.  Good works "accomplished with His grace in communion with Jesus."  Gee, that’s pretty horrible stuff there.  We can only do good works by the grace of God and in communion with Jesus.  Does that sound like we’re focusing on the works of man as opposed to the works of God? 

Mr. Gendron, is it a good work to forgive others of their sins?  Of course it is.  Is this good work necessary in order to be saved?  Well, if you believe Matt 6:14-15, it is.  God will not forgive us our sins unless we forgive the sins of others.  Can we get into Heaven if our sins are not forgiven?  Nope.  So, one prerequisite for getting into Heaven is to do the work of forgiving others their sins.  Is that "adding to" what Jesus does, Mr. Gendron? 

What else does the Bible say about the necessity of good works to salvation?  Rom 2:6-7, "For He will render to every man according to his WORKS; to those who by patience in well-doing [WORKS] seek for glory and honor and immortality, He will give ETERNAL LIFE."  James 2:14, 17: "What does it profit, my brethren, if a man says he has faith but has not works?  Can his faith save him…So faith by itself, if it has no works, is dead."  James 2:24, "You see that a man is justified by WORKS and not by faith alone."  1 Tim 5:8, "If any one does not provide for his relatives, and especially for his own family, he has disowned the faith and is worse than an unbeliever."  Matt 25:31-46, the sheep, the ones who inherit the kingdom, fed the hungry, gave drink to the thirsty, visited the sick and imprisoned, and clothed the naked.  The ones who go away into eternal punishment did none of these things.  Matt 25:14-30, the Parable of the Talents.  Those who did something with what the Master gave them – those who "added to" what the Master gave them – "enter into the joy" of their Master.  The one servant who relied solely on the Master, and who provided no return on what the Master had given him, is cast into the outer darkness.  Mr. Gendron, care to change your tune?

CCC #1129 does indeed say that the Sacraments are necessary.  Why?  Because that is how God’s grace is applied in our lives, through the Sacraments.  That is how the blood of Christ manifests itself in our lives, through the Sacraments.  That is how we are "[united]…in a living union with the only Son, the Savior," (CCC #1129), through the Sacraments.  "Unless you eat the flesh of the Son of Man and drink His blood, you have no life in you," (John 6:53).  "Unless one is born of water and the Spirit, he cannot enter the Kingdom of God," (John 3:5).  "Is any among you sick?  Let him call for the elders of the church, and let them pray over him anointing him with oil in the name of the Lord," (James 5:14).  "Therefore confess your sins to one another," (James 5:16).  "Do not neglect the gift you have, which was given you by prophetic utterance when the elders laid their hands upon you," (1 Tim 4:14).  "For this reason a man shall leave his father and mother and be joined to his wife, and the two shall become one," (Ephesians 5:31).  "Then they laid their hands on them and they received the Holy Spirit," (Acts 8:17).  All seven Sacraments, right there in the Bible.  Mike Gendron is not arguing against the Catholic Church with his words, rather he argues against the Word of God itself. 

CCC #1405 talks about "the food that makes us live forever in Jesus Christ."  Is that focusing on the works of man rather than God?  John 6:27, "Do not labor for the food which perishes, but for the food which endures to eternal life, which the Son of man will give to you."  John 6:51, "And the bread which I shall give for the life of the world is My flesh." 

CCC #2068…keeping the law.  This paragraph is all about how keeping the 10 Commandments is necessary for "the justified man."  Mr. Gendron apparently disagrees with that.  Well, let’s ask a question from Scripture and compare the answers of Jesus, and Mr. Mike Gendron.  This is from Matthew 19:16, "And behold, one came up to Him saying, ‘Teacher, what good deed must I do, to have eternal life?’" 

Mike Gendron’s answer: "You unsaved Catholic, you don’t need to DO any good deeds in order to have eternal life.  That would be adding to the glorious Gospel.  Just accept Jesus into your heart as your personal Lord and Savior and that’s it, nothing else need be done!" 

Jesus’ answer (Matt 19:17): If you would enter life, keep the commandments."  Who do you want to believe…Jesus…or Mike Gendron?

CCC #1498 is indeed about indulgences, but it seems that Mr. Gendron can’t seem to quite understand that indulgences are not sold.  One does not buy an indulgence. The selling of indulgences was never taught, nor condoned, by the Church.  Anyone who did such a thing is rightly condemned.  But, that was some 500 years ago when that was supposedly happening.    For him to continually misrepresent the Church’s teaching on this is, as I’ve said previously, less than honest. 

CCC #1030 – Purgatory.  How Mr. Gendron believes Purgatory is something that we must do, that it is somehow a work of man, is beyond me.  I think I’ll be tackling Mr. Gendron’s article on Purgatory in a future newsletter, so I won’t get into it here. 

Suffice it to say, that Mr. Gendron’s beliefs and teachings can rightly be said to come from his own imperfect, biased, pre-disposed, very fallible, man-made, non-authoritative interpretations of Scripture.  His beliefs are, in essence, based on his opinions.  He wants you and me to renounce the teachings of the Church founded by Jesus Christ on the foundation of the Apostles, based on…his opinions.  Mr. Gendron is, however, right about one thing in this article that I’ve been dissecting the last few weeks – false teachers need to be confronted and challenged.  They also need to be prayed for…lots of prayer.

Purgatory
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From the website: www.pro-gospel.org, by Mike Gendron
Mike Gendron:
Purgatory: Purifying Fire or Fatal Fable
Catholics who believe a purifying fire will purge away their sins are deluded victims of a fatal fabrication. The invention of a place for purification of sins called Purgatory is one of the most seductive attractions of the Roman Catholic religion. Pastor John MacArthur of Grace Community Church described this deceptive hoax brilliantly. He said: "Purgatory is what makes the whole system work. Take out Purgatory and it’s a hard sell to be a Catholic. Purgatory is the safety net, when you die, you don’t go to hell. You go [to Purgatory] and get things sorted out and finally get to heaven if you’ve been a good Catholic. In the Catholic system you can never know you’re going to heaven. You just keep trying and trying…in a long journey toward perfection. Well, it’s pretty discouraging. People in that system are guilt-ridden, fear-ridden and have no knowledge of whether or not they’re going to get into the Kingdom. If there’s no Purgatory, there’s no safety net to catch me and give me some opportunity to get into heaven. It’s a second chance, it’s another chance after death" (from "The Pope and the Papacy").
John Martignoni
There is so much wrong with this paragraph that it’s hard to find a place to start.  What Gendron says here, through his quote from “Pastor John MacArthur,” can, at best, be described as incredibly ignorant.  First of all, nowhere does Catholic teaching describe Purgatory as a “safety net.”  Purgatory is, according to official Church teaching: “A state of final purification after death.”  Nor does the Catholic Church ever teach that Purgatory is “a second chance” or “another chance after death.”  Since Mr. Gendron is familiar with the Catechism of the Catholic Church, and since he claims to have been a Catholic for oh so many years, I can only conclude that he is not being as honest here as he could be.  (I’m trying to flex my nice muscles here – instead of saying he’s lying, I’m being nice and simply saying he’s not being as honest as he could be.)  


Furthermore, he is implying that all Catholics go to Purgatory and that is where “things get sorted out” and “if you’ve been a good Catholic” you finally get to Heaven.  Sorry, nowhere does the Church teach such a thing.  Only those Catholics that die in a state of grace – they are “saved” in Mr. Gendron’s parlance – but who are not yet perfect, would ever be in Purgatory.  There is no “second chance” in Purgatory.  What you do in life, before you die, decides your eternal fate.  (See paragraphs 1030-1032 of the Catechism.)  Mr. Gendron, as a self-proclaimed Christian, do you or do you not have the responsibility to tell the truth, even if it is in relation to religious teachings that you disagree with?  I know you believe that lying will not get you sent to Hell, but do you have no obligation to tell the truth?  If you do, please correct your endorsement of Pastor John MacArthur’s gross mis-characterization of Catholic teaching regarding Purgatory as being a “second chance…another chance after death.”  
“Take out Purgatory and it’s a hard sell to be Catholic.”  This is truly an idiotic statement from Pastor John MacArthur.  (Sorry, I meant to say that it is a statement that is not as intelligent as it could be.)  Sorry, but most folks – those born Catholic or those who convert to Catholicism – do not have to first be told about Purgatory in order to "sell" them on the Catholic Faith.  The whole concept of Purgatory as a "safety net" is simply another example of Gendron having to falsify Catholic teaching in order to sell his poison.  The “safety net” of Purgatory plays little to no role in my day-to-day faith life, nor does it in the faith lives of any Catholic I know, because Purgatory is not generally viewed by Catholics as a “safety net.”  Maybe it’s thought of in that manner in the faith life of a minimalist Catholic – someone who tries to do just the bare minimum in living the Word of God – but for most folks I know, Purgatory is not the goose that laid the golden Catholic egg.  Perhaps a minimalist Catholic thinks to himself, “Well, I really don’t need to be as good as I could be or pray like I should or do the good works that God wants me to do because I’ve always got Purgatory to fall back on,” but I would suggest that a person who thinks like that probably doesn’t have much chance of getting to Purgatory in the first place.  (By the way, substitute “once saved always saved” for “Purgatory” in the minimalist Catholic’s statement in the last sentence and see if that couldn’t be any once saved always saved believer.  Not much difference in the effects either way, is there?)
Purgatory is not the linchpin that keeps the wheels of the Catholic system from coming off, as Mr. Gendron and Pastor John MacArthur make it out to be.  Was the only reason Mr. Gendron stayed Catholic for all those years was because of his belief in Purgatory?  Did he walk around his house saying to himself, “Thank God for Purgatory, or I wouldn’t be Catholic?”  I doubt it. All this statement does is highlight the fact that neither MacArthur nor Gendron have a clue as to what they are talking about.
“You just keep trying and trying…in a long journey to perfection.”  This statement I find quite remarkable.  They are actually being dismissive of Catholic teaching that one needs to constantly be striving for perfection.  Does Scripture not say, “You, therefore, must be perfect, as your heavenly Father is perfect,” (Matt 5:48).  Scripture tells us to be perfect.  They laugh at the concept.  Also, Jesus tells the rich young man who asked Him about salvation that, “If you would be perfect…,” (Matt 19:21).  It also tells us to “strive” for peace and for holiness (Hebrews 12:14). 
Yet, Mr. Gendron and Pastor MacArthur denigrate the Catholic Church for telling Christians that we need to strive for perfection.  They say that striving for perfection is “pretty discouraging.” I guess it would be for them, seeing as how their salvation came at no personal discomfort to them.  

They say that the whole process of striving for perfection is “guilt-ridden” and “fear-ridden.”  My response to that is: 1) Where is the Bible passage that would concur with their statement?  Of course they have to put down the Church that teaches its members to strive to be perfect as the Father is perfect, because in their "churches" they tell their members, "Relax, it’s easy – you don’t have to do a thing."  2) If we do something that is contrary to the Word of God, to living the life of Christ, should we not feel guilty about it?  When we act contrary to God’s will for our lives, should we not feel guilty about it? Apparently not, according to Gendron and MacArthur.  Go ahead, sin and sin boldly, and no need to feel guilty about it, because you’ve been saved!  3) Catholics who know and practice their faith do indeed have a “fear-ridden” life – a life filled with the fear of God which is the beginning of wisdom (Proverbs 1:7) and which is pure and enduring forever (Psalm 19:9). 
In truth, these gentlemen seem to be saying that not only should you not be striving for perfection, in spite of what the Bible says, but you really don’t need to be striving for anything.  No striving to follow Christ more perfectly.  No striving for holiness.  No striving not to sin.  No striving to love God more.  No striving to love one’s neighbor more.  No need to strive for anything, folks, Jesus died on the Cross, so we’re off the hook.  Nothing will be held against us.  These guys seem to actually believe that striving for anything – perfection, holiness, etc. – is somehow contrary to the Word of God.  Where do they get this nonsense?!  Certainly not from the Bible.  
This is where the concept of cheap grace comes in.  Take out cheap grace, and Protestantism “is a hard sell.”  Where, in Mr. Gendron’s or Pastor MacArthur’s theological systems, is there room for “denying [yourself]” and “tak[ing] up your cross daily,” (Luke 9:23)?  Where in their theological systems is there room for all of us being “changed into His likeness from one degree of glory to another,” (2 Cor 3:18).  How can we be changed from one degree of glory to another?  If Jesus’ work was finished on the Cross, as Mr. Gendron and Pastor MacArthur believe, then why is it a matter of degrees by which we are being transformed…why isn’t it all or nothing?  And, wouldn’t having to pick up our cross daily be “pretty discouraging?” Obviously these gentlemen do not believe one needs to pick up their cross daily in order to follow Jesus.  That’s just a bunch of works and we all know that Jesus’ finished work on the Cross does not need to be added to, right?
Furthermore, where in their theological systems is there room for Jesus’ statement that the gate to life is narrow and the way is hard (Matt 7:13-14)?  Everything for them in regards to salvation is easy.  
Catholics have this view that the path to salvation is difficult, that you need to constantly be striving to stay on the right path.  For Mr. Gendron and Pastor MacArthur, Jesus did it all, they don’t have to do anything.  What is so hard about saying a sinner’s prayer and then having your ticket to Heaven irrevocably punched?  Jesus says the way to life is hard.  Mr. Gendron says the way to life is easy.  Who do you believe…Mike Gendron, or Jesus Christ?
I’ll comment on more of his article on Purgatory in the next issue…
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From the website: www.pro-gospel.org, by Mike Gendron
Mike Gendron:
Purgatory: Purifying Fire or Fatal Fable 

Catholics who believe a purifying fire will purge away their sins are deluded victims of a fatal fabrication. The invention of a place for purification of sins called Purgatory is one of the most seductive attractions of the Roman Catholic religion. Pastor John MacArthur of Grace Community Church described this deceptive hoax brilliantly. He said: "Purgatory is what makes the whole system work. Take out Purgatory and it’s a hard sell to be a Catholic. Purgatory is the safety net, when you die, you don’t go to hell. You go [to Purgatory] and get things sorted out and finally get to heaven if you’ve been a good Catholic. In the Catholic system you can never know you’re going to heaven. You just keep trying and trying…in a long journey toward perfection. Well, it’s pretty discouraging. People in that system are guilt-ridden, fear-ridden and have no knowledge of whether or not they’re going to get into the Kingdom. If there’s no Purgatory, there’s no safety net to catch me and give me some opportunity to get into heaven. It’s a second chance, it’s another chance after death" (from "The Pope and the Papacy").
The Origin of Purgatory
There was no mention of Purgatory during the first two centuries of the church. However, when Roman Emperor Theodosius (379-395) decreed that Christianity was to be the official religion of the empire, thousands of pagans flooded into the Church and brought their pagan beliefs and traditions with them. One of those ancient pagan beliefs was a place of purification where souls went to make satisfaction for their sins.
The concept became much more widespread around 600 A.D. due to the fanaticism of Pope Gregory the Great. He developed the doctrine through visions and revelations of a Purgatorial fire. According to the Catholic Encyclopedia (CE), Pope Gregory said Catholics "will expiate their faults by purgatorial flames," and "the pain [is] more intolerable than anyone can suffer in this life." Centuries later, at the Council of Florence (1431), it was pronounced an infallible dogma. It was later reaffirmed by the Council of Trent (1564). The dogma is based largely on Catholic tradition from extra- biblical writings and oral history. "So deep was this belief ingrained in our common humanity that it was accepted by the Jews, and in at least a shadowy way by the pagans, long before the coming of Christianity" (CE). It seems incomprehensible that Rome would admit to using a pagan tradition for the defense of one of its most esteemed "Christian" doctrines.  
———————————————————————————————————————————————————-

Mike Gendron
The Origin of Purgatory
There was no mention of Purgatory during the first two centuries of the church. However, when Roman Emperor Theodosius (379-395) decreed that Christianity was to be the official religion of the empire, thousands of pagans flooded into the Church and brought their pagan beliefs and traditions with them. One of those ancient pagan beliefs was a place of purification where souls went to make satisfaction for their sins.
John Martignoni
I commented on the 1st paragraph of Gendron’s article in the last issue (#141) which you can find on the "Newsletter" page of our website (www.biblechristiansociety.com), so I’ll start with "The Origin of Purgatory" in this issue.

