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STATEMENT OF FAITH 
We Believe: 
In the Trinity: the Father, the Son and the Holy Spirit.  
Jesus Christ is True God and True Man.  The Holy 
Spirit is a Divine Person.  The Old and New 
Testaments are God's Divinely Inspired words.  All 
have sinned and come short of the Glory of God and 
are in need of salvation.  Salvation has been 
provided through Jesus Christ for all men.  It is the 
will of God that every believer be filled with the Holy 
Spirit.  Healing is available to every believer only 
when it is God’s will to act.  Ultimate healing is at the 
resurrection of the body.  The Church consists of all 
those who have received the Biblical Jesus Christ as 
their personal Lord and Savior.  There shall be a 
bodily resurrection of the just and the unjust.  In the 
personal, visible, imminent return of Jesus Christ.  In 
water baptism, and observance of the Lord's Supper. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Places where we have sent free Christian literature for the last 46 years: 
 

U.S.A.- every state 
American Samoa 
Argentina, S. America  
Australia 
Belgian Congo, Africa 
Belgium 
Belize, C. America 
Benin W. Africa  
Botswana, Africa  
Brazil, S.  America 
Bulgaria 
Burma 
Cambodia  
Cameroon, W. Africa  
Canada 
Chad, Africa  
China    
Colombia.  S.  America 
Cuba 
Denmark 
Ecuador, S. America 
Egypt 
England 
Ethiopia, E. Africa 

 

France 
Finland 
Germany 
Ghana, W. Africa 
Greece 
Greenland 
Guam 
Guinea, Africa 
Guyana, S. America 
Haiti 
Hong Kong, China 
Hungary 
Iceland 
India 
Indonesia 
Ireland 
Israel 
Italy 
Ivory Coast, W. Africa 
Jamaica, W. Indies 
Japan 
Kenya, E. Africa 
Kuwait 

 

Liberia, W. Africa 
Madagascar  
Malawi, Africa 
Malaysia  
Mexico 
Micronesia  
Mozambique, Africa 
Myanmar  
Namibia, S. Africa 
Nepal 
Netherlands 
New Zealand 
Niger, Central Africa 
Nigeria, W. Africa 
Norway 
Pakistan  
Panama  
Philippines 
Poland 
Portugal  
Puerto Rico 
Republic of Congo, Africa 
Republic of S. Africa 

 

Rhodesia 
(Zimbabwe),S.Africa 
Rwanda, Africa 
Romania 
Russia 
Scotland 
Sierra Leone, W. Africa 
Singapore 
South Korea 
Spain 
Sri-Lanka 
Sweden 
Switzerland 
Taiwan 
Tanzania, E. Africa 
Thailand 
Tibet 
Togo, W.  Africa 
Trinidad, W. Indies 
Uganda, Africa 
Ukraine 
Zambia, Africa 

Free literature goes out constantly  

R E A D  T H I S  
F I R S T  

If this is the first free newsletter you have received 
from us and you do not want to receive any more-Do 
Nothing-you will not receive another. However, if 
you would like to continue receiving our newsletter 
you must contact us by e-mail or letter to keep 
receiving it. We will not send you any letters 
begging for money.  Thank you.  Tom Adcock, 
President, Jesus People Ministry. Mailing address: 
4338 3rd Ave. Sacramento, CA 95817   
 

E-mail:  jesuspeoplemin@sbcglobal.net   
Message phone 916-456-9085 

Volume 46- Issue 2 (published seasonally)  This 
newsletter is published by Jesus People Information 
Center, 4338 3rd. Ave. Sacramento, CA 95817, a 
non-profit Christian evangelistic organization 
engaged in foreign missions, nationwide prison 
ministry, street evangelism.  Subscriptions are free on 
request.  This ministry is completely supported by 
individual, tax-deductible, free-will donations 

Biblical Christianity Explained 
1.  Book – Power for Living 
2.  Book – The One True God 
3.  Book – Who Will Be Saved? 
4.  DVD – In God’s Courtroom 
5.  DVD – The movie “Jesus” in 8 languages 
6.  VHS movie - The Roman Catholic Deception 

 

Free – just contact us by mail or email and ask 
for this free offer and we will send it to you 
postage paid. 
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CHEAP GRACE 
 
CHEAP GRACE is the deadly enemy of our church.  We are fighting today for costly grace.   Cheap 
grace means grace sold on the market like cheapjacks' wares.  The sacraments, the forgiveness of sin, 
and the consolations of religion thrown away at cut prices.  Grace is represented as the Church's 
inexhaustible treasury, from which she showers blessings with generous hands, without asking 
questions or fixing limits.  Grace without price; grace without cost!  The essence of grace, we 
suppose, is that the account has been paid in advance; and, because it has been paid, everything can 
be had for nothing.  Since the cost was infinite, the possibilities of using and spending it are infinite.  
What would grace be if it were not cheap? 
 
Cheap grace means grace as a doctrine, a principle, a system.  It means forgiveness of sins 
proclaimed as a general truth, the love of God taught as the Christian "conception" of God.  An 
intellectual assent to that idea is held to be of itself sufficient to secure remission of sins.  The Church 
which holds the correct doctrine of grace has, it is supposed, ipso facto a part in that grace.  In such a 
Church the world finds a cheap covering for its sins; no contrition is required, still less any real desire 
to be delivered from sin.  Cheap grace therefore amounts to a denial of the living Word of God, in 
fact, a denial of the Incarnation of the Word of God. 
 
Dietrich Bonhoeffer. The Cost of Discipleship; The Macmillan Co., NY 1967. p. 45-46 
 
Bonhoeffer was a protestant pastor who spoke out against the persecution and murder of the Jews by the 
Nazis.  He was executed by the Nazis in a concentration camp. 
 

(All “anti-Trump” pictures in this newsletter were taken off the internet on 8-21-18 and are not ours.)   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

America destroyed the German National Socialist Party (Nazis). 
Who are these anti-Trump protestors? 
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J.P. 
I need a KJV 1611 Bible desperately. 
Gilbert Tyler 
Wakulla Corr. Inst., Crawfordville, FL 
 

Editor:  What for?  You would not understand it at 
all.  The “KJV Only” teaching is a superstitious 
Protestant tradition based on stupidity.  We have 3 
books on our website exposing the “King James 
Only” claims as erroneous. The KJV Bible not only 
has some bad translations – it has errors! 
 
God Bless, 
I am a new Christian in here… I’m depressed as I 
learned my daughter was savagely beaten up 
walking to school…  I am surrounded in here by 
Muslims.  They are trying to be friendly with me and 
deceive my Christian faith.  It’s hard when people 
are being nice to you.  Please help me by prayer and 
books showing Islam is wrong. 
Kelvin Watkins 
Prison, Gatesville, TX 
 
Tom Adcock, 
I took the Bible you gave me and read some to my 
family.  I weep for all my unsaved family 
members…. I went to YMCA to get my son and 
witnessed and read the Bible to another woman 
waiting there.  After sharing Bible verses and 
substantial discussion she admitted she was a lost 
sinner and received Jesus as her Lord and Savior. 
Doris Leburu 
Benin City, Edo State, Nigeria, West Africa 
 
Dear Tom and Kathy, 
Hello, I haven’t got a newsletter in awhile.  Can you 
send me any books by Smith Wigglesworth or John 
G. Lake? 
Jeff Lowrance 
Federal Prison Camp, Duluth, MN 
 

Editor:  It cost me over several thousand dollars to 
print and mail out 30,000 copies of our last 
newsletter.  I did not receive one penny in donations 
for that effort.  My financial partners are a handful.  
I print when I can.  I don’t carry books by these men.  
There are better books on anything they have to say. 

Tom, 
Thank you for last newsletter.  I’d like all of them. 
I’d like info on Scientology, Gnosticism, and the 
Zodiac Gospel and Jehovah’s Witnesses…. 
Robert Sorin, Prison, San Diego, CA 
 
Jesus People, 
I’m in jail here and I’d like your books “He Walked 
Among Us” and “Jesus Freaks” and your 
magazines… 
Charles Priest,  
Santa Clara County Jail, Milpitas, CA 
 
Tom, 
I read the books you sent me.  I loved “Revolution 
The Call to Holy War” and request more of the 
following Books…. 
Manuel Acosta. State Prison, Wasco, CA 
 
J.P., 
Please send me your newsletters… 
Jim Munro, Mule Creek State Prison, Ione, CA 
 
Dear Tom, 
Thank you for the pamphlet “26 Reasons Why I am 
not a Roman Catholic”…. 
Retired Baptist Pastor Wilbur Nuckolls 
Fair Oaks, CA 
 
Hello, 
I found your address stamped inside Books you have 
sent here in the chapel library.  I would like to have 
more books and your newsletter sent to me… 
Scott Knash, State Prison, Chino, CA 
 
Jesus People, 
I would like to keep getting more of your 
newsletters… 
Kimberly Pandez 
State Prison, Cambridge Springs, PA 
 
Tom, 
Please keep sending me your newsletters.  Thank 
you for showing me the errors of Finis Dake and his 
book “God’s Plan for Man”… 
Lorenzo Renteria, State Prison, San Quentin, CA 
 
Jesus People,  Hello… 
I request your religious reading material… 
Don Gaye, State Prison, Vacaville, CA

WE GET LETTERSWe Do Not Have 
A Pen Pal Program Thousands of them – Here are a few recent ones 
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Jesus People, 
I am requesting your spiritual books as fast as 
possible.  I will deeply appreciate them… 
Kristofer Surdis 
Woodbourne Corr. Facility, Woodbourne, NY  
 
 
Dear Jesus People, 
I read the wonderful book you sent “Who Will Be 
Saved.”  Please send more books like that… I’m 
surrounded by wicked people…. 
Ro Perez, State Prison, Delano, CA 
 
