Marcus C. Grodi Religionist or Rascal

Mr. Marcus Grodi, a former Protestant minister who claims to be more of a pastor than a
scholar, converted some years ago to Roman Catholicism. One can read his testimony at the
‘Coming Home Network International’. He's a genia fellow with a venomous bite who
earnestly believes that al Bible believers should convert to Rome. And Mr. Grodi has more
than a passing interest in assisting in this conversion process. He, in fact, heads the slick and
well funded Coming Home Network which has helped dupe numbers of the ill-informed to
join the ranks of the “Mother Church”.

Let's take a look at the highlights of this tale of woe, this testimony of his and see if any
sense can be made of it.

His childhood, he says, “was that of the typical American baby-boomer. | was taught to love
Jesus and go to church on Sunday.” How excellent to have had these early advantages!
Would that he had actualy learned to love Jesus, then he would have not betrayed Him in
later days!

But we must continue with his story. After a season of teenage rebellion he says he,
“ experienced a radical re-conversion to Jesus Christ and made a recommitment to Christ,
accepting him as my Lord and Savior, praying that he would help me fulfill the mission in
life he had chosen for me. The more | sought through prayer and study to follow Jesus and
confirm my life to his will, the more | felt an aching sense of longing to devote my life
entirely to serving him.” ----- The ache was not the moving of the Spirit, otherwise he would
have not exchanged it for a passion to serve Rome.

Eventually, Mr. Grodi became a Presbyterian minister but he was soon, “ faced with a host of
confusing theological and administrative questions. There were exegetical dilemmas over

how to correctly interpret difficult biblical passages and also liturgical decisions that could
easily divide a congregation. My seminary studies had not adequately prepared me to deal
with this morass of options’ .

Mr. Grodi-was hard done by! He thinks nothing of attacking his former seminary. Of course,
| have no way of knowing what studies he pursued, but he is saying that his seminary did not
ground him in Scriptures! But, even if this is so, it begs the question as to why, as a
“dedicated follower of Jesus’ he didn't have the initiative to search the Scriptures for
himself? Could it be that Mr. Grodi has always been the type of man who wants everything
explained to him? Everything must have its tidy box? This, perhaps, is his favorite song,

“My church knows the way through the wilderness
All I have to do is follow!”

Lacking consistent answers, he began to view the break from Papal Rome, by the Reformers,
as being more an act of anarchy than of freedom. It seems his attraction to Rome is that he
supposes they have a system where everyone is uniform. He doesn’t like the fact that there



are different ways of looking at things within the Bible believing world. In other words, he
sees a danger and weakness in the freedom to think. He wants unvaried and stardardized
answers for everything. He could, of course, have found that consistency of thought in the
Communist party but, since he is a theist, he doubtless found that to be an unsuitable
solution.

He says he even found the “how to” books on his shelf didn't help him! Well dap my back
and cal me Fred! Is he sarious? We must ask, what was a minister of the Gospel doing
reading “how to” books? He would have been better occupied searching the Scriptures but
then again it was his low view of Scripture that got him into his mess. He even says that the
best advice he could get from other ministers was to ‘reinvent the whed’--whatever that
means--and says that this, “ reinvent the wheel as often as you need to” mentality--- is at the
heart of Protestantism’'s pastoral ethos.” To cal what he says drivel and poppycock is an
understatement. Mr. Grodi would have done well to read and absorb, ‘ The Reformed Pastor’
by Richard Baxter or any of the other excellent works on Pastoral Ministry by solid Bible
believing writers.

As | read of Mr. Grodi running frantically from this one to that one, | was reminded of the
time that John the Baptist stood with two of his disciples and looked at Jesus as he walked.
Then John said, “Behold the lamb of God.” Had Mr. Grodi spent more time looking upon
Jesus and beholding the lamb, he would have found more help than he got from al his “to-
ing and fro-ing.” But then again we learn from this passage that to look upon Jesus we have
to stand ill. That means all fleshly activity has to stop. It means we must, “ not put our trust
in princes, nor in the son of man, in whom there is no help” (Psam 146:3), for our “help
cometh from the LORD, which made heaven and earth” (Psalm 121:2). But Mr. Grodi was
too busy to stand still!

Mr. Grodi then tells us the next thing that began to breach his Bible believing defenses was
that he saw there were many differences amongst Bible believers. He discovered that beliefs
held by Calvin, Knox and the Puritans clashed in some respects with those held by
Lutherans, Baptists, and Anglicans. Why this should be an earth shattering problem is a
mystery. Rule one of human existence—"“Not everyone will see things the same way.”
Among Bible believers there are varying ideas of Church Government, modes and subjects
of baptism and other such matters. But Mr. Grodi fails to mention there is agreement on the
essential matters such as salvation being in Christ Alone. There is widespread agreement that
justifying righteousness that is imputed, not infused, that Christ is fully God and fully man
and many other fundamental doctrines. It is obvious that Mr. Grodi was looking for a well-
packaged system that had no room for dissent. His yearning was not for more of Jesus but
for someone to tell him what to do.