Okay, what’s the first thing wrong with what he says here?  He’s arguing from silence.  He states that there is "no mention of Purgatory during the first two centuries of the church."  My response is, "So what!?"  First of all, do we have every single thing that was written by Christians during the first two centuries of the Church?  Not hardly. 

Second of all, if he is going to offer the supposed silence of the early Church (as found or not found, I assume, in early Christian writings) as proof that the doctrine of Purgatory is a false doctrine, then he would also have to believe that salvation by faith alone (Sola Fide) is a false doctrine, so also Sola Scriptura (Scripture as the sole rule of faith for Christians), so also Once Saved Always Saved, so also individual interpretation of Scripture, so also Baptism as being merely symbolic, and many other doctrines that Mr. Gendron holds near and dear.  Nowhere are any of these beliefs of Mr. Gendron mentioned in the early centuries by the Church (nor in later centuries, either).  Mr. Gendron, I ask you, where in the writings of the early Church do we see the teaching of salvation by faith alone?  We don’t.  That is a dogma formulated by Martin Luther and his "church." 

The next thing wrong with what he says is this: He offers absolutely no back up for his claim that the belief in Purgatory was brought into the Church when "thousands of pagans flooded into the Church" in the late 4th century.  Please Mr. Gendron, can you give us some 4th century source documents that support this claim of yours?  Or, are you relying solely on "tradition" for this belief?  Fact of the matter is, Mr. Gendron is indeed relying on tradition for this statement.  And it’s a tradition that stems from a complete lack of integrity in historical scholarship, or rather, from just a complete lack of historical scholarship period. 
Let’s look at a few sources that place the Christian belief in Purgatory before the 379-395 AD timeframe cited by Mr. Gendron.  First of all, we see Tertullian clearly talking about what we call Purgatory, although he called it Hades, in his Treatise on the Soul which was written around 210 AD: "In short, if we understand that prison of which the Gospel speaks to be Hades, and if we interpret the last farthing (see Matt 5:25-26) to be the light offense which is to be expiated there before the resurrection, no one will doubt that the soul undergoes some punishments in Hades…."  Lanctatius offers purgatorial language in The Divine Institutions around 310 AD: "But also when God will judge the just, it is likewise in fire that He will try them.  At that time, they whose sins are uppermost, either because of their gravity or their number, will be drawn together by the fire and burned [Purgatory].  Those, however, who have been imbued with full justice and maturity of virtue, will not feel that fire…"

Also, we have citations of the Christian tradition of praying and offering sacrifices for the dead from before the timeframe cited by Mr. Gendron as to when the "innovation" of Purgatory was first introduced.  These citations are important, because if there is no Purgatory, then Christian prayers for the dead are useless since if you’re in Hell, prayer is of no avail to you, and if you’re in Heaven, prayer is not necessary for you.  Only if one has a belief in the concept of Purgatory do prayers for the dead make sense.

From the Epitaph of Abercius, who was Bishop of Hierapolis, from about 180 AD: "May everyone who is in accord with this and who understands it, pray for Abercius [after his death]."  But why if there is only Heaven or Hell?

Tertullian, from his treatise, The Crown, around 211 AD: "A woman, after the death of her husband…prays for his soul…And each year, on the anniversary of his death, she offers the sacrifice." 

St. Cyril of Jerusalem, when discussing the Mass in his Catechetical Lectures, around 350 AD, describes the prayers in the Sacred Liturgy: "Next, we make mention also of the holy fathers and bishops who have already fallen asleep, and of all among us who have already fallen asleep; for we believe that it will be of very great benefit to the souls of those for whom the petition is carried up, while this holy and most solemn Sacrifice is laid out."  How could it possibly benefit the souls of the deceased if there is only Heaven or Hell?

All of which shows, that when one uses actual historical documents, rather than a fabricated history that grows out of bigotry towards the Catholic Church, it is quite easy to show that the Christian belief in Purgatory pre-dates the period that Mr. Gendron claims it was brought into the Church by pagans.  And not only do these actual documents show that Christian belief in the concept of Purgatory pre-dated the timeframe given by Mr. Gendron, but these actual historical documents tend to point to the fact that the belief was widespread and existed in the earliest period of Christianity.

By the way, Mr. Gendron, what Church was it that these "thousands of pagans" came into?  You obviously believe it was the Catholic Church.  So, by your words here, you are, in essence, admitting that the Catholic Church was the original Christian Church, are you not?  So, if the Catholic Church was the original Christian Church, can we not say that it was the Church Jesus was speaking of when He said, "And the gates of Hell shall not prevail against it?" (Matt 16:18).  Yet, you believe that the gates of Hell did indeed prevail against it. 

Mike Gendron
The concept became much more widespread around 600 A.D. due to the fanaticism of Pope Gregory the Great. He developed the doctrine through visions and revelations of a Purgatorial fire. According to the Catholic Encyclopedia (CE), Pope Gregory said Catholics "will expiate their faults by purgatorial flames," and "the pain [is] more intolerable than anyone can suffer in this life." Centuries later, at the Council of Florence (1431), it was pronounced an infallible dogma. It was later reaffirmed by the Council of Trent (1564). The dogma is based largely on Catholic tradition from extra- biblical writings and oral history. "So deep was this belief ingrained in our common humanity that it was accepted by the Jews, and in at least a shadowy way by the pagans, long before the coming of Christianity" (CE). It seems incomprehensible that Rome would admit to using a pagan tradition for the defense of one of its most esteemed "Christian" doctrines.  
John Martignoni
Don’t you love it!?  The "fanaticism" of Pope Gregory the Great.  Again, his claim that this "concept" of Purgatory became much more widespread in the 600’s has already been proven false by the documents I cited earlier.  The concept of Purgatory was already shown to be widespread in the early centuries of the Church. 

I also love how he quotes the Catholic Encyclopedia (CE) to show the "fanaticism" of Gregory the Great.  Furthermore, he claims that Pope Gregory "developed" the doctrine through "visions and revelations," yet offers no source for these claims.  I’m not saying that Gregory didn’t have visions about Purgatory – I don’t know if he did or didn’t – my point is, Mr. Gendron always and everywhere offers no corroboration for his claims.

He then makes the claim that the doctrine of Purgatory is "based largely on Catholic tradition from extra- biblical writings and oral history," as if there is absolutely no scriptural evidence for this doctrine.  I ask each of you to go to www.newadvent.org, click on the "Encyclopedia" tab, and then look up Purgatory in the Catholic Encyclopedia there.  See if you think Mr. Gendron is being a bit disingenuous in his claim after you read all of the Scripture verses – Old Testament and New – cited in that article.  It’s one thing to disagree with the Church and the Early Church Fathers as to how to interpret this or that Scripture verse, it is something of an entirely different nature to pretend that the Church depends not a whit on Scripture for the certainty of its teaching on this particular doctrine. 

Finally, his last sentence above speaks volumes regarding Mr. Gendron’s integrity.  It seems incomprehensible that Rome would admit to using a pagan tradition for the defense of one of its most esteemed "Christian" doctrines.  
His method of selectively quoting Catholic sources and then offering his own biased and bigoted interpretation of those selected quotes, is disingenuous at best, and downright dishonest at worst.  Let me put the quote from the CE that he cites as "using a pagan tradition for the defense" of the doctrine of Purgatory, in context:

From the Catholic Encyclopedia:
"Purgatory (Lat., "purgare", to make clean, to purify) in accordance with Catholic teaching is a place or condition of temporal punishment for those who, departing this life in God’s grace, are, not entirely free from venial faults, or have not fully paid the satisfaction due to their transgressions.
The faith of the Church concerning purgatory is clearly expressed in the Decree of Union drawn up by the Council of Florence (Mansi, t. XXXI, col. 1031), and in the decree of the Council of Trent which (Sess. XXV) defined:
"Whereas the Catholic Church, instructed by the Holy Ghost, has from the Sacred Scriptures and the ancient tradition of the Fathers taught in Councils and very recently in this Ecumenical synod (Sess. VI, cap. XXX; Sess. XXII cap.ii, iii) that there is a purgatory, and that the souls therein are helped by the suffrages of the faithful, but principally by the acceptable Sacrifice of the Altar; the Holy Synod enjoins on the Bishops that they diligently endeavor to have the sound doctrine of the Fathers in Councils regarding purgatory everywhere taught and preached, held and believed by the faithful" (Denzinger, "Enchiridion", 983).
Further than this the definitions of the Church do not go, but the tradition of the Fathers and the Schoolmen must be consulted to explain the teachings of the councils, and to make clear the belief and the practices of the faithful.
Temporal punishment
That temporal punishment is due to sin, even after the sin itself has been pardoned by God, is clearly the teaching of Scripture. God indeed brought man out of his first disobedience and gave him power to govern all things (Wisdom 10:2), but still condemned him "to eat his bread in the sweat of his brow" until he returned unto dust. God forgave the incredulity of Moses and Aaron, but in punishment kept them from the "land of promise" (Numbers 20:12). The Lord took away the sin of David, but the life of the child was forfeited because David had made God’s enemies blaspheme His Holy Name (2 Samuel 12:13-14). In the New Testament as well as in the Old, almsgiving and fasting, and in general penitential acts are the real fruits of repentance (Matthew 3:8; Luke 17:3; 3:3). The whole penitential system of the Church testifies that the voluntary assumption of penitential works has always been part of true repentance and the Council of Trent (Sess. XIV, can. xi) reminds the faithful that God does not always remit the whole punishment due to sin together with the guilt. God requires satisfaction, and will punish sin, and this doctrine involves as its necessary consequence a belief that the sinner failing to do penance in this life may be punished in another world, and so not be cast off eternally from God.
Venial sins
All sins are not equal before God, nor dare anyone assert that the daily faults of human frailty will be punished with the same severity that is meted out to serious violation of God’s law. On the other hand whosoever comes into God’s presence must be perfectly pure for in the strictest sense His "eyes are too pure, to behold evil" (Habakkuk 1:13). For unrepented venial faults for the payment of temporal punishment due to sin at time of death, the Church has always taught the doctrine of purgatory.
So deep was this belief ingrained in our common humanity that it was accepted by the Jews, and in at least a shadowy way by the pagans, long before the coming of Christianity. ("Aeneid," VI, 735 sq.; Sophocles, "Antigone," 450 sq.)."
After citing Sacred Scripture and Sacred Tradition, the Catholic Encyclopedia mentions, pretty much as an afterthought, that even the pagans believed in the concept of Purgatory, "in at least a shadowy way," and so what does Mr. Gendron focus on as Catholic justification for a belief in Purgatory?  Pagan tradition.  Do you think the people reading his article on Purgatory get a fair, honest, and objective view of why the Church believes as it does on Purgatory?  Absolutely not.  He seems to frequently use tactics that are less honorable than they could be.  He turns a brief mention of pagans believing in Purgatory in a "shadowy way" into Rome admitting that it uses "a pagan tradition for the defense of one of its most esteemed ‘Christian’ doctrines."  All the CE was saying is that this belief in Purgatory was pretty much recognized as a universal truth.  I have heard Christian apologists, when making an argument for the existence of God, talk about how all ancient cultures believed, in some way, in the concept of a god, in order to merely show that this was a universal truth believed by pagans, Jews, and Christians.  Does that mean that Christian apologists depend on "pagan tradition" as a defense for their belief in God?  What a ludicrous statement!

Finally, what do you want to bet that Mr. Gendron wears a wedding ring?  Odds are that he does.  Problem is, where does the tradition of wearing a wedding ring come from?  Christianity?  Nope.  It comes from Paganism.  Oh my…
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I’ve already shown, in the last few issues, that Gendron is a man who should not be saying much of anything about the Catholic Church until he does a little bit more research on the subject, and also that one of his favorite tactics when discussing Catholicism is to take quotes from the Catechism, or from the Catholic Encyclopedia, out of context, and insert his meaning – not the Catholic Church’s meaning – into those out-of-context quotes, to “prove” the falsehoods that he spreads about the Church. 

In essence, he creates a false version of the Catholic Faith, and then attacks this false version of the faith as unbiblical and ungodly. The problem is, it’s his version of the Catholic Faith, and not the Catholic version of the Catholic Faith. Let’s see if the pattern hold true as we continue to look at more of his article on Purgatory.

From the website: www.pro-gospel.org, by Mike Gendron
Mike Gendron
The Deception of Purgatory
Purgatory comes from the Latin word “purgare,” which means to make clean or to purify. The Catholic Encyclopedia defines purgatory as "a place or condition of temporal punishment for those who, departing this life in God’s grace, are not entirely free from venial faults, or have not fully paid the satisfaction due to their transgressions." They must be purified of these "venial" sins before they can be allowed into heaven. Here we see Catholicism perpetuating the seductive lie of Satan by declaring "you will not surely die" when you commit venial sins (Gen. 3:4). The Council of Trent dares to declare that "God does not always remit the whole punishment due to sin together with the guilt. God requires satisfaction and will punish sin…The sinner, failing to do penance in this life, may be punished in another world, and so not be cast off eternally from God." (Session 15, Can. XI). Those Catholic Bishops had the audacity to declare that the suffering and death of God’s perfect man and man’s perfect substitute was not sufficient to satisfy divine justice for sin.
John Martignoni   

He correctly quotes the Catholic Encyclopedia, and then notice what he does: He inserts his own meaning into that quote.  He decides, based on his bias towards, and hatred of, the Catholic Faith, that the Catholic teaching on Purgatory means that we are agreeing with the devil when he told Eve, "You will not die," if she ate of the fruit of the tree that God told her and Adam not to eat from. 

First of all, I am not following the logic here.  How is saying that you need to be completely purified of even the smallest sins before you enter Heaven, the equivalent of telling the same lie as the devil told Eve in the Garden?  That makes no sense.  Is Mr. Gendron saying that we don’t need to be purified of venial sins before we enter Heaven?  If so, then he is saying that something unclean can get into Heaven, which is contrary to Rev 21:27, which states that nothing unclean shall enter it?  Who should we believe, the Bible or Mr. Gendron?

Or, is he saying this because he contends that Catholics are wrong to teach that venial sins will not cause one to lose their salvation?   If so, then again he goes contrary to Scripture which states very clearly, "There is sin which is mortal [unto death (KJV)]…All wrongdoing is sin, but there is sin which is not mortal [unto death]."  The Bible makes it very clear that there is sin which does not lead to death, or loss of one’s salvation.  Is Mr. Gendron denying this?  Well, he seems to be.  So, who should we believe, the Bible or Mr. Gendron?

He then goes on to quote the Council of Trent when it said that God does not always remit the whole punishment due to sin along with the guilt of that sin.  And what does he do after he quotes a Catholic source?  He injects his own personal, fallible, biased, and bigoted interpretation into what that source said.  He marvels that the Catholic bishops at the Council of Trent would have the "audacity" to "declare that the suffering and death of God’s perfect man and man’s perfect substitute was not sufficient to satisfy divine justice for sin."

Uhmm, Mike…that’s not what they said.  Those are your words, Mike, not those of the Council of Trent.  When the Council of Trent said that God does not always remit the "whole punishment" due to sin along with the "guilt" of that sin, all they were doing was verbalizing a pretty obvious fact found in the Bible.  For example, when Moses disobeyed God, he was subsequently forgiven by God, right?  But, was all of the punishment due to that sin remitted at the moment Moses’ was forgiven?  According to Mr. Gendron beliefs it had to have been, but the Bible tells us no, it was not.  Moses was punished by God, even after being forgiven by God, by not being allowed to enter into the Promised Land.  So, even though the whole guilt of Moses sin was fully forgiven, the whole punishment was not remitted at the same time the guilt was forgiven, just as the Bishops at the Council of Trent stated. 

