Questions for “Bible Christians” (that they can’t answer)


As I am a Bible Christian, I thought it good I answer, especially as these are so redundantly repetitive---being the same questions with slight variations, serious Christian apologists were too irritated to  respond to them.

Brown Text is the Question itself, black text my answer.
Questions for “Bible Christians”
Thanks to David Palm for most of these questions


1) Where did Jesus give instructions that the Christian faith should be based exclusively on a book? 

A "false dilemma." Even if we cannot find explicit sayings by Christ in the New Testament that religion must be based exclusively upon God's Word, we certainly do find them in the Old Testament where He speaks as YHWH God (cp John 12:41 with Isaiah 6:1; Zechariah 12:3; John 1:1 with Genesis 3:8)

Deuteronomy 4:2 2 Ye shall not add unto the word which I command you, neither shall ye diminish ought from it, that ye may keep the commandments of the LORD your God which I command you.

As it is written:

Hebrews 13:8 8 Jesus Christ the same yesterday, and to day, and for ever.

It is certain Jesus didn't change His mind...

And it is certain Jesus NEVER said we are to follow Rome's Popes and Magisterium, anywhere in Scripture...therefore by David Palm's own argument, Catholicism is to be rejected.

__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

2) Other than the specific command to John to pen the Revelation, where did Jesus tell His apostles to write anything down and compile it into an authoritative book?

A false dilemma. Jesus commanded His apostles teach the nations, leaving to them the means whereby His teachings would be disseminated:

Matt 28:19 Go ye therefore, and teach*b* all nations, baptizing them in the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost: 20 Teaching them to observe all things whatsoever I have commanded you: and, lo, I am with you alway, even unto the end of the world. Amen. 

The apostles commanded, by Jesus' authority, we obey their word, whether oral or written:

2 Thessalonians 2:15 15 Therefore, brethren, stand fast, and hold the traditions which ye have been taught, whether by word, or our epistle.

2 Thessalonians 3:14 14 And if any man obey not our word by this epistle, note that man, and have no company with him, that he may be ashamed.

As the oral teachings of the apostles, became our New Testament:

2 Thessalonians 2:5 5 Remember ye not, that, when I was yet with you, I told you these things?

Jude 1:17-18 17 But, beloved, remember ye the words which were spoken before of the apostles of our Lord Jesus Christ; 18 How that they told you there should be mockers in the last time, who should walk after their own ungodly lusts.

We must obey the Bible.

As the only reliable text of apostolic sayings is in our Bible, it alone has Jesus imprimatur.

2 Timothy 3:16 All scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness: 17 That the man of God may be perfect, throughly furnished unto all good works.

__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

3) Where in the New Testament do the apostles tell future generations that the Christian faith will be based solely on a book?

A false dilemma. God says His People are to follow only His Word, and the only book that is His Word is the Bible, therefore the Christian Faith is to be based on only this book:

Deuteronomy 4:2 2 Ye shall not add unto the word which I command you, neither shall ye diminish ought from it, that ye may keep the commandments of the LORD your God which I command you.

As it is written:

Hebrews 13:8 8 Jesus Christ the same yesterday, and to day, and for ever.

It is certain Jesus didn't change His mind...

And it is certain Jesus NEVER said we are to follow Rome's Popes and Magisterium, anywhere in Scripture...therefore by David Palm's own argument, Catholicism is to be rejected.

In fact:

The RCC Magisterium is either Superfluous or Pernicious....as it must either agree or disagree with Scripture. 

If in agreement then superfluous; if in disagreement then pernicious, as contradicting the Word of God leads to everlasting ruin.

Therefore, as the RCC magisterium is either redundant or poisonous, its best discarded, as it cannot possibly serve any beneficial purpose.
__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

4) some Protestants claim that Jesus condemned all oral tradition (e.g., Matt 15:3, 6; Mark 7:8-13). If so, why does He bind His listeners to oral tradition by telling them to obey the scribes and Pharisees when they “sit on Moses’ seat” (Matt 23:2)?

David Palm (and Catholics in general) are ignorant of the Jewish context, only the Levites, Temple Priests, had Mosaic authority, but no one had authority to sit in Moses’ seat.


So the Scribes and Pharisees were usurpers, rebels against God's arrangement (Compare 1 Samuel 10:19)

They 'sat themselves' down in Moses' seat.

Also, missed in Catholic exegesis, is the fact teachers sat when expounding scriptures, stood when reading them, cp Matthew 23:20 with Luke 4:16.

So Jesus is NOT referring to their traditions, He is saying "All therefore (of the Word of God) they expound or read must be obeyed, regardless of their personal shortcomings.

Matthew 23:3 3 All therefore whatsoever they bid you observe, that observe and do; but do not ye after their works: for they say, and do not.

In other words, the Word of God is to be obeyed in spite of the hypocrites through which it becomes known.

In those days the scriptures were publicly owned, private copies were something only the very rich possessed. Therefore, one heard the Word of God at public readings. 

So there is no granting of authority to the traditions of the hypocrites, that is manifest in the symbols in the text, and confirmed by those verses David Palm cited in Question 4. 

Christ's concern is that the people not lose respect for the Word of God, because of the actions of these hypocrites.

Moreover, Jesus then uses these rebels to illustrate what His disciples are NOT to do... His disciples are NOT to follow their lead...they are NOT to heap upon themselves religious authority over their brethren... they are to have only God as their Holy Father, and only Jesus as their infallible Teaching authority:

Matthew 23:8-11 8 But be not ye called Rabbi: for one is your Master, even Christ; and all ye are brethren. 9 And call no man your father upon the earth: for one is your Father, which is in heaven. 10 Neither be ye called masters: for one is your Master, even Christ. 11 But he that is greatest among you shall be your servant.

This text in context condemns the Catholic Pope and Magisterium, they have rebelled against the plain command of Jesus to NOT become a magisterium...they have no right to sit in Moses' seat either.
__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

5) Some Protestants claim that St. Paul condemned all oral tradition (Col 2:8). If so, why does he tell the Thessalonians to “stand firm and hold to the traditions which you were taught, whether by word of mouth or by letter” (2 Thes 2:15) and praises the Corinthians because they “hold firmly to the traditions” (1 Cor 11:2)?



(And why does the Protestant NIV change the word “tradition” to “teaching”?)

Straw man & False dilemma.

Taking the last first, there was no vast Protestant conspiracy behind the NIV's (also BBE & NLT) translating PARADOSIS as "teaching", as evidenced by those that render it as "tradition" (KJV, ASV, RSV, NAS, NJB, NKJ etc.)

As for the straw man about which oral traditions Protestants say Paul condemns, Colossians 2:8 identified it precisely:

Colossians 2:8 Beware lest any man spoil you through philosophy and vain deceit, after the tradition of men, after the rudiments of the world, and not after Christ.

All tradition "not after Christ."

Protestants do NOT say Paul condemns all oral tradition especially as Paul's says his traditions can be either oral or written form:

2 Thessalonians 2:15 15 Therefore, brethren, stand fast, and hold the traditions which ye have been taught, whether by word, or our epistle.

Tradition, in the scriptural sense, may be either written or oral. It implies on the part of a teacher that he is not expressing his own ideas, but is "delivering or handing over" [paradidoomi (grk 3860)] a message received from some one else. See <1 Cor. 11:23>. The prominent idea of [paradosis] (grk 3862) is therefore that of an authority external to the teacher. Compare "by word nor by letter," <2 Thes 2:2>-Vincent's Word Studies of the New Testament

David Palm's false dilemma was in assuming oral traditions made sola scriptura impossible. More likely than these surviving apart from the Bible, was their eventual recordation in the 21 books written after Paul wrote 2 Thessalonians, about A.D. 51.

We have irrefutable evidence the natural path of apostolic tradition is from oral to written:

KJV 2 Thessalonians 2:5 Remember ye not, that, when I was yet with you, I told you these things?

2 Thessalonians 3:10 For even when we were with you, this we commanded you, that if any would not work, neither should he eat. 

Compare:
Mark 8:18 Having eyes, see ye not? and having ears, hear ye not? and do ye not remember?

Luke 24:6 He is not here, but is risen: remember how he spake unto you when he was yet in Galilee, 7 Saying, The Son of man must be delivered into the hands of sinful men, and be crucified, and the third day rise again. 8 And they remembered his words,

John 16:4 But these things have I told you, that when the time shall come, ye may remember that I told you of them.

Acts 20:31 Therefore watch, and remember, that by the space of three years I ceased not to warn every one night and day with tears.

Galatians 5:21 Envyings, murders, drunkenness, revellings, and such like: of the which I tell you before, as I have also told you in time past, that they which do such things shall not inherit the kingdom of God. 

1 Thessalonians 2:11 As ye know how we exhorted and comforted and charged every one of you, as a father doth his children, 

2 Peter 1:15 Moreover I will endeavour that ye may be able after my decease to have these things always in remembrance. 

Jude 1:17 But, beloved, remember ye the words which were spoken before of the apostles of our Lord Jesus Christ; 18 How that they told you there should be mockers in the last time, who should walk after their own ungodly lusts.

Hence David Palm's argument is inconsistent with historical fact, while oral traditions existed in Paul's day, the testimony of Scripture is these inevitably became scripture..

David Palm's false dilemma "scripture is insufficient if it lacks any oral tradition" is contrary to apostolic doctrine the Bible can completely equip men of God for every good work:

2 Timothy 3:16 All scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness: 17 That the man of God may be perfect, throughly furnished unto all good works.

It has all the apostolic tradition necessary for the man of God to be complete, fully equipped for every good work.

Paul declares God wrote scripture in order that men of God be fully equipped. Context confirms this.

2 Timothy 3:15 And that from a child thou hast known the holy scriptures, which are able to make thee wise unto salvation through faith which is in Christ Jesus.

Only the Old Testament scripture existed when Timothy was a child, yet Paul expressly says this scripture is able to make wise unto salvation, through faith which is in Christ Jesus, that is, provided its prophetic testimony identifying Jesus as the Christ, the Son of the living God, is believed.

It is elementary Mr. Palm, as the Old Testament by itself can make wise unto salvation, then the Old Testament PLUS the New Testament accomplishes that many fold.

Incredibly, some have alleged the very addition of the NT proves the OT lacks sufficiency. That such proposition is a false dilemma can be illustrated by simple analogy. 

When a Banquet Host generously offers guests more food throughout the feast, it does not follow this proves they were still hungry....Rather, it most likely indicates he is generous.

Finally, a complete and total refutation of David Palm's argument, exists in the very texts David Palm cites, 1) where he says Paul "praises the Corinthians because they 'hold firmly to the traditions' (1 Cor 11:2)."

Note the words he left out:

1 Corinthians 11:2 Now I praise you, brethren, that ye remember me in all things, and keep the ordinances, as I delivered them to you.

Only the traditions ("ordinances") Paul delivered are to be kept. The Catholic church has never documented which (if any) of their traditions were delivered by Paul.

2) In 2 Thessalonians which refers to traditions from the apostles, not from Rome, as the RSV translation makes clear:

RSV 2 Thessalonians 2:15 So then, brethren, stand firm and hold to the traditions which you were taught by us, either by word of mouth or by letter.

That rules out Romanish traditions as they never submitted those to an Ecumenical Council for canonization, to verify which, if any, are apostolic.