Mr. Godi is ether naive or dishonest for he implies that Papal Rome is undivided! But is
this true? What about Hans Kung and other dissidents? But doubtless Grodi would discount
this kind of dissent for the likes of Hans Kung do not set the rules. They are rot in power.
The rules of Rome come from the top down! And how do we get the appearance of
uniformity of belief? Why, that is a ssmple matter! Enforce the rules. Remove any Bishop
who doesn’t play ball and replace him with one who will. It has happened many times! The



truth is, there is huge disagreement among the Catholic rank and file over many issues and
practices in Rome. Mr. Grodi does not notice this, and if he is being honest with us in what
he says, we must conclude him, therefore, to be living in a delusion. Does he actualy think,
in face of the facts, which state otherwise, that Rome gains uniformity of thought by the
work of the Holy Spirit? If that is the case, what need had she for the Inquisition or its
present day and active successor, the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith?

Mr. Grodi then says, “The true disciple, --- iswilling to give up everything, even his own life,
if necessary, to follow the Lord.” He then goes on to makes an astonishing and outlandish
clam that Protestants are incapable of making good disciples! He says, concerning his
former church, “ The irony was that my Protestant theology made me impotent to call themto
radical discipleship, and it made them impotent to hear and heed the call.” We would be the
soul of generosity if we were to say that Mr. Grodi is, at this stage, only one sandwich short
of apicnic! So, no Bible believers, if Mr. Grodi is accurate, was ever a committed disciple
of Jesus Christ? What about Cranmer? | seem to remember Archbishop Cranmer being burnt
at the stake by the servants of the Pope. His crime? Holding to Christ alone as the Savior. He
was given an opportunity to recant but said to all assembled, "And as for the Pope, | refuse
him, as Christ’s enemy and Antichrist, with all his false doctrine.” After this Cranmer was
taken to be burned at the stake. According to Foxe's Book of martyrs;
“Then was an iron chain tied about Cranmer and fire set unto him. When the wood was
kindled and the fire began to burn near him, he stretched forth hs right hand, which had
signed his recantation, into the flames, and there held it so the people might see it burnt to
a coal before his body was touched. In short, he was so patient and constant in the midst
of his tortures, that he seemed to move no more than the stake to which he was bound;
his eyes were lifted up to heaven, and often he said, so long as his voice would suffer
him, "this unworthy right hand!" and often using the words of Stephen, "Lord Jesus,
receive my spirit,” till the fury of the flames putting him to silence, he gave up the ghost.
(The Book of Act and Monuments, Book of Martyrs, by John Foxe — 1563)

So no Bible believers can make a good disciple? Mr. Grodi has obviously never heard of
Adoniram Judson who sacrificed his entire life to bring the Gospel of Grace to Burma. And
what of C.T. Studd who gave away his wealth and dedicated his life for the cause of Christ in
Africa? And | suppose he has never heard of Moravians who sold themselves into lavery so
that they could get the Gospel to other daves. And what of David Brainard, Hudson Taylor,
David Livingstone, John Patton, William Carey, James Chalmers and a countless host of
others who spent and gave their lives for the cause of Jesus? Yet according to Grodi, no
Bible believers can make a good disciple for Jesus. Mr. Grodi, Mr. Grodi! Don’t embarrass
yourself by saying such silly and outlandish things!

As | read through more of his meandering denial of Biblical truth, | was tempted to feel sorry
for this twisting and beleaguered soul —But 1, instead, heeded the wisdom of the old hymn
which says, “ Yield not to temptation for yielding is sin”— So Mr. Grodi gets no sympathy
from me. How does one feel sorrow for a dangerous man? But one is almost tempted to do so
because, unlike the brash and narcissistic Scott Hahn, this man, Grodi, seems very genuine
and mild. But aas, he is lethal in that, on the surface, he's so plausible. However, look



underneath and see that he oozes an insidious and sinister poison which if swallowed will
lead away from Christ.

Another thing | noticed when | read and re-read his testimony was that his concept of God is
very under-developed and immature. Whereas, Scott Hahn was busy discovering the God
who is the head of the family, Grodi, is laboring under a system where God is the examiner.
God is, according to Mr. Grodi, as it were, minutely examining each word spoken. Mr. Grodi
does not seem to redlize that yes, while we should strive for accuracy; there is no one
infalible, that is an attribute of God, “let God be true, but every man a liar...”. (Romans
3:4) Mr. Grodi seems, however, to be unaware that God is more concerned with examining
the motives of our hearts. Psalm 51:6 says,

“Behold, thou desirest truth in the inward parts: and in the hidden part thou shalt make me
to know wisdom.” When, therefore, we give an account for our ministry the thoughts and the
intents of the heart will be revealed.

Don’'t get me wrong; we should strive to proclaim the truth which isin Christ Jesus. But Mr.
Grodi seenms to think that, while God is a God of precision, He requires the same exact
precision in every thing we say as ministers. Thisis aterrible bondage under which to labor,
and quite frankly this theory could unhinge those who adhere to it. Is this, in fact, what
happened to Mr. Grodi? Imagine the bondage of having to know whether the tenth hour
referred to in John’s Gospel 1:39 was 4 PM or 10 AM! It was either one or the other
depending on whether the writer is following the Jewish or Roman clock. Is God going to
get incensed if we get that one wrong? | say no!

