Intro – understanding our posture toward this issue
· This affects our posture toward a LOT of issues
· Typically unbalanced
· Some only attack
· Demonize everything possible
· They survey catholic history for only bad acts
· They survey Catholic doctrine for only bad theology
· They survey Catholic practices for only bad examples
· Often NOT seeming to care if this is representative or not
· As if all that is Catholic is evil
· This approaches prejudice
· More importantly – it is NOT truthful
· To avoid this
· I’m NOT going to focus on
· Atrocities of past Popes
· A survey of history for only bad examples from Catholicism
· Relatively unimportant differences
· Obscure things which don’t represent Catholicism
· I’m going to point out
· What we agree on!
· Which is a LOT
· I’m going to be careful to try to accurately represent Catholic doctrine
· Some only defend
· Only say good things
· Sometimes they have Catholic friends or family and they see any criticism of Catholicism as an attack on those people
· So they ignore important differences
· This isn’t unlike the homosexual issue
· If you disagree you are a bigot
· This is a constant problem nowadays
· Cultural thing?
· Life-water ministry
· Major obstacle – convincing them the water they have always drunk is dangerous
· Nobody calls life-water an bigot ministry
· Because there goal is to help and they are focused on truth
· Can I have the benefit of the doubt that…?
· My goal is to help
· My focus is truth
· Act like we have no significant issues between Catholicism and the Bible
· This is dangerous
· Unbiblical
· Huge amounts of the Bible were written to counter and correct false teaching
· In other words, God confronts false doctrine, unapologetically 
· We don’t have an example of ignoring it
· Isaiah 8:20 (NKJV) To the law and to the testimony! If they do not speak according to this word, it is because there is no light in them. 
· Take it and go to the word to check
· We are called to “test”
· 1 Thessalonians 5:21 (NKJV) Test all things; hold fast what is good. 
· Some don’t even want to test it
· Given the SIZE of the Catholic church
· Over 1 billion
· Over 1 billion people are drinking from this water
· Shouldn’t we test the water?
· Not truthful
· While being friendly, it serves to help people adopt false beliefs
· While being friendly to people, it is betrayal to God
· To avoid this 
· I’m going to make clear where we disagree, where the Bible and Catholicism depart
· Which is also a lot
· And we disagree on very significant issues!
· I’m going to follow the example of Jesus and the Apostles
· They didn’t ignore or avoid controversy
· They didn’t ignore or avoid areas where they disagreed with religious ideas
· They pointed out important areas of disagreement and clarified the truth about them
· Pastors in particular
· 1 Timothy 1:3 (NKJV) As I urged you when I went into Macedonia—remain in Ephesus that you may charge some that they teach no other doctrine, 
· Teach NO other doctrine
· But the catholic church is full of other doctrines
· So similar to the Pharisees
· There is a difference between Catholicism and Catholics 
· My mantra 
· Catholicism is a CERTAIN thing
· I can generalize about it
· It’s doctrines
· I can limit it, define it, put it in a box
· This is a good thing
· It’s simple to interact with
· Catholics are unique individuals
· I can’t generalize them
· A large amount of them have beliefs that DIFFER from Catholicism
· Surveys support this idea
· On birth control (78% of Catholics said they support the use of contraceptives)
· http://feeds.univision.com/openpage/2014-02-06/la-voz-del-pueblo-matriz-1 
· Perhaps the Catholic you talk to 
· Thinks confession to priests is unnecessary 
· Thinks he is saved by grace alone apart from works
· Believes in reincarnation and thinks she was a African princess in a previous life
· I can’t limit them
· Even priests and individual parishes may differ from official Catholic doctrine
· I BEG YOU – hear the difference in how I speak
· MOSTLY I am speaking about Catholicism, not Catholics
· And please, imitate it!
· What should I think of Catholicism?
· This question should be answered as we study
· The doctrines of Roman Catholicism
· How should I interact with Catholics?
· ASK THEM QUESTIONS!
· Stick to important issues!
· Mariology isn’t as important as justification (salvation)
· Eph 2:8-9
· The same is true of Muslims, JWs, Mormons and even Christians
· Ask them, hear them, respond to them rather than the “ism”
· They are NOT the inventors of the “ism”
· They are often NOT the preachers of the “ism”
· Most often – they are victims of it
· But why know about the “ism”
· Because, we need to honestly evaluate the “isms” of the world to accept or reject their teachings
· Because “isms” impact people
· In this life and for eternity
· Because, it will inform you to help them
· In whatever ways they agree with Catholicism you will be able to interact them
· Be informed by an understanding of important Catholic teachings and practices 
· More advice to those sharing with people of other religions
· Define terms – 
· Think beyond slogans
· What do you mean by grace, works, faith, born again, saved, 
· You are a missionary
· Goal – their salvation
· 2 Timothy 2:23–26 (NKJV) 23But avoid foolish and ignorant disputes, knowing that they generate strife. 