Another example is David’s affair with Bathsheba and the murder of Bathsheba’s husband.  We see in 2 Samuel 12:13-18 that God "puts away David’s sin," which means that David was fully forgiven of his sin.  So, according to Mr. Gendron, the whole punishment due to David’s sin was remitted at the very moment David was forgiven by God.  Yet, in the Bible, we see that the whole punishment due to David’s sin was not remitted at the same time the guilt was forgiven, just as the Bishops at the Council of Trent stated.  Mr. Gendron, do you have these stories in your Bible?

Also, has the full punishment due because of Adam’s original sin been remitted?  According to Mr. Gendron, it has.  Which is why we are all right now back in the Garden of Eden, right?!  Not quite.  Read God’s words to Adam and Eve in Genesis 3:16-19.  Is woman still bringing forth children in pain?  Is man still having to toil to eat of the produce of the ground?  Oh yes they are. 

Another thing to consider, the New Testament tells us that by bringing someone back from the error of their ways, and that through love, we will "cover a multitude of sins," (James 5:19-20; 1 Peter 4:8).  I doubt Mr. Gendron has ever considered those passages, or if he’s even seen them.  How can our love "cover a multitude of sins," if the whole punishment due to sin is remitted at the exact same time the sin is forgiven?  In what way, Mr. Gendron, can we cover our sins, or "hide" them as the King James Version (KJV) states in James 5:20, if we play no role whatsoever in the remission of the punishment due to our sins?  Hey, that sounds like a good question for my "Questions Protestants Can’t Answer" series.

The Catholic Bishops at the Council of Trent did not teach then, nor has the Catholic Church ever taught, "that the suffering and death of God’s perfect man and man’s perfect substitute was not sufficient to satisfy divine justice for sin," as Mr. Gendron falsely claims.  
Christ paid the full price for the guilt of our sins.  He is the only one who could ever pay that price for our sins.  However, Divine Justice demands that we contribute what we are able, by the grace of God, to the remission of the punishment that is due to those sins, either in this life or in the next. 

We do not obtain forgiveness of our sins through our efforts – Jesus is the only one Who can do that for us – but we can contribute to the remission of the punishment due to our sins.  This is why Scripture says that we can indeed cover a multitude of sins through our love, or through bringing someone back from the error of their ways.  And, we can say, as Paul said, that we "rejoice in our sufferings" and that "in [our] flesh we complete what is lacking in Christ’s afflictions for the sake of His body, that is, the church," (Colossians 1:24).  Was something "lacking" in Christ’s suffering?  Not in and of itself, but what is lacking is our participation in that suffering.  That is why we have to pick up our cross daily to follow Him (Luke 9:23).
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From www.pro-gospel.org, by Mike Gendron
Mike Gendron
The Motivation for Purgatory
Over the centuries billions of dollars have been paid to Roman Catholic priests to obtain relief from imaginary sufferings in Purgatory’s fire. The Catholic clergy has always taught that the period of suffering in Purgatory can be shortened by purchasing indulgences and novenas, buying Mass cards and providing gifts of money. When a Catholic dies, money is extracted from mourning loved ones to shorten the deceased’s punishment in Purgatory. When my dear old dad passed away as a devout Catholic of 79 years, I was amazed at the hundreds of Mass cards purchased for him by well-meaning friends. We have heard of other Catholics who have willed their entire estates to their religion so that perpetual masses could be offered for them after they die. It is no wonder that the Catholic religion has become the richest institution in the world. The buying and selling of God’s grace has been a very lucrative business for the Vatican.
Another motivation for Rome to fabricate the heretical doctrine of Purgatory is its powerful effect on controlling people. Ultimately, the enslavement and subjugation of people is the goal of every false religion, and Purgatory does exactly that. The concept of a terrifying prison with a purging fire, governed by religious leaders, is a most brilliant invention. It holds people captive, not only in this life but also in the next life. Catholic clergy will not say how many years people have to suffer for their sins or how many Masses must be purchased before they can be released from the flames. This dreadful fear and uncertainty is the most ruthless form of religious bondage and deception!
-—————————————————————————————————————————————————

Mike Gendron
The Motivation for Purgatory
Over the centuries billions of dollars have been paid to Roman Catholic priests to obtain relief from imaginary sufferings in Purgatory’s fire. The Catholic clergy has always taught that the period of suffering in Purgatory can be shortened by purchasing indulgences and novenas, buying Mass cards and providing gifts of money. When a Catholic dies, money is extracted from mourning loved ones to shorten the deceased’s punishment in Purgatory. When my dear old dad passed away as a devout Catholic of 79 years, I was amazed at the hundreds of Mass cards purchased for him by well-meaning friends. We have heard of other Catholics who have willed their entire estates to their religion so that perpetual masses could be offered for them after they die. It is no wonder that the Catholic religion has become the richest institution in the world. The buying and selling of God’s grace has been a very lucrative business for the Vatican.
John Martignoni:
Let’s take this sentence by sentence: "Over the centuries billions of dollars have been paid to Roman Catholic priests to obtain relief from imaginary sufferings in Purgatory’s fire."  Let’s re-phrase this sentence to make it more accurate: Over the centuries, potentially billions of dollars have been paid to Roman Catholic priests for Mass stipends as priests offered literally millions of Masses for the sanctification of the dead.  Just as Job offered sacrifice for the sanctification of his sons (Job 1:5) and Judas Maccabeus took up a collection and sent it to Jerusalem to provide a sin offering for the atonement of the dead (2 Maccabees 12:43-45), so we ask our priests to offer sacrifice for our dead.  Mr. Gendron is upset over a practice of the Catholic Church that is fully supported by Scripture.

Has a lot of money, in total, come into the pockets of the priests over the centuries as a result of them saying Masses for the dead?  Absolutely.  But what is Mr. Gendron ignoring with his accusation?  Well, first, he is ignoring the fact that these "billions of dollars" went to literally millions and millions of priests.  In other words, no priest is getting rich, which is the underlying contention of Mr. Gendron’s statement, from Mass stipends.   Plus, money earned from stipends often goes not into the priest’s private bank account, it often goes to help pay for the cost to the parish of having a funeral – paying the cantor, the organist, paying for electricity, and so on.  But, compare what a priest makes from a Mass stipend (usual stipend that I’m aware of is $5 or so) to what Mr. Gendron charges for preaching salvation to people – it pales in comparison.  Also, when the stipends go to a religious order, they go straight to providing for the good works these orders are doing – providing food, shelter, clothing, medicine, education, and more for the poor, and quite often for the poorest of the poor. 

What else is Mr. Gendron ignoring?  The fact that if a priest does keep money from a Mass stipend for his personal use, it goes to support the priest’s physical well-being – to provide food, shelter, clothes, etc. for the priest.  
Is that contrary to Scripture, Mr. Gendron?  Don’t think so.  Does not Scripture say, "For the laborer is worthy of his wage," (Luke 10:7; 1 Tim 5:18) and, "You shall not muzzle an ox when it is treading out the grain," (1 Cor 9:9; 1 Tim 5:18) and, "If we have sown spiritual good among you, is it too much if we reap your material benefits," (1 Cor 9:11)?

So, let me offer a parallel to Mr. Gendron’s statement: Over the past 5 centuries, tens of billions of dollars have been paid to Protestant ministers (and lay people such as Mike Gendron) to preach a false doctrine of salvation (sola fide), and to hold non-scriptural altar calls, and many Protestant ministers have gotten materially rich from preaching this false doctrine of salvation, and by giving millions upon millions of people a false sense of security in regard to their salvation. 

Next sentence from Mr. Gendron:  "The Catholic clergy has always taught that the period of suffering in Purgatory can be shortened by purchasing indulgences and novenas, buying Mass cards and providing gifts of money."  This is a patently false and absurd statement.  There may have been a short time where some members of the clergy, contrary to Catholic teaching, "sold" indulgences, but it has never been a teaching of the Catholic Church that indulgences could be sold.  If it happened, it was an abuse of Catholic teaching.  One does not "buy" an indulgence.  Furthermore, I, personally, have never heard of "purchasing" a novena.  Regarding the buying of Mass cards – providing a stipend to a priest for saying a Mass on behalf of the dead – that was dealt with above.  As far as, "providing gifts of money," to shorten the period of suffering in Purgatory, I ask Mr. Gendron to provide evidence that this has "always" been taught by the "Catholic clergy."  Mr. Gendron, please give the papal encyclical, Council documents, or paragraph in the Catechism where this claim of yours can be found?  Have you noticed, folks, that in the other paragraphs he at least quoted Catholic sources – out of context, but at least he mentioned them – yet in these two paragraphs he doesn’t even try to quote a single Catholic source – even out of context!  He is taking a biblical principle – that those who provide spiritual services to people deserve to be compensated for those services – and basically saying it does not apply to the Catholic clergy, and he is, quite simply, just making a lot of this garbage up.

Next sentence from Mr. Gendron: "When a Catholic dies, money is extracted from mourning loved ones to shorten the deceased’s punishment in Purgatory."  Notice his use of the word, "extracted," as if it is an act of extortion or some such thing.  Again, Mr. Gendron shows his bias and bigotry towards the Catholic Church.  His comments can in no way be described as being fair and objective, which is what a self-professed Christian should strive for.  First of all, as far as I know, no priest comes to the family of the deceased and says, "For a Mass stipend of $xxx, I will say a Mass to get your loved one out of Purgatory early."  I have never, ever, heard of such a thing.  The stipend for a Mass is offered voluntarily by the family, out of gratitude for the priest’s service to them and according to the scriptural principle mentioned above, "The laborer is worthy of his wage."  It is never "extracted" from the "mourning loved ones." 

Next Gendron sentence: "When my dear old dad passed away as a devout Catholic of 79 years, I was amazed at the hundreds of Mass cards purchased for him by well-meaning friends.  Mr. Gendron, when your "dear old dad" died (may God rest his soul), did the priest come to you and tell you that he would not say a funeral Mass for your dad until you paid a certain amount of money?  Please let the world know how much money the priest "extracted" from you before he would say a funeral Mass for your dad.  Surely this happened to you since you say it is the common practice of the Catholic clergy.  You must have experienced it personally, right?  Well, let us know how much money they "extracted" from you before they said your dad’s funeral Mass.

More from Gendron: "We have heard of other Catholics who have willed their entire estates to their religion so that perpetual masses could be offered for them after they die.  As if giving all of your money to the Church is a horrible thing?  I guess it’s okay if Protestants do it, but not if Catholics do it.  And, I wonder if Mr. Gendron would turn down the money if someone willed their entire estate to him?  I seriously doubt it.   

More from Gendron: "It is no wonder that the Catholic religion has become the richest institution in the world. The buying and selling of God’s grace has been a very lucrative business for the Vatican."  Here, again, we run into the myth of the wealth of the Vatican.  The Vatican is getting rich from all of these Mass stipends.  Really?!  I don’t know of a single penny that goes to the Vatican from the average Mass stipend.  Mr. Gendron, could you please trace the path of the money for us?  Can you give us your sources for this statement?  No, you can’t, can you?  Sorry, but that money pretty much stays at the local parish or in the particular religious congregation.  For more on the myth of the "wealth" of the Vatican, I would ask the reader to check out Issue #49 on the "Newsletter" page of our website (www.biblechristiansociety.com), where that particular topic is covered in more detail. 
Mike Gendron:
Another motivation for Rome to fabricate the heretical doctrine of Purgatory is its powerful effect on controlling people. Ultimately, the enslavement and subjugation of people is the goal of every false religion, and Purgatory does exactly that. The concept of a terrifying prison with a purging fire, governed by religious leaders, is a most brilliant invention. It holds people captive, not only in this life but also in the next life. Catholic clergy will not say how many years people have to suffer for their sins or how many Masses must be purchased before they can be released from the flames. This dreadful fear and uncertainty is the most ruthless form of religious bondage and deception!
John Martignoni:
This paragraph is about as ridiculous as something can get.  One billion plus Catholics being "controlled" by the doctrine of Purgatory.  I ask Mr. Gendron, as I did before, if he felt "controlled" by the doctrine of Purgatory when he was Catholic?  Was it Purgatory and Purgatory alone that kept him Catholic…that caused him to be "enslaved" by the Catholic Church? Gendron makes it seem that Purgatory is the one thing that keeps Catholics Catholic, and it does so by fomenting fear among Catholics.  
Yet, in the Catechism of the Catholic Church, with some 2865 paragraphs, the doctrine of Purgatory is contained in all of three (3) of those paragraphs.  I find it odd that the one doctrine which the Church uses to enslave its people gets such short shrift in the Catechism, don’t you?  I also find it odd that there is a complete lack of personal testimony from Mr. Gendron about how he felt "enslaved" by Purgatory and about how much money was extorted from him by the Catholic clergy in return for them saying a funeral Mass for his dad.  Come on, Mike, tell us your personal experiences in these regards.  

Finally, the statement: Catholic clergy will not say how many years people have to suffer for their sins or how many Masses must be purchased before they can be released from the flames. This dreadful fear and uncertainty is the most ruthless form of religious bondage and deception!  My older brother died about 15 years ago.  My father died 8 years ago.  I do not have a "dreadful fear and uncertainty" regarding their ultimate fate that causes me to keep pouring money into the coffers of the Vatican, as Mr. Gendron claims.  I don’t know of any Catholics that do in regard to their deceased loved ones.  Oh, there is concern for the fate of the loved ones, especially when the loved ones did not appear to be living a very holy life, but "dreadful fear" that results in a ruthless "religious bondage?!"  Absolutely not.  The Church, on the contrary, teaches us that God is in control, and teaches us to turn any concern over the fate of our loved ones over to the mercy of God.  Besides, Mr. Gendron seems to be ignorant of the fact that the "Catholic clergy" cannot tell anyone the number of "years" someone has to suffer for their sins in Purgatory, because there is no time in Purgatory.  Purgatory is outside of time.  There are no "years" in Purgatory.  Furthermore, does Mr. Gendron not believe that it is God and God alone who can judge when someone is deserving of Heaven?  Why does he "blame" the Catholic clergy for not being able to judge what God alone can judge?
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Last week I challenged Mr. Gendron, in response to claims made in his article, to please let the world know how much the “Catholic clergy” extorted from him before they would agree to say the funeral Mass for his father. If, as he claims, the “Catholic clergy” “extracts” money for Masses from Catholics who are controlled through fear of purgatorial suffering, then he ought to let us know how much they “extracted” from him before they would say his father’s funeral Mass. But, I have heard nothing in response, even though I know a number of you have emailed him to let him know that he is the subject of this series of newsletters, and I don’t expect to. As I’ve said before, he is not the type to get into a discussion with a Catholic who can actually talk back to him and challenge him on the veracity of what he is saying, as a number of you know from your attempts to dialogue with him via email. 

This week, we get into the biblical support for Purgatory – or the lack thereof, according to Gendron. As always, I put his comments first, in their entirety, and then go back and state them again but with my comments intermingled betwixt and between his.