But Mr. Grodi, over sensitive soul that he is, fretted over the lack of mandated
denominational guidelines. He didn’t know what to wear in church or what to sing or how
much to involve the congregation. Again we must observe, Mr. Grodi, even though a
Presbyterian, was tailor made for Rome. He likes the fact that Rome makes the rules and
thus the rule makers are the ones responsible to God! If he becomes a Papist, the pressure
will be off when it comes to answering to ‘God the School Master’ who is meticulously
checking and re-checking his work. How wrong he was!

Mr. Grodi worried about the lack of denominational mandates. He ought rather to have
occupied himself with the Bible mandate to “ Preach the word; be instant in season, out of
season; reprove, rebuke, exhort with all longsuffering and doctrine” (2 Timothy 4:2). Grodi
is at this stage yearning for areligious system to guide him--he is a perfect fit for Rome.

But Mr. Grodi next becomes vexed by theological questions. He says, “ | remember standing
beside the hospital bed of a man who was near death after suffering a heart attack. His
distraught wife asked me, “ I's my husband going to heaven?” All | could do was mouth some
sort of pious but vague “we-mug-trust-in-the-Lord” reassurance about her husband’'s
salvation. She may have been comforted but | was tormented by her tearful plea. After all, as
a Reformed pastor | believed John Calvin’s doctrines of predestination and perseverance of
the saints. This man had given hislife to Christ, he had been regenerated, and was confident
that he was one of God's elect. But was he?”



This is pitiful! Much as we appreciate and value many of the things John Calvin taught,
Calvinism saves no one! The Great Commission was to go into the world and preach that
Gospel not Calvinism! If Mr. Grodi knew the Gospel he could have told his parishioners to
cast themselves, in simple faith, upon the Lord Jesus Christ and His doing and dying. Mr.
Grodi could have told them that in Christ Jesus alone there is washing and cleansing from the
filth of sin by His blood. He could have assured them that in Christ alone we are clothed
with a righteousness, which alows us to appear before God fully, freely, and forever
accepted. He could have declared that the salvation we need is finished, and complete in
Christ (Ephesians 1:6; Colossians 2:10), and is received by faith alone. Mr. Grodi should
have further warned them not to look to anything within themselves or in any church to help
prepare them for death, for salvation is al in Christ.

Furthermore, Mr. Grodi would have done well to tell his anxious enquirers the same thing

that the Rev. Dr Window told his. He said,
“Cast yoursdlf, in childlike faith, upon that atonement- Christ dying for the ungodly,
(Rom. 5:6) - and you are saved! Justification is a poor, law-condemned, self-condemned,
self-destroyed sinner, wrapping himself by faith in the righteousness of the Lord Jesus
Chrigt, ‘which is unto all, and upon al them that believe’ (Rom. 3:22). He, then, is
justified, and is prepared to die, and he only, who casts from him the garment of his own
righteousness, and runs into this blessed ‘City of Refuge’ - the Lord Jesus - and hides
himself there from the ‘revenger of blood,” exclaiming, in the language of triumphant
faith, ‘There is NOW NO CONDEMNATION to them that are in Christ Jesus,’ (Rom.
8:1). Look to Jesus, then, for a contrite heart ----- look to Jesus for a clean heart-look to
Jesus for a believing heart-----look to Jesus for a loving heart-----and Jesus will give you
al. ----- God is prepared to accept you in His blessed Son, and for His sake He will cast
all your sins behind His back, and take you to glory when you die. Never was Jesus
known to regject a poor sinner that came to Him empty and, with ‘nothing to pay." God
will glorify His free grace in your savation, and will therefore save you, just as you are,
‘without money and without price,’ (Isa. 65:1). ----- Cast yourself at the feet of Jesus, and
if you perish, perish there! Oh no! perish you never will, for He has said, 'Him that
cometh to me | will in no wise cast out,' (John 6:37). '‘Come unto ME," (Matt. 11:28), is
His blessed invitation ; let your reply be, ‘Lord, | come! | come! | come! | entwine my
feeble, trembling arms of faith around Thy cross, around Thyself, and if | die, | will die,
cleaving, clinging, looking unto Thee!" So act and believe, and you need not fear to die.
Looking at the Saviour in the face, you can look at death in the face, exclaiming with
good old Simeon, ‘Lord, now lettest thou thy servant depart in peace; for mine eyes have
seen thy salvation,’ (Luke 2:29). May we, through rich, free, and sovereign grace, meet in
heaven, and unite together in exclaiming, ‘Worthy is the Lamb; for He was dain for us!”
(Rev. 5:12). Rev. Dr Winslow (Quoted in, ‘ The Blood of Jesus’, by Rev William Reid)

Mr. Grodi seems to have been devoid of Gospel understanding and truth. He never once
indicates that at any time he has grasped the Gospel or that the Gospel has grasped him. His
whole basis of following Jesus has been based on his subjective commitment and decision
and learning a set of Reformed doctrines. Therefore, he eventualy decided to stop
masquerading as preacher of the Gospel and unmask himself as a Roman Catholic
decisionist



Mr. Grodi, instead of finding his answers in Christ and His Gospel, says.
“l was deeply unsettled by the knowledge that no matter how earnestly he may have
thought he was predestined for heaven (it’ s interesting that all who preach the doctrine of
predestination firmly believe they themselves are one of the elect), and no matter how
sincerely those around him believed he was, he may not have gone to heaven.”