J.P. 
Thank you so much for the free book “Encyclopedia 
of Cults and New Religions”.  This will be a great 
help witnessing to the unsaved in here… 
Chris Denning, State Prison, Tehachapi, CA 
 
Jesus People, 
I just want to thank you for sending me and my 
friend in here all the Christian books… 
Jeremy Aslin 
Golden State Prison, Mcfarland, CA 
 
To Whom It May Concern, 
I request more Christian books.  No hard cover 
books allowed… 
Tim Cole, State Prison, Corcoran, CA 
 
Brother Tom, 
Thank you so much for books on the subject of 
homosexuality.  My heart goes out to them in here 
trapped by the Devil’s lies.  The CDCR issues 
transgenders their own clothing, two types of dress.  
Their clothing does not even have the logo stamped 
on “CDCR Prisoner”  The canteen sells them make-
up; lip gloss, mascara, eye liner, etc.  What is wrong 
with America’s politicians on “special rights”?... 
Victor Renteria, Calif. State Prison, Corcoran, CA 
 
Jesus People,  
I’m requesting tracts, any books and Christian 
reading I can keep getting… 
Stanley Mallat, State Prison, Avenal, CA 
 
Jesus People, 
I am a born again Christian and if you guys are also, 
I would love your newsletters and books… 
Robert Guernon 
High Desert State Prison, Susanville, CA 

Hi, 
I would like to receive more Christian magazines… 
Aariel Adamik, State Prison, Albion, PA 
 
Dear Friends, 
I’m 51 and have been in prison 10 years with a life 
sentence.  M.O.M. Ministry recommended you and 
I’d like all Christian books I can get… 
Ken Owens, Caledonia Corr. Institute, Tillery, N.C. 
 
Dear Jesus People, 
Please send me all books and Bible studies you 
offer. 
Forrest Fuller, State Prison, Bridgeton, NJ 
 
Hello, 
I’d like your free newsletters… 
Matthew Rippy, State Prison, Norco, CA 
 
Dear Tom, 
Thank you for newsletters, tracts and books you 
have sent me.  I have Native Americans here.  Do 
you have a special way to reach them for Christ? 
Don Derence, State Prison, Albion, PA 
 
Hello, 
Thanks for the book “Disciple Making Minister”… I 
was transferred and lost it… Can I have another 
copy?  
Gilbert Tyler,  
South Bay Corr. Facility, South Bay, FL 
 

Ed:  No…. All gone. Note to people outside of 
prison.  Our booklist on our website is discount 
priced to you and free to those who have no way to 
get money.  When “my stock” of these is gone – 
you’ll have to pay full price, plus tax, plus shipping 
costs elsewhere. 
 
J.P. 
Keep sending me newsletter and some tracts to pass 
out on the street… 
Al Nest, Schell City, MO 
 
Hello, 
I saw your book “The One True God” by Jean 
Carlson in Spanish in here.  I’d like a copy to help 
me understand the Trinity. 
William Guerra, Ironwood Prison, Blythe, CA 
 
Sir, 
I learned about you from another person.  Can I have 
religious books?... 
Osman Canales, San Quentin Prison, CA



 6

And the letters keep 
coming, every day. 

Hello, 
I donated all books you sent me after I read them to 
our library here.  Can you send me more tracts to 
pass around and a couple more paperback books 
please. 
Tim Childs, Prison, Clio, AL 
 
Friends 
I want all 4 books you have by Bernie Koerselman.  
I read one and want all good Bible based books you 
have…. 
Bob Haddock, Jr., State Prison, Maury, NC 
 
Dear Sir, 
I am requesting more newsletters and any Spiritual 
Counterfeit Magazines you have… 
Stefan Crisban, Prison, Dixon, IL 
 
Sir, 
I request Bible studies… 
Dale Fletcher, State Prison, Sumner, IL 
 
Hi, 
I read a tract of yours in here and I want more info 
on Jesus… 
Dan Adamik, State Prison, Albion, PA 
 
Dear People of God, 
… I grew up in Oak Park where you are and I am in 
prison serving 72 years.  I read a tract of yours in 
here: “God’s Simple Plan of Salvation” and need 
more about this… 
Michael Marks, State Prison, Corcoran, CA 
 
Friends, 
I have a favor to ask.  I have a friend in here who 
needs a “Jesus Intervention”  Can you send him 
something… His name and address are…. 
Samuel Miller, Prison, Soledad, CA 
 
Jesus People,. 
I am blessed as I am Born-Again even in this place.  
I wake up every morning with Jesus on my mind… 
Send me your newsletters… 
Joseph Glenn, Prison, Corcoran, CA 
 
Mr. Adcock 
Thank you for the book “Alleged Discrepancies in 
the Bible”.  You said it could not address all 
objections in one book, but it shut the mouth of 
many people’s objections to the Bible in here… 
R. Kartola, Mule Creek Prison, Ione, CA 

Jesus People, 
I’ve been getting your material for years.  I have a 
new address inside here now… 
Terri Hennessy,  
Women’s Prison, Chowchilla, CA 
 
Jesus People 
Please send me all free newsletters you can to pass 
around here… 
Jack Rikrik, Yap, Micronesia 
 
Hello, 
I’d like your free books like the one you sent here 
“How Doctrines of Demons Have Invaded Our 
churches” and all others you have… 
Leslie Moreno, Prison, Chino, CA 
 
Take me off your mailing list.  I only read Roman 
Catholic material. 
Helen Karowsky, West Sacramento, CA 
 
Dear Tom, 
Thank you for your free donation of Spanish tracts 
and Bibles for our Mexican outreach… 
Belinda Caudle,  
Baptist Church, St. Louis, MO 
 
Jesus People, 
A chaplain recommended you to me as a good 
Christian ministry.  Send me more free magazines… 
Aron Vann,  
Apalachee Prison, Sneads, Fl 
 
Jesus People, 
Pray for me and send newsletters…. 
Shawn Kay,  
Gulf Corr. Inst., Wewahitchka, FL 
 
Dear Sir, 
Thank you for your deep interest in us here.  I have 
some more questions about the Septuagint… 
Terry Bietendorf,  
Federal Prison, Seagoville, TX 
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EVANGELICAL CHRISTIANITY/ROMAN CATHOLICISM 
WHAT IS THE DIFFERENCE? 

 
Roman Catholicism and Protestantism have many 
beliefs in common, both adhering to the truths 
expressed in the Apostles’ Creed and the doctrines 
crystallized and codified at Nicea and Chalcedon 
(regarding the Trinity and Christology, respectively).  
However, they have serious differences in their 
understanding of doctrines such as Scripture, 
salvation, purgatory, Mary, and the church. 
The Canon of Scripture 
 Though all the books of the Protestant Bible are 
found in the Catholic Bible, the Catholic Bible 
contains additional books (e.g., Tobit, Judith) not 
found in the Protestant Bible, and additional sections 
in certain books (e.g., Esther, Daniel) that it 
otherwise shares in common with the Protestant 
Bible.  These additional books and sections—called 
the Apocrypha—are all related to the OT. (See The 
Apocrypha, pp. 2840-2842.)  The Catholic Bible’s 
NT and that of the Protestant Bible are identical in 
content. 
 How did this difference come about?  It should 
be recalled that what Christians now call the “Old 
Testament” was once the entire Bible of the Jews 
and was originally written in Hebrew.  Beginning in 
the third century B.C., a Greek translation of this 
Hebrew Bible was undertaken.  Called the 
Septuagint (Gk. “seventy”; often abbreviated LXX), 
it is more extensive than Hebrew Scripture, and its 
additions are called the apocryphal (or hidden) 
writings, or the Apocrypha for short.  Beginning in 
the second century A.D., a Latin translation of the 
entire Bible was undertaken.  The version of the OT 
that was originally translated was the Septuagint, not 
the Hebrew Bible.  As the church in the West began 
to adopt Latin as its primary language, the Latin 
translation including the Apocrypha became its 
Bible. 
 In A.D. 382 Jerome embarked on a new Latin 
translation of Scripture, called the Vulgate.  As he 
commenced his work on the OT, he translated from 
the Hebrew Bible.  He considered only the writings 
in the Hebrew Bible to be authoritative Scripture and 
he knew that the Apocrypha never had a place in the 
Hebrew Bible.  However, Augustine urged Jerome 
to include translations of the apocryphal writings.  
As the Vulgate became the church’s new Bible, the 
apocryphal writings were increasingly regarded as 
part of canonical scripture.  Several church councils 