Incredibly some argue oral tradition cannot be written down, for then its no longer "oral tradition." However, The Talmud, although now in written form, is Jewish oral tradition.

Even more astounding is Catholic ignorance of the text of their "oral tradition." While they traverse land and see to make others believe in apostolic oral tradition, they themselves never experienced it....cannot recite even a few words of it...

As an old commercial once asked..."where's the beef?" You say you got burgers....but you offer something else when I ask for a burger. That's called "bait and switch."

__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

6) If the authors of the New Testament believed in sola Scriptura, why did they sometimes draw on oral Tradition as authoritative and as God’s Word (Matt 2:23; 23:2; 1 Cor 10:4; 1 Pet 3:19; Jude 9, 14 15)?

A straw man false dilemma. The authors of the New Testament WROTE scripture. Sola scriptura is a methodology that only we can follow for only we have their completed work.

KJV 2 Timothy 3:16 All scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness:

KJV 1 Thessalonians 2:13 For this cause also thank we God without ceasing, because, when ye received the word of God which ye heard of us, ye received it not as the word of men, but as it is in truth, the word of God, which effectually worketh also in you that believe.

Revelation 1:10 I was in the Spirit on the Lord's day, and heard behind me a great voice, as of a trumpet, 11 Saying, I am Alpha and Omega, the first and the last: and, What thou seest, write in a book, and send it unto the seven churches which are in Asia; unto Ephesus, and unto Smyrna, and unto Pergamos, and unto Thyatira, and unto Sardis, and unto Philadelphia, and unto Laodicea. 

Acts 11:5-7 5 I was in the city of Joppa praying: and in a trance I saw a vision, A certain vessel descend, as it had been a great sheet, let down from heaven by four corners; and it came even to me: 6 Upon the which when I had fastened mine eyes, I considered, and saw fourfooted beasts of the earth, and wild beasts, and creeping things, and fowls of the air. 7 And I heard a voice saying unto me, Arise, Peter; slay and eat.

As the above texts illustrate, God guided them into all truth, God identified to them what is true in their experience:

John 16:13 13 Howbeit when he, the Spirit of truth, is come, he will guide you into all truth: for he shall not speak of himself; but whatsoever he shall hear, that shall he speak: and he will shew you things to come. 

We cannot hope to duplicate their exegesis, it is inspired by God. Conversely, we cannot overlay upon them the restrictions we put upon ourselves...

While we consider scripture above all other material, and so must base our conclusions upon its revelation, they wrote scripture, and God showed them what is true and what is not, in contexts we simply have no knowledge of.

In other words, God could guide a Bible writer to know what is 100% true even in the midst of a volume of lies written by the Devil himself:

Matthew 4:6 6 And saith unto him, If thou be the Son of God, cast thyself down: for it is written, He shall give his angels charge concerning thee: and in their hands they shall bear thee up, lest at any time thou dash thy foot against a stone.

Just as citing these precise words of the Devil do not imply everything he ever said is true, so also the quote of a few words of non canonical material does not imply the whole book is true.

But lets review the examples of ORAL tradition David Palm alleged exists in the NT.

Matthew 2:23 And he came and dwelt in a city called Nazareth: that it might be fulfilled which was spoken by the prophets, He shall be called a Nazarene.

Note "prophets" is plural. Matthew is referencing more than one Bible text. Exegesis in the apostolic period saw more in symbols than we Gentile exegetes are wont to do (cp Mark 12:28, where the proof of the resurrection is in the symbol of the righteous with God, because God cannot fail to fulfil His promises they would serve Him physically forever).

Compare Isaiah 11:1 with Jeremiah 23:5; Zechariah 3:8; 6:12.

"that it might be fulfilled which was spoken by the prophets, He shall be called a Nazarene—better, perhaps, “Nazarene.” The best explanation of the origin of this name appears to be that which traces it to the word netzer in Is 11:1—the small twig, sprout, or ****er, which the prophet there says, “shall come forth from the stem (or rather, ‘stump’) of Jesse, the branch which should fructify from his roots.” The little town of Nazareth, mentioned neither in the Old Testament nor in JOSEPHUS, was probably so called from its insignificance: a weak twig in contrast to a stately tree; and a special contempt seemed to rest upon it—“Can any good thing come out of Nazareth?” (Jn 1:46)—over and above the general contempt in which all Galilee was held, from the number of Gentiles that settled in the upper territories of it, and, in the estimation of the Jews, debased it. Thus, in the providential arrangement by which our Lord was brought up at the insignificant and opprobrious town called Nazareth, there was involved, first, a local humiliation; next, an allusion to Isaiah’s prediction of His lowly, twig-like upspringing from the branchless, dried-up stump of Jesse; and yet further, a standing memorial of that humiliation which “the prophets,” in a number of the most striking predictions, had attached to the Messiah.-A Commentary, Critical and Explanatory, on the Old and New Testaments (Jamieson, Faussett, Brown) on Matthew 2:23.

David Palm did not prove this is from oral tradition, he assumed it. Matthew says its from the prophets.

Matthew 23:2 Saying, The scribes and the Pharisees sit in Moses' seat:

Jesus didn't cite oral tradition to teach truth, he cited an object which to Jews symbolized the ministry of Moses, the prominent feature of which was communicating God's Word to the people. He wrote the first five books of the Bible.

From the fact the Pharisees were laymen one should conclude Jesus does not view their sitting in this seat, proper. They have no divine authority to do so...but Jesus recognizes they perform a useful function nonetheless, they communicate to the people, the Word of God.

See my post Question 3 in this thread, for the exegesis of this passage. While its existence may be from Jewish oral tradition, Jesus is simply noting its existence, not validating it at all.


1 Corinthians 10:4 And did all drink the same spiritual drink: for they drank of that spiritual Rock that followed them: and that Rock was Christ.

LOL!

What Jewish Oral Tradition will call Jesus the Rock from which came spiritual drink? David....wake up....they didn't like Jesus....their oral tradition wouldn't say this about Him...

What we have here is revelation, a Bible writer, inspired by God, revealed Jesus was symbolized by the Rock from which water came out, and which sustained them alive (see Numbers 20:8ff).


1 Peter 3:19 By which also he went and preached unto the spirits in prison;

LOL!

What Jewish oral tradition says Jesus, after He was crucified, in the spirit went to preach to other spirits...?

David Palm....they hated Jesus...their oral tradition wouldn't say anything nice about Him...you need to get a grip on reality...

God revealed to prophet and apostle Peter what Jesus did during His descent into hell. Once Peter wrote it down, it became scripture which we, sola scripturaists, believe...

Which leaves us with only 2 texts neither of which are "oral tradition," as they are books:

Jude 1:9 Yet Michael the archangel, when contending with the devil he disputed about the body of Moses, durst not bring against him a railing accusation, but said, The Lord rebuke thee.

Jude 1:14 And Enoch also, the seventh from Adam, prophesied of these, saying, Behold, the Lord cometh with ten thousands of his saints, 15 To execute judgment upon all, and to convince all that are ungodly among them of all their ungodly deeds which they have ungodly committed, and of all their hard speeches which ungodly sinners have spoken against him.

Existing copies of the Assumption of Moses do not contain Jude 1:9, that it once did, is the testimony of Origen I believe. We can find something similar to Jude 14 in the book of Enoch.

However, as I noted above, God guided Bible writers into all truth, and He could easily identify these specific sentences in those works, as correct, which Jude then would feel perfectly justified in sharing that divine revelation to us.

An analogy, the saying, "truth is where you find it." We can invariably find some truth in the sayings of almost all godless and evil people. They often use truth to teach lies:

Matthew 4:6 6 And saith unto him, If thou be the Son of God, cast thyself down: for it is written, He shall give his angels charge concerning thee: and in their hands they shall bear thee up, lest at any time thou dash thy foot against a stone.

If we can discern truth in a lying book, how much more can the brother of the LORD, a writer of Scripture, guided by God into all the truth? His citing this doesn't refute sola scriptura as he is not limited to scripture, being guided by God to see truth wherever it may exist, unlike us.

But we must follow sola scriptura, for it is written:

Deuteronomy 4:2 Ye shall not add unto the word which I command you, neither shall ye diminish ought from it, that ye may keep the commandments of the LORD your God which I command you. 3 Your eyes have seen what the LORD did because of Baalpeor: for all the men that followed Baalpeor, the LORD thy God hath destroyed them from among you. 4 But ye that did cleave unto the LORD your God are alive every one of you this day. 5 Behold, I have taught you statutes and judgments, even as the LORD my God commanded me, that ye should do so in the land whither ye go to possess it.


Its worth noticing David Palm could not cite one incontrovertible use of Jewish ORAL tradition (which exists today in the Talmud), in the New Testament...

We must assume he scoured it for examples, and still found none, and so was forced to use irrelevant texts.......texts that are not examples of Bible writers using Jewish Oral Tradition...

Doesn't that alone refute his point? Yes it does....I just wanted to say more....so I saved that for last....

feel free to use the shorter refutation...

__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

7) Where in the Bible is God’s Word restricted only to what is written down?

Had God said "only what is written is God's Word", He would have been silenced forever...

God's Word became the Bible, but it was oral first, then written down later.

So the question is absurd.

Inconsistent with historical fact...

The argument also equivocates...for those who keep score...having "God's Word" in the premise, but in the conclusion (implied) is "written word".

They are not the same, God's Word includes both oral and written forms.

What David Palm & crew never do, is produce the text of "God's word outside of the Bible."

Nor do they even cite the Ecumenical council that established the precise text of this material, and which apostle transmitted it.

They can't even type out some of the words of this oral tradition they heard...

That is evidence of a powerful delusion......to argue so strongly something exists....when all the evidence indicates it does not....even one's own personal experiences....

__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

8) How do we know who wrote the books that we call Matthew, Mark, Luke, John, Acts, Hebrews, and 1, 2, and 3 John?

Straw man false dilemma. A caricature of Sola scriptura is thus defeated...David Palm once again proves to be "the man" against the straw men he created...the sound of one hand clapping fills the arena...

Sola scriptura means "only scripture" is the final authority. 

That does not prohibit our gathering information from any extra-biblical source, including but not limited to, church tradition, councils, history, teachers, scientists....any source of information or insight we deem relevant, to help decide an issue...

Sola scriptura rather requires we test all decisions with God's Word the Bible, and if they contradict scripture in any way, they are to be rejected....

It also means decisions based upon non scriptural data, can never be "a rule of the faith."

So how do we know who wrote those books....consult any Protestant Commentary for those books and you will know....they arrive the author's identity using all available information, historical and archaeological and any internal evidence, including but not limited to, the learned judgments of others, and any historic pronouncements of the early church. Anything relevant and material to the question.

But any identification thereby arrived at, if found to be in conflict with scripture, is wrong. That's sola scriptura.

__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

9) On what authority, or on what principle, would we accept as Scripture books that we know were not written by one of the twelve apostles?

Straw man false dilemma. Sola scriptura = "only scripture" has final authority. It does not mean we cannot consider all relevant and material extra-biblical information when making our decisions. It does mean we have to reject any books that contradict known scripture.

The exact process of canonization of OT and NT is lost to history.

But as for the NT, it is generally affirmed apostolic authorship wasn't absolutely necessary. The testimony of the church brought certain books into consideration, if these were accepted by the church from the beginning, that meant they were possible candidates for canonization. 

But if these were found to contradict known apostolic books, then they were rejected.