Apart from the obvious instruction given by Peter that each one of us are to make our calling
and election sure (2 Peter 1:10), it seems that Mr. Grodi made the fatal error of reckoning his
acceptance before God to be based upon his doctrine and theological system. He has since
traded Reformed doctrines for Roman Catholic ones and somehow thinks that his
Justification before God is now complete. He seems to have entirely missed the only one
who can save, Jesus the Christ!

He tells us that he now, “found it harder to give clear, confident answers to the “ Will my
husband go to heaven?” kinds of questions my parishioners asked.”

Notice how fast he is becoming like a priest. He feels he must be the one with al the
answers. Instead of taking his people to the Scripture to discover the Gospel, Mr. Grodi sees
nothing amiss when his people look to him as the arbiter of al truth in this matter of
salvation. He then goes on to say,

“ Every Protestant pastor | knew had a different set of criteria that he listed as “ necessary”

for salvation.”

Nonsense! What exaggerated and embellished twaddle! The only Bible believing ministers
who are confused about salvation are those, who like Mr. Grodi, have rejected the Bible as
their fina authority in matters of faith and practice! He then goes on to say,

“As a Calvinist | believed that if one publicly accepts Jesus as his Lord and Savior, one is
saved by grace through faith.”

Mr. Grodi, where is the Scripture that says such nonsense? Jesus only saves publicly? Then
Mr. Grodi was troubled when he considered the worldly, sinful lifestyles deceased members
of his congregation had lived. Of course you know where this is leading. It is leading to the
baseless and erroneous charge that Bible Believers are antinomian (against the law). Roman
Catholics have always charged Bible believers with careless and unholy living because of
holding to justification by grace through faith. But neither Reformed nor nonReformed
believers teach that believers can live like the devil! Mr. Grodi knows this! Mr. Grodi knows
that Bible believers believe that good works are seen as aresult and evidence of Salvation. In
fact Luther’s friend Melanchthon said, “We are saved by faith alone but the faith which saves
is never alone.” Roman Catholics on the other hand, are saved, they say, by their works
which come from grace. According to their teaching, it is not the grace but the works which
come from grace that save them! Thus they make a mock of Ephesians 2:8-9 which plainly
states, “ For by grace are ye saved through faith; and that not of yourselves: it is the gift of
God: Not of works lest any man should boast.”



Mr. Grodi then goes into a long discourse called, ‘ Consider the sparrows’ which climaxes by
telling us how he received guidance from a sparrow evacuating its bowels on his head. lsn't
it wonderful to know that he was guided by falling and targeted excrement? | don’'t joke he
really believes thisl When | read this | was reminded of an old Irish saying which goes like
this, “Deep down he is very shallow!” Doubtless, Mr. Grodi regjoices that pigs don't fly in
Ohio or wherever it was he was living at the time.

But in spite of the best efforts of the birds of the air, Mr. Grodi still knew his situation was
not right. He began to think that what he needed was a bigger church with a bigger budget
and a bigger staff. As he says, “Surely, then I'd be happy.” --And by such a written
admission we can see what is in this man's heart! He is living for himself and for his
happiness but not for the glory of God. So much for his attack on the poor flawed and
fractured Bible believers who can never have enough commitment to make real disciples for
Christ. Here we see that it is Mr. Grodi himself who has the problem with discipleship. It is
no wonder that Jesus taught us to ‘judge not’ lest we, as is evident in Mr. Grodi’s case, be
found guilty of the very same things we judge others for.

So, now we find Mr. Grodi pastoring a “ bigger-is-better” church “I thought,” he tells us,
“(this) would satisfy my restless heart.” But alas, no! The sheep of his pasture were
backdliders in heart and his frustrations began to grow. What did he expect? Sheep have an
inbuilt capacity to stray and do stupid things. But, Mr. Grodi no doubt felt that Calvin and his
followers were responsible for this lack of commitment and spirituality and could lay no
blame on indwelling sin which remains in the heart of every one who follows the Lord.

Next he gives us a most confused and illogical story of how certain libera Bible believers
ministers failed to follow the Scripture concerning addressing God as Father and were
suggesting the use of “Mother” or some other such nonsense. He describes how he, there and
then, became aware of the “anarchistic principle that lies at the center of Protestantism.”
He explains:

“These liberals (grievously wrong as they were in their scheme to reduce God to the
mere functions of “ creator,” “redeemer,” and “ sanctifier,” instead of the Persons of
Father, Son, and Holy Spirit), were just being good Protestants. They were simply
following the course of protest mapped out for them by their theological ancestors Martin
Luther, John Calvin, and other Reformers. The Reformation maxim of “1 will not abide
by a teaching unless | believe it is correct and biblical” was being invoked by these
liberal Protestantsin favor of their protest against masculine names for God.”

Where did they find anything in the Bible telling them to invoke God as Mother! Come on,
Mr. Grodi, your logic is unintelligent and foolish. You say you defended the invocation of
God as Father from the Bible----your opponents did not. Yet you say that, by not following
the Bible, they were smply following the Bible believing maxim of only following teaching
that can be established by the Bible. Thisis confusion twice confounded!