From the website: www.pro-gospel.org, by Mike Gendron.
Mike Gendron
Biblical Support for Purgatory
There is absolutely none! In fact, neither the word nor the concept of sin-purifying fire is found in Scripture. The Vatican was confronted with this in the 16th century when the Reformers protested its practice of buying and selling of God’s grace through indulgences. Backed into a corner, the Council of Trent added the apocryphal books to its canon of Scripture. Rome now declares there is scriptural support for purgatory in the apocryphal book of Second Maccabees. The council ignored the fact that the Jewish scribes never recognized the apocryphal books as inspired or part of the Hebrew Scriptures. They were never included because of their many historical, theological and geographical errors. Since God is not the author of error, He obviously did not inspire the writers of the Apocrypha. This is why the Apocrypha was never included in the original canon of 66 books. 
The apocryphal verses Rome uses to defend its doctrine of Purgatory refer to Jewish soldiers who died wearing pagan amulets around their necks. Judas Maccabees "sent twelve thousand drachmas of silver to Jerusalem for sacrifice to be offered for the sins of the dead…Judas hoped that these men who died fighting for the cause of God and religion, might find mercy: either because they might be excused from mortal sin by ignorance; or might have repented of their sin, at least at their death. It is therefore a holy and wholesome thought to pray for the dead, that they may be loosed from sins" (2 Maccabees 12:43-46). Rome argues that since Judas Maccabees prayed for the dead, there must be hope for those who die in sin. This of course, goes directly against God’s Word which declares, "It is appointed for men to die once and after this comes judgment" (Heb. 9:22). Rome’s attempt to give credence to Purgatory by using this ungodly practice of the Jews, who had a history of disobeying God, is pathetic.
In another attempt to find support for Purgatory, many Catholics point to this verse: "If any man’s work is burned up, he will suffer loss; but he himself will be saved, yet so as through fire" (1 Cor. 3:15). Clearly, the context of this verse is the testing of a man’s works by fire. The works that survive are the ones done for the glory of Christ and are called gold, silver and precious stones (Eph. 2:10). All the other superfluous works are burned in fire and are called wood, hay and stubble. It is not man’s sins that are being purged, it is man’s spurious works that are being burned and destroyed. 
-————————————————————————————————————————————————————

Mike Gendron
Biblical Support for Purgatory
There is absolutely none! In fact, neither the word nor the concept of sin-purifying fire is found in Scripture. The Vatican was confronted with this in the 16th century when the Reformers protested its practice of buying and selling of God’s grace through indulgences. Backed into a corner, the Council of Trent added the apocryphal books to its canon of Scripture. Rome now declares there is scriptural support for purgatory in the apocryphal book of Second Maccabees. The council ignored the fact that the Jewish scribes never recognized the apocryphal books as inspired or part of the Hebrew Scriptures. They were never included because of their many historical, theological and geographical errors. Since God is not the author of error, He obviously did not inspire the writers of the Apocrypha. This is why the Apocrypha was never included in the original canon of 66 books. 
John Martignoni
First, he states that there is "absolutely" no biblical support for Purgatory, but then in the next two paragraphs he goes on to give a couple of biblical passages that support Purgatory.  How can he say there is no biblical support for Purgatory when he himself cites biblical passages that Catholics believe support the teaching on Purgatory?  Would it not be more honest to say that there are a number of biblical passages that Catholics cite in support of the teaching on Purgatory, but that his biased fallible interpretation of those passages disagrees with the Catholic interpretation of those passages?  That is the more accurate and honest way to describe the situation.  

We’ll look at some of those passages below, including the ones cited by Mr. Gendron, and see if there is indeed "absolutely" no biblical support for Purgatory whatsoever.  But, before we get to that, let’s look at Gendron’s claim that Rome "added" the "apocryphal books" (the deuterocanon – Tobit, Judith, Wisdom, Sirach, Baruch, 1st & 2nd Maccabees) to the Bible at the Council of Trent, in order to be able to claim biblical support for Purgatory (2nd Maccabees 12:42-45).  Gendron claimed: "This is why the Apocrypha was never included in the original canon of 66 books."  His revisionist view of history is that the Catholic Church added those 7 books of the Old Testament to the Catholic bible only after Martin Luther confronted Rome with its lack of biblical evidence for indulgences (Purgatory).  Well, let’s look at the historical documents and see if that is indeed the case.

From the "Faith of the Early Fathers, Vol I," edited by Jurgens, we see the "Decree of Damasus" (Pope St. Damasus I) from the Council of Rome, in 382 A.D. (1200 years before the Council of Trent supposedly added the deuterocanon to the Catholic bible).  In the Decree of Damasus, the 7 books of the Old Testament that Gendron claimed were not "added" until the Council of Trent, are listed as part of the canon (note: Baruch was initially included as part of Jeremias, as Baruch was Jeremiah’s scribe).  Hmmm.  And, if Gendron had bothered to look, he would have found, without too much trouble, that the Latin Vulgate – the official bible of the Catholic Church – which was translated by St. Jerome in the late 4th century, included those 7 books as part of its canon.  And, the Bible Martin Luther used while still a Catholic priest, had those 7 books in it as part of the canon.  And, Martin Luther admitted to throwing out those books from the bible as part of his rebellion against the Church.  So, Gendron’s claim that, "This is why the Apocrypha was never included in the original canon of 66 books," is absolutely false.  And he is absolutely wrong in his claim that the Council of Trent added those books to the Bible.  I call on him to correct this falsehood on his website.  But, he won’t, because he doesn’t seem to be interested in the truth, he is only interested in making the Catholic Church look bad, and if it means having to not be as honest as he could be, well, so be it….

Furthermore, he states that the "Jewish scribes never recognized the apocryphal books as inspired or part of the Hebrew Scriptures."  This, again, is a false claim.  How does he explain, for example, the Septuagint – the Greek language version of the Old Testament – which was put together by "Jewish scribes" and which contains the deuterocanonical books, and from which two-thirds of the Old Testament quotes in the New Testament come?  Plus, the Septuagint was indeed accepted by most of the Jews of the Diaspora (outside of Israel) as their Scriptures.  Besides, the fact that the deuterocanon was not accepted by "Jewish scribes," according to Mr. Gendron, is not a very good argument for a Christian to make.  After all, the "Jewish scribes" did not accept any of the books of the New Testament as part of their Scripture either.  Does Mr. Gendron, to be consistent in his reasoning, then reject the New Testament books? 

So, since 2 Maccabees was indeed part of the "original canon" of 73 books of the bible, we can indeed claim that it provides biblical support for the Catholic doctrine of Purgatory. After all, if there is only Heaven or Hell, then it is completely useless to pray for the dead.  Prayer is not needed for those in Heaven.  Prayer does nothing for those in Hell. Prayers for the dead imply that there is a place, or state of being, other than Heaven or Hell. 

Mike Gendron:
The apocryphal verses Rome uses to defend its doctrine of Purgatory refer to Jewish soldiers who died wearing pagan amulets around their necks. Judas Maccabees "sent twelve thousand drachmas of silver to Jerusalem for sacrifice to be offered for the sins of the dead…Judas hoped that these men who died fighting for the cause of God and religion, might find mercy: either because they might be excused from mortal sin by ignorance; or might have repented of their sin, at least at their death. It is therefore a holy and wholesome thought to pray for the dead, that they may be loosed from sins" (2 Maccabees 12:43-46). Rome argues that since Judas Maccabees prayed for the dead, there must be hope for those who die in sin. This of course, goes directly against God’s Word which declares, "It is appointed for men to die once and after this comes judgment" (Heb. 9:22). Rome’s attempt to give credence to Purgatory by using this ungodly practice of the Jews, who had a history of disobeying God, is pathetic.
John Martignoni
This is a perfect example of either Mike Gendron’s complete and total ignorance of Catholic teaching on Purgatory or his deliberate and wilful distortion of Catholic teaching on Purgatory.  Do you see what he says in this paragraph that betrays him?  He uses Hebrews 9:22 to try and say the practice of praying for the dead is contrary to Scripture.  But, what exactly is it in Hebrews 9:22 that actually contradicts the doctrine of Purgatory or the practice of praying for the dead?  Answer: NOTHING!  Hebrews 9:22 states that after death, comes judgment.  Catholics believe and teach that.  When a person dies, they receive their particular judgment – either they are headed to Heaven or to Hell.  Purgatory has absolutely nothing to do with judgment, however.  Purgatory has to do with the final purification of a soul AFTER it has already been judged as being just.  So, Hebrews 9:22 in no way, shape, or form contradicts the doctrine of Purgatory.  Mike Gendron’s use of this verse to deny Purgatory is ignorant at best, malicious at worst.    

Let’s re-visit the doctrine of Purgatory as taught by the Catholic Church: 1) "All who die in God’s grace [the just] and friendship, but still imperfectly purified, are indeed assured of their eternal salvation; but after death they undergo purification, so as to achieve the holiness necessary to enter the joy of heaven."  (Catechism of the Catholic Church, #1030.)  2) Purgatory (Lat., "purgare", to make clean, to purify) in accordance with Catholic teaching is a place or condition of temporal punishment for those who, departing this life in God’s grace are, not entirely free from venial faults, or have not fully paid the satisfaction due to their transgressions.  (Catholic Encyclopedia, article on Purgatory, www.newadvent.org.)  In other words, Purgatory has nothing to do with judgment, it pertains to a final purification of a just soul after it has received judgment.

Mike Gendron has read the Catechism and he has read the article on Purgatory found in the Catholic Encyclopedia, yet he still apparently does not "get it."  Or, rather, he "gets it," but accurately portraying Catholic teaching on Purgatory does not suit his purposes, so he chooses not to do it. 

And, addressing 2 Maccabees 12 again, we see that it does, with its teaching on prayer for the dead, in fact provide biblical support for the doctrine of Purgatory. 

Mike Gendron
In another attempt to find support for Purgatory, many Catholics point to this verse: "If any man’s work is burned up, he will suffer loss; but he himself will be saved, yet so as through fire" (1 Cor. 3:15). Clearly, the context of this verse is the testing of a man’s works by fire. The works that survive are the ones done for the glory of Christ and are called gold, silver and precious stones (Eph. 2:10). All the other superfluous works are burned in fire and are called wood, hay and stubble. It is not man’s sins that are being purged, it is man’s spurious works that are being burned and destroyed. 
John Martignoni
First of all, let’s note that Mike Gendron is apparently making an infallible pronouncement on what the passage from 1 Cor 3:10-15 means.  A fallible man making an infallible pronouncement.  Sorry, Mike, but not only do you not have the authority to make an infallible pronouncement as to what any particular passage of Scripture means, but your interpretation is: 1) fairly ridiculous upon examination; and, 2) doesn’t actually respond to the Catholic argument regarding this verse.

1) Ridiculous interpretation: According to Gendron, "It is not man’s sins that are being purged, it is man’s spurious works that are being burned and destroyed."  What does "spurious" mean?  It means false, or bogus.  Well, what else could we call a spurious or false or bogus work?  I think the word "sin" would fit most appropriately, don’t you?  After all, I think we could all agree that a "spurious" work is definitely not a good work, right?  So, if it’s not a good work, then it must be a bad work – it must be a morally bad work.  Why else is it being burned up and why else does man "suffer" because of it? 

Does man suffer for morally good works?  No.  Does he suffer for morally neutral works?  No.  Does he suffer for morally bad works?  Indeed he does.  What is another name for a morally bad work?  Sin.  So, Gendron’s classification of these works as being "spurious" works vs. being sins, is a distinction without a difference.  It’s a distraction from the fact that he has no real answer to this passage, so he makes up "spurious" distinctions.  Can Gendron give us some examples of these "spurious" works that are "burned in fire?"

Plus, isn’t Gendron himself essentially admitting that this "burning in fire" of man’s spurious works is purifying man from his "spurious" works?  What else would you call the process described here if not a purification?  What is going on in Purgatory?  Purification.  Which leads to my second point…

2) Not answering the Catholic argument: So, Mr. Gendron, exactly where is it that man’s work is "burned in fire" and they suffer loss, yet are still saved?  Where exactly does this purification take place?  Heaven?  No, no purification is necessary once you reach Heaven.  Hell?  No, no purification is possible once you enter Hell.  Where then is this purification of man taking place, Mr. Gendron? 

Furthermore, if Gendron’s once saved always saved sola fide theology is true, then where exactly does what is happening in 1 Cor 3:10-15, fit into that theology?  He admits that this purification is taking place, but he doesn’t tell us why it is taking place.  Why does there need to be this purification at all?  Isn’t the atoning death of Jesus Christ on the cross enough?  What is this purification by fire of a man’s "spurious" works all about?  I mean, if a man has accepted Jesus Christ as his personal Lord and Savior, thus entering the rank of the "saved," and he’s going to Heaven no matter what, then why does he have to later be purified of his spurious works?  I’m really confused…

Okay, now let’s look at some of the "Catholic" verses of Scripture that support the Church’s teaching on Purgatory:

2 Sam 12:13-18, “David said to Nathan, ‘I have sinned against the Lord.’  And Nathan said to David, ‘the Lord also has put away your sin; you shall not die.  Nevertheless, because by this deed you have utterly scorned the Lord, the child that is born to you shall die.’  
And the Lord struck the child that Uriah’s wife bore to David, and it became sick…On the seventh day the child died.”  Principle #1 – there is punishment for sin even after one has received forgiveness. See also Numbers 20:12 (Moses and Aaron being denied entrance into the Promised Land); Gen 3:16-19 (woman has increased pain in childbirth; man eats by the sweat of his brow)

Rev 21:27, “But nothing unclean shall enter it…”  The New Jerusalem – Heaven.  Principle #2 – nothing unclean, nothing with the stain of sin, will enter Heaven.  Mt 5:48, “You, therefore, must be perfect as your heavenly Father is perfect.”  That’s because of Principle #2 – nothing unclean will get into Heaven.

Hebrews 12:22-23, “But you have come to Mount Zion and to the city of the living god, the heavenly Jerusalem…and to the spirits of just men made perfect."  The spirits of just men, made perfect.  Principle #3 – there is a way, a process, through which the spirits of the “just” are “made perfect”.

1 Cor 3:13-15, “…each man’s work will become manifest; for the Day [judgment day] will disclose it, because it will be revealed with fire, and the fire will test what sort of work each one has done.  If the work which any man has built on the foundation survives, he will receive a reward.  If any man’s work is burned up, he will suffer loss, though he himself will be saved, but only as through fire.”  Where is this place that a man, after he dies, suffers loss, as through fire, but is still saved?  Hell – once you’re in Hell, you don’t get out.  Heaven – you don’t suffer loss in Heaven.  Hmmm…must be somewhere else.  Principle #4 – there is a place other than Heaven or Hell.

Mt 12:32, “And whoever says a word against the Son of man will be forgiven; but whoever speaks against the Holy Spirit will not be forgiven, either in this age or in the age to come.”  Implies forgiveness in the age to come.  Where can you go to be forgiven in the age to come?  Heaven?  You don’t need forgiveness.  Hell?  There is no forgiveness.

Mt 18:32-35, “Then his lord summoned him and said to him, ‘You wicked servant!  I forgave you all that debt because you besought me; and should not you have had mercy on your fellow servant, as I had mercy on you?’  And in anger his lord delivered him to the jailers, till he should pay all his debt.  So also my heavenly Father will do to every one of you, if you do not forgive your brother from your heart.”  Where can you go, that is like jail, until you have paid your debt?  Heaven?  Hell?

Rev 20:13-14, “And the sea gave up the dead in it, Death and Hades gave up the dead in them … [Hades? We know Hades isn’t Hell because of the next verse]…Then Death and Hades were thrown into the lake of fire.”  The lake of fire is Hell.  So, Hades is some place besides Heaven and Hell.  Again, Principle #4 – there is a place besides Heaven and Hell.

So, let’s summarize these four principles: There is punishment for sin even after one has received forgiveness.  We have to be perfect as the Father is perfect, because nothing unclean will enter Heaven.  There is some way, or process, by which the spirits of the just are made perfect.  There is a place besides Heaven or Hell where you can suffer loss, yet be saved, but only as through fire; and where you can be forgiven of sins from a previous age; and where you will not get out until you have paid your entire debt.  Hmmm. 