· Don’t argue about ultimately unimportant things	
· Ask “if I win them on this issue, what have I won?”
· The apocrypha, the clothes the priests wear,   
· Stick to one or two issues
· TMI
· They can’t remember all that
· They can’t PROCESS all that
· “can I ask you a question about your beliefs?”
· 24And a servant of the Lord must not quarrel but be gentle to all, able to teach, patient, 25in humility correcting those who are in opposition, if God perhaps will grant them repentance, so that they may know the truth, 26and that they may come to their senses and escape the snare of the devil, having been taken captive by him to do his will. 
· Watch your attitude
· Gentle to all
· Able to teach
· Patient
· In humility correcting
· Be humble without wavering
· Kind but firm
· Pray – “snare of the devil, having been taken captive by him to do his will” 

END WEEK 1 – BEGIN WEEK 2
Intro/hook
What are the most important areas where Catholics disagree?
Tonight- We will refute Roman Catholic claims to supreme authority over all Christians and over the world. That the Papacy and the RCC have the authority of Christ
	“Who do you think you are? Jesus”
	Pope “well….”
· Let me start with where we agree
· Moral issues
· Pro-life
· Though the majority of Catholics in the US are not pro-life
· Pro-marriage
· Pro-family values
· Who is Jesus
· That Jesus was born of a virgin, lived a sinless life, rose bodily from the grave, ascended into Heaven, and is returning in glory to judge mankind
· Who is God
· Trinity
· That there is one God who exists eternally in three distinct, but co-equal persons, Father, Son, and Holy Spirit
· This sets Catholicism apart from Mormonism, JWs, or Islam
· Respect for the Bible
· That the Old and New Testaments are the inspired and infallible Word of God
· Though it is not the ONLY word of God to Catholicism
· Where we disagree
· BUT, there are hugely important, absolutely essential areas of disagreement
· This is so important
· We can’t just ignore it
· Some want to stop after we mention areas of agreement
· They don’t know Catholicism, or they don’t see the importance of the gospel
· 1 - The authority of the Catholic hierarchy
· Roman Pope, bishops, priests
· Traditions/councils (21, most recent was Vatican II in 1965)
· 2 – the unbiblical teachings of the Roman Catholic church 
· Justification (the gospel)
· Not by grace alone – but by grace PLUS works
· 7 sacraments
· Justification – 
· The issue is not the necessity of grace, it is the sufficiency of grace!
· Galatians 1:8–9 (NKJV) 8But even if we, or an angel from heaven, preach any other gospel to you than what we have preached to you, let him be accursed. 9As we have said before, so now I say again, if anyone preaches any other gospel to you than what you have received, let him be accursed. 
· The Galatians were NOT confused about the Trinity or the deity of Christ
· A bigger issue than homosexuality
· Purgatory
· Where saved people go when they die
· Indulgences 
· The Bible
· Apocrypha 
· Mariology
· The Papacy and Roman authority
· This can easily get overly complicated
· Catholicism is complicated
· It has a unique vocabulary
· Magisterium, sanctifying grace, mortal and venial sins, mass, Eucharist, transubstantiation, 
· They have the Bible
· The Apocryphal books
· Church councils – 21 (the most recent “Vatican II” ended in 1965)
· Many Catholics don’t know Catholicism
· It all comes down to two issues
· 1 Their claim to authority
· This is the thing that leads to all the unbiblical teachings
· We will tackles this first!
· 2 Their extra-biblical and unbiblical teachings
· Justification
· Purgatory 
· We will tackle those beginning next week
· What does Rome teach about Rome’s authority?
· I’m going to be quoting councils and I should take a moment to explain why
· Roman Catholic teaching is that the statements in these 21 councils that have authority equal to that of the Bible
· This is official catholic teaching (infallible)
· Trent has some of the most clear statements (1546)
· A response to the Reformation
· Some say Trent is outdated
· That’s not the Catholic position
· Trent is considered infallible and still valid
· The two most recent councils (Vat 1 and Vat 2) both reaffirm Trent as valid and binding.
The Council of Trent (1546):
Furthermore, to check unbridled spirits, it decrees that no one relying on his own judgment shall, in matters of faith and morals pertaining to the edification of Christian doctrine, distorting the Holy Scriptures in accordance with his own conceptions, presume to interpret them contrary to that sense which holy mother Church, to whom it belongs to judge of their true sense and interpretation, has held and holds, or even contrary to the unanimous teaching of the Fathers, even though such interpretations should never at any time be published. Those who act contrary to this shall be made known by the ordinaries and punished in accordance with the penalties prescribed by the law.  
Vatican II (the most recent council, 1965)
But the task of authentically interpreting the Word of God, whether written or handed on, has been entrusted exclusively to the living teaching office of the Church, whose authority is exercised in the name of Jesus Christ. This teaching office is not above the Word of God, but serves it, teaching only what has been handed on, listening to it devoutly, guarding it scrupulously and explaining it faithfully in accord with a divine commission and with the help of the Holy Spirit; it draws from this one deposit of faith everything that it presents for belief as divinely revealed. 