Furthermore, it is painfully obvious that these men, whom Grodi incorrectly states were
following Reformation principles, were anti-Bible liberals. That they happened to be



masguerading as Bible believing ministers ought not to cal the Reformation into question
It's incomprehensiblel Why, when a bunch of imposters calling themselves Bible believers
refuse the authority of Scripture does Mr. Grodi join a church that has little or no regard for
the Scriptures? The Church of Rome equal devotion and reverence for Tradition as she has
for Scripture, in her own words,
“As a result the [Roman Catholic] Church...does not derive her certainty about al
revealed truths from the holy Scriptures alone. Both Scripture and Tradition must be
accepted and honored with equal sentiments of devotion and reverence.” Paragraph 82
Catechism of the Catholic Church (1994)
Mr. Grodi would have done well to have obeyed the Bible and have had nothing to do with
those Bible deniers who equally love their Tradition. He should have practiced the biblical
doctrine of separation. Notice again how he is critical of those who do not take the Bible
serioudly, yet affords himself the luxury of ignoring the Bible's admonition:
“Come out from among them, and be ye separate, saith the Lord, and touch not the unclean
thing; and | will receive you, And will be a Father unto you, and ye shall be my sons and
daughters, saith the Lord Almighty.” (2 Corinthians 6:17-18.)

Living in such willful disobedience, it is no wonder he was so available to deception!

He then begins to feel convicted about ministering in a denomination, which advocated the
murder of the unborn. It's about time he's asking himself this question. However, had he but
understood ‘Biblical Separation’, he could not, in the first place, have been with any church
who advocated the murder of babies.

He then tells us, “ | knew | was leaving Presbyterianism but | had no idea which was the
“right” denomination.”

The right denomination? He has embraced the error of the one true church. There are so
many who claim to be the one true Church that it is tiresome to listen to them. I'd love to
hear representatives from Rome, the Orthodox Church, The Church of Christ International
and the United Pentecostal Church debate their presuppositions in a room. They al claim to
be the one true church and tell us the ‘True Church’ has a geographic center. And, in a way,
they are geographically correct. Thisis not to say that the true church is centered in Rome, or
Moscow, or somewhere in the United States; the ‘ True Church’ is centered in Jesus Christ.
Wherever He is, there is the location of the true church.

But eventualy, through Scott Hahn, further studies, and a lot of study, he came to the
conclusion that sola scriptura (Scripture alone) and sola fide (justification by faith aone)
were on very shaky biblical ground, and he decided to become a follower of the “infallible”
Pope and his teaching power called, ‘magisterium’. They had the real truth and consistency
of belief.

Of course, he doesn’t seem to consider that if the teaching of the Roman Church isinfallible,
that must mean that she has never changed her position on any matter. Y et, once upon atime
they didn’t hold to the bodily assumption of Mary into heaven but now they do--that’s quite
a change for men who always get it right!



Furthermore, if the Pope is infallible, then it stands to reason that al Popes must have been
infalible. Yet in church history we discover that at the Sixth Ecumenical Council, held in
A.D. 680-681, a Bishop of Rome, Pope Honorius, was condemned for having embraced and
promoted heretical teachings. This pope had embraced and promoted the heresy that Christ
had only one will, the divine. This error, properly known as montheletism, does violence to
the dual nature of Christ in that it totally disregards the fact that, as the divine/human savior,
Christ Jesus, had two wills. So did Pope Honorius speak infallibly on matters of faith? He
should have done so, if the “successor to Peter” isinfallible.

Furthermore, the Council of Trent condemned popes Innocent | and Galacius |. There goes
apostolic succession out the window, never mind infallibility. Mr. Grodi’s search for a
consistency of belief and a deposit of truth in the Roman communion can be found as easily
as ablind man can find a black cat in a dark room.

Surely, if Papal Rome is the guardian of the truth and has such a stawart record of
consistency of belief, we should expect her to have been constant and unswerving in her
doctrine of Papal infallibility. However, this nonsensical doctrine was not officially adopted
until the First Vatican Counsel of 1870. It was an old idea, which had been resisted by,
surprise, surprise, many of the popes. For example Pope “John XXII did not want to hear
about his own infallibility, he viewed it an improper restriction of his rights as a sovereign,
and in the bull Qui quorundam (1324) condemned the Franciscan doctrine of papal
infallibility as the work of the devil.” (How the Pope Became Infallible by Roman Catholic
historian Bernard Hasler pages 36 and 37)

Why did such as Pope John XXII resist the idea of infalibility? Because they thought that
the idea of papal infallibility could actually limit Papal power! Think about it, if infalibility
was introduced, popes could not just run around the place overthrowing what other popes
had decreed. And just who originally came up with the brainchild of papal infalibility?
Again, surprise, surprise, it was the invention of one Peter Olivi, a Franciscan who was more
than once accused of heresy. Olivi liked the idea of papal infallibility because he wanted to
ensure that future popes would not overthrow a ruling, favorable to his view of poverty,
made by Pope Nicholas I11 (1277-1280).

Yet Mr. Grodi seems to be beguiled as he appeals to an imaginary tradition of unwavering
change.

Mr. Grodi goes on to drool on his great discovery that the Bible believers arguments against
the primacy of Peter weren't Biblical. As usual, this former Protestant glaringly advertises
his ignorarce of the Bible. He should have known these following scriptural reasons, which
show beyond argument that the Primacy of Peter is just another invention in the long and
damnable line of Papal fables.