around the beginning of the fifth century A.D. 
ratified the Latin Vulgate.  Thus, the OT with the 
Apocrypha (together with the NT) would be the 
Bible of the church.  This view would go without 
significant challenge until the Reformation. 
 In the sixteenth century, one of the major 
disagreements between the Roman Catholic Church 
and the new Protestant movement was the canon of 
Scripture.  Protestants insisted that the church’s OT 
should match the shorter Hebrew Bible, not the 
Septuagint with its additional apocryphal writings.  
They argued that the Jewish Bible, which did not 
include those writings, had been the Scripture used 
by Jesus and the disciples; therefore, it must be 
considered the basis for the church’s Bible.  [Jesus’ 
disciples did not quote from the Apocrypha. And 
even the Jews in 90 A.D. at the Jewish Council of 
Jamnia considered the Apocrypha as not inspired.]  
Also, some of the apocryphal writings included 
incorrect historical or chronological information, and 
had been considered unsound by the early church.  
Thus, the Reformers dismissed the Apocrypha from 
the canonical OT. 
 Because of this development, the Protestant 
Bible was different from the Roman Catholic Bible.  
The effects of this were far-reaching, as the 
Protestant churches appealed to canonical Scripture 
alone as the ultimate, divine authority to establish 
their beliefs and practices.  Because the Apocrypha 
was considered noncanonical, it could not be used as 
the basis for church doctrine.  This meant, e.g., that 
belief in purgatory and the practice of praying for 
the dead (which were supported by 2 Maccabees 12, 
a passage in the Apocrypha) were without biblical 
support and were therefore discontinued by 
Protestant churches. 
 In summary, the Roman Catholic Bible is 
different from the Protestant Bible because of the 
presence of Apocrypha in the Catholic OT.  This 
divergence was the result of significant disputes 
about the proper source for the Bible’s translation, 
the range of the Holy Spirit’s inspiration of 
Scripture, and the limits of the Word of God as used 
by Jesus and his disciples.  This continues to be a 
major difference between Roman Catholicism and 
Protestantism. 
The Interpretation of Scripture 
 Another important matter separating Roman 
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Catholics and Protestants is over the interpretation of 
the Bible.  The Roman Catholic Church insists that 
the prerogative to determine the proper and 
authoritative interpretation of Scripture belongs 
solely to its magisterium, or teaching office 
(consisting of the pope and bishops).  This was a 
decision that the Council of Trent made (in 1546) in 
response to the growing Protestant movement.  Trent 
decreed “that no one relying on his own judgment 
shall, in matters of faith and morals pertaining to the 
edification of Christian doctrine, distorting the Holy 
Scriptures in accordance with his own conceptions, 
presume to interpret them contrary to that sense 
which holy mother Church, to whom it belongs to 
judge of their true sense and interpretation, has held 
and holds.”  Thus, the Roman Catholic Church 
claims that it possesses the sole right to give the 
correct interpretation of Scripture. 
 Protestant churches do not have such an 
authoritative teaching office to decide correct and 
authoritative interpretations.  Rather, they urge all 
believers to engage in careful and responsible 
interpretation of the Bible by observing sound 
interpretative principles, under the guidance of the 
Holy Spirit and with the help of divinely ordained 
and gifted elders (1 Tim. 3:2; 5:17; Titus 1:9) or 
pastor-teachers (Eph. 4:11), also taking account of 
the way other believers have interpreted texts, 
especially in published commentaries that have 
interacted with the history of prior interpretation.  
Protestantism rejects the Roman Catholic 
magisterium and insists on personal Bible study 
because of its conviction that Scripture is clear and 
is necessary for all Christians, who are also made 
competent by the Holy Spirit for such an 
interpretative task.  In an encouraging development 
since Vatican Council II (1962-1965), more and 
more Roman Catholics are becoming involved in 
Bible study and familiarizing themselves with 
Scripture. 
 [Because of this, many individual Catholics may 
be saved.  However, the Roman Church teaches a 
person must pray to Mary because Jesus is too 
severe a Judge.  This is an anti-biblical claim I hope 
people will reject.  You can’t have a “personal 
relationship” with Jesus and be afraid to pray 
directly to Him.  “There is one God and one 
mediator between God and men, the (resurrected) 
man Christ Jesus” II Tim. 2:5.  “Christians can come 
boldly to Jesus Himself when they need help” – See 
Hebrews Chapter 10.  Read the entire book of 

Hebrews for more explanation.  The entire “Priest-
craft” religion of Roman Catholicism is erroneous.  
Not only is the “severe judge” Catholic belief 
erroneous, their claim that the way God gives grace 
to mankind, “from God the Father, to Jesus, to Mary 
to the Roman Catholic Church, then the Roman 
Church can dispense grace to the people” is 
erroneous.] 
The Sufficiency and Authority of Scripture 
 Another important difference between Roman 
Catholics and Protestants concerns the sufficiency 
and authority of Scripture.  From its beginning, the 
early church viewed Scripture as the sole and 
sufficient source of authoritative revelation from 
God.  This meant that all Christians were to give 
their attention to the Bible, finding in it the very 
words of God that are to be believed and obeyed, 
just as God himself is to be believed and obeyed.  
Furthermore, it meant that God does not require or 
prohibit anything of Christians that is not contained 
in Scripture either explicitly or by implication. 
 But a change took place in the latter part of the 
Middle Ages.  As the Catholic Church permitted 
other sources to lay claim to the title of authoritative 
truth, a multiple-source notion of divine revelation 
arose.  This consisted of written Scripture, church 
tradition, and the magisterium (see above).  This 
meant that Scripture alone is not sufficient for 
salvation and becoming Christlike.  And Scripture is 
not the only authority for the church.  It must be 
supplemented by tradition—teaching that Christ 
passed down orally to the apostles, and from them to 
their successors, the bishops, in the Catholic 
Church—and by the Church’s teaching office.  
Against this disturbing trend the Protestant motto 
sola Scriptura—Scripture alone!—was sounded.  
More than a motto. However, this “formal principle 
of Protestantism” became a decisive point of 
division between Protestantism and Catholicism.  It 
meant that Scripture alone is absolutely authoritative 
for doctrine and practice, and following scripture 
alone is sufficient to please God in all things. 
The Doctrine of Salvation 
 Many more differences arise because of these 
foundational issues of canon of Scripture, proper 
biblical interpretation, and the sufficiency and 
authority of the Bible.  Another key area, the 
Protestant doctrine of salvation, also differs from its 
Catholic counterpart.  According to Protestant 
understanding of romans 3:21-4:8 and 5:15-19, 
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justification is the act of God by which he declares a 
sinful person to be no longer under judgment for his 
or her guilt, but forgiven and righteous instead, 
because the sin-bearing righteousness of Christ is 
accredited to the person (see also 2 Cor. 5:21; Phil. 
3:9).  This declarative act is not based on any 
inherent goodness or any personally achieved 
righteousness of the sinful person, and it does not 
render that person morally transformed (other divine 
acts achieve this).  Rather, justification is grounded 
solely on the grace of God as expressed by the 
atoning death of Christ.  Furthermore, this gracious 
provision can be appropriated only by faith; 
salvation cannot be merited by human effort in 
whole or even in part through moral conduct or 
religious activity (Eph. 2:8-9). 
 The Roman Catholic understanding incorrectly 
extends justification to include other acts of God in 
salvation:  “Justification is not only the remission of 
sins, but also the sanctification and renewal of the 
interior man” (Council of Trent, Decree on 
Justification 6).  Accordingly justification remains a 
work in process which increases or decreases in 
relation to the degree of inward renewal of the sinful 
person, rendering any assurance of salvation 
impossible in this life.  In addition, justification is 
said to be conferred in (infant) baptism and 
continued and increased through the other Catholic 
sacraments.  Thus, a cooperative effort between 
God’s grace and human effort is established so that a 
sinful person not only expresses faith in Christ’s 
atoning death but also moved by love and the Holy 
Spirit, merits eternal life through participation in the 
church and good deeds.  Protestants have considered 
this a very serious difference, since this faith-plus-
human-effort view of justification is so different 
from the true gospel message of salvation by grace 
alone, through faith alone (Rom. 4:4-5; 16; 5:1; Gal. 
2:16; Eph. 2:8-9). 
 [We (Protestants) believe in doing good works 
out of grateful love for Jesus who saved us, not to 
help earn our salvation.] 
The Doctrine of Eschatology 
 This divergence in the doctrine of salvation 
leads to a difference in eschatology, or personal 
future hope.  For Protestants, only two eternal 
destinies await human beings: eternal life for all who 
are justified by God’s grace through faith in Christ 
alone (John 3:16; Rom. 8:1; 33-34), or eternal 
condemnation for all who reject this salvation (John 
3:18; 2 Thess. 1:5-10).  Although Roman Catholics 

agree with Protestants concerning these two eternal 
destinies, they add a third destiny: temporal 
punishment in purgatory for all who are on the way 
to final bliss.  “All who die in God’s grace 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).  Purgatory is this 
temporal punishment as a means of final 
purification. 
 Protestants deny this doctrine.  It is based on an 
apocryphal writing (2 Macc. 12:45, which is not 
canonical Scripture) and on misinterpreted biblical 
passages (Matt. 12:31; 1 Cor. 3:15). Furthermore, 
the doctrine is the logical outgrowth of the Roman 
Catholic misunderstanding of salvation.  Purgatory 
makes sense with a view of justification that 
combines a declarative act of forgiveness with 
inward renovation, for if this latter renewal process 
is not sufficiently advanced, such a sinful person 
will need further purification in purgatory. 
 However, in the Protestant view, through 
justification God declares sinful persons to not be 
penally liable, now or ever, but righteous.  He does 
so by the forgiveness of their sins through the cross 
and by the imputing of Christ’s righteousness to 
them in and through their union with him.  Therefore 
there can be no purging punishment in purgatory 
after death due to being imperfectly purified in this 
life.  At death, with their sanctifying process 
completed in that moment, Christians go to be with 
Christ in endless joy.  The Protestant doctrine of 
justification leaves no room for a doctrine of 
purgatory, because it has no need for it. 
The Role of Mary 
 Whereas Protestantism rivets attention on Jesus 
Christ, Roman Catholicism adds to this singular 
focus some attention to Mary, his mother.  In terms 
of her personal history, Catholics believe in Mary’s 
immaculate conception (she was “preserved from all 
stain of original sin” from the moment of her 
conception; Ineffabilis Deus), her complete 
sinlessness, her perpetual virginity, and her bodily 
assumption to heaven immediately after death (she 
“was taken up body and soul into heavenly glory”; 
Munificentissimus Deus).  
 Because of this personal history and her 
inseparable union with her Son, “the Blessed Virgin 
is invoked in the Church under the titles of 
Advocate, Helper, Benefactress, and Mediatrix” 
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(Lumen Gentium 62; “invoked” means “prayed to”).  
Catholicism honors her maternal mediation and 
spiritual motherhood, affirming that Mary 
cooperates “in the birth and development of divine 
life in the souls of the redeemed” (Credo of the 
People of God).  Furthermore, “the Church’s 
devotion to the Blessed Virgin is intrinsic to 
Christian worship” (Marialis Cultus 56) as seen in 
the 17 festival days annually dedicated to her and the 
50 “Hail Mary” prayers in the set of prayers known 
as the rosary. 
 Protestant churches acknowledge the unique role 
Mary played.  While they agree that she is in a true 
sense theotokos (“God-bearer,” i.e., the one to whom 
she gave birth is fully God), admire her faith and 
obedience (Luke 1:26-38), acknowledge her 
suffering (Luke 2:35; John 19:25-27), and call her 
“blessed” (Luke 1:48), they repudiate the above-
stated Catholic beliefs about her.  Protestants, as did 
the other early disciples, recognize that Mary 
struggled to understand the significance of her Son 
Jesus (Mark 3:20-35; Luke 2:25-35; 11:27-28; John 
2:1-11; 19:25-27).  She also confessed that she was 
in need of a “Savior” (Luke 1:47) and bore other 
children after Jesus (see Matt. 12:46-50; 13:55-57).  
Protestants maintain that the claims made by Roman 
Catholicism about her share in her Son’s mediation, 
and the fitness of praying to her, are either the result 
of poor interpretation of Scripture or arise from 
unchastened church tradition. 
The Role of the Church 
 Protestantism and Roman Catholicism also 
differ on the role of the church as a means of the 
grace that is necessary for salvation.  At the heart of 
the Catholic doctrine the church is the idea of the 
sacramental economy: As Redeemer, Jesus Christ 
accomplished salvation through the Paschal (Easter) 
mystery—his passion, death, and resurrection—that 
occurred in history that gave birth to the sacramental 
reality of the Church.  As High Priest, he continues 
to accomplish salvation through the Church, 
working originally through the apostles and now 
through their successors, the bishops, who teach, 
govern, and sanctify the Church through the gospel 
and the seven sacraments.  Thus, it is through the 
Roman Catholic Church alone that the fullness of 
salvation is extended to a sinful world. [The Roman 
Catholic’s claim of “apostolic succession” from 
Peter, all through history down to their present 
leaders is false.] 