	It is clear, therefore, that Sacred Tradition, Sacred Scripture, and the teaching authority of the Church, in accord with God’s most wise design, are so linked and joined together that one cannot stand without the others, and that all together and each in its own way under the action of the one Holy Spirit contributes effectively to the salvation of souls. 

· They also claim that certain Traditions are equal in authority to the Bible

Vatican II
Therefore, both Sacred Tradition and Sacred Scripture are to be accepted and venerated with the same sense of devotion and reverence. 

· It goes on to elevate whichever people are currently alive in the Roman Catholic leadership as the final authority on whatever Scripture OR Tradition really mean. 
	
· They also claim that doctrine continues to “develop” 
Vatican II
	This tradition, which comes from the apostles, develops in the Church with the help of the Holy Spirit
· The Bible is not developing. This could only refer to alterations in Christian beliefs through certain teachings the RCC accepts.

Vatican II 
	Sacred Tradition and Sacred Scripture form one sacred deposit of the word of God, which is committed to the Church… the task of authentically interpreting the word of God, whether written or handed on, has been entrusted exclusively to the living teaching office of the Church, whose authority is exercised in the name of Jesus Christ… For all of what has been said about the way of interpreting Scripture is subject finally to the judgment of the Church, which carries out the divine commission and ministry of guarding and interpreting the word of God.
· Now, this is REALLY important!
· The claim is to total unimpeachable authority over all truths from God
· Both of defining and interpreting what Tradition is
· And this is not to the body of Christ. 
· It is only for the living teaching office of the Church 
· The Pope and the bishops in agreement with him
· Claims so far
· That ONLY they can interpret the Bible
· That ONLY they can say what Christians should believe
· That ONLY they can introduce or alter doctrine
· This is a big deal
· “Tony, since only the church can tell you what the Bible means you would be better off not studying the Bible and just reading whatever the church says”
· Tony, “yeah, you’re right”
· This is actually more bold than you may realize…
· The claim is that there are three things working together to give us Christian teaching inspired by the Holy Spirit
· Sacred Tradition, Sacred Scripture, The teaching authority of the Church
· BUT
· Sacred Tradition only means those traditions the teaching authority of the Church endorses (not all traditions)
· Sacred Scripture can only mean what the teaching authority of the Church says it means
· Really – it is a doctrine of “solo ecclesia” – church alone
· To some this is offensive, to others it is attractive
· “trust Rome”
· How do I know…
· The Bible is God’s word?
· The truth of the gospel?
· Answers to skeptical questions?
· Am I bothered because I can’t find the Papacy or bodily assumption of Mary in the Bible?
· TRUST ROME!
· This certainty is attractive to some, but, is it true?
· The RCC claims that the church is subject to the Scriptures (even in response to what I’m saying)
· But that’s a bit hollow
· Because they alone can say what the Scriptures mean
· So they are subject to their OWN interpretations, not the text itself
· You can’t hold them to the Scripture because they will say “it doesn’t mean that, it means what we believe”
· This is the same as JWs, Mormons, etc.
· Convenient interpretations that always spin in favor of your opinion
· An immediate problem presents itself as to how to verify Roman claims
· It’s circular reasoning
· Rome says “we alone can interpret and teach the Bible”
· You ask “how did you get this authority?”
· Rome says “the Bible gave us that authority”
· You ask “but I don’t see that in the Bible, where is it?”
· Rome says “we know the Bible gave us that authority because we interpret it that way and we alone can interpret and teach the Bible”
· It’s circular because you have to assume Rome has this authority in order to trust them that the Bible says they do
· When the “expert witness” is also the one on trial and they appeal to their own testimony as the best and only necessary evidence that they are innocent…
· Something is wrong
· So, according to Roman Catholic teaching ONLY Rome can interpret the Bible
· Why then are there only 6 or 7 passages which the Roman Catholic church has officially interpreted?
· What a LOUSY job they are doing!!!
· What an abandonment of responsibility!
· If it’s your job to interpret the Bible and nobody else can and you don’t do it for 2,000 years… you should be fired!!
· This is interesting because this means that Roman Catholic apologists and teachers can rarely say with conviction what the Bible means
· It is always conjecture or opinion
· Which is why they often settle for a “could be this, could be that” theology
· Basically “could be anything that agrees with Roman teaching”
· What they are NOT free to do is take it wherever it leads them
· They aren’t really theologians as much as they are defenders of the Roman Catholic Church
· This is essentially the same as the claim of the Mormon church or the Jehovah’s Witnesses organization
· That ONLY they can interpret the Bible (they are the final authority on earth)
· The Bible was written to us. 