Reason One: Christ taught that al the apostles were equal. Matthew 23:8, 'Neither be ye
called masters. for one is your Master, even Christ; and ye are all brethren.” All brethren!
That means they were all equal! But of course the disciples, like modern Romanists didn’t
get it and actually competed with each other for ascendancy and pre-eminence. But just so



that there should be no confusion concerning what he had taught, Jesus stepped in and said,
"Ye know that they which are accounted to rule over the Gentiles exercise lordship over them,
and their great aes exercise authority upon them'( Mark 10:43). 'But so shall it not be
among you; but whosoever will be great among you shall be your minister' (Mark 10:44).
How is it that Rome ignores these Scriptures and demands we believe that Peter was
supreme?

Reason Two: Peter had every chance to tell us all about how he was the main man. After
all, he wrote two epistles and is thought to have dictated Mark’s Gospel. But nowhere in his
writings does he mention that he is the chief bishop. In fact, he says just the opposite when
he writes, “ The elders which are among you | exhort, who am also an elder, and a witness of
the sufferings of Christ” (1 Peter 5:1). If Rome is right about him he should have written,
“The elders among you | exhort, who am the vicar of Christ and his representative upon the
earth.”

Reason Three: One does not send a pope to check out a situation! Y et Peter was sent by the

other apostles to Samariaz “ Now when the apostles which were at Jerusalem heard that
Samaria had received the Word of God, they sent unto them Peter and John.” (Acts 8:14)
When is the last time you heard of the Cardinals sending the Pope to check whether or not
there had been a move of the Spirit--or anything else for that matter?

Reason Four: A council of the apostles and brethren was held at Jerusalem (Acts 15:6-29)
Peter was in attendance and spoke and yet everyone, including Peter, bowed to James’ ruling
on that occasion. The thing to further notice is that, when they sent out a reply from the
council, Peter again, was not given the Primacy. Note what the Bible says, “ And they wrote
letters by them after this manner; the apostles and elders and brethren send greeting” (Acts
15:23)

If Peter had been the Vicar of Christ, our Lord's visible substitute on earth, then the whole
Council of Jerusalem should have been condemned because (a) Peter was not given his due
place and honor in that they followed James' ruling, and (b) in the subsequent ruling there
was no mention of Peter’s superior place. Is it any wonder that Rome refuses to take her
doctrine from Scripture alone? She cannot afford to, as it exposes her as fraudulent and
deceitful in her telling of history.

Reason Five: The apostle Paul would be very surprised to discover that Peter had somehow
managed to usurp him as the apostle to the Gentiles. Paul relates how when, “ James, Peter,
and John, who seemed to be pillars, perceived the grace that was given unto me, they gave to
me and Barnabas the right hands of fellowship; that we should go unto the heathen, and they
unto the circumcision” (Galatians 2:9). Notice how Peter was to minister to the Jews (the
circumcision). But Rome was a gentile church in a gentile city. What business, therefore, had
Peter exercising supremacy there? None! Furthermore, Paul claims that it is he, not Peter
who has the ‘care of all the churches’ (2 Corinthians 11:28); yet Rome claims this role for
Peter and his successors. This claim is the kind of error, which happens when the Bible is
willfully rejected as the final authority.



Reason Six: Galatians 2:9 says, “James, a pillar, Peter, the foundation and John, another
pillar” Woops! Does it redly say that? It should do so if Mr. Grodi is correct about the
primacy of Peter. But | misquoted that Scripture. Here's what it actualy says, “ James,
Peter, and John, who seemed to be pillars.” Peter was a pillar, not the foundation.

Reason Seven: Paul withstood Peter to the face, because he was to be blamed (Galatians
2:11). Paul dare not have done thisif Peter was the actual Vicar of Christ! And if Peter were
the Vicar of Christ, he would have done nothing worthy of rebuke!

Reason Eight: When Paul lists the ascension gifts which the Lord gave to the Church in
Ephesians 4:11, there is no mention of the role, primacy, or supremacy of Peter! Had the
Holy Spirit known of the role of the Vicar of Christ, He would surely have mentioned it. If
Rome is correct about Peter, Ephesians 4:11 should read, “And he gave the Vicar of Christ,
the Bishop of Rome to be first, foremost and chief among you. He is the substitute for the
Lord Jesus here on earth. As the prince of Apostles, he is the Holy Father, the way, the truth,
and the life, the father of princes and kings and the Great High Priest (Supreme Pontiff) of
the Universal Church.”

“Oh thisis too extreme’, you say. | heartily agree! But the extremity lies at the feet of the
Pope and his church and not at mine. These inflated and exalted claims are the actual claims
that the Pope of Rome and his faithful followers make for him. Mr. Grodi would have us
forget the following anti —scriptural claims concerning the Pope:
“For thou art the shepherd, thou art the physician, thou art the director, thou art the
husbandman; finally, thou art another God on earth.” (Christopher Marcellus, Oration in
the Fifth Lateran Council, Session IV (1512), in Mansi SC, Vol. 32, col. 761. Latin.)

“Therefore the decision of the Pope and the decision of God constitute one decision. . . .
Since, therefore, an appeal is aways made from an inferior judge to a superior, just as no
one is greater than himself, so no appeal holds when made from the Pope to God, because
there is one consistory of the Pope himself and of God Himself.” (Augustinus Triumphus,
Summa de Potestate Ecclesiastica, 1483, questio 6. Latin.)