Principle #5 – there are several Scripture passages that simply make no sense in a Heaven and Hell only theology.  For instance, James 5:20, “Let him know that whoever brings back a sinner from the error of his way will save his soul from death and will cover a multitude of sins.”  Cover a multitude of sins?   1 Peter 4:8, “Above all hold unfailing your love for one another, since love covers a multitude of sins.”  There it is again.  Something that we do, that covers a multitude of sins.  Wait a minute.  If Jesus did all there is to do in terms of payment for sin, then how can we do something that covers a multitude of sins?  Unless…unless, there is a penalty for sin, even after we have been forgiven, as we saw with King David, and if we cooperate with Jesus in our redemption, we can “cover” the penalty for our sins by bringing sinners back to the truth and by loving others.

Col 1:24, “I rejoice in my sufferings for your sake, and in my flesh I complete what is lacking in Christ’s afflictions for the sake of His body, that is, the Church…”  How can Paul suffer for our sake?  And, how in the world can he complete what is lacking in Christ’s afflictions?  Is there something lacking in Christ’s afflictions?  Like the previous two verses, this verse makes no sense in a Heaven and Hell only theological system. 

Finally, Hebrews 12:14, "Strive for peace with all men and for the holiness without which no one will see the Lord."  We have to be holy in order to see the Lord (be ye perfect as your heavenly Father is perfect), and if we are not perfectly holy at the moment we die – and most people will admit that they are not perfectly holy at the present moment – then there must be some way that those who are in a state of grace (saved), but not yet perfected, can be perfected.  As Catholics, we call that process of being perfected after death – Purgatory.
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This is my final instalment dealing with Mike Gendron’s article on Purgatory. As usual, I’ll first present the portion of the article that I’m dissecting in its entirety and then I’ll give it paragraph by paragraph with my commentary mixed in.

As I said in the last issue, Mike did indeed contact me and told me he would respond to my newsletters about the articles on his website under the condition that I publish his comments in their entirety, which I happily agreed to do. Do you think he would publish my comments about his articles on his website in their entirety? Ain’t no way. In fact, I doubt you will ever see mention of my website on his, even though I am more than happy to mention his on mine. 

Anyway, I have not heard from him since his initial contact and, in all honesty, I really don’t plan on hearing from him again. At least, not with a coherent response to any of the points I’ve made in my newsletters. But, if he does end up sending something, coherent or not, it will be sent out to all of you.

From the website: www.pro-gospel.org, by Mike Gendron.

Mike Gendron
The Biblical Rebuke of Purgatory
God’s Word leaves absolutely no possibility for sin to be purged away by anything other than the blood of Jesus Christ. The beloved apostle John penned these words with irrefutable clarity. He wrote, "The blood of Jesus His Son cleanses us from all sin" and "all unrighteousness" (1 John 1:7, 9). John did not say "some" sins or "most" sins, but all sin! This soundly rebukes the need for a sin-purging fire. God’s Word also declares, "All things are cleansed with blood, and without shedding of blood there is no forgiveness" (Heb. 9:22). When Jesus "made purification of sins, He sat down at the right hand of the Majesty on high" (Heb. 1:3). Those who desire to have their sins purged need to trust a person, not a place. The blood of Christ is the only cleansing agent for sin! Those who come to the cross of Christ must come with empty hands of faith, bringing nothing but their sins.
Every blood bought believer is instantly present with their Redeemer at the moment of death. To be "absent from the body" is to be "at home with the Lord" (2 Cor. 5:6-8). This good news was affirmed by the Lord Jesus with the promise He gave to the repentant thief at Calvary. He said to him, "Truly I say to you, today you shall be with Me in Paradise" (Luke 23:43). This habitual sinner did not need a fire to purge his sins.
Catholics who believe in Purgatory need to be asked: "Who is in charge of releasing souls from the purging fire?" It cannot be God because of His promise to believers. "Their sins and iniquities I will remember no more" (Heb. 10:17). After conversion, God no longer counts sins against His children (2 Cor. 5:19).
Purgatory is a travesty on the justice of God and a disgraceful fabrication that robs Christ Jesus of His glory and honor. He alone satisfied divine justice, once and for all, by the perfect and finished sacrifice of Himself. The fatal deception of Purgatory blinds Catholics from the glorious Gospel of grace. It is one of Satan’s many lies which keep his captives from knowing and trusting the sufficiency of Jesus Christ. It is Christ alone that will present us "faultless before the presence of his glory" (Jude 24). 
-——————————————————————————————————————-

Mike Gendron
The Biblical Rebuke of Purgatory
God’s Word leaves absolutely no possibility for sin to be purged away by anything other than the blood of Jesus Christ. The beloved apostle John penned these words with irrefutable clarity. He wrote, "The blood of Jesus His Son cleanses us from all sin" and "all unrighteousness" (1 John 1:7, 9). John did not say "some" sins or "most" sins, but all sin! This soundly rebukes the need for a sin-purging fire. God’s Word also declares, "All things are cleansed with blood, and without shedding of blood there is no forgiveness" (Heb. 9:22). When Jesus "made purification of sins, He sat down at the right hand of the Majesty on high" (Heb. 1:3). Those who desire to have their sins purged need to trust a person, not a place. The blood of Christ is the only cleansing agent for sin! Those who come to the cross of Christ must come with empty hands of faith, bringing nothing but their sins.
John Martignoni
To make the claim, as he does here, that Purgatory and Jesus’ death on the Cross are completely unrelated is due, quite frankly, to either ignorance or malice.  How is it that anyone ends up in Purgatory?  They are in Purgatory because they have died in a state of grace, but they are not yet free from imperfections.  How is it they are able to be in a state of grace?  By the merits and grace earned for us by Jesus with His death on the Cross.  And what exactly is the burning fire of Purgatory?  It is, in essence, the burning fire of God’s love for us.  And how is it that we are able to be purified by God’s love?  By the merits and grace earned for us by Jesus with His death on the Cross.  In other words, the purging of imperfections that souls experience in Purgatory is as a result of the merits and grace earned for us by Jesus with His death on the Cross.  It is by the blood of Christ that souls in Purgatory are perfected.  There is no other means of perfection available to us.
The thing is, Mr. Gendron is perfectly aware that this is Catholic belief.  We know this because of what he himself stated earlier in this very same article.  Did not Mr. Gendron complain that Catholic priests “extract” untold riches from poor frightened and fearful Catholics by telling them they need to offer Masses for the souls of their loved ones in order to get them out of Purgatory?  What is the Mass?  It is, according to Catholic belief – which Mr. Gendron well knows – the re-presentation before God of Jesus’ death on the Cross.  So, in one part of his article, Gendron complains that Purgatory is used by the Church to gain riches from people by saying Masses for those in Purgatory, and in another part of his article he says that Catholics believe that those in Purgatory are purged of their imperfections by something other than the blood of Christ!
Now, Mr. Gendron obviously does not agree that the Mass is a re-presentation of Jesus’ death on the Cross, but he has to admit that it is Catholic teaching that the Mass is the re-presentation of the sacrifice of Christ on the Cross and that the Mass is all about the Body and Blood of Jesus.  Therefore, if Masses are being offered for those in Purgatory, then it means that any sins and inclination to sin and punishment due to sin that are purged in Purgatory are purged by the blood of Christ.  So, to represent the Catholic Faith as teaching that the purgations of Purgatory have absolutely nothing to do with the blood of Christ, after what he said earlier about Masses being said for those in Purgatory, seems to me to be a deliberate misrepresentation of Catholic teaching.  So, once again, Mr. Gendron, I adjure you to retract these falsehoods.  You claim to be a Christian, well, let us see your faith by your works.

Mike Gendron
Every blood bought believer is instantly present with their Redeemer at the moment of death. To be "absent from the body" is to be "at home with the Lord" (2 Cor. 5:6-8). This good news was affirmed by the Lord Jesus with the promise He gave to the repentant thief at Calvary. He said to him, "Truly I say to you, today you shall be with Me in Paradise" (Luke 23:43). This habitual sinner did not need a fire to purge his sins.

John Martignoni
Gendron claims: “Every blood-bought believer is instantly present with their Redeemer at the moment of their death.”  Where in Scripture does it say this?  Oh, I know, he quotes 2 Cor 5:6-8 to “prove” his assertion, but those verses do nothing of the sort.  He actually splits up the main segment of the verses he quotes in order to make it say something it doesn’t actually say.  The verse he quotes from above is 2 Cor 5:8, which states, “We are of good courage, and we would rather be away from the body and at home with the Lord.”  It does not say, as Gendron tries to make it say, “to be absent from the body [is to be instantly at home] with the Lord.” There is nothing in this verse, when properly quoted, that rules out the existence of Purgatory.  Paul is not saying it’s either Heaven or Earth with no in-between, he’s saying he prefers Heaven to Earth, and that is the extent of what he said.  
Regarding the repentant thief at Calvary being told that he would be with Jesus “today” in Paradise, well, exactly what does that mean?  There is only one day in Paradise, and that day is “today.” How do you count time outside of time?  “Today” is forever in Paradise. Plus, 3 days after Jesus’ resurrection, Jesus tells Mary not to touch Him because He has “not yet ascended to the Father.”  Which seems to contradict Gendron’s private, fallible interpretation of what Jesus said to the good thief.  After all, if Jesus, 3 days after His crucifixion, had not yet ascended to the Father, then how could the good thief have been with Jesus “today” in Paradise, when “today” was 3 days ago and Jesus apparently has not made it there yet?  
Plus, Gendron again seems to be ignorant that Catholic teaching does not say everyone has to go to Purgatory before they enter Paradise.  If the temporal punishment due to sin has been remitted in this lifetime, and one has been freed of their attachment to sin, then when they die they go straight to Heaven.  Is it possible that being crucified might suffice to requite the temporal punishment due to sin?  Which means that if the Good Thief did indeed go straight to Heaven, it does absolutely nothing to disprove Catholic teaching on Purgatory.
All of which is to say that Gendron’s Scripture citations here do not prove his point, rather they prove that his private, fallible interpretation of any and all Scripture verses should be held as being highly suspect.

One last point to make on this.  Earlier in this article, when trying to argue that 1 Cor 3:15 – "If any man’s work is burned up, he will suffer loss; but he himself will be saved, but only as through fire" – does not teach anything about purging of one’s sins, Mr. Gendron nonetheless admits that there is a purging of a man’s "spurious works," as through fire, before he gets into Heaven.  His exact words were: "Clearly, the context of this verse is the testing of a man’s works by fire. The works that survive are the ones done for the glory of Christ and are called gold, silver and precious stones (Eph. 2:10). All the other superfluous works are burned in fire and are called wood, hay and stubble. It is not man’s sins that are being purged, it is man’s spurious works that are being burned and destroyed."

So, in one part of his article, Gendron admits that there can be a purging, as through fire, that a man goes through before he enters Heaven, yet in another part of your article he claims that there can be no such purging because a man is "instantly present with their Redeemer at the moment of death."  Could you please explain, Mr. Gendron, that contradiction?  By the way, Mr. Gendron, where does this purging you claim takes place, at least in one part of your article, actually take place?

Apparently Mr. Gendron believes that a man having his spurious works "burned and destroyed" in fire does not run contrary to his claim that a person is "instantly present with their Redeemer at the moment of death," but a man having his sins or his punishment due to sin "burned and destroyed" in fire, does.  Seems we’ve found yet another inconsistency in his argumentation.  Why does having your spurious works burned in fire not slow you down on your way to being with Jesus, but having your sins or punishment due to sin burned in fire does slow you down on your way to Jesus?  After all, in both cases a man is being purged "as through fire," so what’s the timing difference between the two, Mr. Gendron?

 

Mike Gendron
Catholics who believe in Purgatory need to be asked: "Who is in charge of releasing souls from the purging fire?" It cannot be God because of His promise to believers. "Their sins and iniquities I will remember no more" (Heb. 10:17). After conversion, God no longer counts sins against His children (2 Cor. 5:19). 

John Martignoni
Here we get a little of Gendron’s once saved always saved theology which leads him, as it does many others, into taking absolutely ridiculous positions based upon their private, fallible interpretations of Scripture.  A soul is released from Purgatory once they have been purged of their imperfections.  Hebrews 12:22-23, “But you have come to Mount Zion and to the city of the living God, the heavenly Jerusalem…and to the spirits of just men made perfect.”  How were the spirits of the just in Heaven “made” perfect?  Hmmm.  
To answer Gendron’s question, God is “in charge” of releasing souls from Purgatory.  God is “in charge” of all things. But let’s look at Gendron’s logic, or lack thereof.  Let’s go, for the moment, with Gendron’s private, fallible interpretation of Hebrews 10:17 and 2 Cor 5:19.  When does someone get released from Purgatory?  When all their sins and imperfections are gone.  Or, to say it another way, when their sins have been “remembered no more.”  

So, why does Gendron think God cannot be in charge of releasing a soul from Purgatory after they’ve been cleansed of all imperfections…after their sins have been remembered no more?  
Now, regarding the Scripture verses he is twisting, let’s take a look at them.  Hebrews 10:17 does indeed tell us that God will “remember their sins and their misdeeds no more.”  But does that mean, as Mr. Gendron apparently contends, that after you’re “saved” God will just give you a free pass on sin whether you confess your sins and repent of them or not?  That is a ridiculous thing to contend.  1 John 1:9, which Mr. Gendron cited a few paragraphs earlier, states that God will indeed forgive our sins “if” we confess them.  And Jesus states several times in the Gospels the need for repentance of sin.  So, even if someone is “saved” according to Mr. Gendron’s theological system, in order to have their sins forgiven, the Bible tells us they still have to confess those sins and repent of their sins. 
So, my question for you, Mr. Gendron, is this: If someone is saved, and they commit a venial sin after being saved, and they do not repent or confess that sin, do you contend that if they died immediately after committing that sin, they would not need to be cleansed of that sin before entering Heaven?  Does God “remember their sins and their deeds no more” even if they do not repent and confess their sins, as you seem to be contending?  Or, does God remember their sins up until the point they repent and confess their sins and their sins are purged?
In addition to Gendron’s scriptural consistency problems with how and when God forgives sin, let’s look just a few verses down from Hebrews 10:17.  Hebrews 10:29 states, “How much worse punishment do you think will be deserved by the man who has spurned the Son of God, and profaned the blood of the covenant by which he was sanctified, and outraged the Spirit of grace.” Who is the man described here?  He is a man who was sanctified by the blood of Jesus Christ.  Is that someone, according to Gendron’s theological system who has been saved?  You bet it is.  I don’t know how he could say otherwise.  Yet, what happens to this man who has been saved, whose sins, according to Gendron’s private, fallible interpretation will no longer be held against him, when he then spurns the Son of God and profanes the blood of the covenant and outraged the Spirit of grace?  Are none of those sins held against him?  According to Gendron, they are not.  According to Scripture, this man receives a “fearful prospect of judgment” (Hebrews 10:27).  Once saved always saved?  I don’t think so!  Once again Gendron’s private, fallible interpretations of Scripture get him into scriptural hot water.

Mike Gendron
Purgatory is a travesty on the justice of God and a disgraceful fabrication that robs Christ Jesus of His glory and honor. He alone satisfied divine justice, once and for all, by the perfect and finished sacrifice of Himself. The fatal deception of Purgatory blinds Catholics from the glorious Gospel of grace. It is one of Satan’s many lies which keep his captives from knowing and trusting the sufficiency of Jesus Christ. It is Christ alone that will present us "faultless before the presence of his glory" (Jude 24). 

John Martignoni
The only travesty of justice here is Gendron’s spreading of misconceptions, half-truths, and outright lies about Catholic teaching on Purgatory.  There is nothing in the Catholic teaching of Purgatory that “robs Jesus Christ of His glory and honor.” The Catholic teaching on Purgatory is perfectly consistent with Sacred Scripture and does nothing but glorify Jesus Christ through Whom and with Whom and in Whom we are saved.  I am Catholic and I believe in Purgatory and I believe in the “glorious Gospel of grace.”  And I believe, as do all Catholics, that it is indeed Christ alone that will present us “faultless before the presence of His glory.”  Mike Gendron’s claims to the contrary are without merit. 
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Introduction

Well, I received a response from Mike Gendron to part of what I wrote in the last newsletter. And, his response has so blown me away that I have no choice but to renounce the Catholic Faith and go join the Church of Gendron…yeah, right. 