Since the early councils of the church followed the principle of sola scriptua when deciding the canon, it is clear they believed sola scriptura is a sound methodology for determining the rules of the faith.

The Catholic church today is not the same, it changed. So what they believe today is irrelevant to what the Christian church decided in the first few centuries regarding the canon.

__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

10) Where in the Bible do we find an inspired and infallible list of books that should belong in the Bible? (e.g., Is the Bible’s Table of Contents inspired?)

A false dilemma that is inconsistent with historical fact, the Bible is not one book needing a table of contents, its a collection of 66 different books, each of which was individually accepted as the Word of God.

The... "books of the Bible were not produced in a bound volume as we have them now. They were written originally on separate scrolls over a span of some 1500 years. Unless God should provide prophetically a list that included many books not yet in existence, it would appear that the list could not be given before the end of the first century AD—and by that time it was obvious that God’s people did not have an absolute need for such a list. In fact our Lord and the apostles probably did not have one and yet functioned with a clear knowledge of the canon of the OT."-Journal of the Evangelical Theological Society, Volume 40, p. 199.

And the NT church did quite well for centuries, but eventually felt the need to codify what was accepted throughout the church.

God's elect knows what is God's Word, and what isn't:

John 10:27 My sheep hear my voice, and I know them, and they follow me: 

1 John 2:20 But ye have an unction from the Holy One, and ye know all things. 

It is no argument against this, that Catholics get confused by competing lists....or require inspired table of contents....it is quite clear the early church did not....neither do the elect today.

1 Jo 2:20 has special relevance. The context is about antichrist (assuming the guise of Christ, to oppose Christ) spirits inspiring false prophets in John's congregation (1 Jn 4:1ff cp 1 Cor 12:2ff 1 Tim 4:1) to preach a false Gospel.

John insists God anointing, the unction of God the Holy Spirit, will guide the elect granting EIDW perception so they perceive what is true, what words are His, and thereby know who is of God, and who is not, as "no lie is of truth" (i.e., "of God").

1 John 2:21 I have not written unto you because ye know not the truth, but because ye know it, and that no lie is of the truth. 22 Who is a liar but he that denieth that Jesus is the Christ? He is antichrist, that denieth the Father and the Son. 

Compare:

Matthew 24:24 For there shall arise false Christs, and false prophets, and shall shew great signs and wonders; insomuch that, if it were possible, they shall deceive the very elect. 

So God's elect knows what is true, what books are of God, and which are not.

God's unction is what impels the elect be sola scripturaists, we know its the true path, heeding the Word of God over that of men:

Acts 5:29 Then Peter and the other apostles answered and said, We ought to obey God rather than men.

__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

11) How do we know, from the Bible alone, that the individual books of the New Testament are inspired, even when they make no claim to be inspired?

Straw man false dilemma. Sola scriptura means "only scripture" has final authority, it does not deny the ministry of the Holy Spirit.

The reader will probably notice David Palm is asking virtually the same questions, with only slight changes in wording....to obscure the vacuity of his position.

The same answer given in Question 10 applies here, I will change the wording ever so slightly to fit this question:

The... "books of the Bible were not produced in a bound volume as we have them now. They were written originally on separate scrolls over a span of some 1500 years. Unless God should provide prophetically a list that included many books not yet in existence, it would appear that the list could not be given before the end of the first century AD—and by that time it was obvious that God’s people did not have an absolute need for such a list. In fact our Lord and the apostles probably did not have one and yet functioned with a clear knowledge of the canon of the OT."-Journal of the Evangelical Theological Society, Volume 40, p. 199.

And so also the NT church knew which books were inspired for centuries, without Church authority.

God's elect knows what is God's Word, and what isn't:

John 10:27 My sheep hear my voice, and I know them, and they follow me: 

1 John 2:20 But ye have an unction from the Holy One, and ye know all things. 

It is no argument against this, that Catholic apologists such as David Palm and Steve Ray cannot discern what is the Word of God without Rome....it is quite clear Jesus and His apostles, and the early church, were able to know which words were inspired, without Rome's pontifications.....and so do the elect today.


1 Jo 2:20 has special relevance. The context is about antichrist (assuming the guise of Christ, to oppose Christ) spirits inspiring false prophets in John's congregation (1 Jn 4:1ff cp 1 Cor 12:2ff 1 Tim 4:1) to preach a false Gospel.

John insists God anointing, the unction of God the Holy Spirit, will guide the elect granting EIDW perception so they perceive what is true, what words are His, and thereby know who is of God, and who is not, as "no lie is of truth" (i.e., "of God").

1 John 2:21 I have not written unto you because ye know not the truth, but because ye know it, and that no lie is of the truth. 22 Who is a liar but he that denieth that Jesus is the Christ? He is antichrist, that denieth the Father and the Son. 

Compare:

Matthew 24:24 For there shall arise false Christs, and false prophets, and shall shew great signs and wonders; insomuch that, if it were possible, they shall deceive the very elect. 

So God's elect knows what is true, what books are of God, and which are not.

God's unction is what impels the elect be sola scripturaists, we know its the true path, heeding the Word of God over that of men:

Acts 5:29 Then Peter and the other apostles answered and said, We ought to obey God rather than men.
__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

12) How do we know, from the Bible alone, that the letters of St. Paul, who wrote to first-century congregations and individuals, are meant to be read by us as Scripture 2000 years later?

We know, from the Bible alone, God set the apostles in the church, therefore their writings are scripture...


1 Corinthians 12:28 And God hath set some in the church, first apostles, secondarily prophets,

When these men were still alive....their writings were accepted as scripture...

Paul's letters were accepted even before the bible was finished.

Therefore David Palm's argument is a straw man inconsistent with historical fact....

Sola scriptura wasn't necessary while Jesus and His disciples were alive, while the apostles were shepherding the church...then it was sola verbum dei, only God's Word has final authority...

And all the apostles identified as God's word the church believed.

But after they went to be with the LORD, the only way to continue faithfully in sola verbum dei, was to practice sola scriptura...

It just made common sense...why leave a steak dinner for road kill?

Why leave the banquet of God's Word...for the highly compartmentalized pontifications of those who strain out the gnat....but then swallow a camel?

__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

13) Where does the Bible claim to be the sole authority for Christians in matters of faith and morals?

Deuteronomy 4:2-6 2 Ye shall not add unto the word which I command you, neither shall ye diminish ought from it, that ye may keep the commandments of the LORD your God which I command you. 3 Your eyes have seen what the LORD did because of Baalpeor: for all the men that followed Baalpeor, the LORD thy God hath destroyed them from among you. 4 But ye that did cleave unto the LORD your God are alive every one of you this day. 5 Behold, I have taught you statutes and judgments, even as the LORD my God commanded me, that ye should do so in the land whither ye go to possess it. 6 Keep therefore and do them; for this is your wisdom and your understanding in the sight of the nations, which shall hear all these statutes, and say, Surely this great nation is a wise and understanding people.'

God is the final authority.

To diminish God's command, Catholic apologists argue ....then all the Bible written after this verse is wrong...

As if God would be so stupid...

The text says do not add to God's Words...it does not say God would stop talking...

Nothing in this rules out the later books...

All it rules out is the Catholic pope and magisterium....and all other men...they cannot be the final authority over God's people....we cannot add their teachings to God's...

There is only one God for us...one Holy Father...and He gave us only One Master Teacher...Jesus Christ:

Matthew 23:9 And call no man your father upon the earth: for one is your Father, which is in heaven. 10 Neither be ye called masters: for one is your Master, even Christ.

Too bad Catholics don't imitate Peter and the other apostles when they refused to follow the magisterium:

Acts 5:29 Then Peter and the other apostles answered and said, We ought to obey God rather than men.

__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

14) Most of the books of the New Testament were written to address very specific problems in the early Church, and none of them are a systematic presentation of Christian faith and theology. On what biblical basis do Protestants think that everything that the apostles taught is captured in the New Testament writings?

Straw man....we don't think everything they taught is in Scripture...

We know all that is "captured" in scripture, both OT and NT, is sufficient to make us complete, fully equipped:

2 Timothy 3:16 All scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness: 17 That the man of God may be perfect, throughly furnished unto all good works.

There is more than enough data to be made wise unto salvation...how do I know this?

Apostolic doctrine, Paul said so....

2 Timothy 3:15 And that from a child thou hast known the holy scriptures, which are able to make thee wise unto(EIS) salvation through faith which is in Christ Jesus.

The preposition EIS ("unto" kjv) is literally "into" and in a diagram would appear like this:
----{---- Salvation----} 

EIS penetrates the realm of salvation, passes through the gates of the city of Salvation...and rests squarely inside its walls...

If Paul believed as Catholics do, that scriptures teach "about" or point "toward" salvation, then Paul whould have used either the preposition PERI, "about" or PROS, “toward” 
PERI ("about") 
----{salvation}---- 
Or 
PROS ("toward") 
---- {Salvation} 

When Timothy was a child, the only "scripture" was the Old Testament...So Paul says the Old Testament, provided its testimony Jesus is the Christ, God with Us is accepted, then it was able to make the child Timothy wise INTO the realm of being saved.

Well, if the Old Testament can do that by itself, how much more can the Old Testament PLUS the New Testament!!!

To diminish the Word of God's ability to save, some Catholic apologists argue "the addition of the NT indicates the OT couldn't make wise unto salvation as Paul said..."

On the contrary, the addition of the NT shows God's generosity. An analogy illustrating the fallacy of Catholic argument:

The host of a banquet offers his guest food throughout the banquet...even up till its end....

Following the logic of Catholic apologists...this indicates they were starving to death...

But the more likely alternative is the Host is generous...although His guests have more than enough to feast upon...being generous...He keeps providing them more....

KJV Isaiah 55:1 Ho, every one that thirsteth, come ye to the waters, 
and he that hath no money; come ye, buy, and eat; 
yea, come, buy wine and milk without money and without price. 

2 Wherefore do ye spend money for that which is not bread? 
and your labour for that which satisfieth not? 
hearken diligently unto me, and eat ye that which is good, 
and let your soul delight itself in fatness. 

3 Incline your ear, and come unto me: hear, and your soul shall live; 
and I will make an everlasting covenant with you, 
even the sure mercies of David. 
__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

15) If the books of the New Testament are “self-authenticating” through the ministry of the Holy Spirit to each individual, then why was there confusion in the early Church over which books were inspired, with some books being rejected by the majority?

The hypocrisy of David Palm and crew is incredible....if he was consistent, he wouldn't be Catholic...If anyone wanted to view a "unholy process," simply trace the history of Transubstantiation...etc...

The disputes about the canon pale in comparison...any confusion about which books, a gnat compared to the mountains of dispute that raged in Catholicism for decades over many of their innovations...

But back to David Palm's argument, which requires everyone claiming to be a Christian guided by the Holy Spirit, aren't lying.

On the contrary, some who claim to be Christian, are children of the Devil:

Matthew 13:30 Let both grow together until the harvest: and in the time of harvest I will say to the reapers, Gather ye together first the tares, and bind them in bundles to burn them: but gather the wheat into my barn. 31 Another parable put he forth unto them, saying, The kingdom of heaven is like to a grain of mustard seed, which a man took, and sowed in his field:

Matthew 7:22 Many will say to me in that day, Lord, Lord, have we not prophesied in thy name? and in thy name have cast out devils? and in thy name done many wonderful works? 23 And then will I profess unto them, I never knew you: depart from me, ye that work iniquity.