 This teaching is held to be particularly true 
because the Church dispenses the grace of God 
through its sacraments, which are necessary for 
salvation:  baptism (which regenerates a sinful 
person who in most cases is an infant); confirmation 
(by which the empowerment of the Holy Spirit is 
conferred); the Eucharist (which represents the once-
and-for-all sacrifice of Jesus on the cross, a reality 
that is ever-present in the Catholic Mass, as the 
bread and the wine are transubstantiated into his 
body and blood through the power of the Holy Spirit 
at the request of the priest); penance (or 
reconciliation for all post-baptismal sins); marriage; 
holy orders (for men ordained to the priesthood); and 
the anointing of the sick. 
 No Protestant denomination or church has a 
view of the church that even remotely resembles this 
Roman Catholic idea of the sacramental economy.  
Furthermore, Protestants have always rejected the 
notion of seven sacraments, maintaining that only 
two—baptism and the Lord’s Supper—were 
ordained by Christ (Matt. 26:26-29; 28:19; 1 Cor. 
11:17-34), with accompanying tangible signs (water; 
bread and wine). 
Conclusion 
 Despite the many points of doctrine they hold in 
common, there remains a vast difference between 
Roman Catholics and Protestants.  Their Bibles are 
different, their idea of interpretation is different, and 
their view of Scripture’s clarity, authority, 
sufficiency, and necessity is different.  And because 
of these differences, Protestant and Roman Catholic 
theologies also diverge on the crucial doctrines of 
salvation, purgatory, Mary, and the church. 
 [I hope many individual Roman Catholics will 
not “blindly follow” the teachings of Rome. But 
study the Bible and other “facts” of Church history 
than what Rome teaches.] 
Article from the ESV Study Bible, pp 2875-2878.  
All comments in [brackets] by J.P. Editor. 
__________________________________________________ 
 
“Born Again” Christians are the only “kind” of 
Christians God recognizes.  Jesus said you have to 
born again spiritually to see (comprehend) the 
Kingdom of God. The New Testament repeatedly 
states this.  “Examine yourselves as to whether you 
are in the Faith or not.  If Christ is not in you, you 
are reprobate.”  II Cor. 13:5.  J.P. Editor 
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??Transubstantiation?? 
More Letters to a Roman Catholic Priest 

 
Letter 1 
 

Dear Sir: I still have on hand your two last letters, 
which I had no thought of neglecting so long. But I 
was obliged to make a lengthy journey, and it was 
followed by prolonged sickness from which I did not 
fully recover for some months. Before renewing our 
correspondence I also wished to familiarize myself 
more fully with Roman Catholic teaching and history. 
To this end I have read largely on both sides—
Newman and Chiniquy, Gibbon and Littledale, the 
"Catholic Encyclopedia" and Protestant historians, the 
Fathers, pre- and post-Nicene, and medieval and 
modern theologians—in order to take up with you the 
questions at issue, absolutely without prejudice and, I 
trust, without misrepresentation. I think I have today 
more kindly feelings toward sincere Roman Catholics 
than ever before. Pardon me if I say that my research 
has given me a more intense dislike of many Church 
of Rome dogmas than I had previously possessed. 
 

I rejoice in the measure to which Rome confesses the 
doctrine of Christ. I too am a member of the Catholic 
Church, the one body of which Christ alone is the 
head. He is exalted at God's right hand to be a prince 
and a savior. Every true believer in him is, through the 
Spirit's baptism, a member of that one body. But I 
feel, more strongly than ever, that the bishop of Rome 
and the faction that acknowledges his authority have 
largely perverted the gospel of Christ. They preach, 
instead, "another gospel: Which is not another," and 
you know the solemn anathema pronounced by the 
apostle Paul against all such. What a fearful thing if 
the Roman pontiff, while calling himself the vicar of 
Christ and the earthly head of the church, were 
himself to be under that fearful curse (Galatians 1:6-
9). 
 

In your last letter you say, and I believe rightly so, that 
"the real presence in the blessed sacrament is the 
pivotal point on which all turns." And you ask, "Is 
then Christ really present in the blessed sacrament, as 
we Catholics believe, or is it only a figure?" And here 
you confidently say, "I call all history and all antiquity 
to testify against you." 
 

I confess that I am greatly surprised at the temerity 
which could permit you to use such words. Surely you 
are familiar with the fathers and history. I believe you 
are better acquainted with the writings of the former 

than I am. Therefore, you must know that the pre-
Nicene fathers nowhere teach the doctrine you allege. 
(J.P. editor insert: See our book offer "The Church of 
Rome at the Bar of History" for proof!) It is nothing to 
me that the Roman church for centuries has held this 
doctrine, nor does it matter that the Eastern church 
holds the same, or that Luther himself taught 
something similar, or even that certain Anglicans, 
from Henry the Eighth down, largely agree with 
Rome. These are all comparatively modern. Antiquity, 
in this case, decides absolutely against them. It is not 
the writings of fallible men to which I refer as 
"antiquity" but to "that which was from the 
beginning," which is the authoritative records of the 
inspired apostles of our Lord Jesus Christ. I will put 
before you every inspired account of the Lord's supper 
found in the holy scriptures and ask you to weigh 
them well, forgetting so far as you can, every 
construction put on them by post-Nicene theologians. 
Ask yourself if the scriptures quoted can possibly bear 
the interpretation Rome has given them. 
 

In Matthew 26:26-29 we read: 
 

And as they were eating, Jesus took bread, and blessed 
it, and brake it, and gave it to the disciples, and said, 
Take, eat; this is my body. And he took the cup, and 
gave thanks, and gave it to them, saying, Drink ye all 
of it; For this is my blood of the new testament, which 
is shed for many for the remission of sins. But I say 
unto you, I will not drink henceforth of this fruit of the 
vine, until that day when I drink it new with you in my 
Father's kingdom. 
 

Mark's account is very similar (Mark 14:22-25): 
 

And as they did eat, Jesus took bread, and blessed, and 
brake it, and gave to them, and said, Take, eat: this is 
my body. And he took the cup, and when he had given 
thanks, he gave it to them: and they all drank of it. 
And he said unto them, This is my blood of the new 
testament, which is shed for many. Verily I say unto 
you, I will drink no more of the fruit of the vine, until 
that day that I drink it new in the kingdom of God. 
 

Luke's account (22:19-20) occupies only two verses 
(verses 17 and 18 clearly refer to the Passover cup 
preceding the institution of the Lord's super): 
And he took bread, and gave thanks, and brake it, and 
gave unto them, saying, This is my body which is 
given for you: this do in remembrance of me. 
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Likewise also the cup after supper, saying, This cup is 
the new testament in my blood, which is shed for you. 
 

John, as you know furnishes no account of the 
institution of the Christian feast at all. His sixth 
chapter we will consider in a later letter 
 

Paul, in I Corinthians 11:23-29, gives us the only 
remaining account: 
 

For I have received of the Lord that which also I 
delivered unto you, That the Lord Jesus the same 
night in which he was betrayed took bread: And when 
he had given thanks, he brake it, and said, Take, eat: 
this is my body, which is broken for you: this do in 
remembrance of me. After the same manner also he 
took the cup, when he had supped, saying, this cup is 
the new testament in my blood: this do ye, as oft as ye 
drink it, in remembrance of me. For as often as ye eat 
this bread, and drink this cup, ye do shew the Lord's 
death till he come. Wherefore whosoever shall eat this 
bread, and drink this cup of the Lord, unworthily, 
shall be guilty of the body and blood of the Lord. But 
let a man examine himself, and so let him eat of that 
bread, and drink of that cup. For he that eateth and 
drinketh unworthily, eateth and drinketh damnation to 
himself, not discerning the Lord's body. [The scripture 
quotations are from the 1911 Oxford Version, the only 
edition of the Bible I had on hand when writing, but 
neither the Douay nor the Authorized Version differ 
materially.] 
 