His response, to be blunt, was pitiful. He is the perfect example of an anti-Catholic who cares not a lick about trying to respond to authentic Catholic teaching, or to questions about his particular beliefs, but who is simply interested in bashing Catholicism in any way, shape, or form he can. And he’s not going to let a little thing like the truth get in his way.

Below is his response in its entirety, and then my comments intermingled with his response. He is replying to only the first three paragraphs of last week’s newsletter. I don’t know if he plans on replying to anything else, but judging from what he said in his response, I think that is going to be it. 

Mike Gendron

John,
Your rebuke of God’s word is not backed up by any official references from the Catholic religion. In my article I state the source of my information but you appear to give your opinions instead of backing up your claims with the laughable "infallible" teachings of the magisterium.
You say Catholics are in purgatory because "they are not yet free from imperfections." They ought to convert to Christ because born again Christians are made perfect forever at the moment of justification by the one offering of Jesus 2000 years ago (Heb. 10:14).
Where do you get the statement "grace earned for us by Jesus with His death on the Cross." Did Jesus really have to earn grace?

Where do you get the idea that the fire of Purgatory is "the burning fire of God’s love for us."

You said, "And how is it that we are able to be purified by God’s love?  By the merits and grace earned for us by Jesus with His death on the Cross.  In other words, the purging of imperfections that souls experience in Purgatory is as a result of the merits and grace earned for us by Jesus with His death on the Cross.  It is by the blood of Christ that souls in Purgatory are perfected.  There is no other means of perfection available to us."

According to paragraph-1475 it has nothing to do with God’s love or Jesus but instead the merits of other Catholics. "In the communion of saints, "a perennial link of charity exists between the faithful who have already reached their heavenly home, those who are expiating their sins in purgatory and those who are still pilgrims on earth. Between them there is, too, an abundant exchange of all good things." In this wonderful exchange, the holiness of one profits others, well beyond the harm that the sin of one could cause others. Thus recourse to the communion of saints lets the contrite sinner be more promptly and efficaciously purified of the punishments for sin."
You say "Catholic teaching that the Mass is the re–presentation of the sacrifice of Christ on the Cross and that the Mass is all about the Body and Blood of Jesus.  Therefore, if Masses are being offered for those in Purgatory, then it means that any sins and inclination to sin and punishment due to sin that are purged. So, to represent the Catholic Faith as teaching that the purgations of Purgatory have absolutely nothing to do with the blood of Christ, after what he said earlier about Masses being said for those in Purgatory, seems to me to be a deliberate misrepresentation of Catholic teaching." 
It is you who appears not know what the Mass is?  It is, according to your Catechism 1367 The sacrifice of Christ and the sacrifice of the Eucharist are one single sacrifice: "The victim is one and the same: the same now offers through the ministry of priests, who then offered himself on the cross; only the manner of offering is different." "And since in this divine sacrifice which is celebrated in the Mass, the same Christ who offered himself once in a bloody manner on the altar of the cross is contained and is offered in an unbloody manner". Let me ask you this – how can say the purging in Purgatory is "by the blood of Christ" when the Mass is offered in an unbloody manner. Catholic teaching is not only false it is without logic or consistency. 
John, I have compassion for you and all those who are being deceived in the name of Christ. Come out of your false religion and worship God in Spirit and truth before it is too late. 
Mike Gendron
——————————————————————————————————————————

Mike Gendron

John,
Your rebuke of God’s word is not backed up by any official references from the Catholic religion. In my article I state the source of my information but you appear to give your opinions instead of backing up your claims with the laughable "infallible" teachings of the magisterium. You say Catholics are in purgatory because "they are not yet free from imperfections." They ought to convert to Christ because born again Christians are made perfect forever at the moment of justification by the one offering of Jesus 2000 years ago (Heb. 10:14).
John Martignoni

Mike,
Gee, good thing you don’t like condescending emails, right?  Anyway, I am not rebuking God’s Word, I am rebuking man’s word and, in particular, I am rebuking your word.  Your fallible, man-made, non-authoritative, biased and bigoted word.  
You speak of the “laughable infallible teachings of the [M]agisterium,” yet you tend to also speak as if you yourself are infallible.  Do you believe your private interpretations of Scripture to indeed be infallible?  And, if not, will you then admit that your private, fallible interpretations of Scripture, in regard to Purgatory and other such Catholic teachings, could be wrong?  You won’t admit that, though, will you?  You know why?  Pride, Mike…pride.  You are too proud to admit that you could be wrong.  That your interpretations are indeed fallible and, therefore, prone to error.  
Hebrews 10:14, “For by a single offering He has perfected for all time those who are sanctified.”  Absolutely. But, you seem to be claiming to be perfect, Mike, is that right?  So, you are without sin?  You never commit any sin, whatsoever?  You never have a bad thought or do a bad deed?  Really?!  
Well, Mike, Catholic teaching is in perfect unison with Hebrews 10:14, as it is with each and every passage of Scripture. But, contrary to your fallible private interpretation of this passage, it is not saying that those who are perfected are automatically perfected for all time and can never again sin, if so, then why does Paul so often remind the Christians he writes to about avoiding sin?  If you look at the context, this verse is comparing the sacrifice of Christ to the sacrifices of the Old Covenant.  Those had to be offered over and over again and did not take away sins.  The sacrifice of Christ, however, was once for all time.  This one sacrifice was indeed sufficient to sanctify and perfect all men for all of time, but this verse is not saying that a man cannot lose his sanctification if he later turns away from the Lord and sins.
Look at Hebrews 10:38, “…but my righteous one shall live by faith and if he shrinks back, my soul has no pleasure in him.” Why would God talk about His righteous one shrinking back, if his righteous one has been perfected for all time?  And, in Hebrews 6:4-6, it talks about those who have repented, and who have “tasted the heavenly gift” and who have “become partakers of the Holy Spirit” and who have “tasted the goodness of the Word of God.”  Those are Christians, right?  I mean, non-believers can’t be said to have become partakers of the Holy Spirit, can they?  Of course not.  So, what does this passage then say about these Christians?  It says that they can commit apostasy.  What does that do to your fallible interpretation of Hebrews 10:14?  Kind of messes it up, doesn’t it?

Regarding giving you my opinion, I do no such thing.  All throughout my dissection of your article on Purgatory and your article on false teachers, I have cited Scripture and the teachings of the Church.  Now, you may not agree with what the Church teaches, but that is not justification to knowingly misrepresent what the Church teaches.  Which you have done throughout your articles.  By the way, what sources did you give?  You cited the Catechism, out of context, and you give your private, fallible interpretation of Scripture.  Is that what you consider your sources?

Mike Gendron

Where do you get the statement "grace earned for us by Jesus with His death on the Cross." Did Jesus really have to earn grace?  Where do you get the idea that the fire of Purgatory is "the burning fire of God’s love for us?" You said, "And how is it that we are able to be purified by God’s love?  By the merits and grace earned for us by Jesus with His death on the Cross.  In other words, the purging of imperfections that souls experience in Purgatory is as a result of the merits and grace earned for us by Jesus with His death on the Cross.  It is by the blood of Christ that souls in Purgatory are perfected.  There is no other means of perfection available to us." According to paragraph-1475 it has nothing to do with God’s love or Jesus but instead the merits of other Catholics. "In the communion of saints, "a perennial link of charity exists between the faithful who have already reached their heavenly home, those who are expiating their sins in purgatory and those who are still pilgrims on earth. Between them there is, too, an abundant exchange of all good things." In this wonderful exchange, the holiness of one profits others, well beyond the harm that the sin of one could cause others. Thus recourse to the communion of saints lets the contrite sinner be more promptly and efficaciously purified of the punishments for sin."

John Martignoni

Jesus did not have to earn anything for himself – once again you twist someone’s words to suit your purposes.  Jesus’ death on the Cross opened up for us the floodgates of God’s mercy and grace.  He didn’t earn it for Himself, He did it for us.  Do you believe we could merit God’s grace all on our own without Jesus’ death on the Cross?  That’s what you seem to be implying here.
Where did I get the idea that the fire of Purgatory is “the burning fire of God’s love for us?”  Well, how about from the Bible?  Hebrews 12:29, “For our God is a consuming fire.”  1 Cor 3:14, “If the work which any man has built on the foundation (Jesus Christ) survives, he will receive a reward.  If any man’s work is burned up (consumed), he will suffer loss, though he himself will be saved, but only as through fire.”  Let’s see, our God is a consuming fire and anyone who is in Purgatory has their works of wood, hay, or stubble consumed by fire…hmmm.  What fire could that be?  By the way, Mike, you said that men have their “spurious works” burned up by fire.  Please be more specific as to what kind of “spurious works,” what is the nature of the fire that burns them up (is it related to God or not), and where exactly is it this burning up of a man’s spurious works takes place?
Regarding your assertion that the burning fires of Purgatory have nothing to do with God’s love, you once again quote the Catechism (#1475) out of context.  What does paragraph #1474 of the Catechism say?  “The life of each of God’s children is joined in Christ and through Christ in a wonderful way to the life of all the other Christian brethren in the supernatural unity of the Mystical Body of Christ, as in a single mystical person.”  And, Who is that single person to whom all Christians are joined?  Jesus Christ.  So, the merits shared in the Communion of Saints have nothing to do with Jesus and with God’s love?

In the Catechism, “On the contrary the ‘treasury of the church is the infinite value, which can never be exhausted, which Christ’s merits have before God.  They were offered so that the whole of mankind could be set free from sin and attain communion with the Father.  In Christ, the Redeemer Himself, the satisfactions and merits of His Redemption exist and find their efficacy.”  You still want to say that it has nothing to do with Jesus?  
In other words, Mike, you failed to note that the link that binds together the Communion of Saints is Jesus Christ Himself.  It is only in Him, with Him, and through Him that the holiness of one is able to benefit another, because it is all ultimately the holiness of Christ Himself that the members of His Body share.  Does not what benefits one member of the Body benefit all members of the Body?  So for you to say that the burning fires of Purgatory have nothing at all to do with the love of God or with Jesus seems to be, quite simply, a lie.  And I say it is a lie because you have obviously read the Catechism, so what you’re saying is not out of ignorance but seems to be rather a deliberate misrepresentation of what the Catholic Faith teaches. 

Mike Gendron

You say "Catholic teaching that the Mass is the re–presentation of the sacrifice of Christ on the Cross and that the Mass is all about the Body and Blood of Jesus.  Therefore, if Masses are being offered for those in Purgatory, then it means that any sins and inclination to sin and punishment due to sin that are purged. So, to represent the Catholic Faith as teaching that the purgations of Purgatory have absolutely nothing to do with the blood of Christ, after what he said earlier about Masses being said for those in Purgatory, seems to me to be a deliberate misrepresentation of Catholic teaching." 

It is you who appears not know what the Mass is?  It is, according to your Catechism 1367 The sacrifice of Christ and the sacrifice of the Eucharist are one single sacrifice: "The victim is one and the same: the same now offers through the ministry of priests, who then offered himself on the cross; only the manner of offering is different." "And since in this divine sacrifice which is celebrated in the Mass, the same Christ who offered himself once in a bloody manner on the altar of the cross is contained and is offered in an unbloody manner". Let me ask you this – how can say the purging in Purgatory is "by the blood of Christ" when the Mass is offered in an unbloody manner. Catholic teaching is not only false it is without logic or consistency. 
John Martignoni

Regarding how I can say the “purging in Purgatory” is by the blood of Christ when the Mass is offered in an unbloody manner…is that really the best you can do?  Mike, do you not claim to have been saved by the blood of Christ?  Of course you do.  Yet, how can this be since Christ stopped bleeding two thousand years ago and you weren’t “saved” until what, the 1980’s?  Did Christ have to be crucified again in order for you to be saved and His blood literally poured on you or some such thing? Was not Christ’s blood applied to you in an unbloody manner?  If so, how can you say that you were saved by the blood of Jesus?  He isn’t bleeding anymore is He, Mike?!  Just as you can be perfected by the blood of Christ without having it literally poured over you, so, too, can the souls in Purgatory be perfected by the blood of Christ without having it literally poured over them.
The sacrifice of the Mass, as you well know, Mike, is the re-presentation of the sacrifice of Christ on the Cross to the Father.  It is our participation in Christ’s spilling of blood on the Cross, in response to Jesus’ command to “do this” in remembrance of Him.  It is our participation in the cup of the “blood of the covenant.”  The cup in which we participate at Mass, the cup which is “poured out” for us, is the new covenant in Jesus’ blood.  No, Mike, we are not bled on at the Mass, just as you were not bled on when you were supposedly “saved” by the blood of Christ.  The Mass is the offering to God of Jesus’ sacrifice on the cross.  It is not a re-crucifixion, it is a re-presentation of that offering.  Is not Christ in Heaven as our High Priest and does He not continually intercede for us with the Father?  What does He do when He intercedes for us with the Father, Mike?  Does He say, "C’mon, Father, Mike’s a good guy, it’s okay to save him?"  No.  He points to the blood He spilled on the Cross, He re-presents His sacrifice to the Father, and says, "See, Father.  See what I did for Mike."  And that is how you are able to be saved, Mike.  Not because Jesus was re-sacrificed for you, but because His sacrifice was put before the Father on your behalf.   Just so the souls in Purgatory are perfected, because of the grace and the merits which are available to them because of Christ shedding His blood on the Cross.  The grace and merits which Christ makes available to us through the Mass.  The blood of Christ, offered through the Mass, for the souls in Purgatory.  Is that really the best you can do? 

Mike Gendron

John, I have compassion for you and all those who are being deceived in the name of Christ. Come out of your false religion and worship God in Spirit and truth before it is too late. 
John Martignoni

Save your compassion for yourself, Mike.  I pray that the Holy Spirit will grant you the grace for you to see through the darkness which has enveloped you and that the scales will one day fall from your eyes.  Your soul is in serious jeopardy, Mike Gendron, and you need to be praying to God to send you the Spirit of Truth.

In Conclusion

As you can see, Mike Gendron and his ilk are not to be feared. They are to be stood up to and shown to be exactly what they are…frauds and false teachers. They are also to be prayed for. Especially those, like Gendron, who were once Catholic and have now rejected the teachings of the Church founded by Jesus Christ in favor of their own fallible, man-made, private opinions of what Scripture “really” says. 

Will Mr. Gendron tell us if he is infallible or not? No. Will he tell us where it is a man’s “spurious works” are burned up and what the nature of that fire is? No. Will he address Hebrews 6:4-6 and Hebrews 10:38? No. Will he admit that he selectively quotes the Catechism out of context? No. Will he tell us how it was he was saved by the blood of Christ when Jesus stopped bleeding some 2000 years before Gendron was “saved?” No. Will he answer any of the other questions I’ve raised in the last several newsletters? No. 
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Mr. Gendron did indeed send another reply to me. And, he actually answered some of the questions I asked…I’ll have to give him credit for that. I guess I’ll have to change from thinking that he won’t respond to my emails, to thinking that he might respond, although not in a comprehensive manner, as you’ll see below.

Anyway, below is his response to the last email I sent him (which you can read in the last newsletter). It seems I have caught him, as you will see, in some scriptural/theological contradictions, which I hope he will endeavor to explain away if he responds again. The more they talk on one specific subject, the more trouble they get into.

His response is in full, and then I repeat his response with my comments intermingled.