· To believers, not to some small group of leaders
· So it’s circular (assumed, not proven)
· But that’s not the only problem with the defense of Roman authority over the whole world and over the truth of God
· The evolving RCC
· 1 – Only LONG after the time of the apostles did something like the Papacy appear
· - the Roman Catholicism of today is very different than the Roman Catholicism of the 11th century, or that of the 7th century, or that of the 3rd century
· The bishops of Rome from the 300AD wouldn’t recognize modern Roman Catholicism as being the same as what they had
· Purgatory, the bodily assumption of Mary, the Papacy
· 2- the RCC can’t back up their claims with the Bible
· Logical flow
· We all agree the Bible is God’s word
· So where do we disagree?
· Roman Catholicism says the RCC is an additional source and the only proper interpreter of the Bible
· These are two claims which need to be tested
· 1 that the RCC is an additional source of new doctrines 
· 2 that the RCC has final authority in what the Bible means
· They need to do three things to show they have authority
· 1 – show that the Bible isn’t enough
· 2 – show that the RCC tradition is needed
· 3 – show that the RCC is the only valid source for understanding those things 
· Now, let’s examine these things
· 1- Show that the Bible isn’t enough
· One of the ways they support this is by saying that the Bible alone is not enough
· Even if the Bible isn’t enough, this doesn’t make Rome the solution
· 2 Timothy 3:16-17 (NKJV) 16All Scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness, 17that the man of God may be complete, thoroughly equipped for every good work. 
· God breathed
· Matthew 22:31–32 (NKJV) 31But concerning the resurrection of the dead, have you not read what was spoken to you by God, saying, 32‘I am the God of Abraham, the God of Isaac, and the God of Jacob’? God is not the God of the dead, but of the living.” 
· Have you not read
· What was spoken to you by GOD
· May be complete!!!
· Thoroughly equipped for every good work
· Sounds sufficient
·  What verses do they use to support that the Bible isn’t enough?
· John 21:25 (NKJV) 25And there are also many other things that Jesus did, which if they were written one by one, I suppose that even the world itself could not contain the books that would be written. Amen. 
· RC apologist Karl Keating says
· “The Bible actually denies that it is the complete rule of faith. John tells us that not everything concerning Christ’s work is in Scripture.”
· Does this mean Scripture is incomplete as a rule of faith?
· No
· We don’t need all knowledge, just God saying “this is enough”
· This is common bad bible-studying
· Quote a verse, assume my entire case it right
· 2- Show that the RCC tradition is needed
· What if just the indwelling of the Holy Spirit is enough to support any lack? 
· Why need the RCC?
· Most commonly cited verse to support tradition
· 2 Thessalonians 2:15 (NKJV) 15Therefore, brethren, stand fast and hold the traditions which you were taught, whether by word or our epistle. 
· The first thing you notice is that this only applies to things taught by Paul and company. 
· “Stand fast and hold”
· Is to keep them from embracing anything different than what they were taught already
· It’s all past tense
· These traditions aren’t continuing 
· “the traditions which you were taught”
· The RCC theology misses how 2 Thes defines “tradition”
· By “tradition” does it mean “those things that the RCC calls Sacred Tradition
· Bodily assumption of Mary
· Papal infallibility
· Indulgences 
· Purgatory
· The teachings of Paul and company in word (spoken in person) or epistle
· This isn’t a difference between Scripture and Tradition 
· It’s an exhortation not to depart from what was already given
· These things are recorded in the NT
· Jude 3 (NKJV) 3Beloved, while I was very diligent to write to you concerning our common salvation, I found it necessary to write to you exhorting you to contend earnestly for the faith which was once for all delivered to the saints. 
· “the faith” the things we believe (doctrines)
· ONCE and FOR ALL delivered
· To the saints (not to the magisterium) 
· Another passage they use
· Matthew 23:1–5 (NKJV) 1Then Jesus spoke to the multitudes and to His disciples, 2saying: “The scribes and the Pharisees sit in Moses’ seat. 3Therefore whatever they tell you to observe, that observe and do, but do not do according to their works; for they say, and do not do. 4For they bind heavy burdens, hard to bear, and lay them on men’s shoulders; but they themselves will not move them with one of their fingers. 5But all their works they do to be seen by men. They make their phylacteries broad and enlarge the borders of their garments. 
· The RCC view
· “Moses’ seat” = a tradition Jesus is endorsing
· Do what they say = follow their traditions
· Conclusion = follow the RCC tradition and do what they say because they sit in the apostolic seat
· BUT,
· Moses’ seat = teaching the law
· Do what they say = is limited
· Follow the Mosaic instruction but ignore their added traditions
· “what they do”
· He then specifically rebuts their traditions
· Matt 23 is “8 woes” passage 
· Jesus constantly derided traditions of those legitimately in Jewish leadership
· How can this be good for the RCC claims?
· 3- Show that the RCC is the only valid source for understanding those things
· Most used and possibly strongest argument for church authority is…
· From the formation of the cannon
· Imagine a perfect textbook on logic
· Would all agree about it?
· And then you must interpret the interpretations of the RCC!