1 John 3:10 In this the children of God are manifest, and the children of the devil: whosoever doeth not righteousness is not of God...


No doubt the devil's children tried to get some books thrown out...but they were defeated...

One cannot argue God's Word is not self authenticating to God's Children, because the Devil's argued against the acceptance of some books God wrote....

That would be absurd.

__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

16) If the meaning of the Bible is so clear—so easily interpreted—and if the Holy Spirit leads every Christian to interpret it for themselves, then why are there over 33,000 Protestant denominations, and millions of individual Protestants, all interpreting the Bible differently?

According to this Catholic site, there are about 9,000 Protestant Denominations...242 Catholic Denominations...
http://www.bringyou.to/apologetics/a106.htm

If David Palm, Stephen Ray, and his fellow Catholic apologists were logically consistent, the same argument they use against scripture would prove their Catholic faith is unclear, unknowable, impossible to follow....without another magisterium above it...

I offer my services...and that of other Bible Christians...we can easily clairify the confused mass that is Catholicism...that resulted in hundreds of Catholic denominations plaguing the land

With the Sword of sola scriptura....we would make short work of it....then David Palm & crew might even understand it....without the need of papal and magisterial blather....

But back to David Palm's straw man....contrary to his argument....sola scripturaists do not say every text of scripture is easy to interpret correctly AND it is apostolic doctrine God and His Word are not to blame for any confusion:

2 Peter 3:16 16 As also in all his epistles, speaking in them of these things; in which are some things hard to be understood, which they that are unlearned and unstable wrest, as they do also the other scriptures, unto their own destruction.

Two quick points:

1)Hard to understand is NOT impossible to understand... the latter necessary for one to conclude there may be a need for a Teaching Authority apart from Scripture...

2)Unlearned and Unstable wrest scripture...not God and His Word twist people, as David Palm's argument insists.

Also, there is the element of Free Will David's argument ignores...

I personally was guided into truth on a matter, but for a time did want to accept it....It happens...(I repented)...

It can be convincingly demonstrated schisms arise, not because of Scripture or God's failure to guide properly, but because of fallen nature....folks just want to run things themselves...

So David Palm's argument proved too much (it should cause him to leave Catholicism, but he is inconsistent and that proves he doesn't believe his own argument)......

and falsely blames God for misinterpretation when Peter, whom Catholics claim is their first infallible pope, says men are to be blamed for their misinterpretations...not God.

That contradicts Catholicism's defenders...does it not....also the magisterium which inspires them....

Consider their outrageous insolence....God's guidance and His word causes confusion....that only their magisterium can correct....

Judgment Day will not go well for them....as Fatima's vision indicated happened to John Paul II and all the religious with him....slain at the Judgment seat of Christ...they end up in the city of corpses...Gehenna...

__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

17) Who may authoritatively arbitrate between Christians who claim to be led by the Holy Spirit into mutually contradictory interpretations of the Bible?

No one, thank God! While Christian brothers can agree to disagree, agreeably....those who consider themselves Pope do not react kindly to dissent. 

Then the old adage "power corrupts" is proved true, they murder and torture and persecute any who dare to disagree.... 

While history shows Protestants are not guiltless in this area, Rome's Popes offer the best argument Paul was absolutely right when he commanded we not elevate men above others, above that which is written they are:

http://www.ftarchives.net/foote/crimes/c7.htm

KJV 1 Corinthians 4:6 And these things, brethren, I have in a figure transferred to myself and to Apollos for your sakes; that ye might learn in us not to think of men above that which is written, that no one of you be puffed up for one against another.

AND when two Christians disagree agreeably, only one goes home wrong....when the Pope disagrees and got is wrong (as often was the case)....then millions are forced to get it wrong also...and those who oppose him, die....

None of the supposed benefits of a magisterium manifested themselves in history...the first thing the Authority did was persecute other believers, casting the Copts out of the church...then the Orthodox...numerous others, then the Protestants...soon the Traditionalists...often over mere semantic differences...schism, torture and death is the fruit of the magisterium...not the unity it was supposed to bring....just as Paul warned.

__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

18) Since each Protestant must admit that his or her interpretation is fallible, how can any Protestant in good conscience call anything heresy or bind another Christian to a particular belief?

David Palm's argument is a fallacy of the undistributed middle. 

Admitting the possibility one can be wrong is not admitting one is wrong on any issue. 

Obviously a Christian wouldn't call something heresy if they didn't believe they knew, beyond reasonable doubt, what was right..

At least, without the power of the Roman magisterium....the likelihood the charge of heresy will result in death and torture is minimized....

So if a believer called something heresy that was not....His LORD Jesus will deal with that error when He comes...just as He does all their other sins...this is not the end of the road for His children...only the beginning of their joy...

__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

19) Protestants usually claim that they all agree “on the important things.” Who is able to decide authoritatively what is important in the Christian faith and what is not?

Protestant's aren't crippled by over reliance upon authority, they can reason to sound conclusions when given the data of Scripture...... 

Scripture identifies what is important, the list is not that hard to grasp:

Matthew 22:37 Jesus said unto him, Thou shalt love the Lord thy God with all thy heart, and with all thy soul, and with all thy mind. 38 This is the first and great commandment. 39 And the second is like unto it, Thou shalt love thy neighbour as thyself. 40 On these two commandments hang all the law and the prophets. 41 While the Pharisees were gathered together, Jesus asked them, 42 Saying, What think ye of Christ? whose son is he? They say unto him, The Son of David.

Love God...love our fellow man...believe in the Name of the Son of God, this is the PETRA upon which Christ built His church (cp Romans 10:9-10):

Matthew 16:16 And Simon Peter answered and said, Thou art the Christ, the Son of the living God. 17 And Jesus answered and said unto him, Blessed art thou, Simon Barjona: for flesh and blood hath not revealed it unto thee, but my Father which is in heaven. 18 And I say also unto thee, That thou art Peter, and upon this rock I will build my church; and the gates of hell shall not prevail against it.

Just like the wise builder (Mt 7:24) Jesus built His church upon knowing His name, that He is the Christ...the Son of the living God...

John's gospel makes this clear:

John 3:16 For God so loved the world, that he gave his only begotten Son, that whosoever believeth in him should not perish, but have everlasting life. 17 For God sent not his Son into the world to condemn the world; but that the world through him might be saved. 18 He that believeth on him is not condemned: but he that believeth not is condemned already, because he hath not believed in the name of the only begotten Son of God.

John 20:31 But these are written, that ye might believe that Jesus is the Christ, the Son of God; and that believing ye might have life through his name.

Acts 4:12 Neither is there salvation in any other: for there is none other name under heaven given among men, whereby we must be saved.

__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

20) How did the early Church evangelize and overthrow the Roman Empire, survive and prosper almost 350 years, without knowing for sure which books belong in the canon of Scripture?

With the guidance and blessing of God their Holy Father...and Jesus Christ their only infallible Teaching Authority and Master:

Matthew 23:8-10 8 But be not ye called Rabbi: for one is your Master, even Christ; and all ye are brethren. 9 And call no man your father upon the earth: for one is your Father, which is in heaven. 10 Neither be ye called masters: for one is your Master, even Christ.

Obviously David Palm didn't realize his "argument" proves our case...the church did not require a pope and magisterium to do exploits in the name of the LORD...

They didn't require an inspired table of contents to know what to do...

After 350 years of success....they erred...acquired a magisterium...against the command of Christ....then the schisms and murders began......and the apostasy reigned...

__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

21) Who in the Church had the authority to determine which books belonged in the New Testament canon and to make this decision binding on all Christians? If nobody has this authority, then can I remove or add books to the canon on my own authority?

Yes, you can.

We all have free will....then the judgment for the what we chose to do:

Hebrews 9:27 And as it is appointed unto men once to die, but after this the judgment:

2 Corinthians 5:10 For we must all appear before the judgment seat of Christ; that every one may receive the things done in his body, according to that he hath done, whether it be good or bad.

Personal decisions usually only affect the one deciding...unless he is pope, then the folly affects millions....

Surely its better the errors of man be limited in their effects, to those who make the errors...rather than force others to also make the error......don't you agree?

David Palm will be judged for denying all of God's books their rightful place in his life....he added to their authority, that of men, and so violated God's command:

Deuteronomy 4:2 Ye shall not add unto the word which I command you, neither shall ye diminish ought from it, that ye may keep the commandments of the LORD your God which I command you. 
__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

22) Why do Protestant scholars recognize the early Church councils at Hippo and Carthage as the first instances in which the New Testament canon was officially ratified, but ignore the fact that those same councils ratified the Old Testament canon used by the Catholic Church today but abandoned by Protestants at the Reformation?

Early church council rejection. No canonic list or council of the Christian church accepted the Apocrypha as inspired for nearly the first four centuries. This is significant, since all of the lists available and most of the fathers of this period omit the Apocrypha. The first councils to accept the Apocrypha were only local ones without ecumenical force. The Catholic contention that the Council of Rome (382), though not an ecumenical council, had ecumenical force because Pope Damasus (304–384) ratified it is without grounds. It begs the question, assuming that Damasus was a Pope with infallible authority. Second, even Catholics acknowledge this council was not an ecumenical body. Third, not all Catholic scholars agree that such affirmations by Popes are infallible. There are no infallible lists of infallible statements by Popes. Nor are there any universally agreed upon criteria for developing such lists. At best, appealing to a Pope to make infallible a statement by a local council is a double-edged sword. Even Catholic scholars admit that some Popes taught error and were even heretical. -Geisler, Norman: Baker Encyclopedia of Christian Apologetics, (Baker Books, Grand Rapids MI, 1999) page 33.

__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

23) Why do Protestants follow post-apostolic Jewish decisions on the boundaries of the Old Testament canon, rather than the decision of the Church founded by Jesus Christ?

1)It is apostolic doctrine the Old Testament was entrusted to the Jews:

KJV Romans 3:1 What advantage then hath the Jew? or what profit is there of circumcision? 2 Much every way: chiefly, because that unto them were committed the oracles of God. 3 For what if some did not believe? shall their unbelief make the faith of God without effect? 4 God forbid: yea, let God be true, but every man a liar; as it is written, That thou mightest be justified in thy sayings, and mightest overcome when thou art judged.

And Protestant's are following the canon that was well known in Jesus' day...which Jesus and His apostles manifestly followed...the post apostolic decision of the Jews is therefore redundant and unnecessary to Protestants....

2)The Roman Catholic Church rebelled against God adding their own traditions to His Word (Deuteronomy 4:2) and disobeyed Christ's command to be unlike the scribes and pharisees who sat themselves in Moses' seat (Mt 23:2ff).

They fell away from the true church founded by Christ, for one created according to their own traditions, and for a Mary who cannot be found in the pages of Scripture.

Contrary to Catholic eisegesis, the church is not founded upon Peter....its founded upon what he confessed, the unchanging Petra Jesus is the Christ...the Son of the Living God...(from which flows living water> 1 Corinthians 4:2 [John 7:38] ; cp PETRA Numbers 20:10; Deuteronomy 32:13 lxx)

Matthew 16:18 And I say also unto thee, That thou art Peter, and upon this rock (petra) I will build my church; and the gates of hell shall not prevail against it.