Mike Gendron
John,
Yes I admit my interpretations of Scripture can be wrong because I am fallible. The only infallible teacher the world has ever known is the Lord Jesus Christ. I have studied the Word of God for 30 years now and have confidence that I have believed the true Gospel and trusted Jesus as my all-sufficient Savior. He did everything necessary to save me completely and forever from the punishment, power of sin. 
Yes, I sin every day. Hebrews 10:14 is referring to justification which is a legal declaration by the judge in heaven. I have received the gift of Christ’s righteousness through faith (Rom. 5:127). It was imputed or credited to my account at the moment of my conversion (Rom. 4:5). It does not mean I am righteous without sin, it means in the heavenly court of law, I have been acquitted of all sin, they were all placed on Christ who is my sin bearer (2 Cor. 5:21).
Spurious works are works done before justification/conversion, for self-glory and not for the glory of Christ. Ted Turner can give a billion dollars to charity but since he has never been converted to Christ, it is a spurious work. Obviously it is not a sin to give money If, as you say, sin is what is purified in Purgatory this is inconsistent with your belief.
I think if you would look at the Scriptures apart from your Catholic indoctrination, you would be able to see what God has revealed (2 Cor. 3:16).
Sincerely,
Mike Gendron
———————————————————————————————————————————————————

Mike Gendron
John,
Yes I admit my interpretations of Scripture can be wrong because I am fallible. The only infallible teacher the world has ever known is the Lord Jesus Christ. I have studied the Word of God for 30 years now and have confidence that I have believed the true Gospel and trusted Jesus as my all-sufficient Savior. He did everything necessary to save me completely and forever from the punishment, power of sin. Yes, I sin every day. Hebrews 10:14 is referring to justification which is a legal declaration by the judge in heaven. I have received the gift of Christ’s righteousness through faith (Rom. 5:127). It was imputed or credited to my account at the moment of my conversion (Rom. 4:5). It does not mean I am righteous without sin, it means in the heavenly court of law, I have been acquitted of all sin, they were all placed on Christ who is my sin bearer (2 Cor. 5:21).
John Martignoni
Well, thank you for being honest enough to admit that your interpretations of Scripture are fallible and, therefore, that your interpretations of Scripture could be wrong.  Which means you also admit that my interpretations of Scripture could be right.  I have run across very few of your Evangelical brothers and sisters who will actually admit such a thing in such a direct manner.  
I find it very interesting, however, that you “have confidence” that you have believed the true Gospel.  That’s not quite the same as “absolute assurance” is it?  Yet, do you not believe that you have absolute assurance of salvation?  And do you not rail against Catholics who do not, in your opinion, have assurance of their salvation as you define it?
Yet, how can you have absolute assurance of salvation, when the foundation of your belief in this absolute assurance is your own admittedly fallible interpretation of the Bible?  How can you say you have “absolute assurance” of salvation, when that belief is based on a “fallible” interpretation that “could be wrong” and in which you have only some subjective degree of “confidence?”  
You say that you “have confidence” in your interpretations because you have been studying the Scriptures for “30 years now.”  Well, I have a great deal of confidence in my interpretations, too, and I have been studying the Scriptures for some 20 years now.  Does that mean anything to you?  I doubt it.  So, why should it mean anything to me that you’ve been studying the Scriptures for 30 years now?  Besides, I put my interpretations of Scripture to the test by comparing them to the interpretations of the Church which has been studying Scripture for some 2000 years now.  Do you submit your interpretations of Scripture to the judgment of any church, or do you just go with them based on your own authority?

Now, speaking of fallible interpretations of Scripture, let’s look at this whole “legal declaration” business that you’ve pulled out of Hebrews 10:14.  Hebrews 10:14, "For by a single offering He has perfected for all time those who are sanctified." You claim this refers to justification as being a “legal declaration.”  Uhm…exactly where does it say that?  Being “perfected” doesn’t really mean being perfected, it simply means being “legally declared” innocent?  So, you are simply declared innocent, but not really made innocent, eh?  If that is the case, then how can you be said to be a “new creation” (2 Cor 5:17; Gal 6:15)?  You’re not really a new creation, you’re just “legally declared” a new creation, right?  And, how can this mere legal declaration of innocence be described as the “washing of regeneration and renewal in the Holy Spirit,” (Titus 3:5) when you weren’t really washed or regenerated or renewed?  Does that mean you were “legally declared” washed and regenerated and renewed? 
And, in Matt 5:48, where Jesus tells us to “be perfect, therefore, as your heavenly Father is perfect,” what He is really saying is for us to “be legally declared innocent, therefore, as your heavenly Father is legally declared innocent?”  And why in 2 Cor 13:9 is Paul praying for the “perfection” of the Corinthians if they’ve already been perfected?  They’ve already been legally declared innocent, or “perfected” according to your fallible interpretation, so why is Paul still praying for them to be perfected if that word means what you think it means.  Have you ever seen “The Princess Bride?”  “You keep on using that word and I dunna think it means what you think it means.”  
In 2 Cor 3:18, it states, “And we all, with unveiled face, beholding the glory of the Lord, are being changed into His likeness from one degree of glory to another.”  Why does it say we are being “changed into His likeness from one degree of glory to another,” when all that has happened is that we were “legally declared” innocent? No, Mike, we are not merely declared innocent in some legal mumbo jumbo manner, God actually makes us innocent through the power of His Word.  
So, we see that your fallible interpretation of Hebrews 10:14 that leads you to develop this fallacious “legal declaration” claptrap is really not a very scripturally-consistent interpretation of that verse, is it?

One last comment on your 1st paragraph.  You said that Jesus is the “only infallible teacher the world has ever known.” So, the Apostles were not infallible teachers?  Peter and Paul did not teach the Christian faith infallibly?  They may have taught error?  James and John and Andrew did not teach the Christian faith infallibly?  Yet, did Jesus not send the Holy Spirit to teach them unto “all truth” (John 16:13)?  Did the Holy Spirit fail to do His job?  And, if the writers of the books of Scripture were not infallible in their teachings, then how can you say that the Bible is inerrant?  There could be mistakes in them if the writers were not infallible, right?

Mike Gendron
Spurious works are works done before justification/conversion, for self-glory and not for the glory of Christ. Ted Turner can give a billion dollars to charity but since he has never been converted to Christ, it is a spurious work. Obviously it is not a sin to give money If, as you say, sin is what is purified in Purgatory this is inconsistent with your belief.
John Martignoni
Now, regarding these spurious works that you claim are what is being spoken of in 1 Cor 3:13-15, you haven’t really thought this through before, have you?  The spurious works that are burned up are, according to you, those “works done before justification/conversion.” Yet, according to the Bible, the works that are being burned up are works that were built upon the foundation “which is Jesus Christ.”  Oops. You have just stepped into a theological pile of Martin Luther, Mike.  Look at verses 11 and 12: “For no other foundation can anyone lay than that which is laid, which is Jesus Christ.  Now if anyone builds on the foundation with gold, silver, precious stones, wood, hay, stubble…” 
Can someone “build on the foundation which is Christ before their conversion, Mike?  No, they can’t, because they don’t have Jesus Christ as their foundation. So, these “spurious works” that are being burned up cannot be works done “before justification/conversion,” can they?  This passage is referring to the works – good and bad – of believers, Mike.  These works are works done after “justification/conversion,” not before, otherwise they could not have been said to be built on the foundation which is Jesus Christ!  Besides, do you think the “spurious works” of an unbeliever could be described as gold, silver, and precious jewels?  Not to mention the fact that, as you have pointed out previously, Scripture says that God remembers our sins no more after our conversion.  So, you believe He doesn’t remember our sins but that He does indeed remember our spurious works?  If that is the best you can do after 30 years of studying Scripture, Mike, then may I suggest that you might want to re-think this whole depending on your own fallible private interpretation model that you are using?  
Finally, you still haven’t answered the questions about where and how these “spurious works” are burned up in fire.  Where does that take place, Mike, and exactly what is the nature of this fire?
No, you have not shown anything inconsistent with my belief, Mike, rather you have shown your belief to be wholly inconsistent with the very clear meaning of Scripture in this passage.  So, again, here are the questions for you: 
1) Do you wish to retract your statement that the “spurious works” that are burned in the fire are done “before justification/conversion?”  If not, please explain how the spurious works of unbelievers could be built on the foundation which is Christ Jesus and how these works could ever be described as being gold, silver, and precious jewels.
2) Where does this burning up of works as through fire take place?
3) What is the exact nature of the fire that burns away these “spurious works?”

Mike Gendron
I think if you would look at the Scriptures apart from your Catholic indoctrination, you would be able to see what God has revealed (2 Cor. 3:16).
John Martignoni
Actually, Mike, I started truly believing the teachings of the Catholic Church after I started my serious study of Scripture, not before.  After I came back into the Church in my early thirties, I was a Catholic who was probably a lot like you.  I was ignorant of much of what the Church taught and why it taught it.  And, I disagreed with certain things I did know the Church taught.  I was a Cafeteria Catholic, picking and choosing what Church teachings I accepted and what ones I did not accept.  Only after a serious study of Scripture did I come to believe that the Catholic Church was right in all of its doctrinal teachings on faith and morals.  I saw verse after verse, passage after passage, that fit perfectly with Church teaching and which countered my own fallible opinions.  Before reading Scripture I doubted the Church in a number of areas.  Not so after reading Scripture.  So, you cannot say that I believe as I do because of my "Catholic indoctrination."  I received no such indoctrination. 

You are the one who has been deceived by your Protestant indoctrination, Mike.  You were taught the Bible said certain things that it does not in fact say.  But, your pride has blinded you to that fact.  You don’t want to admit that, as a Catholic, you were actually very ignorant of Catholic teaching and that now, as a Protestant, you have rejected the true Church founded by Christ and the truth of its teaching.  Yet, just look at the disaster of an interpretation you have made of 1 Cor 3:11-15, Mike.  Your interpretation that these works spoken of are the "spurious works" of unbelievers before they are "justified/converted" is ridiculous given the actual words contained in those passages.  Your private fallible interpretation of Scripture is a bust.  And, let me remind you once again, that the very fact that you admitted that your beliefs are based on your fallible interpretations of Scripture and that you can indeed be wrong in your interpretations, means that you cannot have "absolute certainty" of your salvation, Mike.  Truly, think about that.  I actually have more assurance of my salvation than do you.  The path you have chosen, Mike Gendron, is a path that is not in accord with the Word of God and I admonish you to turn from it for the sake of your immortal soul.
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This issue is going to pretty much wrap up my doings with Mike Gendron. He has not responded to my last email to him, so what I’m going to do is just go back through what I’ve written about those articles on his website, and summarize all of the questions that I have asked him which have gone, and, I predict, will continue to go, unanswered by him. 

I might still get a response from him in the future and, if I do, I will publish it. But, after the total absurdity of his private, fallible interpretation of 1 Cor 3:11-15 was exposed in the last issue, blowing huge holes in his argument against Purgatory and seriously damaging his entire case against Catholicism (since it is based entirely on his same private, fallible interpretations of the Bible), I don’t know how he could respond – except to completely ignore what I said or to launch a personal attack at me. 

So, again, below I will summarize the major questions I have asked him in this series of newsletters where I have been dissecting a couple of the articles on his website, and challenge him to answer them.

Questions Unanswered by Mike Gendron:

1) How do you know the Bible is divine in both "origin and inspiration"?

2) Who wrote the Gospel of Mark, and how do you know – did the Bible tell you?

3) How do you know the writer of the Gospel of Mark was inspired by the Holy Spirit – did the Bible tell you?

4) How are we to know the spirt of Truth from the spirit of error – by reading the Bible?

5) What is the pillar and ground of the truth – is it the Bible?

6) If, for the sake of argument, Catholics are right and what we call "Sacred Tradition" is indeed the  "Apostles’ teaching" (Acts 2:42); and it is indeed the "Word of God" which the people "heard" from Paul (1 Thes 2:13);  and it is indeed the "traditions" which the Thessalonians were commanded by Paul to stand firm in, whether they were received by "word of mouth or by letter;" then should they not be placed on an equal footing with the written Word of God?

7) Please identify the papal encyclical or the Church Council or any other official magisterial document of the Catholic Church that teaches, as you charge, that Catholics can buy and sell God’s grace?

8) If the Bible is infallible, and the world has only known, according to you, one infallible teacher, then how can the Bible be infallible if none of those who wrote the Bible were infallible?

9) If Jesus was the one and only infallible teacher, then how could He say to the disciples He sent out that, "He who hears you hear Me, and He who rejects you rejects Me?"  If these disciples, when they taught, were teaching with the authority of Christ to the extent that the people who heard them were hearing Jesus, would they not be infallible in what they were teaching?

10) You stated: "The Bible is what God says and religion is what man says God says."  Where does the Bible define religion in such a way (book, chapter, and verse)?

11) Does the Catholic Church teach of "the unique character of Christ’s sacrifice as the source of eternal salvation [Hebrews 5:9] and that "His most holy Passion on the wood of the cross merited justification for us."  Yes or no?

12) By what authority do you teach what you teach?

13) Have you ever been ordained and, if so, can you trace the laying on of hands at your ordination back through a series of laying on of hands all the way back to the Apostles?  In other words, who ordained the person who ordained you and who ordained that person and so on back for 2000 years?

14) Are you under authority to any church and, if so, which one? 

15) Does the Bible say that just anyone can pick up a Bible and start preaching and teaching based on his own personal, fallible interpretation of the Bible?

16) What is the "perfect offering" that is being offered in all the nations from the rising of the sun to its setting in Malachi 1:11?

17) What was the difference between Mike Gendron unsaved vs. Mike Gendron saved…was it something that Jesus did or something that Mike Gendron did (remember, Jesus’ work was finished 2000 years ago on the Cross)?

18) If Jesus stopped bleeding 2000 years ago, then how is it you were saved by the blood of Christ?  Was Jesus sacrificed again for you?

19) Are we to "labor for the food which endures to eternal life" or not?

20) Are there different levels of sin?

21) Can a person "abide" in Christ if they are not first "in" Christ?

22) If a person does not "abide" in Christ, will they be saved?

23) Can you name one passage in the Catechism of the Catholic Church that teaches about what man can do on his own apart from God (other than sin)?

24) Is it a good work to forgive others their sins?

25) If we do not forgive the sins of others, can we be saved?

26) In response to the question: "What good deed must I do to have eternal life," Jesus answered: "Keep the Commandments."  Do you disagree with Jesus?

27) Was it the Catholic Church’s teaching on Purgatory that kept you Catholic all those years?

28) If we do something that is contrary to the Word of God, to living the life of Christ, should we not feel guilty about it?

29) Do we have to deny ourselves and take up our cross daily in order to be saved (Luke 9:23)? 

30) How exactly is it we are being “changed into His likeness from one degree of glory to another,” (2 Cor 3:18).  How can we be changed from one degree of glory to another? 

31) If Jesus’ work was finished on the Cross, then why is it a matter of degrees by which we are being transformed…why isn’t it all or nothing?

32) In the 4th century, what Church was it that you claim "thousands of pagans" came into?

33) Do you wear a wedding ring and, if so, do you realize that comes from a pagan tradition?

34) Do we need to be purified of all sin before we reach Heaven?

35) Did David have to suffer punishment due to his sin even after he was forgiven of his sin?  Did Moses?  Did Adam?

36) Does love cover a multitude of sins and, if so, how so?

37) Is it wrong for pastors to take money for preaching and offering worship services for their congregations?

38) How much money did a Catholic priest extort from you before he would say your father’s funeral Mass?

39) By who or what was the canon of the Bible set?

40) Exactly where is it that a man’s work is "burned in fire" and they suffer loss, yet are still saved?

41) Why does a man’s "spurious works" have to be purged by fire after a man is saved, but not his sins? 

42) After a person is saved, does he have to repent of his sins and confess his sins for his sins to be forgiven?

43) If someone is saved, and they commit a venial sin after being saved, and they do not repent or confess that sin, do you contend that if they died immediately after committing that sin, they would not need to be cleansed of that sin before entering Heaven?

44) Since you are fallible in your interpretations of the Bible, will you admit that you could be wrong when it comes to your teaching on Purgatory and that the Catholic Church could be right?