· Well over 200 different denominations of RC
· If that RCC formed the Canon then you need RCC authority to have biblical authority
· Recognizing is different than canonizing 
· It didn’t become scripture at some point in time, it was always that
· It is merely recognized
· Recognizing books by a certain author doesn’t give you authority over them
· And it isn’t all on the church to do it!
· I don’t think God would leave His word and then let us lose it
· Galatians 1:8–9 (NKJV) 8But even if we, or an angel from heaven, preach any other gospel to you than what we have preached to you, let him be accursed. 9As we have said before, so now I say again, if anyone preaches any other gospel to you than what you have received, let him be accursed. 
· Gal 1 – nobody had authority over the word, the message had authority over all people and even angels
· It was up to the people to judge others by the word, not the other way around
THE ORIGIN OF THE ROMAN CATHOLIC CHURCH
· What IS the Roman Catholic Church?
· catholic = universal
· Roman Catholic = that religious organization 
· Centered in Rome (the Vatican)
· The Vatican is actually an independent nation
· Small – less than ½ square kilometer 
· Population is less than 1,000
· The physical location where the ruling power of the Catholic church is
· Run by 
· Chiefly by the Pope
· A group of bishops under his authority (about 5,000)
· Each bishop has authority over a group of priests/parishes
· Priests and Parishes (local Catholic “churches”)
· Over 400,000 priests
· They claim…
· That it started in the gospels. 
· Matt 16 & John 21 was the inauguration of Peter as Pope
· Peter was the first Pope and that he ruled in Rome over all of Christendom 
· It’s important to them to have Peter in Rome
· because they will later say that is why the bishop in Rome is the one who is the pope
· total authority over the all believers (and over all the world)
· That whoever was Peter’s successor gains Peter’s Papal authority (and so on)
· They have had an unbroken succession of Popes from Peter till today
· That this has been the teaching of Jesus, the apostles and the church has always understood it
· 2 Main passages they use for papal authority
· Matt 16 and John 21
· But first
· Unlike protestant churches the Roman Catholic Church teaches that official church teachings (councils etc) are infallible
· Infallible! 
· In Vatican I they came up with new teaching that said
· Peter was made the Pope in Matt 16 
· Peter is the rock
· Peter is the bishop of Rome
· Peter (and no one else) has the keys of heaven 
· Peter is the chief apostle
· AND that this has ALWAYS been the view of the church
· Anyone is Anathema who disagrees
· Vatican I 
CHAPTER I.
ON THE INSTITUTION OF THE APOSTOLIC PRIMACY IN BLESSED PETER. 

We therefore teach and declare that, according to the testimony of the Gospel, the primacy of jurisdiction over the universal Church of God was immediately and directly promised and given to Blessed Peter the Apostle by Christ the Lord. 

For it was to Simon alone, to whom he had already said, "You shall be called Cephas" (John 1:42), that the Lord, after the confession made by him, saying, "You are the Christ, the Son of the living God", addressed these solemn words: "Blessed are you, Simon son of Jonah. For flesh and blood has not revealed this to you, but my Father, who is in heaven. And I say to you, that you are Peter, and upon this rock I will build my Church, and the gates of Hell shall not prevail against it. And I will give you the keys of the kingdom of heaven. And whatever you shall bind on earth shall be bound, even in heaven. And whatever you shall release on earth shall be released, even in heaven." (Mt 16:16-19). 

And it was upon Simon alone that Jesus, after His Resurrection, bestowed the jurisdiction of Chief Pastor and Ruler over all His fold, by the words: "Feed my lambs. Feed my sheep." (John 21:15-17). 

At open variance with this clear doctrine of Holy Scripture, as it has ever been understood by the Catholic Church, are the perverse opinions of those who, while they distort the form of government established by Christ the Lord in His Church, deny that Peter, in his single person, preferably to all the other Apostles, whether taken separately or together, was endowed by Christ with a true and proper primacy of jurisdiction; or of those who assert that the same primacy was not bestowed immediately and directly upon Blessed Peter himself, but upon the Church, and through the Church on Peter as her Minister. 

If anyone, therefore, shall say that Blessed Peter the Apostle was not appointed the Prince of all the Apostles and the visible Head of the whole Church Militant; or that the same, directly and immediately, received from the same, Our Lord Jesus Christ, a primacy of honor only, and not of true and proper jurisdiction; let him be anathema.
· The primacy of jurisdiction over the whole church the Popes
· It was given to Peter in Matt 16
· Peter was also made Chief Pastor and Ruler over all Christians by the words “feed my lambs. Feed my sheep” John 21
· This is DIFFERENT than the other apostles!
· In other words – Peter got Papal authority from Jesus in THESE two passages!
· Then it goes a step further
· All the church knows this
· Ancient and constant belief of the whole church
· Anyone who disagrees has perverse opinions and is “anathema”
· Matthew 16:13–19 (NKJV) 
13When Jesus came into the region of Caesarea Philippi, He asked His disciples, saying, “Who do men say that I, the Son of Man, am?” 