Turning our attention to the Lord's words in regard to 
the cup, in Matthew he says: "Drink ye all of it; For 
this is my blood of the new testament, which is shed 
for many for the remission of sins." Was he speaking 
literally or figuratively? To answer this question I will 
ask another: Had his blood been shed at that time or 
not? His words are, "This is my blood which is shed." 
It is an offence to our God-given intelligence to insist 
that the words "this is my blood" must be taken 
literally, while it must be acknowledged that in saying 
"which is shed," he was speaking anticipatively. 
Furthermore our Lord calls the liquid in the cup "the 
fruit of the vine," which would be absurd if it had 
been changed into his actual blood. Both these 
propositions apply with equal force to the quotation 
from Mark's gospel. And Luke makes it even stronger 
by saying, "this cup is the new testament in my 
blood." Would you say he meant us to understand 
literally that the cup contained the new covenant, and 
that when you drink it you are drinking the new 
covenant? Or is the expression clearly figurative? 
 

If it be clear that our Lord speaks figuratively of the 
cup, by what rule of logic can we suppose he speaks 
literally of the bread when he says, "this is my body 
which is given for you"? Had his body already been 
broken, given, or sacrificed for us, when he instituted 
the supper? If not, he certainly speaks in a figurative 
way. So Paul takes it, and in I Corinthians 10:16 he 
writes, "The cup of blessing which we bless, is it not 
the communion of the blood of Christ? The bread 
which we break, is it not the communion of the body 
of Christ?" And he immediately adds, "For we are all 
partakers of that one bread." The one bread not only 
sets forth figuratively Christ's literal body, but it also 
is a figure of his mystical body, the church. 
 

And so it was held by all the apostolic churches, nor 
was any other meaning attached to it until the 
predicted apostasy had begun. The Roman dogma of 
the body, blood, soul, and divinity of Christ being 
present under one species, and the consequent denial 
of the cup to the laity, is in itself a complete 
annulment of the dogma of the real presence. In the 
Lord's supper, as instituted by Christ, it was of the loaf 
alone that he said, "This is my body," and it set forth 
his body as given in death; the cup set forth his blood 
as separated from his body, though that separation had 
not yet actually taken place. In warning the 
Corinthians concerning their unholy partaking of the 
Lord's supper, Paul wrote, "But let a man examine 
himself, and so let him eat of that bread, and drink of 
that cup." It is still the bread, and still the cup; no 
change has taken place in the elements. Faith alone 
can see in the loaf and the cup a symbol of the 
crucified Savior. 
 

And now I ask you, dear sir, in all seriousness, can 
you see anything in the Roman service of the mass 
that answers in any sense to the beauty and simplicity 
of the Lord's supper, as set forth in the scriptures we 
have read? There you have no pompous hierarchy 
separated from the laity, as though of a superior class, 
but a company of Christian believers gathered to 
partake together of a simple memorial feast, each one 
eating of the loaf, each one drinking of the cup, in 
reverent and hallowed remembrance of the Lord in his 
death. 
 

As to the denial of the cup to the laity of 
communicants, I must write on that later. 
 

Letter II 
 

My Dear Sir: I must now say something on Rome's 
denial of the cup to the laity. And here I turn your 
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words back on you, and call all history (up to very 
recent years) and all antiquity to witness against you. 
You know that the canon enjoining communion in one 
kind was only passed on June 15, 1415, and that was 
at a time when the Roman church was without a head. 
The same council that enacted the decree had deposed 
Pope John XXIII on May 29, 1415 and his successor 
was not elected until November 11, 1417. Yet Roman 
apologists declare that the pope has authority to 
change the Lord's order from communion in two kinds 
(the bread typifying his body, the wine his blood) to 
communion in one kind only on the part of the 
commonalty. Priests alone were permitted to observe 
the original order of communion in two kinds. 
 

Now this decree of the Council of Constance is a 
direct contradiction to Roman canon law of the 
centuries preceding. Pope Leo the Great, inveighing 
against the Manicheans, wrote in his Homily 41: 
"They receive Christ's body (which to him, of course, 
was the communion loaf) with unworthy mouth, and 
entirely refuse to take the blood of our redemption 
(referring to the cup, according to the Roman 
Interpretation); therefore we give notice to you, holy 
brethren, that men of this sort, whose sacrilegious 
deceit has been detected, are to be expelled by priestly 
authority from the fellowship of the saints." But Pope 
Gelasius I was stronger yet, for in a letter addressed to 
the Bishops Majoricus and John and embodied in the 
canon law of the Roman church, he wrote: "We have 
ascertained that certain persons having received a 
portion of the sacred body alone abstain from 
partaking of the chalice of the sacred blood. Let such 
persons, without any doubt, since they are stated to 
feel thus bound by some superstitious reason, either 
receive the sacrament in its entirety, or be repelled 
from the entire sacrament, because a division of one 
and the same mystery cannot take place without great 
sacrilege" (Corp. Jur. Can. Decre. 3:11-12). And with 
this agrees the decree of the Council of Clermont, 
personally presided over by Pope Urban II in 1095: 
"That no one shall communicate at the altar, without 
he receives the body and blood alike, unless by way of 
necessity, or caution." In the next century (A.D. 
1118), Pope Paschal II wrote to Pontious, Abbot of 
Cluny, referring to the teaching of St. Cyprian: 
"Therefore, according to the same Cyprian: in 
receiving the Lord's body and blood, let the Lord's 
tradition be observed, nor let any departure be made, 
through human institution, from what Christ the 
Master ordained and did. For we know that the bread 
was given separately, and the wine was given 

separately by the Lord himself, which custom we 
therefore teach and command to be always observed 
in Holy Church, save in the case of infants and very 
infirm people, who cannot swallow bread. 
 

Now what title has the church of Rome to declare 
itself unchanged, catholic and apostolic in its 
practices, as well as doctrines, when a council without 
a pope can deliberately overthrow the teaching of four 
popes on a matter of this kind? The fact is, Rome has 
completely annulled the words of our Lord Jesus 
Christ as to this, "teaching for doctrines the 
commandments of men." 
 

This to a Catholic is a most serious thing. When our 
Lord in John 6 speaks of "eating his flesh and drinking 
his blood," Romanists implicitly believe it refers to 
participation in the eucharist, yet his church forbids 
him to drink of the cup, unless he has taken priestly 
orders. 
 

But does the much disputed passage in John 6 have 
any reference to the Lord's supper, or is it intended to 
set forth a great spiritual truth? I believe the latter. If 
you accuse me of using private judgment, you too are 
using private judgment, though you may decry it, 
when you decide to accept the teaching of the Roman 
church as to the same passage. I repudiate it as against 
both our God-given reason and holy scripture's 
teaching, which is to me far more reliable authority 
than any interpretation the church may put on it. 
 

To the Jews seeking material advantages, our Lord 
said, "Labour not for the meat which perisheth, but for 
that meat which endureth unto everlasting life, which 
the Son of man shall give unto you" (John 6:27). They 
referred him to Moses, who had fed their fathers in the 
wilderness with manna, desiring him to provide them 
too with literal bread. To this he answered: "I am the 
bread of life: he that cometh to me shall never hunger; 
and he that believeth on me shall never thirst" (John 
6:35). "Verily, verily, I say unto you, He that 
believeth on me hath everlasting life. I am that bread 
of life" (6:47-48). Unbelieving Jews discussed this 
among themselves, saying: "How can this man give us 
his flesh to eat?" Then Jesus said unto them, "Verily, 
verily, I say unto you, Except ye eat the flesh of the 
Son of man, and drink his blood, ye have no life in 
you. Whoso eateth my flesh, and drinketh my blood, 
hath eternal life; and I will raise him up at the last 
day" (6:53-54). 
 

Now this is the teaching of our Lord as to eating his 
flesh and drinking his blood. This suggests what they 
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might have done at that time, namely, live by eating 
his flesh and drinking his blood. His blood had not yet 
been poured out on the cross, nor his flesh wounded in 
death, but those who came to him, trusting him as 
their Savior, were already recipients of the new life, 
which he came to give. That the eating and drinking 
were spiritual and not literal is clear from verse 57, 
where he speaks of living by the Father, in the very 
same way that they who were eating him, lived by 
him. And how did he live by the Father? He lived as a 
man of faith. "I will put my trust in him" expressed the 
continuous habit of his life, and as we who believe in 
him thus live by faith in Him, we eat his flesh and 
drink his blood. He says in verse 63: "It is the spirit 
that quickeneth; the flesh profiteth nothing: the words 
that I speak unto you, they are spirit and they are life." 
 

What further proof have we need of? I think it plain 
that the Lord Jesus was referring, not to a sacrament 
yet to be instituted, but to a spiritual reality, known 
even then to those who believed on him. And all the 
councils of Rome cannot annul his words as to this. 
 

His disciples at that time, who were such in deed and 
not merely by profession, were already living by him 
yet had never partaken of the sacrament of the Lord's 
supper. And we may rest assured that wherever and 
whenever a repentant soul turns now to Christ and 
trusts him as the savior who has given his life for the 
world, he both eats his flesh and drinks his blood, and 
thus has life eternal, which the Roman sacrifice of the 
mass does not even pretend to give. What intelligent 
Romanist really believes he has eternal life, a life in 
Christ that can never be forfeited, through 
participation in the mass? Is it not a fact that this, as 
all other Roman sacraments, leaves the participant 
uncertain and anxious still as to the final outcome? 
But it is otherwise with those who rest implicitly on 
the words of the son of God: "Verily, Verily, I say 
unto you, He that believeth on me hath everlasting 
life" (John 6:47). 
 