Peter's confession itself cannot be a Rock, he denied Christ thrice (Luke 22:61). However, the content of his confession, the specific truth Jesus is the Christ the Son of God, can be a rock:

KJV Matthew 7:24 Therefore whosoever heareth these sayings (logos) of mine, and doeth them, I will liken him unto a wise man, which built his house upon a rock (petra):

The Word of faith in Jesus, the truth He is the Christ, the Son of the living God, is the life giving and unchanging PETRA upon which Jesus, as a wise master builder, built His Church.

As it is written:

Romans 10:8 But what saith it? The word is nigh thee, even in thy mouth, and in thy heart: that is, the word of faith, which we preach; 9 That if thou shalt confess with thy mouth the Lord Jesus, and shalt believe in thine heart that God hath raised him from the dead, thou shalt be saved.

That's what a church is, a gathering of saved individuals, saved by confessing Jesus is LORD, the Son of God, the petra of Christ upon which the church is built.

John 20:31 But these are written, that ye might believe that Jesus is the Christ, the Son of God; and that believing ye might have life through his name. 

Acts 4:12 2 Neither is there salvation in any other: for there is none other name under heaven given among men, whereby we must be saved. 
__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

24) How were the bishops at Hippo and Carthage able to determine the correct canon of Scripture, in spite of the fact that they believed all the distinctively Catholic doctrines such as the apostolic succession of bishops, the sacrifice of the Mass, Christ’s Real Presence in the Eucharist, baptismal regeneration, etc?

Composition fallacy. No doubt Hitler said 2+2=4....did that prove anything about him...or anything else he taught?

No.

Even Satan speaks truth on occasion...does that indicate anything about his other statements? No.

Matthew 4:6 And saith unto him, If thou be the Son of God, cast thyself down: for it is written, He shall give his angels charge concerning thee: and in their hands they shall bear thee up, lest at any time thou dash thy foot against a stone.

The Devil revealed in Fatima's third secret, in symbol, what will happen to John Paul II for his Mariolatry, and all with him, at the Judgment Seat of Christ, symbolized by the unhewn (unmodified by man's traditions) cross...only those not with them make their way to God...they go to the city of corpses, Gehenna of fire, the vision of which filled the pope with terror...made him lose his footing....

They are the faces as in a mirror.....reflecting God's light as they peer into God's house through its portals...like shades staring in from the outer darkness....waiting their turn...

But that doesn't mean anyone should believe Satanic visions...only here he spoke truth....and even here some untruth....sprinkling rather than a true immersion baptism....evidently, he couldn't help himself....

__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

25) If Christianity is a “book religion,” how did it flourish during the first 1500 years of Church history when the vast majority of people were illiterate?

David Palm's false cause fallacy is defeated by historical fact. Although illiteracy was high, Bibles were too expensive for most anyway...to know scripture...it was read every church meeting...and so

Christianity flourished the first 350 years...and as we see in the fathers....scripture was well known, through these public readings.

After the magisterium sat themselves down in Moses' seat like scribes and Pharisees, growth was accomplished by not demanding true conversion to Christ....rather, similar to the Borg of Star Trek...they assimilated....absorbed, being changed by every pagan addition....and resistance was futile...they got their big tent...just like Christ predicted:

Matthew 13:36 Then Jesus sent the multitude away, and went into the house: and his disciples came unto him, saying, 

Declare unto us the parable of the tares of the field. 

37 He answered and said unto them, He that soweth the good seed is the Son of man; 

38 The field is the world; the good seed are the children of the kingdom; but the tares are the children of the wicked one; 

39 The enemy that sowed them is the devil; the harvest is the end of the world; and the reapers are the angels. 

40 As therefore the tares are gathered and burned in the fire; so shall it be in the end of this world. 

41 The Son of man shall send forth his angels, and they shall gather out of his kingdom all things that offend, and them which do iniquity; 

42 And shall cast them into a furnace of fire: there shall be wailing and gnashing of teeth. 

43 Then shall the righteous shine forth as the sun in the kingdom of their Father. Who hath ears to hear, let him hear.
__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

26) How could the Apostle Thomas establish the church in India that survives to this day (and is now in communion with the Catholic Church) without leaving them with one word of New Testament Scripture?

David Palm says the Church in India is "now in communion" hoping we wouldn't notice that means it isn't Catholic, its Syrian Orthodox. Its likely among those Ancient Orthodox churches Rome cast out as "monophysite" when its Magisterium sat themselves down in Moses' seat, just like the scribes and Pharisees Christ commanded His followers not imitate (Matthew 23:2ff). Evidently their first order of business was to persecute Christians so badly, that when Islam arose, they welcomed its help against Rome. (What a mistake that was! But it shows how badly they were treated by the magisterium.)

David Palm supposes the apostle Thomas left them nothing, history doesn't tell us for certain.

Thomas didn't need the New Testament to establish faith in Jesus because the Old Testament is able to make wise unto salvation (2 Tim 3:15), provided its testimony Jesus is the Christ, the Son of the Living God, is accepted.

Paul did the same in Berea, using the Old Testament alone, these also were made wise unto salvation:

Acts 17:10 And the brethren immediately sent away Paul and Silas by night unto Berea: who coming thither went into the synagogue of the Jews. 11 These were more noble than those in Thessalonica, in that they received the word with all readiness of mind, and searched the scriptures daily, whether those things were so. 12 Therefore many of them believed; also of honourable women which were Greeks, and of men, not a few.

When Thomas was but a child, perhaps 5 according to Jewish custom, he began his studies of the Scripture, which at that time, consisted solely of the Old Testament. It prophesies Jesus is the Messiah, and that He is God with us. Paul explicitly says this scripture is able to make wise unto salvation " through faith which is in Christ Jesus," that is, provided this testimony about Jesus is believed.

2 Timothy 3:15 And that from a child thou hast known the holy scriptures, which are able to make thee wise unto(EIS) salvation through faith which is in Christ Jesus. 

The preposition EIS ("unto" kjv) is literally "into" and in a diagram would appear like this: 
----{---- Salvation----} 

EIS penetrates the realm of salvation, passes through its gates into Salvation...

Had Paul believed as Catholics do, that scriptures teach "about" or point "toward" salvation, then Paul whould have used either the preposition PERI, "about" or PROS, “toward”: 

PERI ("about") 
----{salvation}---- 
Or 
PROS ("toward") 
---- {Salvation} 

He used EIS.

That is apostolic doctrine, that all scripture God inspired is so profitable it fully equips men of God, rendering them complete, having no need to add human tradition:

2 Timothy 3:16 All scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness: 17 That the man of God may be perfect, throughly furnished unto all good works.

In fact, Paul is emphatic, he says God wrote the Bible "in order that" (HINA) the man of God be perfect, fully equipped."

When Catholic apologists allege God didn't accomplish His goal, they not only diminish scripture, they diminish God.

__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

27) If sola Scriptura is so solid and biblically based, why has there never been a full treatise written in its defense since the phrase was coined in the Reformation?

The so called Pax Romana enforced by pontifex maximus and magisterium killed any who dared.

Not until Dark Ages ended, could their yoke be cast off.

David Palm's argument is like asking why we cannot find documents extolling democracy in communist lands.....folks were beheaded and their writings destroyed when they did that....just as Bible Christians were by the magisterium. See Foxe's "Book of Martyrs" for more.

Moreover, we find sola scriptura in the early church fathers. When they said "thus saith the Catholic church" they meant "thus saith the scriptures read in all the churches."

"but about the faith they wrote not, `It seemed good,' but, `Thus believes the Catholic Church;' and thereupon they confessed how they believed, in order to shew that their own sentiments were not novel, but Apostolical; and what they wrote down was no discovery of theirs, but is the same as was taught by the Apostles.-Councils of Ariminum and Seleucia, Part I. History of the Councils, Athanasius. 

Athanasius expressly says the scriptures are sufficient:

Vainly then do they run about with the pretext that they have demanded Councils for the faith's sake; for divine Scripture is sufficient above all things; but if a Council be needed on the point, there are the proceedings of the Fathers, for the Nicene Bishops did not neglect this matter, but stated the doctrine so exactly, that persons reading their words honestly, cannot but be reminded by them of the religion towards Christ announced in divine Scripture.- Athanasius, Councils of Ariminum and Seleucia; Part I. History of the Councils. 


So also Irenaeus, he stated his rational for appealing to "Catholic Tradition", namely that it would not be ("kata") "according to" ("holou") "whole" all the churches unless the apostles themselves taught it to them: 


"1. It is within the power of all, therefore, in every Church, who may wish to see the truth, to contemplate clearly the tradition of the apostles manifested throughout the whole world; and we are in a position to reckon up those who were by the apostles instituted bishops in the Churches, and {to demonstrate} the succession of these men to our own times; those who neither taught nor knew of anything like what these {heretics} rave about. For if the apostles had known hidden mysteries, which they were in the habit of imparting to "the perfect" apart and privily from the rest, they would have delivered them especially to those to whom they were also committing the Churches themselves."-Ante Nicene Fathers, Vol I, p. 415.

Before the magisterium donned the apparel and practices of the scribes and Pharisees, and sat themselves down in Moses seat, rebelling against Christ's commands (Matthew 23:2ff), Christians appealed to apostolic doctrine read in the churches every meeting....

Rome ended that quickly....one almost wishes the church never emerged from the Catacombs....the secular power of the empire soon diluted it with pagans and they took over.

__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

28) If Jesus intended for Christianity to be exclusively a “religion of the book,” why did He wait 1400 years before showing somebody how to build a printing press?

If God intended Roman Catholicism to be His church...why did He wait till the 4th century?

If David Palm believed his own logic, he wouldn't be Catholic.

However, God didn't wait. He commanded true religion be predicated upon His undiminished word, that nothing of the tradition of men be added to it:

Deuteronomy 12:32 What thing soever I command you, observe to do it: thou shalt not add thereto, nor diminish from it.

Once all His words were written down, then "sola vebum dei" logically became "sola scriptura."

Sola scriptura naturally results from practicing Deuteronomy 12:32 today.

__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

29) If the early Church believed in sola Scriptura, why do the creeds of the early Church always say “we believe in the Holy Catholic Church,” and not “we believe in Holy Scripture”?

Not one of these creeds command obedience to a pope or magisterium in Rome...so if David Palm & crew were consistent, as we are, they wouldn't be obey them either.

Rather he would do as these creeds demand, we obey the "holy Catholic church" which is NOT the Roman church alone...its the universal church that existed before Rome's bishops rebelled against the commands of Jesus, and sat themselves down in the Moses' seat (Matthew 23:2) just as their forefathers the scribes and Pharisees did.

The creeds demand we obey what is read in all the churches that existed before the Roman apostasy, that requires we practice sola scriptura as the churches have changed their message from what it once was, by the addition of the traditions of men, in violation of God's express command in Deuteronomy 4:2.

Deuteronomy 4:2 Ye shall not add unto the word which I command you, neither shall ye diminish ought from it, that ye may keep the commandments of the LORD your God which I command you.

Since the ancient Holy Catholic Church's proclamation exists today only in scripture, we must practice sola scriptura to "believe in the Holy Catholic Church" today.

__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

30) If the Bible is as clear as Martin Luther claimed, why was he the first one to interpret it the way he did and why was he frustrated at the end of his life that “there are now as many doctrines as there are heads”?