14So they said, “Some say John the Baptist, some Elijah, and others Jeremiah or one of the prophets.” 
15He said to them, “But who do you say that I am?” 
16Simon Peter answered and said, “You are the Christ, the Son of the living God.” 
17Jesus answered and said to him, “Blessed are you, Simon Bar-Jonah, for flesh and blood has not revealed this to you, but My Father who is in heaven. 
18And I also say to you that you are Peter, and on this rock I will build My church, and the gates of Hades shall not prevail against it. 
19And I will give you the keys of the kingdom of heaven, and whatever you bind on earth will be bound in heaven, and whatever you loose on earth will be loosed in heaven.” 
· Does Peter mean rock
· “on this rock” not “on you”
· This is the biggest reason
· The context both before and after is the confession (Jesus is the Christ, the Son of the living God)
· Petros vs Petra
· Two different words
· They run to the Aramaic (Cephas)
· Even in the Aramaic there would be other options (they assume it)
· Has it been “ever understood”
· The French Roman Catholic Lanouis surveyed the writings of the church fathers… 
· Found 17 citations from church fathers who agreed that Matthew 16’s phrase “this rock” referred to Peter
· They did not say that Peter was Pope but that the phrase referred to Peter
· Found 16 citations that identified “the rock” as Christ
· Found 8 that identified “the rock” as all the disciples
· Found 44 that identified “the rock” as the confession that Jesus is the Christ the Son of the living God.
· 80% of the time they disagreed with the Roman Catholic position 
· Did the apostles consider this reason to believe Peter was above them and now leading?
· No 
· 1 – Peter is rebuked and called Satan in the next few verses
· 2- they continued to argue about who was the greatest (Luke 22:24-30)	
· On their way to the Garden of Gethsemane!
· Jesus clearly makes them all equal
· 3- Matt 18 – applies this to all of the church, not just Peter
· Esp 18-20 (binding and losing, the activity of the keys)
· 4- In Acts 15 James, not Peter, seems to lead

End 2 – begin week 3
Intro:
The RCC is built on ONE pillar. One thing that makes it stand or fall. RCC claims to authority
	The doctrines that are unique to Catholicism are not in the Bible! They are based on authority
		The Bible is extra, not essential
	The emperor has no clothes 
The proof is in the details… 

· RCC bases their case (in Vatican I) on two passages of scripture
· That mean Peter was the first pope 
· And that the church has always understood this
· Both these claims are demonstrably false
· Matt 16 – last time 
· The keys were to all the disciples (Mt 18) not just Peter
· The keys didn’t make a pope, just gospel carriers 
· It wasn’t an office 
· John 21 – today
· Keep in mind – they say these verses mean this, and it’s ALWAYS been known by the church
· John 21:15–17 (NKJV) 15So when they had eaten breakfast, Jesus said to Simon Peter, “Simon, son of Jonah, do you love Me more than these?” He said to Him, “Yes, Lord; You know that I love You.” He said to him, “Feed My lambs.” 16He said to him again a second time, “Simon, son of Jonah, do you love Me?” He said to Him, “Yes, Lord; You know that I love You.” He said to him, “Tend My sheep.” 17He said to him the third time, “Simon, son of Jonah, do you love Me?” Peter was grieved because He said to him the third time, “Do you love Me?” And he said to Him, “Lord, You know all things; You know that I love You.” Jesus said to him, “Feed My sheep. 
· First thing we notice is the lack of any papacy
· Whatever Jesus does here, this isn’t sufficient for a papacy!
· We need clear teachings not vague implications 
· Jesus puts Peter in a shepherding position for sure
· But chief? Primary? Ruler?
· Acts 20:28 “shepherd the church of God”
· To all the elders in Ephesus
· Was Peter’s calling here Papal? 
· Chief of all apostles?
· 1 Peter 5 – fellow elder – shepherd 
· 1 Peter 5:1–4 (NKJV) 1The elders who are among you I exhort, I who am a fellow elder and a witness of the sufferings of Christ, and also a partaker of the glory that will be revealed: 2Shepherd the flock of God which is among you, serving as overseers, not by compulsion but willingly, not for dishonest gain but eagerly; 3nor as being lords over those entrusted to you, but being examples to the flock; 4and when the Chief Shepherd appears, you will receive the crown of glory that does not fade away. 
· NO early church writing interprets this as papal
· The earliest is 680 AD – a self-serving claim from Pope Agatho
· Three times Peter denied Christ
· Three times Jesus reinstates Peter
· In Acts 15 – James has more authority than Peter
· The conclusion:
· PETER didn’t claim to be the pope, isn’t treated as the pope, didn’t wield the power of the papacy 
· If PETER wasn’t the pope then how can his successor be?

· When all else fails they will fall on “early church fathers”
· And say that it was EVER understood to be this way
· You need to know WHY they do this
· Because the Bible doesn’t support their teachings
· Not. At. All. 