May I, without giving offense, press some questions 
home to you, my dear sir? Have you this great gift, 
promised by our Lord Jesus to all who believe in him? 
Are you certain that you have everlasting life? After 
all your years of devoted service in the church of 
Rome, after all your obedience of her decrees, are you 
now at rest in your soul as to the question of your 
sins? Do you know them all to be forgiven and put 
away, through the offering of Jesus Christ once for all 
on the cross? Have you been justified freely by his 
grace, through the redemption that is in Christ Jesus? 

My dear sir, if you cannot answer simple questions 
like these in the affirmative, is it not time to stop and 
ask yourself how it is that the system to which you 
cling has not given you that certainty and peace which 
is the portion of those who enjoy apostolic 
Christianity? Is it not possible that you have missed 
your way? Is it not possible that the whole church to 
which you belong has in some manner, perhaps to you 
unaccountable, fallen from the simplicity of apostolic 
days into grievous apostasy? 
 

Very sincerely yours, Dr. H. A. Ironside 
 

From: Letters to a Roman Catholic Priest by H. A. 
Ironside. Reprinted by permission of Loizeaux, P.O. 
Box 277, Neptune, NJ 
__________________________________________ 
I know people who were just raised Catholic, believe 
in Jesus and do not blindly follow Rome.  That’s a 
good thing!  J.P. Editor 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Our Christian public “Demonstrations”! 
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On the Lord's Supper 
I.  As in the preceding Disputation we have treated on 
Baptism, the sacrament of initiation; it follows, that we 
now discuss the Lord's Supper, which is the sacrament of 
confirmation. 

II.  We define it thus: the Lord's Supper is a sacrament of 
the new Testament immediately instituted by Christ for 
the use of the church to the end of time:  In which, by the 
legitimate external distribution, taking, and enjoyment of 
bread and wine, the Lord's death is announced, and the 
inward receiving and enjoyment of the body and blood of 
Christ are signified; and that most intimate and close 
union or fellowship, by which we are joined to Christ our 
head, is sealed and confirmed on account of the institution 
of Christ, and the analogical relation of the sign to the 
thing signified.  But by this believers profess their 
gratitude and obligation to God, communion among 
themselves, and a marked difference from all other 
persons. 

III.  We constitute Christ the Author of this sacrament:  
For He alone is constituted, by the Father, the Lord and 
Head of the church, possessing the right of instituting 
sacraments, and of efficaciously performing this very 
thing which is signified and sealed by the sacraments. 

IV.  The Matter is, bread and wine; which, with regard to 
their essence, are not changed, but remain what they 
previously were; neither are they, with regard to place, 
joined together with the body or blood, so that the body is 
either in, under, or with the bread, &c.; nor in the use of 
the Lord's Supper can the bread and wine be separated, 
that, when the bread is held out to the laity, the cup be not 
denied to them. 

V.  We lay down the Form in the relation and the most 
strict union, which exist between the signs and the thing 
signified, and the reference of both to those believers who 
communicate, and by which they are made by analogy and 
similitude something [unum] united.  From this 
conjunction of relation, arises a two-fold use of signs in 
this sacrament of the Lord's Supper:  The First, that these 
signs are representative:  The Second, that, while 
representing, they seal Christ to us with his benefits. 

VI.  The End is two-fold:  The First is, that our faith 
should be more and more strengthened towards the 
promise of grace which has been given by God, and 
concerning the truth and certainty of our being ingrafted 
into Christ.  The Second is, (1.) that believers may, by the 
remembrance of the death of Christ, testify their gratitude 
and obligation to God; (2.) that they may cultivate charity 
among themselves; and (3.) that by this mark they may be 
distinguished from unbelievers. 

On the Popish Mass 
I.  Omitting the various significations of the word "Mass" 
which may be adduced, we consider, on this occasion, that 
which the Papists declare to be the external and properly 
called "expiatory sacrifice," in which the sacrificers offer 
Christ to his Father in behalf of the living and the dead; 
and which they affirm to have been celebrated and 
instituted by Christ himself when He celebrated and 
instituted his Last Supper. 
II.  First.  We say, this sacrifice is falsely ascribed to the 
institution of the Lord's Supper:  For Christ did not 
institute a sacrifice but a sacrament; which is apparent 
from the institution itself, in which we are not commanded 
to offer any thing to God, at least nothing external.  Yet 
we grant, that in the Lord's Supper, as in all acts, is 
commanded, or ought to exist, that internal sacrifice by 
which believers offer to God prayers, praises and 
thanksgiving:  In this view, the Lord's Supper is called 
"the Eucharist." 
III.  Secondly.  To this sacrifice are opposed the nature, 
truth and excellence of the sacrifice of Christ.  For, as the 
sacrifice of Christ is single, expiatory, perfect, and of 
infinite value; and as Christ was once offered, and "hath 
by that one oblation perfected for ever them who were 
once sanctified," as the Scriptures testify, undoubtedly no 
place has been left either for any other sacrifice, or for a 
repetition of this sacrifice of Christ. 
IV.  Thirdly.  Besides, it is wrong to suppose that Christ can 
be or ought to be offered by men, or by any other person than 
by Himself:  For He alone is both the Victim and the Priest, 
as being the Only One who is truly "holy, harmless, 
undefiled, and separate from sinners." 
V.  From all these particulars it is sufficiently apparent, 
that it is not necessary, nay, that it is impious, for any 
expiatory sacrifice now to be offered by men for the living 
and the dead.  Besides, it is a piece of foolish ignorance, to 
suppose either that the dead require some oblation; or that 
they can by it obtain remission of sins, who have not 
obtained pardon before death. 
VI.  In addition to these three enormous errors committed 
in the Mass, with respect to the sacrifice, to the priest, and 
to those for whom the sacrifice is offered, there is a 
Fourth, which is one of the greatest turpitude of all, and is 
committed in conjunction with idolatry;--that this very 
sacrifice is adored by him who offers it, and by those for 
whom it is offered, and is carried about in solemn pomp. 
In these words, "The Mass is an expiatory, representa-
tive and commemorative sacrifice," there is an opposi-
tion in the apposition and a manifest contradiction. 

Works of Protestant Reformer James Arminius Vol. II 
pages 442-444 
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 RESOURCE LIST 
Send check or money order for the correct amount to:  Jesus People  
 Information Center, 4338 3rd Ave, Sacramento, CA 95817. 

 (We DO NOT accept Credit Cards)               We Pay Shipping Costs within the United States 
 Suggested Minimum Donation

A Dictionary of Early Christian Biography   A reference guide to over 800 Christian men and 
women, heretics and sects of the first six centuries after Christ.  Hardcover   One of the best 
books on Church history!  (1,028 pages) 

$33.00 

Is God A Moral Monster?  By Paul Copan.  Explains the atheistic charges of misogyny, slavery 
and “ethnic cleansing”, etc. against the Old Testament God. (252 pages) 

$16.00 

Godforsaken by Dinesh D’Souza. Explains why God allows moral and natural “evil”. Hardcover 
(274 pages) 40% off 

$15.00 

Jesus Among Secular Gods  by Ravi Zacharias and Vince Vitale.  Hardcover (248 pages) (25% 
off) 

$18.00 

Mere Christianity   by C. S. Lewis. The book, next to the Bible to give any unbeliever or Christian! 
Large Comfort Print Edition (190 pages)   (10% off). 

$9.00 

Sabbath In Crisis (Revised)   by Dale Ratzlaff.    Author is former Seventh Day Adventist pastor 
who found freedom in Jesus Christ. He explains the “Sabbath Day” from Genesis to Revelation. A 
book every Christian should read. (438 pages) (15% off) 

$12.00 

 The New Age is Lying to You   by Eldon Winker. Describes and identifies how New Age 
religions have invaded our entire society. (223 pages) (33% off list price) 

$10.00 

Elect in the Son  by Robert Shank. The refutation of “Calvin’s predestination theory”. The author’s 
two books have never been refuted.  (242 pages) (25% off) 

$9.00 

Life in the Son  by Robert Shank. The Ultimate answer to Calvinism. Best book on this subject! 
(380 pages) (30% off) Elect in the Son and Life in the Son explains the errors of Calvinism. 

$12.00 

One Nation Under Gods – A History of the Mormon Church by Richard Abanes. Reads like a 
novel – but documented at every point. Proves the L.D.S. Church has lied to the public and to their 
members about their past and present beliefs from 1830 to the present.    (651 pages) (15% off list 
price) 

$19.00 

A Queer Thing Happened to America by Michael Brown.  This is the book that exposes all the 
lies of the ‘gay movement.”  Hardcover (691 pages) 

$27.95 

Can You Be Gay and Christian? Responding with Love & Truth to Questions About 
Homosexuality  by Michael L. Brown, PhD  Michael Brown is a published Old Testament and 
New Testament scholar in near eastern languages and literatures.  Paperback (286 pages) 

$16.99 

Please Tell Me   by Tom McKenney. The best, honest book exposing Freemasonry. (219 pages) $12.00 
“Brand New”  Evolution’s Achilles Heels  Nine Ph.D. scientists explain evolution’s fatal flaws in 
areas claimed to be its greatest strengths: the fossil records, the origin of life, cosmology, genetics, 
radiometric dating, the geologic record, morality and ethics, and natural selection.  (272 pages)  

$7.95 
50% off 

Hitler and the Nazi Darwinian Worldview by Jerry Bergman.  (327 pages) $25.00 
Pop Prophecy - Exposing False Prophecies about the “Rapture,” Israel, and the End of the 
World contributors:  Tal Brooke, Steve Wohlberg, Brooks Alexander, Lee Penn & Steven Sizer 
(229 pages) 

$15.00 

Revelation – Four Views:  A Parallel Commentary   by Steve Gregg.  The Idealist (Spiritual), 
Preterist, Futurist and Historical views are all explained. Then the entire book is placed in four 
parallel columns giving each view on each verse in the Book of Revelation.  (528 pages)  

$27.95 

The Religious Fringe   by Richard Kyle. A study of American religious cults.  (467 pages). (50% 
off) 

$10.00 
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A Fundamental Wesleyan Commentary on the Book of Revelation   by Vic Reasoner. 
Published by Wesleyan Bible Institute 2005. An exhaustive study! Some things you will learn are: 
there is no Biblical support for any rapture separate from the Second Coming of Christ; and the 
view of prophecy which 7th Day Adventists still teach has no foundation; plus many other things. 
Book disagrees with dispensationalism! Hardcover (592 pages) (50% off) 

$25.00 

 The Cult Named “Christian Identity”   by Dr. Leonard Zike.   Exposing the errors of “White 
Racist” Bible interpretations. 