Martin Luther was not the first one to say the Bible is clear....and he blamed sin for eisegesis:

That scripture is clear is plainly stated by Irenaeus:

"Since, therefore, the entire Scriptures, the prophets, and the Gospels, can be clearly, unambiguously, and harmoniously understood by all, although all do not believe them.-Ante-Nicene Fathers, Vol I, 1.1.7.1.2.28.

Luther said sin caused blindness:

"Therefore come forward, you and all the Sophists together, and produce any one mystery which is still abstruse in the Scriptures. But, if many things still remain abstruse to many, this does not arise from obscurity in the Scriptures, but from their own blindness or want of understanding, who do not go the way to see the all-perfect clearness of the truth . . . Let, therefore, wretched men cease to impute, with blasphemous perverseness, the darkness and obscurity of their own heart to the all-clear scriptures of God . . ."- The Bondage of the Will (from translation by Henry Cole, Grand Rapids, MI: Baker Book House, 1976, pp. 25-7,29.

The apostle Peter blamed unlearned and unstable men for eisegesis:

2 Peter 3:16 As also in all his epistles, speaking in them of these things; in which are some things hard to be understood, which they that are unlearned and unstable wrest(strebloo), as they do also the other scriptures, unto their own destruction. 

Therefore the Bible must be clear.

If the Bible weren't clear, then scripture twists(strebloo) men, and not vice versa as Peter insists.

"Clear" does not mean impossible to get wrong...men can screw up anything...they have free will and fallen nature....

"Clear" does not mean "some things hard to be understood" don't exist in scripture....they certainly do.

"Clear" means its possible the correct interpretation can be known. It does not rule out one must exert themselves to uncover it.

Proverbs 25:2 It is the glory of God to conceal a thing: but the honour of kings is to search out a matter. 

Bible Christians are kings and priests therefore they search out a matter in scripture for themselves:

Revelation 1:6-7 6 And hath made us kings and priests unto God and his Father; to him be glory and dominion for ever and ever. Amen. 

7 Behold, he cometh with clouds; 
and every eye shall see him, 
and they also which pierced him: 
and all kindreds of the earth shall wail because of him. 

Even so, Amen. 
__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

31) The time interval between the Resurrection and the establishment of the New Testament canon in AD 382 is roughly the same as the interval between the arrival of the Mayflower in America and the present day. Therefore, since the early Christians had no defined New Testament for almost four hundred years, how did they practice sola Scriptura?

This time interval, without pope or magisterium, proves early Christians had no need for them, yet David Palm argues they are required....But as Christianity's finest hour was ended by the introduction of these men, his position is clearly inconsistent with historical fact.

As for sola scriptura, its forced upon us by reality. Christ taught sola verbum dei (Matthew 23:2-2), insisting God's Word be obeyed regardless how hypocritical the human channel which transmitted it. Ditto the apostles who rejected magisterial authority when it contradicted the Word of God (Acts 5:27-29) even as Jesus Himself taught (Mark 7:5-16).

Only the Word of God has supreme authority, and at first this Word of God existed in both scripture and apostolic preaching:

2 Thessalonians 2:15 Therefore, brethren, stand fast, and hold the traditions which ye have been taught, whether by word, or our epistle.

That is the view one finds in the early church fathers. In their expositions they profusely quote scripture, not pope or magisterium. When they proclaim "thus saith the Catholic church", they don't mean the church in Rome, who were mostly hiding in the Catacombs, or any tradition of men, they were referring to the universal understanding of the Word of God, the premise being, whatever is according to the whole church, must have been taught by the apostles.

but about the faith they wrote not, `It seemed good,' but, `Thus believes the Catholic Church;' and thereupon they confessed how they believed, in order to shew that their own sentiments were not novel, but Apostolical; and what they wrote down was no discovery of theirs, but is the same as was taught by the Apostles.-Athanasius, Councils of Ariminum and Seleucia, Part I. History of the Councils, 


The need to separate the two didn't exist while the churches were faithful. They successfully practiced sola verbum dei, the precursor of sola scriptura, without any help from pope or magisterium.

In war against this the Devil flooded the well of scripture and tradition with Apocryphal gospels and spurious revelation by false prophets under the influence of deceiving spirits (1 John 4:1f; 2 Timothy 4:1f cp Matthew 7:20-23; 1 Corinthians 12:2-3). Men confused this with the Word of God and developed dogma from its premises, breaking the connection tradition had with Him.

Thankfully God had foreseen the coming cleavage between His Word and tradition and so inspired all scripture to be profitable for doctrine, in order that the man of God be complete, fully equipped for every good work:

2 Timothy 3:16 All scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness: 17 That the man of God may be perfect, throughly furnished unto all good works.

While the dark ages had some who realized God's Word is the final authority (see Foxe's Book of Martyrs), it was left to the Reformers to successfully return the Church to sola verbum dei, by insisting upon sola scriptura. Then began the process of cleansing God's church from the contamination of human traditions developed from satanic premises.... and misdirection from the Word of God, to what pleased the eyes of men.

David Palm and crew have a straw man view of sola scriptura, and argue accordingly. Protestants don't mean "solo scriptura," they realize God's Word requires the context in which it arose, to be properly understood. That requires learning and stability in its exegetes...and God's provision of teachers in the church...

The apostle Peter states the case concisely, while Scripture may be "hard to understand," that is not the reason men misunderstand and twist it, rather they themselves are to blame, not Scripture:

2 Peter 3:16 16 As also in all his epistles, speaking in them of these things; in which are some things hard to be understood, which they that are unlearned and unstable wrest, as they do also the other scriptures, unto their own destruction. 

Therefore "hard to understand" does not mean "impossible to understand" or Peter would have done what Catholic apologists do every day, blame God for causing confusion in the church:

But that cannot be....

1 Corinthians 14: For God is not the author of confusion, but of peace, as in all churches of the saints. 


Sola scriptura means only scripture is the final judge of any proposition, as it is the Word of God....there is no higher authority than Him.

We do not deny any help the fathers or church tradition or creed may render, we only insist all be judged by Word of God, and rejected if inconsistent with the Verbum Dei found in Scripture.

__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

32) If the Bible is the only foundation and basis of Christian truth, why does the Bible itself say that the Church is the pillar and foundation of truth (1 Tim. 3:15)?

The short answer, Paul said this about A.D. 66, centuries before there was a magisterium and pope in Rome, and as it didn't exist when Paul wrote this, this church cannot be Roman Catholic.

The best answer would be to fully exegete the text, alas that would require a book. I can only sum it up:

1 Timothy 3:15 But if I tarry long, that thou mayest know how thou oughtest to behave thyself in the house of God, which is the church of the living God, the pillar and ground of the truth. 16 And without controversy great is the mystery of godliness: God was manifest in the flesh, justified in the Spirit, seen of angels, preached unto the Gentiles, believed on in the world, received up into glory.

1 Tim. 3:15.—“That thou mayest know how thou oughtest (R.V., how men ought) to behave thyself [or what conduct is incumbent on us] in
the house of God,
which is the Church of the living God,
the pillar and ground of the truth.”
What this is is shown in the next verse, viz., the “great secret” concerning Christ Mystical and not Christ Personal.***
This great Mystery is the Body of Christ, the House in which God dwells by His Spirit; the assembly of the saints peculiarly belonging to the living God, as purchased with the blood of the everlasting covenant; and this is the pillar and ground—the great foundation pillar of the truth, so specially revealed to Paul to make known among the Gentiles.[/b]- Figures of Speech Used in the Bible. London ( New York : Eyre & Spottiswoode; E. & J. B. Young & Co., 1898), S. 337.

The oikoo theou is a portal into our finite realm where God reveals Himself:

LXE Genesis 28:17 And he was afraid, and said, How fearful is this place! this is none other than the house of God oiko theou, and this is the gate of heaven.

Paul insists God's will be manifest in the church in Ephesus, that the "mystery of Godliness" (the power of God to act righteously) be evident.

Timothy knows how he ought to behave...consistent with God's will...all there must be the pillar of God before the people, to show them the way they must go:

KJV Nehemiah 9:12 Moreover thou leddest them in the day by a cloudy pillar; and in the night by a pillar of fire, to give them light in the way wherein they should go.

Their righteous acts were the "foundation" of God's truth" compare:


"And why does falsehood [stand] on one foot, whilst truth has a brick-like foundation?29 Truth can stand, falsehood cannot stand."
(29) I.e., each of the letters of rea is insecurely poised on one leg (a was anciently written with a narrow pointed bottom) whereas those of ,nt are firmly set, each resting on two ends, the n too resting on a horizontal bar.
Shabbath 104a

"By rebuke, for it is written: The pillars of heaven were trembling, but they became astonished at His, rebuke.50 By righteousness and judgment, for it is written: Righteousness and judgment are the foundation of Thy throne.51"
(51) Ps. LXXXIX, 15.
Chagigah 12a
-Judaic Classics Library (Davka, 2001).


By which is meant, the church's obedience to God, their manifest Godliness, was the empirical proof the living God existed, and of rightness of His ways, righteous and true is He, and of the truth of the Gospel of Christ...it verifies its claims....

Unlike the dead gods of the nations who had no real power over the people, God is the living God dwelling among His people, manifesting Himself via the charismatic gifts of righteousness, and devotion to apostolic doctrine, and love for each other, just as it was on the day of Pentecost (Acts 2:39-47). 

Compare:

Hebrews 12:22 But ye are come unto mount Sion, and unto the city of the living God, the heavenly Jerusalem, and to an innumerable company of angels,

Do not confuse this with pentecostal eisegesis, Paul is not speaking about signs and wonders, which as we see in the New Testament, few did and for special purpose... This is in contrast to the "mystery of lawlessness," (2 Thessalonians 2:7 compare Matthew 7:22-23; 1 John 4:1ff; 5:9; Ephesians 2:2; 1 Corinthians 12:2), very unlike Jannes and Jambres, magician miracle workers(2 Timothy 3:5ff) who had only a form of godliness and not its power to act righteously...


It governs how Timothy ought to act...which is commanded in a context discussing church protocol....therefore not signs and wonders...


The mystery of Godliness is from the indwelling Holy Spirit who causes "the doctrine which is according to godliness"(1 Timothy 6:3), by which God's truth is illustrated and supported, to be evident to all observers.

And then Paul notes the origin of this mystery of Godliness which works in the Ephesus church...

1 Timothy 3:16 And without controversy great is the mystery of godliness: God was manifest in the flesh, justified in the Spirit, seen of angels, preached unto the Gentiles, believed on in the world, received up into glory.

God's people are sanctified in His truth, not the traditions of men.

John 17:17 Sanctify them through thy truth: thy word is truth. 
__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

33) Jesus said that the unity of Christians would be objective evidence to the world that He had been sent by God (John 17:20-23). How can the world see an invisible "unity" that exists only in the hearts of believers?

John 17:20 Neither pray I for these alone, but for them also which shall believe on me through their word; 21 That they all may be one; as thou, Father, art in me, and I in thee, that they also may be one in us: that the world may believe that thou hast sent me. 22 And the glory which thou gavest me I have given them; that they may be one, even as we are one: 

Consistency with a claim is powerful objective evidence for any proposition, including Christianity, just as the converse is true....evil living is powerful evidence one is a child of the devil:

1 John 3:10 10 In this the children of God are manifest, and the children of the devil: whosoever doeth not righteousness is not of God, neither he that loveth not his brother.

David Palm's argument is a straw man as Christ didn't say unity in thought would be objective the evidence, unity with God is this evidence...., "be one in us: that the world may believe thou has sent me."