“But the sypreme teacher in the Church is the Roman Pontiff. Union of minds, therefore,
requires, together with a perfect accord in the one faith, complete submission and
obedience of will to the Church and to the Roman Pontiff, as to God Himself.” (Pope Leo
X111, Encyclica Letter, “On the Chief Duties of Christians as Citizens,” dated January
10, 1890, trans. in The Great Encyclical Letters of Pope Leo XI1I, New Y ork: Benzinger,
1903, p. 193.)

“We [the pope] hold upon this earth the place of God Almighty.” (Pope Leo XIII,
Encyclical Letter “The Reunion of Christendom,” dated June 20, 1894, trans. in The
Great Encyclical Letters of Pope Leo X1, p. 304.)

The Bible knows nothing of this nonsense and any reasonable, right thinking person must
admit that these kind of claims smell of blasphemy!



But what about Matthew 16:18 where Peter is the Rock?

That brings usto Reason Nine

Matthew 16:18 does indeed say, “ Thou art Peter, and upon this rock | will build my church,
and the gates of hell shall not prevail against it.” However, this verse, when examined in the
Greek, renders much light. Jesus said, “Thou art Peter” (Gk. 'petros), a word which
signifies a stone or pebble; but when Jesus says, “upon this rock”, the word for rock is 'petra
which means properly “an immovable rock”. Jesus neither then said, nor ever will say:

“ Peter I'mgoing to build my church onyou.” What He did say, however, was that He would
build his church on the rock. What rock? The rock of the great confession that Peter the
pebble had confessed concerning Jesus, “ Thou art the Christ the son of the living God.” But
Rome's false interpretation of this verse has been demolished many times by able and

brilliant Bible believing scholars. Regrettably, Mr. Grodi, like so many converts to Rome, is
unaffected by the facts. They have such a high regard for the truth that they are sparing with
its everyday use!

Of course the next thing that persuaded Mr. Grodi was his reading of Cardina Newman.
Newman, a former Bible believing Anglican, abandoned the truth of “Justification by grace
through faith” in the nineteenth century. According to Newman,
“the papal supremacy was not formally acknowledged in the second century, and that
there was no formal acknowledgment on the part of the Church of the doctrine of the
Holy Trinity till the fourth. No doctrine is defined till violated.”

How then do Messrs. Grodi and Newman have us believe that Papal Supremacy was a given?
How then do they explain the failed attempt of Pope Victor 1 to establish his rulership over
the other churches? In this amusing incident in A.D. 196 the redoubtable Pope Victor tried
to excommunicate all the Churches of Asia Minor because their method of fixing the date of
Easter differed from his. He wanted uniformity of behavior and belief. This did not sit well
with the other churches, and in fact Victor was rebuked for his meddling, and his act of
excommunication was set aside. So much for Newman'’s theory of Papal Supremacy being a
given! Almost the only one who recognized Papal supremacy was the Pope himself.

Mr. Grodi by this stage of his story is now attending Mass and ready to become a full-blown
follower of the Papal See. One problem arose, however, and that was that his wife was a
divorcee. Papal Rome sternly frowns on these things and even though they claim her priests
have power to forgive sins, not even one of her priestly power could grant cleansing for this
heinous and gross offense of divorce. What would it take to cleanse this leprous stain? What
would it take if even the priests could not forgive this crime? Why, money of course, lots and
lots of money. Rome has the power, if one can pay, to magically declare that a previous
marriage never existed. Such a display of wizardry is called an annulment and this lethal
practice pales divorce into insignificance. By the decree of annulment, the whole wretched
affair of a falled marriage ceases to exist, and said marriage is invalidated. This being the
case, the children from this former union automatically become illegitimate bastards born out
of wedlock. And yet Rome masquerades as the church that holds the moral high ground on
the issue of divorce and family values. Again, confusion twice confounded!



After a nine-month wait, the annulment was granted and Mr. and Mrs. Grodi’s marriage was
blessed. At this point, accompanied by copious amounts of warm fuzzies, they were received
into the Catholic Church. Mr. Grodi wept quiet tears of joy and gratitude that he was now
able to get his teeth, quite literally, into Jesus.

Mr. Grodi concludes with a word of final praise for his hero, Cardinal Newman. Newman
impacted him when he wrote that, “To be deep in history is to cease to be a Protestant.”
Actuadly, the reverse is true! If Mr. Grodi had been deep in history, he could not have
become a Papist. He would know that Luther, Latimer, Knox and the majority of the other
reformers had all been Roman Catholic priests. They were the very ones who knew Rome
from the inside out. They knew what Rome really believed and practiced and bund it
nauseating. These men knew that Rome had good reason to be the enemy of the Bible
because the Bible contradicted almost everything she taught. They also knew that, so intent
was Rome not to have the Bible read that those who made trandations into the native tongues
or were even found with copies of the Scriptures were executed.