· Uniquely RC doctrines are not in the Bible
· 4 reasons why “church fathers” don’t help the Vatican’s claims
· 1st issue – “church fathers” aren’t the fathers of the church
· They could be as late as 8th century AD
· The Bible is our authority, not these later men
· The book of Acts records the early church
· 300 or 700 years later does not
· The REASON they look to the fathers is because they can NOT find their teachings in the Bible
· 2nd issue – Peterism
· Catholic apologists will often quote many “church fathers” to support the idea that Peter was the first Pope and had similar authority as the Roman Catholic Pope claims
· But those quotes don’t say anything like what they want it to
· Nice about Peter = Papacy
· 3rd issue – contradictions and inconsistency
· The church fathers DON’T stand together
· Last week –
· On Matt 16 (basis for papacy) 
· 80% of the time they disagreed with the Roman Catholic position 
· Not only that, they don’t stand with Rome!!
· Clement –
· To the Corinthians
· A multiplicity of elders in Rome
· Tertullian – insulting the bishop of Rome
· “bishop of bishops” 
· Pontifex Maximus (a pagan high priest)
· As an insult!
· Later these became titles of the Pope
· Early 3rd century
· Cyprian – none is the bishop of bishops!
· Cyprian presided over the 7th council of Carthage “For neither does any of us set himself up as bishop of bishops nor by tyrannical terror does any compel his colleague the necessity of obedience since every bishop according to the allowance of his liberty and power has his own proper right of judgment and can no more be judged by another than he himself can judge another”
· Cyprian is important to RC theology
· One of the FEW fathers who thinks Peter was the rock of Mt 16
· He though every bishop was “the rock”
· Early 3rd century
· John 21 (the other papacy passage)
· None of them said it was papal (till 7th century)
· This isn’t obscure, it’s essential
· They don’t agree with the RCC
· They don’t agree with each other
· They don’t teach the papacy
· This is why Catholicism edits them
· So, read them!!!
· My catholic friend
· If you base your theology on these guys, then READ THEM!
· The Church demands four major characteristics to be exhibited in the life and works of an early Church leader if he is to be considered a Father of the Church. These are antiquity, meaning that he lived before the eighth century…; doctrinal orthodoxy; personal sanctity; and approval by the Church
· Also from Catholic.com
· RC tradition includes only parts of what they taught
· Which parts? That isn’t clear
· There is no guide
· 4th issue – this ignores the Bible
· The Bible talks about offices of the church (church leadership)
· 1 Tim 3, Titus 1, 1 Cor 12
· The continuing offices are elders and deacons
· Doesn’t include popes, a magisterium
· Includes teachers but not infallible ones
· Church = people, not organization
· The Bible talks about the priesthood of believers
· All believers  (Rev 1:6, 5:10)
· 1 Peter 2:4–5 (NKJV) 4Coming to Him as to a living stone, rejected indeed by men, but chosen by God and precious, 5you also, as living stones, are being built up a spiritual house, a holy priesthood, to offer up spiritual sacrifices acceptable to God through Jesus Christ. 
· You are the priesthood, host of people in front of you
· No mention of the Catholic priesthood
· Confession, Eucharist, penance
· Jesus our high priest – the only mediator (Hebrews, Eph)
· Justification
· The authority of church leaders vs the Bible
· Gal 1 (already covered)
· This is an issue, there are times when spiritual leaders get it wrong
· In the OT –
· Bad spiritual leaders – Aaron, Aaron’s sons, Gideon’s later life, several of the rightful kings of Israel (succession from David)
· False prophets – Jeremiah
· OT says “go to the word!”
· In the NT
· Jesus’ encounters with the Pharisees
· The Pharisees are SO like the Catholic leadership
· Pharisees claimed authority of Moses’ position
· RCC claims authority of Jesus’ position
· Pharisees claimed to have traditions that were authoritative
· RCC claims to have traditions that are authoritative
· Pharisees had some biblical teachings and some unbiblical teachings
· RCC does to
· Jesus’ treatment of them
· Matt 16 “beware the leaven of the Pharisees…” (doctrine)
· Jesus dismantled their false doctrines!
· Targeted them!
· Marriage, rituals, prayers, appearance
· Jesus constantly referred them to the OT!
· “have you never read?”
· Their first appearance in the Bible is Matthew 3:7
· John calls them  “brood of vipers”
· And the Bible makes it clear that false teaching cropped up immediately!
· In several ways
· Acts 20:29–30 (NKJV) 29For I know this, that after my departure savage wolves will come in among you, not sparing the flock. 30Also from among yourselves men will rise up, speaking perverse things, to draw away the disciples after themselves. 
· Galatians – a false gospel even in Paul’s time!
· So later believers aren’t more trustworthy
· The only way to sort out biblical belief from unbiblical is to actually go to the Bible!