Protestants do show this unity which points to Christ.

1)Whereas Catholics are united under their pope, we are united in Christ; 
2)Whereas the various orders in Catholicism profess oneness with their pope, all Protestant denominations profess Jesus as their LORD.
3)Whereas the various orders and divisions of Catholicism are united to high degree as to papal teaching, Protestants agree to a miraculously high degree as to what Jesus taught.

Protestant oneness with Jesus is evident in their center just as Catholic oneness with their Pope and Magisterium is evident in their center.

If David Paul will argue Catholicism doesn't objectively point to their Pope and magisterium...only then can he argue Protestantism doesn't objectively point to Jesus.

Moreover, Catholic unity leads to worshiping Mary and trusting in sacrament for salvation......whereas Protestant unity leads to confession in Jesus as LORD, that He is the Christ the Son of the living God...and believing in His name for salvation:

Acts 4:12 12 Neither is there salvation in any other: for there is none other name under heaven given among men, whereby we must be saved. 

It therefore is incontrovertible Protestant unity radiates Christ, while Catholic unity radiates their own traditions and Mary, not Jesus.

While the Catholic church and her sacraments, pope and his magisterium, point to Roman Catholicism as the way, Protestant denominations are united in pointing to Jesus as the Way:

John 14:6 6 Jesus saith unto him, I am the way, the truth, and the life: no man cometh unto the Father, but by me. 

There is no doubt Protestantism points to Christ, and Catholicism points to Mary, its pope and magisterium.

We will see which is better in God's eyes.....very soon.

__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

34) If the unity of Christians was meant to convince the world that Jesus was sent by God, what does the ever-increasing fragmentation of Protestantism say to the world?

A straw man. Christ didn't say unity of Christians shows God sent Jesus, He said being one in God indicates that:

John 17:20 Neither pray I for these alone, but for them also which shall believe on me through their word; 21 That they all may be one; as thou, Father, art in me, and I in thee, that they also may be one in us: that the world may believe that thou hast sent me. 22 And the glory which thou gavest me I have given them; that they may be one, even as we are one: 

The outward physical evidence of God's presence in Protestantism proves the Gospel of Christ, just as the outward physical evidence of Catholicism proves the pope and magisterium are the way, that "They" are those whom Catholics have to do.

No one leaving a Protestant church is confused about whom they must obey, Jesus:

Hebrews 4:13-16 13 Neither is there any creature that is not manifest in his sight: but all things are naked and opened unto the eyes of him with whom we have to do. 14 Seeing then that we have a great high priest, that is passed into the heavens, Jesus the Son of God, let us hold fast our profession. 15 For we have not an high priest which cannot be touched with the feeling of our infirmities; but was in all points tempted like as we are, yet without sin. 16 Let us therefore come boldly unto the throne of grace, that we may obtain mercy, and find grace to help in time of need. 


Also David Palm's argument is not true to historical fact. While the number of denominations is increasing, those that are "Protestant" which don't proclaim Jesus is LORD are not....therefore, not their unity with Him unaffected by multiplying denominations.....

Hence it can be argued this ever increasing number of independent followers of Jesus as LORD, proves the opposite... each addition is another pillar in the house of God....is proof the Father sent Jesus.

Just as Catholic unity to their pope and magisterium is unaffected by multiplying "religious orders" so also Protestant unity to Jesus is unaffected by multiplying "churches who confess Jesus is LORD, to the glory of God the Father."

__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

35) Hebrews 13:17 says, "Obey your leaders and submit to their authority. They keep watch over you as men who must give an account. Obey them so that their work will be a joy, not a burden, for that would be of no advantage to you." What is the expiration date of this verse? When did it become okay not only to disobey the Church's leaders, but to rebel against them and set up rival churches?

David Palm's argument isn't consistent with historical fact.....no one sets up rival churches for nothing...they have good reasons...

No doubt those setting up "rival churches" can point to disobedience to God by leadership.....whenever such is leading away from God....they lose their status as Christian leaders...


To illustrate....when is it correct to not eat food to survive....when the food one was eating becomes poison.

For example, the Jewish apostles wouldn't have broken away from their leaders who sat in Moses' seat (cp Matthew 23:2ff) had the latter obeyed the Word of God:

Acts 5:27 And when they had brought them, they set them before the council: and the high priest asked them, 28 Saying, Did not we straitly command you that ye should not teach in this name? and, behold, ye have filled Jerusalem with your doctrine, and intend to bring this man's blood upon us. 29 Then Peter and the other apostles answered and said, We ought to obey God rather than men. 


When rebels take over a church, then it one's Christian duty to separate from them. Its what God's people have always done:

2 Corinthians 6:14 Be ye not unequally yoked together with unbelievers: for what fellowship hath righteousness with unrighteousness? and what communion hath light with darkness? 15 And what concord hath Christ with Belial? or what part hath he that believeth with an infidel? 16 And what agreement hath the temple of God with idols? for ye are the temple of the living God; as God hath said, I will dwell in them, and walk in them; and I will be their God, and they shall be my people. 17 Wherefore come out from among them, and be ye separate, saith the Lord, and touch not the unclean thing; and I will receive you, 18 And will be a Father unto you, and ye shall be my sons and daughters, saith the Lord Almighty. 


Exodus 32:26 26 Then Moses stood in the gate of the camp, and said, Who is on the LORD'S side? let him come unto me. And all the sons of Levi gathered themselves together unto him.

We are under divine command NOT to add human traditions to His Word:

Deuteronomy 4:2 2 Ye shall not add unto the word which I command you, neither shall ye diminish ought from it, that ye may keep the commandments of the LORD your God which I command you.

29 Then Peter and the other apostles answered and said, We ought to obey God rather than men. 
__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

36) The Koran explicitly claims divine inspiration, but the New Testament books do not. How do you know that the New Testament books are nevertheless inspired, but the Koran is not?

Doesn't David Palm believe Jesus?

KJV John 10:27 My sheep hear my voice, and I know them, and they follow me:

God gives ears to hear...and eyes to see:

KJV Deuteronomy 29:4 Yet the LORD hath not given you an heart to perceive, and eyes to see, and ears to hear, unto this day.

Just as we know the Koran is not God's Word...so also we know Catholic tradition is not...

Not only does God grant us EIDW perception about that....we can see the objective evidence of their sojourn upon the earth....its not been good....the height of Catholicism was known as the dark ages....and Islam today isn't any better....

__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

37) How does a Protestant know for sure what God thinks about moral issues such as abortion, masturbation, contraceptives, eugenics, euthanasia, etc.?

The implied premise of David Palm's argument is, as we admit to being fallible, what makes our understanding of God's word, infallible...

Nothing.

Does that mean we cannot discern what is correct? 

Of course not....we base our verdicts upon evidence, and put greater confidence in conclusions supported by greater evidence, whether a conclusion is beyond reasonable doubt, or merely to a possible interpretation, depends upon the evidence supporting it.

And where scripture is silent....God says our conscience is our Judge....God will never condemn someone for following their conscience:

Romans 2:13 (For not the hearers of the law are just before God, but the doers of the law shall be justified. 14 For when the Gentiles, which have not the law, do by nature the things contained in the law, these, having not the law, are a law unto themselves: 15 Which shew the work of the law written in their hearts, their conscience also bearing witness, and their thoughts the mean while accusing or else excusing one another; 16 In the day when God shall judge the secrets of men by Jesus Christ according to my gospel.

So if a person "got it wrong" but they did so while earnestly trying to obey God....there is no way God would punish....correct, yes, punish, no.

But when one abdicates their responsibility to follow God's Word and their conscience, and follows an organization clearly rebelling against the LORD Jesus....that will not go well for him...

Luke 6:46 And why call ye me, Lord, Lord, and do not the things which I say? 

47 Whosoever cometh to me, and heareth my sayings, and doeth them, I will shew you to whom he is like: 

48 He is like a man which built an house, and digged deep, and laid the foundation on a rock: and when the flood arose, the stream beat vehemently upon that house, and could not shake it: for it was founded upon a rock. 

49 But he that heareth, and doeth not, is like a man that without a foundation built an house upon the earth; against which the stream did beat vehemently, and immediately it fell; and the ruin of that house was great.

__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

38) What is one to believe when one Protestant says infants should be baptized (e.g., Luther and Calvin) and another says it is wrong and unbiblical (e.g., Baptists and Evangelicals)?

How do Catholics make decisions about life where their pope and magisterium are silent?

They follow their best judgment and do what they think is right....

Protestants do the same....they judge which they believe has the greater likelihood of being right according to the scripture:

Romans 2:14 For when the Gentiles, which have not the law, do by nature the things contained in the law, these, having not the law, are a law unto themselves: 15 Which shew the work of the law written in their hearts, their conscience also bearing witness, and their thoughts the mean while accusing or else excusing one another[image: image1.png]


 16 In the day when God shall judge the secrets of men by Jesus Christ according to my gospel.

We decide how best to serve God....and then the judgment....

Its called personal responsibility....not a radical concept.

__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

A Few Bonus Questions

Where does the Bible . . .

. . . say God created the world/universe out of nothing? 

Hebrews 11:3 Through faith we understand that the worlds were framed by the word of God, so that things which are seen were not made of things which do appear.

. . . say salvation is attainable through faith alone?

Salvation is at the point of faith:
Acts 16:31 And they said, Believe on the Lord Jesus Christ, and thou shalt be saved, and thy house.

John 3:16 For God so loved the world, that he gave his only begotten Son, that whosoever believeth in him should not perish, but have everlasting life. 17 For God sent not his Son into the world to condemn the world; but that the world through him might be saved. 18 He that believeth on him is not condemned: but he that believeth not is condemned already, because he hath not believed in the name of the only begotten Son of God.

Romans 10:9-11 9 That if thou shalt confess with thy mouth the Lord Jesus, and shalt believe in thine heart that God hath raised him from the dead, thou shalt be saved. 10 For with the heart man believeth unto righteousness; and with the mouth confession is made unto salvation. 11 For the scripture saith, Whosoever believeth on him shall not be ashamed.

We are justified freely by His grace:

Romans 3:24 Being justified freely by his grace through the redemption that is in Christ Jesus: 25 Whom God hath set forth to be a propitiation through faith in his blood, to declare his righteousness for the remission of sins that are past, through the forbearance of God; 26 To declare, I say, at this time his righteousness: that he might be just, and the justifier of him which believeth in Jesus. 27 Where is boasting then? It is excluded. By what law? of works? Nay: but by the law of faith. 28 Therefore we conclude that a man is justified by faith without the deeds of the law. 29 Is he the God of the Jews only? is he not also of the Gentiles? Yes, of the Gentiles also: 30 Seeing it is one God, which shall justify the circumcision by faith, and uncircumcision through faith. 31 Do we then make void the law through faith? God forbid: yea, we establish the law.

. . . tell us how we know that the revelation of Jesus Christ ended with the death of the last Apostle?

"Jesus said to the Apostles, the Holy Spirit “will teach you all things, and bring to your remembrance all that I said to you” (John 14:26; cf. 16:13 ). It should also be noted that Jesus promised the Apostles “all truth.” The canon of revelation ends with the apostolic age."- Bibliotheca Sacra Volume 136. Dallas Theological Seminary, 1979; 2002, S. 136:338

John 14:26 26 But the Comforter, which is the Holy Ghost, whom the Father will send in my name, he shall teach you all things, and bring all things to your remembrance, whatsoever I have said unto you.