$5.00 

Does God Believe In Atheists?   by John Blanchard.  Every Single possible argument against 
the God of the Bible is shown to be invalid and or absolutely ignorant. Author takes on everybody 
from the Ancient Greeks to Freud, Bertram Russell, Darwin, Richard Dawkins, etc., etc. “No single 
book I know of exposes the people and beliefs against God as well as this one does.” Tom 
Adcock   (655 pages) 

$27.95  

Coming Again – But When?     by Jerry Newcombe. A complete study of the various views of the 
Second Coming of Christ by Christians from the first century to the 21st century. Biblical reasons 
given for different views on the Antichrist, the millennium, the Whore of Babylon, etc. Research 
done by Library at Knox Theological Seminary. (364 pages) (30% off) 

$10.00 

The Day and the Hour Christianity’s perennial fascination with predicting the end of the world by 
Francis Gumerlock.  (354 pages) 20 centuries of false prophecies documented. 

$20.00 

Hurtling Toward Oblivion   by Richard Swenson, M.D.. This book is a guided tour of the realities 
that present a logical argument for the end of our Age. Dr. Swenson combines the trends of social 
change, the nature of humankind, and the rapid advance of progress and technology in a 
fascinating and disturbing look at our most probable future. Like me, Richard Swenson avoids 
pessimism and optimism and embraces realism. Something the general public and the Christian 
Church needs to do to have any real effect on this world while it lasts. Tom Adcock, President 
Jesus People (30% off) 

$5.00 

Israel 1948 – Countdown to Nowhere   by Don Preston. This small book proves all prophecy 
related to the Nation of Israel ended in 70 A.D.  

$7.00 

A Dictionary of Early Christian Beliefs   by Early Church Fathers.  700 subjects discussed.  
Hardcover (704 pages) 

$25.00 

Graven Bread   by Tim Kauffman. The most remarkable teachings of the Catholic Church 
and the Apparitions of Mary: the Worship of the Communion bread. The Christians of the 
Reformation knew of the practice, and Christians today still object to it, but why has the 
practice of Worshipping the Eucharist been clouded in ecumenical language as if it were 
only a slight variation of the Christian Communion meal? Kauffman addresses the 
practice head-on and takes the reader through a surprising sequence of historical and 
modern-day “Eucharistic miracles” to explain the startling reason why the Papacy and the 
Apparitions of Mary have been demanding Worship of the Eucharist for well over one 
thousand years. (203) pages 

$10.00 

The Church of Rome at the Bar of History   by William Webster. This book compares 
the beliefs of the Christians from the first 3 centuries with the beliefs of today’s Roman 
Catholic religion. Fully documented! (244 pages)  

$15.00 

The Complete New American Standard Bible  (NASB) A word for word translation.  
Hardcover Edition  

$10.00 

For a complete list of books and DVDs at discount prices see our website at jesuspeopleinfo.org 
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Humanism 
   For the message of the cross is foolishness to those who are perishing, but to us who 
are being saved it is the power of God.  For it is written:  “I will destroy the wisdom of the wise, 
and bring to nothing the understanding of the prudent.”  Where is the wise?  Where is the 
disputer of this age?  Has not God made foolish the wisdom of this world?  For since, in the 
wisdom of God, the world through wisdom did not know God, it pleased God through the 
foolishness of the message preached to save those who believe.  For Jews request a sign, and 
Gentiles seek after wisdom; but we preach Christ crucified, to the Jews a stumbling block and 
to the Gentiles foolishness, but to those who are called, both Jews and Gentiles, Christ the 
power of God and the Wisdom of God.  Because the foolishness of God is wiser than men, and 
the weakness of God is stronger than men.  I Corinthians 1:18-25 
 

Humanism has been called the major modern 
philosophical enemy of Christianity.  Humanists, 
who are most often atheists or agnostics, have 
created an ethical system, not based on Christian or 
any religious principles, but based upon human 
reason and logic.  In Humanism, humanity is the 
measure of all things.  Humanists usually emphasize 
the importance of doing good in society. 
 It is responsible for a number of other 
philosophies:  scientism, secularism, naturalism, 
materialism, Satanism, feminism, and hedonism. 
 

HUMANISM AND AREAS OF CONFLICT 
Are morals absolute?  Are there any absolute truths?  
If there is no God there is no reason to believe in 
any unchanging standards of morality.  If there is no 
God, all standards are relative. 
Three basic errors in the humanist philosophy: 
1.  Humanism affirms the self-sufficiency of man.  
The Gospel says that man can find sufficiency only 
in God (John 15:15; Philippians 4:13).  
2.  Humanism says that human beings are essentially 
good.  If the Christian concept of sin is done away 
with, we are not accountable to God.  If people are 
basically good, who is to challenge the conclusion 
that whatever we do  is also basically good?  The 
gospel says man is sinner before God and in need of 
salvation (Mark 7:21; Romans 3:23). 
3.  Humanism believes that this life is the only one.  
The gospel asserts that there is life beyond the 
grave, and that there will be a final judgment 
(Matthew 25:46; John 5:28-29). 
 

CONSEQUENCES OF HUMANISM 
In humanism, people become their own saviors, so 
teaching about sin, repentance, and judgment is out 
of date.  The world has grown beyond that kind of 
religion, and no church is relevant if it keeps harping 

on about personal salvation.  Humankind needs to 
save the human family by getting involved with a 
total commitment to massive humanitarian projects. 
 Humanists have so asserted their views that 
previously held Christian standards in marriage, and 
Christian teaching about divorce, abortion and 
euthanasia are now being constantly attacked and 
laws changed in favor of Humanist ideas. 
 Our world is now dominated by ideas that stem 
from Humanism.  Christian values are constantly 
being derided and undermined by Humanists. 
 

HUMANIST MANIFESTO 
1.  Humanists regard the universe as self-existing 
and not created. 
2.  Humanists believe that human beings are a part 
of nature and have emerged as the result of a 
continuous process (evolution). 
3.  Moral values derive their source from human 
experience.  Ethics is autonomous and situational, 
needing no theological or ideological sanction. 
4.  Traditional religions inhibit men and women 
from experiencing their full potentialities. 
5.  We can discover no divine purpose or providence 
for the human species.  We are entirely responsible 
for what we are or will become.  No deity will save 
us—we must save ourselves. 
 

“WHY I AM A NON-BELIEVER” 
The following are reasons that members and 
supporters of Gay and Lesbian Atheists and 
Humanists (GALAH) have given for why they are 
atheists, agnostics, and/or humanists: 
 I think that reality (the truth) should be found 

through reflective open questioning, which religion 
inhibits. 
 I slowly became aware that some, many, then 

most religious  ideas, rules, etc. could not be 
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rationally explained.  It was an evolutionary process. 
 There is too much evil in the world to believe in 

an all-good God. 
 I am an Atheist because I think.  I am an Atheist 

because I think that the Truth should reflect that 
which is true.  I am an Atheist because I think that 
truth can never be assumed:  evidence and 
explanations are required, and alternate possibilities 
need to be examined.  I am an Atheist because I 
think that dogma hinders open, honest 
communication, and is therefore dishonest and 
destructive.  I think that dishonesty is immoral—the 
end does not justify the means.  I think that 
destructiveness—physical and mental—is what 
religion is really about.  I am an Atheist because I 
think. 
 I have doubts about established religions. 
 Nearly everyone who seems to believe in god 

has been indoctrinated from an early age.  A few 
“original” religionists seem to have had “divine” 
revelations.  I do not fit in either category.  It also 
seems to me that the concerns of religionists are 
trivia. 
 The religious view of the world seems 

incredible to me.  People who have informed me 
about the “truth” of the Bible have proven their 
unreliability via other means. 
 I am a humanist because I have observed that 

people can develop compassionate moral values 
without relying on supernatural belief systems. 
 The Bible is wrong about homosexuality.  

That was the inspiration for me to question other 
things in that book. [Emphasis-J.P. Editor] 
 Because I do reason, that is, THINK!  How 

could anyone who thinks, by which I mean “to 
subject to the processes of logical thought” ever 
commit the abomination of faith as in “firm belief in 
something for which there is no proof?” 
 
Excerpt from AMG’s Handi-reference World Religions 
and Cults, complied by John Hunt with Dan Penwell.  
AMG Publishers. Chattanooga, TN Oct. 2008, pp. 450-
452 
 

The fool has said in his heart, “There is no God.”  
Psalm 14:1 
 
God knows we all choose to believe what we want 
to believe – J.P. Editor  

Theosophy 
Origins 
Theosophy (from Greek theosophos, “one wise 
about God” or “divine wisdom”) is an esoteric 
philosophy and movement tracing its modern origin 
to Helena P. Blavatsky (1831-1891), also known as 
“Madame Blavatsky” or HPB.  In 1875 she founded 
the Theosophical Society in New York with Henry 
Steel Olcott (1832-1907). Four years later, the 
Society moved to India where it grew quickly, 
eventually becoming the fountainhead of the 
“ancient wisdom” doctrine within Western 
occultism. 
 
Key Writings 
Blavatsky’s The Secret Doctrine (1888), Isis 
Unveiled (1877), and The Key to Theosophy (1889).  
Periodicals include Sunrise. 
 