Mr. Grodi then says he also learned that, “ the flip side of Newman’s adage is equally true:
To cease to be deep in history is to become a Protestant!”--What has this man been eating?
This is outrageous! This is where this seemingly mild mannered man takes off his mask and
reveals himself as an aggressive foe. Of course, there are episodes in Bible believing history
that are shameful, but they are mere Sunday School outings compared to the wickedness of
the history of the Roman Church. Is this man ignorant of the history of the Papa
Communion or is he just misguided and gullible? It is Mr. Grodi who, in fact, needs to learn
from history. He should read “ The History of the Popes’, by German historian Leopold
Ranke. Leopold Ranke describes the Popes of the Reformation era thus:

Alexander VI — “His only care was to seize on al means that might aid him to increase

his power and advance the wealth and dignity of his sons: on no other subject did he ever

seriously bestow a thought.”

Alexander’s youngest son, the sinister Caesar Borgia, is aso worthy of note. He worked as
henchman to his father the Pope so that they could enhance and establish a papal empire in
northern and central Italy. Ranke says of him, “Caesar Borgia was notorious for his
passions and blood shedding.” Ranke further exclaims:
“How did Rome tremble at his name! Caesar (Borgia) required gold and possessed
enemies. every night were the corpses of murdered men found in the streets, yet none
dared move, for who but might fear that his own turn would be next? Those who
violence could not reach were taken off by poison.”

Julius I - characterized by “intemperance and licentious excess.”
Leo X - the people of Rome themselves pursued the corpse of this pope to the grave with

insult and reproach, crying, “Thou hast crept in like a fox, like a lion thou hast ruled us
and like a dog hast thou died.”



Of course the Roman Church didlikes Leopold Ranke as a historian but the Catholic
historian, Lord Acton, defended Ranke's book as the most fair-minded, balanced and
objective study ever written on the 16th century Papacy.

Mr. Grodi would have us dl join his darling Roman Church. He clams that history had a
major part of persuading him. What history? Does he deny that the See of Peter during much
of history resembled the See of Satan? Any objective historian will admit this. Any objective
historian will admit that the Roman Church was a depraved, degraded, smutty, incestuous,
adulterous ogre with many of her Popes, cardinals and priests living in grotesque
wickedness.

Has Mr. Grodi, that great seeker of truth and student of history, never read of how his ‘one
true church’ underwent the great western schism? That was when we actually had two popes
vying for the loyalty of the faithful. Yesindeed, two Popes, Urban VI and Clement VII, each
claiming to be the successor of Peter, fought, cursed and competed with each other like
covetous greedy thieves as they contended for the vast treasures of the Church. Urban, that
sweet repository of truth and holiness tortured and murdered with ease. What a charming
man, I'm sure you'll agree. Mr. Grodi fails to mention that Papa history is a disgrace. The
blood of the nartyrs is on her hands; yet Mr. Grodi wants us to embrace this long line of
infallibles who presided over a continuing cesspool of filth and receive them as our substitute
for Jesus. Thanks, but no thanks, Mr. Grodi. You may be satisfied with counterfeits but, ‘as
for me and my house we will serve the Lord.’

Mr. Grodi has neither doctrine in his head nor doxology in his heart. He has completely
rejected the work Jesus declared to be finished. When Jesus made this great pronouncement
concerning His work, He spoke one word, which in the Greek language means, quite
literally, “completely complete and perfectly perfect” (John 19:30). But what does Jesus
know about it? He should have consulted with Mr. Grodi and the long line of infallibles.
They, after all, could have informed Jesus that the work of redemption was not yet finished
and must be ongoing. They could have educated him by telling him that, far from being
accomplished, He would have to be continually offered as a bloodless sacrifice for the sins of
the people. Silly Jesus! If only He could have conferred with Mr. Grodi.

But Mr. Grodi not only makes Jesus into a fool, he also makes Him aliar! Grodi insists that,
although Jesus said redemption was finished, He actually finished nothing, and must be
offered again for his sins each time the Mass is taken. How is it, the enquiring mind will ask,
that even though he makes Jesus into a liar he yet wants to follow Him? Further, since Jesus
lied on the cross, He must of a necessity have invalidated both His sacrifice at the cross and
any further pretended sacrifices Rome can make of Him thereafter. | wish | could say that the
logic of Mr. Grodi’s position escapes me, but his position is so devoid of logic that to say
‘his logic escapes me would be to imply there was logic there present in the first place!
When it comes to logic, Mr. Grodi, it seems, would be out of his depth even in apuddlein a
car park!

But let those who love the truth never forget that in Jesus, God has come to earth, lived, died,
and risen again. In Jesus, God has spoken. In Jesus, God has made an end of sin. In Jesus,



God has accomplished eternal redemption. In Jesus, it is finished! Yet Mr. Grodi would
have us al leave this wonderful salvation, found in Christ alone, and join with the enemies of
the cross who insist that salvation is by and through them.

Before Mr. Grodi attends the blasphemy of the Mass again, he would do well to meditate on
Hebrews 10:12 which says, “ But this man (Jesus) after he had offered one sacrifice for sins
for ever sat down on theright hand of God.” Noticeit is only one sacrifice that Jesus made.
There is no need to make another. He would also do well to consider verse 14, which says,
“For by one offering he (Jesus) hath perfected forever them that are sanctified.” Notice
again it is one sacrifice and the work is completed!

We pray that Mr. Grodi will either repent of his wickedness, or if not, that he will cease to
prey upon and poison the weak and frail as he crusades in the name of Rome, that great
enemy of Jesus Christ.
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