John 16:13-15 13 Howbeit when he, the Spirit of truth, is come, he will guide you into all truth: for he shall not speak of himself; but whatsoever he shall hear, that shall he speak: and he will shew you things to come. 14 He shall glorify me: for he shall receive of mine, and shall shew it unto you. 15 All things that the Father hath are mine: therefore said I, that he shall take of mine, and shall shew it unto you.

. . . provide a list of the canonical books of the Old Testament?

How did Jesus, without a list of canonical books, ask:

Matthew 22:31 ... have ye not read that which was spoken unto you by God, saying,

This is before Trent...before any church established a canon, yet Jesus' question depends upon these Jews knowing what was God's Word, "without an inspired list of books."

Precisely what Catholic apologists insist is impossible.

Was Jesus irrational? Catholic apologists say Protestants are when they do the same as Jesus did. If we are, Jesus was...and that proposition is impossible.

So there must be a way men of God can know what Scripture is without an inspired table of contents from a church, without a list of what is canon.

Consider, who really established what is God's Word to His people, men or God? 

Did man dictate to God what words they would accept as His, or did He speak the words and then cause His people to somehow know they were His words?

Which is the more likely proposition?

David Palm's argument (repeated by every Catholic apologist ad infinitum), puts the cart before the horse...they cite a list which merely reported what books God caused to be accepted as His Word, in the universal church......as though the list caused the church to accept these books.

Contrary to David Palm's argument, no church created a list of what is canonical and forced all, including God, to live with it.

Those books the universal church were led to accept, by God the Holy Spirit, were listed, made canon. 

And what makes Catholic argument even more non sequitur....is the historical fact the ancient church was NOT the Roman Catholic church of today.....they are so dissimilar....have so many incompatible properties, they cannot be the same entity.

For example, the ancient church didn't mix their prayer to God with prayer to Mary...nor did they have an infallible pope and magisterium

So their list wasn't an "infallible table of contents."


. . . provide a list of the canonical books of the New Testament?

It doesn't.

God provides that list , to His elect....See Question above this.

That is what He did for three centuries, before any canonical lists existed.

So the real question is: What do Roman Catholics lack that the early church didn't, who enabled them to receive God's Word, i.e., know what it is, and understand it:

1 Corinthians 2:14 But the natural man receiveth not the things of the Spirit of God: for they are foolishness unto him: neither can he know them, because they are spiritually discerned.

Matthew 13:10 And the disciples came, and said unto him, Why speakest thou unto them in parables? 11 He answered and said unto them, Because it is given unto you to know the mysteries of the kingdom of heaven, but to them it is not given. 12 For whosoever hath, to him shall be given, and he shall have more abundance: but whosoever hath not, from him shall be taken away even that he hath. 13 Therefore speak I to them in parables: because they seeing see not; and hearing they hear not, neither do they understand. 14 And in them is fulfilled the prophecy of Esaias, which saith, By hearing ye shall hear, and shall not understand; and seeing ye shall see, and shall not perceive: 15 For this people's heart is waxed gross, and their ears are dull of hearing, and their eyes they have closed; lest at any time they should see with their eyes, and hear with their ears, and should understand with their heart, and should be converted, and I should heal them.

Is this not real "objective evidence spanning centuries" that prayer to Mary don't result receiving the things of God....even the identity of God's Word remains unclear?

. . . explain the doctrine of the Trinity, or even use the word “Trinity”?

Athanasius, considered a Catholic authority, rightly said the Holy Trinity is taught in scripture (even if we admit the technical term was invented by man):

"Vainly then do they run about with the pretext that they have demanded Councils for the faith's sake; for divine Scripture is sufficient above all things; but if a Council be needed on the point, there are the proceedings of the Fathers, for the Nicene Bishops did not neglect this matter, but stated the doctrine so exactly, that persons reading their words honestly, cannot but be reminded by them of the religion towards Christ announced in divine Scripture."-Councils of Ariminum and Seleucia, Part I. History of the Councils, Athanasius. 
:

Space doesn't permit we list the relevant scriptures.....See any Protestant Systematic Theology.

. . . tell us the name of the “beloved disciple”?

The expression “the disciple Jesus loved” probably refers to the historical figure of John the son of Zebedee as an oblique form of self-reference on part of the evangelist.*10* Since doubtless his recipients knew him well, the author can dispense with his proper name (Jackson 1999: 31). The character is here introduced for the first time. He reappears at the foot of the cross (19:26–27), at the empty tomb (20:2–9), by the Sea of Tiberias (21:1, 20–23), and in the final two verses that identify him as the author of this Gospel (21:24–25). The “other disciple” of 18:15–16 and 20:2–9 should in all likelihood also be identified as the “disciple Jesus loved,” since 20:2 combines both expressions (“the other disciple, the one Jesus loved”).- Baker Exegetical Commentary on the New Testament (Grand Rapids, Mich. : Baker Academic, 2004)

. . . inform us of the names of the authors of the Gospel of Matthew, Mark, Luke, or John?

Sola scriptura is not solo scriptura, when deciding such authorship we consider any and all data, even that outside of scripture. As the traditional notions of authorship is supported by internal evidence in Scripture, there is no scriptural reason to reject tradition about this.

Sola scriptura does not rule out all tradition, it only rules out that tradition which contradicts God's Word....for only scripture has final authority....the final say.

As these books were accepted by the apostolic church, it is beyond reasonable doubt they have apostolic authority.

. . . who wrote the Book of Acts?

These books (Luke, Acts) Luke wrote were accepted by the apostolic church, it therefore is beyond reasonable doubt they have apostolic authority.


. . . tell us the Holy Spirit is one of the three Persons of the Trinity?

NKJ Matthew 28:19 "Go therefore and make disciples of all the nations, baptizing them in the name of the Father and of the Son and of the Holy Spirit,

A name in scripture denotes what's in the entity, here name is singular so we are learning who is in the One God: Father and of the Son and of the Holy Spirit,


. . . .tell us Jesus Christ was both fully God and fully man from the moment of conception (e.g. how do we know His Divinity wasn't infused later in His life?) and/or tells us Jesus Christ is One Person with two complete natures, 
human and Divine and not some other combination of the two natures (i.e., one 
or both being less than complete)?

Not by Catholic tradition, the Eucharist clearly is a monophysite fusion human and divine when it says the substance of the host is the "whole body, soul, divinity of Jesus.

While officially, monophysite error lost, secretly it won, inserting itself indelibly in Catholic traditions.

Thankfully the Scriptures remain untarnished by such confusion.

The divine being cannot be contained by anything finite:

1 Kings 8:27 But will God indeed dwell on the earth? behold, the heaven and heaven of heavens cannot contain thee; how much less this house that I have builded?

The incarnation was not a fusion of natures...it was an addition of human nature to His Person:

Philippians 2:6 Who, being in the form of God, thought it not robbery to be equal with God: 7 But made himself of no reputation, and took upon him the form of a servant, and was made in the likeness of men:

Jesus never ceased being the infinite Son of God even while incarnate man on earth:

Hebrews 13:8 Jesus Christ the same yesterday, and to day, and for ever.

John 3:13 13 And no man hath ascended up to heaven, but he that came down from heaven, even the Son of man which is in heaven.

In God all things consist, including the finite forms of angels and men:

ASV Colossians 1:17 and he is before all things, and in him all things consist.

An analogy:
It naturally follows there can no fusion or confusion with the Brain which generates the matrix, and the "imagined substance" of the matrix itself. They exist on different planes, and in the case of God, the latter is infinitely less substantial.

. . . that the church should, or someday would be divided into competing and disagreeing denominations?

1 Corinthians 3:10 According to the grace of God which is given unto me, as a wise masterbuilder, I have laid the foundation, and another buildeth thereon. But let every man take heed how he buildeth thereupon. 11 For other foundation can no man lay than that is laid, which is Jesus Christ. 12 Now if any man build upon this foundation gold, silver, precious stones, wood, hay, stubble; 13 Every man's work shall be made manifest: for the day shall declare it, because it shall be revealed by fire; and the fire shall try every man's work of what sort it is. 14 If any man's work abide which he hath built thereupon, he shall receive a reward. 15 If any man's work shall be burned, he shall suffer loss: but he himself shall be saved; yet so as by fire.

. . . that Protestants can have an invisible unity when Jesus expected a visible unity to be seen by the world (see John 17)?

Incorrect, it is the invisible unity with God that results in good fruits, which the world then sees and realizes there is a living God among men, and that He sent Jesus.

Jesus said it is the invisible oneness that results in knowing He was sent:

John 17:23 I in them, and thou in me, that they may be made perfect in one; and that the world may know that thou hast sent me, and hast loved them, as thou hast loved me.


. . . tell us Jesus Christ is of the same substance of Divinity as God the Father?

John 10:30 I and my Father are one. 31 Then the Jews took up stones again to stone him. 32 Jesus answered them, Many good works have I shewed you from my Father; for which of those works do ye stone me? 33 The Jews answered him, saying, For a good work we stone thee not; but for blasphemy; and because that thou, being a man, makest thyself God. 34 Jesus answered them, Is it not written in your law, I said, Ye are gods? 35 If he called them gods, unto whom the word of God came, and the scripture cannot be broken; 36 Say ye of him, whom the Father hath sanctified, and sent into the world, Thou blasphemest; because I said, I am the Son of God? 37 If I do not the works of my Father, believe me not. 38 But if I do, though ye believe not me, believe the works: that ye may know, and believe, that the Father is in me, and I in him. 39 Therefore they sought again to take him: but he escaped out of their hand,

Jesus stated it plainly in verse 30, but like a master mob control expert, He confused the crowd and stopped their stoning, with a question: ", Is it not written in your law, I said, Ye are gods?" If he called them gods, unto whom the word of God came, and the scripture cannot be broken; 36 Say ye of him, whom the Father hath sanctified, and sent into the world, Thou blasphemest; because I said, I am the Son of God?"

Clearly Jesus is a master tactician, a Street Preacher extraordinaire.

Then Jesus reinforces His claim of oneness with God...appealing to His miracles as proof. Surely God wouldn't allow a deceiver raise the dead, something only God can do....Jesus insists, He really is God's Son...

A Son who is not of human substance wouldn't be a son, it would be subhuman...So also, as the Person of the Father subsists in the essence of God, His only begotten Son cannot subsist in inferior substance and still be His Son in truth....and Jesus is His Son in Truth.

So the logic of it, is in the express statements of scripture, contrary to Catholic doctrine which irrationally confuses divine and human substance in its Eucharist...

An impossible entity, if the substance of the divine and the substance of the finite could inhabit the same "space," the infinitely more substantial would consume all space the finite was using....it would appear as though the finite substance were consumed...compare:

Malachi 3: 6 For I am the LORD, I change not; therefore ye sons of Jacob are not consumed.

__________________
The times of this ignorance God winked at; but now commandeth all men every where to repent:

Behold, I stand at the door, and knock: if any man hear my voice, and open the door, I will come in to him, and will sup with him, and he with me.-kjv 

END

Earlier German scholarship believed it possible PETROS (Peter) is Greekized Aramaic (PTR) for “firstborn.” I believe they were correct. If you are interested, copy paste this into your browser’s address bar:

http://www.geocities.com/letsobeychrist/petros_petra_Upon_This_Rock.htm