Key Beliefs 
“Ancient wisdom” teachings hold that the world’s 
religions (Greek, Egyptian, Christian, Gnostic, 
Buddhist, etc.) originally taught the same core 
truths, but were corrupted by the development of 
organized religion.  The oldest scriptures (the Hindu 
Vedas) contain the kernel truths and the others carry 
parts of this core:  monism, reincarnation, yoga, 
evolution of consciousness, psychic powers, etc. 
 Invisible to us, the evolutionary progress of 
Earth has been directed for thousands of years by a 
seven-tiered hierarchy of Masters or superior beings.  
Some were originally human, died, and are now 
“Ascended Masters” (also known as the “Great 
White Brotherhood”); others are still alive; some 
never had human embodiment.  The Masters reveal 
themselves to a few select souls, either in remote 
parts of the world (China, Tibet) or through psychic 
communication, giving guidance to those who are 
prepared for it.  Blavatsky claimed communication 
with several of these so-called Masters, as did most 
of her immediate successors.  Jesus is considered the 
fifth incarnation in the Aryan race of the Christ, or 
supreme “World Teacher.”  Theosophy rejects 
Jesus’ atonement and states that man brings about 
his own salvation through repeated incarnations; 
every human being is a potential “Christ.” 
 
Occultic Practices 
Yoga and meditation are employed in spiritual 
development; psychic powers (including “easy 
access” to the mystic “Akashic Records”), astral 
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travel, and other paranormal abilities may follow, 
depending on the individual.  Astrology and some 
other occult practices are considered “true sciences.”  
An inner circle, known as the “Esoteric Section,” 
engages in secret meditation practices to attune its 
members with the Masters. 
 
Watch for… 
 Related theosophical institutions, including the 

Theosophical Society (Altadena, CA); 
Theosophical Society in America (Wheaton, IL) 
with its Krotona School and Quest Books; and the 
United Lodge of Theosophists (Pasadena, CA). 
 Famous followers, such as children’s authors L. 

Frank Baum (The Wizard of OZ) and Frances 
Hodgson Burnett (The Secret Garden), and poet 
W.B. Yeats. 
 Theosophy-inspired groups, such as the 

Krishnamurti Foundations, based on the teachings 
of Juddu Krishnamurti (1895-1986); the Arcane 
School of Alice Bailey (1880-1949); 
Anthroposophy; the Agni Yoga Society of 
Nicholas Roerich (1874-1947); the “I AM” 
movement; and the Church Universal and 
Triumphant of Elizabeth Clare Prophet (1939-). 
 

Anthroposophy 
 
Origins 
Anthroposophical Society was founded in 
Germany in 1912 by Austrian psychic Rudolf 
Steiner (1861-1925) as a breakaway group from 
Theosophy.  World headquarters located at the 
Goetheanum in Dornach, Switzerland. 
 
Key Writings 
All of Steiner’s works are considered authoritative.  
This includes some 6,000 lectures, hundreds of 
essays, and 33 books, including A Philosophy of 
Freedom (1894), Christianity as Mystical Fact 
(1902), and An Outline of Occult Science (1910). 
 
Key Beliefs 
Steiner claimed to receive information directly from 
the spiritual realm.  Anthroposophy is based on his 
personal revelations, which describe an extremely 
complex evolutionary history for mankind.  He 
began as a believer in Theosophy and embraced 
such Theosophical concepts as karma and 
reincarnation.  Anthroposophy is relentlessly man-
centered and pays little attention to traditional 
questions about “God” or our relationship to Him. 

 Though Steiner called his system “true 
Christianity,” he also called it “Christian Occultism” 
and radically redefined Christian terms.  Steiner saw 
the Bible not as revelation “from without” but as a 
picture of human potential.  He describes two 
separate “Jesuses” who merged spiritually, after 
which a “Christ-essence” entered and remained for 
three years.  At the crucifixion, Jesus’ blood did not 
redeem us from sin, but flowed into the physical 
earth, where its mystical power energizes our 
cosmic evolution and frees us from the bonds of 
materialism.  This enables the Christ=essence to 
“mass-incarnate” into the whole of humanity (which 
is the true “second coming”). 
 
Occultic Practices 
The central tenet of Anthroposophy is that humans 
have an ability to contact the spiritual realm directly 
which can be awakened through exercises in 
concentration and meditation.  The practice of 
Anthroposophy consists mostly of such exercises.  
Like all forms of occult meditation, this can open 
the door to intrusions from the unseen world, 
including spirit contact and associated phenomena, 
such as clairvoyance, divination, and mediumship.  
Astral projection and astrology are also important 
components of Anthroposophy. 
 
Watch for… 
 Controversy over Steiner-oriented Waldorf 

Schools, with parents claiming they were not made 
aware of the profoundly occultic basis of its 
educational system when their children enrolled. 
 Anthroposophy-inspired organizations, such as 

Weleda (personal and healthcare products); 
curative eurythmy (therapeutic dance); bio-
dynamic farming (organic agriculture with 
magical/occult elements); Camphill Movement 
(communities for disabled/special-needs people);  
The Christian Community (a Steiner-oriented 
church); and The Christian Occult Society (name 
used by some local Steiner groups). 
 Famous followers, such as writer and 

philosopher Owen Barfield and influential New Age 
author David Spangler. 
 
Consult your Bible about the practices of these and other 
similar groups,  Exodus 22:18;  Leviticus 19:26; 
Deuteronomy 18:10, 14;  2 Kings 17:17, 21:6; 
2 Chronicles 33:6;  Isaiah 47:9;  Jeremiah 27:9-10;  
Micah 5:12;  Nahum 3:4;  Acts 8:9-11, 19:19;  Galatians 
5:19-21;  Revelation 9:21, 18:23, 21:8, 22:15 
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I am a “modified” Libertarian! 
My political views are shaped by my Christian 
world view.  Example:  If you want all drugs 
legal – Fine - Just “roll it all back” and make it 
legal for everyone to carry a gun.  If you 
choose to be a drug addict, alcoholic, obese 
glutton, have an active sex life and don’t want 
children – fine – you pay for the consequences 
– Abortion?  Pay for it yourself.  It’s not the 
government’s business to use tax payer money 
to rescue you from your bad choices.  Friends, 
family, churches and private charities can and 
should try to help you. But only if you want to 
change your life choices. 
 
A man can be known by his enemies! 
Who hates Donald Trump?  1.  The pro-
abortion people.  2.  The promoters of 
homosexuality.  3.  Anti-God academia.  4.  
American hating open borders people.  5.  
Ungrateful unpatriotic rich celebrities.  6.  Anti-
Christian Hollywood which consistently 
portrays Christians as maniacs, stupid fools, or 
hateful bigots in most of their movies.  7.  The 
Antifa Fascists.  8.  Literal Communists and 
Socialists.  9.  The painfully obvious biased 
media with only a few exceptions.  10.  Anti-
white racists.  11.  Ignorant millennial 
anarchists.  12.  Radical Muslims.   That says 
it all for me.  Jesus People Editor 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

It’s not just Trump they 
HATE – It’s more than 
that. 
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IT ’S  PAST  T IME FOR A  CHRIST IAN REVOLUTION 
 –  WHICH INCLUDES VOTING!  

The  New Tes tamen t  Church  was  an  i n to le ran t  
chu rch .   A t  once  we  th row  ou rse l ves  open  to  a  
b roads ide  o f  p ro tes t .   “ I n to le ran t ”  i s  a  

scanda lous  word  to  use  these  days ,  f o r  i f  t he re  i s  
any th ing  tha t  i s  i n  s t y le  among  ou r  “p rog ress i ve ”  
chu rches  i t  i s  t ha t  wo rd  “ t o le rance . ”   You  wou ld  th ink  
tha t  i n to le rance  was  the  unpardonab le  s in .   We  a re  
ma jo r i ng  as  neve r  i n  a l l  chu rch  h i s to ry  on  be ing  
b road -m inded .   Tha t  we  have  become so  b road  we  
have  become a l so  p i t i f u l l y  sha l l ow  neve r  seems  to  
d i s tu rb  us .   We  mus t  “b roaden  o r  bus t . ”   O f  cou rse ,  
some expe r t s  i n  t o le rance  can  be  amaz ing l y  i n to le ran t  
o f  t hose  who  do  no t  sha re  the i r  b road -m indedness ,  
bu t  t ha t  does  no t  d i s tu rb  them e i the r .  

     The re  i s  a  p rope r  i n to le rance ,  and  the  New 
Tes tamen t  Church  had  i t .  
     I n to le ran t ,  unpopu la r ,  sensa t i ona l—such  was  the  
New Tes tamen t  Church .   And  so  w i l l  we  be  i f  we  
da re  to  f o l l ow  in  t ha t  t r a in .   Wha t  k ind  o f  peop le  
were  these  New Tes tamen t  Chr i s t i ans?   They  
be l i eved  i n  Jesus  Chr i s t  as  Sav iou r  and  Lo rd .   They  
d id  no t  l i ve  on  a  memory ;  t hey  be l i eved  i n  One  who  
had  d ied ,  had  r i sen  and  was  coming  aga in .   They  
were  f i l l ed  w i th  t he  Sp i r i t .   They  were  l i v i ng  a  
supe rna tu ra l  l i f e  i n  t h i s  p resen t  wo r ld .   
They  were  a l l  w i tnesses .   To  them a  
m iss iona ry  was  no t  somebody  to  v i s i t  t he  
chu rch  now and  then  to  t a l k  abou t  A f r i ca  o r  
Ch ina ,  Every  Chr is t ian  was  a  miss ionary .     
 V a n c e  H a v n e r  
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This is the “Progressive” plan for California 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 The angel answered the women and said, “He is not here for He is risen…” 
 

The only reason we have a New Testament is because Jesus really did arise from the 
dead.  If you don’t believe this, don’t quote the Bible to defend your views. 

Think about it! 
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