45) Since you believe that being "perfected" (Hebrews 10:14) means being legally declared innocent, does that mean that mean that in Matthew 5:48 Jesus is telling us to be "legally declared innocent as the Father is legally declared innocent?"

46) Can someone "build on the foundation which is Christ" before they have been saved?

47) What is the exact nature of the fire that burns away the "spurious works"?

All of these questions came from my last several newsletters, so if you don’t remember the particular context of each question, or it’s not obvious from the question itself, you can go back to the "Newsletter" page on our website (www.biblechristiansociety.com) and re-read them.

Mike Gendron cannot give an answer to any of these questions, because if he does, the answer – no matter what it is – will cause him some logical and theological problems based on what he has already stated.  His answers to any of these questions will, in some way or another, contradict either the Bible or what he has already said, or both.

And, you can use these very same questions, or a slightly altered version of them, in your conversations with non-Catholics.  Ask them these questions, see what kind of answers you get.  Pay attention to the answers you get, because I can guarantee that their answers to these questions will contradict what they’ve already said or they will contradict Scripture, or both.

Mike Gendron is one of the pre-eminent anti-Catholics in the country – speaking at churches and conferences both nationally and internationally.  Yet, when his teachings are examined honestly, logically, and scripturally, they are shown to be ignorant at best – in regard to what the Catholic Church actually teaches and to what the Bible actually says – and deliberately malicious at worst.  I hope these last few newsletters have helped to show you that no matter how nasty their rhetoric, no matter how much what they say may seem to make sense on the surface, and no matter how many Scripture verses they may quote – it doesn’t matter.  When what they teach is examined in light of the teachings of the Catholic Church – the church founded by Jesus Christ – it is fairly simple to show how weak and lacking in substance their private, fallible interpretations of Scripture are. 
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I am going to re-visit the last email I sent to Mike Gendron (Issue #150). In that email, I asked him 47 questions – questions that I had asked him in several of my newsletters as I dissected a couple of the articles on his website (Issues #138-#145; #147-150). Well, he never answered me. He didn’t attempt to answer even one of those questions. The reason? Well, I will postulate two reasons:

1) He really isn’t interested in honest dialogue with a Catholic who can explain and defend his faith. 

2) He can’t answer the questions.

So, in this issue, I’m going to go back through those questions and show why Mike Gendron will not and cannot answer them. Again, for those who are new to this newsletter, all of these questions came from Issues #138-#145 and #147-#150, which you can find on the “Newsletter” page of our website (www.biblechristiansociety.com), so you may wish to go back and check out those issues for some background on these questions.

Questions Mike Gendron Will Not or Cannot Answer:

1) How do you know the Bible is divine in both "origin and inspiration"?
He can’t answer because he does not believe in "traditions."  If it’s not in the Bible, it ain’t worth spit, basically.  But the reason we know that all of the Bible is divine in both its "origin and inspiration," is because of Tradition.  

2) Who wrote the Gospel of Mark, and how do you know – did the Bible tell you?

He can’t answer because nowhere does the Bible say who wrote the Gospel of Mark, but he can’t say he knows "because of tradition," because he’s a sola scriptura kind of guy.

3) How do you know the writer of the Gospel of Mark was inspired by the Holy Spirit – did the Bible tell you?

He can’t answer because the Bible does not say such a thing – again, he has to rely upon tradition, tradition that he doesn’t believe in.

4) How are we to know the spirit of Truth from the spirit of error – by reading the Bible?

He would probably answer, "Yes," but if he does so, he contradicts the Bible (1 John 4:6)

5) What is the pillar and ground of the truth – is it the Bible?

He would probably answer, "Yes," but if he does so, he contradicts the Bible (1 Tim 3:15)

6) If, for the sake of argument, Catholics are right and what we call "Sacred Tradition" is indeed the  "Apostles’ teaching" (Acts 2:42); and it is indeed the "Word of God" which the people "heard" from Paul (1 Thes 2:13);  and it is indeed the "traditions" which the Thessalonians were commanded by Paul to stand firm in, whether they were received by "word of mouth or by letter;" then should they not be placed on an equal footing with the written Word of God?

He can’t answer because it would stick in his craw to ever admit that the Catholic Church could even possibly be right.  And, he cannot bring himself to admit, even in theory, that there could be such a thing as Sacred Tradition.  But, in one of his emails to me, he said he was not infallible, so he could be wrong on anything and everything in regard to the Catholic Church. 

7) Please identify the papal encyclical or the Church Council or any other official magisterial document of the Catholic Church that teaches, as you charge, that Catholics can buy and sell God’s grace?

He can’t, because it doesn’t exist.

8) If the Bible is infallible, and the world has only known, according to you, one infallible teacher, then how can the Bible be infallible if none of those who wrote the Bible were infallible?

He can’t answer because he is caught in a logical inconsistency.  If Jesus is the only infallible teacher to have ever lived, then the various writers of Scripture were not infallible when they wrote Scripture, which means Scripture cannot be said to be infallible. 

9) If Jesus was the one and only infallible teacher, then how could He say to the disciples He sent out that, "He who hears you hear Me, and He who rejects you rejects Me," (Luke 10:16)?  If these disciples, when they taught, were teaching with the authority of Christ to the extent that the people who heard them were hearing Jesus, would they not be infallible in what they were teaching?

He can’t answer because, again, he is caught in a logical inconsistency.

10) You stated: "The Bible is what God says and religion is what man says God says."  Where does the Bible define religion in such a way (book, chapter, and verse)?

He can’t answer because nowhere does the Bible say such a thing.  That is a tradition of men.

11) Does the Catholic Church teach of "the unique character of Christ’s sacrifice as the source of eternal salvation [Hebrews 5:9] and that "His most holy Passion on the wood of the cross merited justification for us."  Yes or no?

He can’t answer because he doesn’t believe the Catholic Church teaches any such thing, yet the Catechism of the Catholic Church teaches otherwise.

12) By what authority do you teach what you teach?

He can’t answer because he can’t admit that he teaches by his own authority and no other.

13) Have you ever been ordained and, if so, can you trace the laying on of hands at your ordination back through a series of laying on of hands all the way back to the Apostles?  In other words, who ordained the person who ordained you and who ordained that person and so on back for 2000 years?

He can’t answer because if he has been ordained, he can in no way trace the authority for the ordination back 2000 years to the Apostles.

14) Are you under authority to any church and, if so, which one? 
He can’t answer because while he might admit to being under some type of authority to a particular church, the moment that pastor teaches something that Gendron doesn’t agree with, then he’s off to another church.

15) Does the Bible say that just anyone can pick up a Bible and start preaching and teaching based on his own personal, fallible interpretation of the Bible?

He can’t answer because nowhere does the Bible say such a thing, yet that is exactly what Gendron does.

16) What is the "perfect offering" that is being offered in all the nations from the rising of the sun to its setting in Malachi 1:11?

He can’t answer because he has probably never thought about it, but, even more to the point, he does not believe Jesus can be offered as a sacrifice from the rising of the sun to its setting, yet Jesus is the only perfect offering ever offered to God.

17) What was the difference between Mike Gendron unsaved vs. Mike Gendron saved…was it something that Jesus did or something that Mike Gendron did (remember, Jesus’ work was finished 2000 years ago on the Cross)?

He can’t answer because he believes it was something Jesus did, but Jesus’ sacrifice was "finished" 2000 years ago, so how did Jesus do something in 1987 or 1990 or whenever Gendron got "saved"? 

18) If Jesus stopped bleeding 2000 years ago, then how is it you were saved by the blood of Christ?  Was Jesus sacrificed again for you?

He can’t answer, again, because he is caught in a logical inconsistency.

19) Are we to "labor for the food which endures to eternal life" or not?

He can’t answer because his belief in the dogma of Sola Fide says we don’t have to labor for anything regarding eternal life, yet the Bible tells us we are to labor for the food which endures to eternal life (John 6:27).

20) Are there different levels of sin?

He can’t answer because he believes all sin is the same in the eyes of God, yet 1 John 5:16-17 says there are definitely two types of sin – mortal (or deadly) and non-mortal (venial in Catholic lingo).

21) Can a person "abide" in Christ if they are not first "in" Christ?

He can’t answer because according to Gendron’s belief in the dogma of once saved always saved, once we’re in Christ we can’t ever not be in Christ.  Yet, Scripture tells us that if we don’t abide in Christ, we end up in Hell (see, for example, John 15:1-6).  So, not abiding in Christ gets you into Hell – according to Scripture – but once we are in Christ already, we can’t go to Hell – according to Gendron.  The only way he gets out of his logical/scriptural inconsistency, is to claim that a person doesn’t have to first be in Christ to abide in Christ – which is itself a logical inconsistency.

22) If a person does not "abide" in Christ, will they be saved?

He can’t answer because the Bible says no, but his once saved always saved dogma says yes.

23) Can you name one passage in the Catechism of the Catholic Church that teaches about what man can do on his own apart from God (other than sin)?

He can’t because there is no such passage.

24) Is it a good work to forgive others their sins?

He can’t answer because it is obvious that forgiving others of their sins against us is indeed a good work, but in Matt 6:14-15 it tells us that this good work is necessary for our salvation – for our sins to be forgiven – but no good work is necessary for our salvation according to Gendron’s belief in the dogma of Sola Fide.

25) If we do not forgive the sins of others, can we be saved?

He can’t answer because of Matt 6:14-15 vs. Sola Fide.

26) In response to the question: "What good deed must I do to have eternal life," Jesus answered: "Keep the Commandments."  Do you disagree with Jesus?

He can’t answer because his Sola Fide dogma doesn’t believe one must keep the Commandments in order to have eternal life; yet, he can’t disagree with Jesus.

27) Was it the Catholic Church’s teaching on Purgatory that kept you Catholic all those years?

He can’t answer because he claims to the ignorant who read the articles on his website that our teaching on Purgatory is the main thing that keeps "fearful" Catholics in the Church, yet I seriously doubt that is what kept him Catholic.

28) If we do something that is contrary to the Word of God, to living the life of Christ, should we not feel guilty about it?

He can’t answer because he has railed against the "guilt" that Catholic teaching causes people; yet who would say we should not feel guilty when we commit a sin? 

29) Do we have to deny ourselves and take up our cross daily in order to be saved (Luke 9:23)? 

He can’t answer because that is indeed what the Bible says, yet he says nothing we do counts towards our salvation.

30) How exactly is it we are being “changed into His likeness from one degree of glory to another,” (2 Cor 3:18).  How can we be changed from one degree of glory to another? 

He can’t answer because he believes we are not actually changed by God’s grace when we are saved, rather we are "covered" by the blood of Christ in a legal way – no actual change in who and what we are.

31) If Jesus’ work was finished on the Cross, then why is it a matter of degrees by which we are being transformed…why isn’t it all or nothing?

He can’t answer because he is caught in a logical inconsistency.

32) In the 4th century, what Church was it that you claim "thousands of pagans" came into?

He can’t answer because while he believes it is the Catholic Church, that would mean he has to admit the Catholic Church was the original Church which will cause him problems because Matt 16 states that the gates of Hell will not prevail against the Church.

33) Do you wear a wedding ring and, if so, do you realize that comes from a pagan tradition?

He might actually be able to answer this one if he doesn’t wear a wedding ring.  If he does wear one, though, then he cannot ever again say that the Christianization of pagan traditions is something that is contrary to God.

34) Do we need to be purified of all sin before we reach Heaven?

He can’t answer this because he knows that we do, but he also knows that if he says, "Yes,’ he opens the door to an argument for Purgatory. 

35) Did David have to suffer punishment due to his sin even after he was forgiven of his sin?  Did Moses?  Did Adam?

He can’t answer because he believes there is no punishment due to sin after one has been forgiven, but David, Moses, and Adam all suffered punishment due to their sins after they had been forgiven.

36) Does love cover a multitude of sins and, if so, how so?

He can’t answer because he believes that only the blood of Christ covers sin, yet Scripture tells us that love covers a multitude of sin (1 Peter 4:8).

37) Is it wrong for pastors to take money for preaching and offering worship services for their congregations?

He can’t answer because he has railed against Catholic priests receiving a small stipend for offering a Mass for the dead.  So, if it’s wrong for a priest to receive a small stipend for saying a Mass, then how wrong must it be for a pastor to receive money for preaching and offering worship services?

38) How much money did a Catholic priest extort from you before he would say your father’s funeral Mass?

He can’t answer because he claims that Catholic priests pray upon the fears of Catholics by refusing to say a Mass for their dearly departed loved ones until they have been paid.  But, did that happen to him at the funeral Mass of his father?  Of course not.

39) By who or what was the canon of the Bible set?

He can’t answer because to do so means he has to go outside of Scripture for the authority that set the canon of the Bible; yet, Scripture is the sole authority according to his belief in the dogma of Sola Scriptura.

40) Exactly where is it that a man’s work is "burned in fire" and they suffer loss, yet are still saved?

He can’t answer because he cannot in any way, shape, or form admit to anything at all like Purgatory.  So, he claims men’s spurious works are indeed burned up as through fire, he will not say where this happens because to do so would open the door to Purgatory.  He has backed himself into a corner.

41) Why does a man’s "spurious works" have to be purged by fire after a man is saved, but not his sins? 

He can’t answer because, again, he has walked himself into a logical/scriptural inconsistency.

42) After a person is saved, does he have to repent of his sins and confess his sins for his sins to be forgiven?

He can’t answer because he has implied that one does not have to repent of his sins in order for them to be forgiven once one has become a Christian.  Yet, it is a pretty ridiculous notion to believe that one does not have to repent in order to be forgiven.  
But, he can’t admit to this because then you are in the situation of having the possibility of a Christian sinning, not repenting of that sin, and then not having that sin forgiven, which means they can’t be saved.  But, once saved always saved says that a Christian is saved no matter what. 

43) If someone is saved, and they commit a venial sin after being saved, and they do not repent or confess that sin, do you contend that if they died immediately after committing that sin, they would not need to be cleansed of that sin before entering Heaven?

He can’t answer because, again, he would be opening the door to Purgatory if he answered in the negative.  But, if he answered in the affirmative, then he is saying one can get into Heaven with the stain of unrepented sin on their soul – which contradicts the Bible.

44) Since you are fallible in your interpretations of the Bible, will you admit that you could be wrong when it comes to your teaching on Purgatory and that the Catholic Church could be right?

He can’t answer because I believe he would rather have his tongue cut out then to admit even the possibility that the Catholic Church could be right on anything.

45) Since you believe that being "perfected" (Hebrews 10:14) means being legally declared innocent, does that mean that in Matthew 5:48 Jesus is telling us to be "legally declared innocent as the Father is legally declared innocent?"

He can’t answer because, again, he has backed himself into the corner of logical inconsistency.  He has indeed said that being "perfected" is to be legally declared innocent, but he is not going to admit that the logical conclusion of his claim about Hebrews 10:14 leads to Matt 5:48 meaning that God the Father is perfect because He has been legally declared innocent.

46) Can someone "build on the foundation which is Christ" before they have been saved?

He can’t answer because of his claims that 1 Cor 3:13-15 is talking about men’s spurious works committed before they come to Christ; yet 1 Cor 3:13-15 talks about the works of men that are built on the foundation of Christ.  Another logical/scriptural inconsistency.

47) What is the exact nature of the fire that burns away the "spurious works"?

He can’t answer because to do so would be to once again open the door to a belief in Purgatory.

In Conclusion
Don’t know what I’ll tackle next, maybe another anti-Catholic website (there’s plenty of them out there), or maybe back to my long-delayed book, or maybe some of the folks who have emailed recently slamming the Catholic Church. As I asked for ideas at the beginning of this newsletter, I’ll ask for them here at the end as well. Any preferences? (And, let me just say, if you make a suggestion and never see it in a newsletter, please remember that there are over 27,000 folks on this newsletter list, so I can tell you ahead of time that I won’t be able to make everyone happy.)
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