· Patiently, faithfully
· You can’t trust leaders
· “test all things” 1 Thes 5:21
· Acts 17:11 (NKJV) 11These were more fair-minded than those in Thessalonica, in that they received the word with all readiness, and searched the Scriptures daily to find out whether these things were so. 
· Considered good to check the apostles teaching with the Bible!?!
· Then how much more later teachings
· The Bible teaches the OPPOSITE of “trust tradition”
· What’s the real history?
· Not the RC version (always believed basically the same things we do today)
· The Book of Acts records for us the birth of the New Testament Church, and some of the history of the first 30 years of Christianity. In spite of great persecution, by the end of the first century A.D. Christian churches had been established in numerous cities throughout the Roman Empire.
· Primarily because of its location in the capital of the Roman Empire, the church in Rome slowly began gaining some prominence.
· It didn’t have it initially
· Jerusalem 
· 313 the Roman Emperor Constantine legalized the Christian faith,
· Ended the persecution of Christians with the Edict of Milan in 313 the church in Rome began gaining greater prominence 
· Most scholars, outside of the Catholic Church, reject the popular teaching of the Roman Catholic Church, that the Church at Rome was established by Christ Himself through the apostle Peter. Why? (5 reasons)
· 1. There is no record that Peter was ever the bishop of Rome as the Catholic Church claims.
· Not only does the Bible NOT teach Peter was the Pope, he wasn’t even the bishop of Rome
· This is a big deal
· They need to say “Rome carries authority”
· Irenaeus is the earliest source saying it
· 200 AD
· He said that Peter and Paul founded the church in Rome
· But we KNOW Paul didn’t!!
· Romans – shows us that the church was well established when Paul wrote to them and hadn’t visited them yet!
· 2. Eusebius (c. 260-341) who is called the “Father of Church History,” never mentions Peter as the Bishop of Rome.
· He does tell us that Peter came to Rome “about the end of his days” and was crucified there.
· How could he ignore the FIRST POPE!
· 3. The apostle Paul, in his letter to the Church at Rome, greets more than two dozen people by name at the end of his letter (see Romans 16), but not Peter. That would be a strange omission if Peter was living in Rome, and especially if he was the bishop there. 
· Why does Paul not mention pope Peter?
· Supposedly Peter was Pope!
· Why doesn’t Paul mention the importance of Rome?
· 4. Peter (in 1st and 2nd Peter) never calls himself by any title that puts him above any other church leader
· “Fellow elder”
· 1 Peter 5:1–4 (NKJV) 1The elders who are among you I exhort, I who am a fellow elder and a witness of the sufferings of Christ, and also a partaker of the glory that will be revealed: 2Shepherd the flock of God which is among you, serving as overseers, not by compulsion but willingly, not for dishonest gain but eagerly; 3nor as being lords over those entrusted to you, but being examples to the flock; 4and when the Chief Shepherd appears, you will receive the crown of glory that does not fade away.
· Jesus, NOT PETER, is the Chief Shepherd
· Peter is merely a fellow elder
· “Nor as being lords”
· “an apostle” – NOT “The Apostle” (1 Peter 1:1, 2 Peter 1:1)
· Jesus is The Apostle
· 5. Much is said about the structure of the church…
· It doesn’t involve a pope, or anything similar to the Roman Catholic church government. 
History continued…
· Rome was the capitol of the Roman empire… 
· As the church in Rome allied itself with the Roman government, it continued to grow in its authority, and influence.
· Originally there were multiple bishops/elders in Rome 	
· As early as the third century the leaders of the church in Rome were claiming for themselves a supremacy over other churches throughout the Empire when it came to matters of doctrine.
· Though it was not acknowledge by the rest
· And by the sixth century the Church in Rome was exercising jurisdiction over other churches. And thus, the Roman Catholic Church was born
· Eventually the Roman church claimed
· Only if you were under the pope could you be saved
· Most scholars date the beginning of the Roman Catholic Church at 590 A.D. when the leader of the church in Rome, Gregory the First, expanded the authority of the church to include military and civil power and set the church on a new course.  (though it was gradual, not instant)
· Rome’s claim to supremacy and legal jurisdiction was vigorously resisted by other church leaders and could never be enforced in the eastern portion of the Empire. Dissension remained in the Church between those in the West, based in Rome, and those in the East, based in Constantinople.
· This finally led to a major split (the first schism) in the church in 1054, when the Eastern churches broke away from the church in Rome. The church in the East went on to be known as the Eastern Orthodox Church, (also known as the Greek Orthodox Church). 
· Martin Luther
· The next major split came in the sixteenth century.
· In Wittenberg, Germany, on October 31, 1517, a Catholic monk by the name of Martin Luther (1483–1546) nailed his ninety-five theses to the door of the local Catholic Church, protesting numerous teachings of the Catholic Church. 
· Martin Luther’s disagreements with the Catholic Church sparked a fire of protest against the Catholic Church that spread throughout Europe. That movement became known as the Reformation. 
· Far more than protesting trivial, debatable matters, the protest against the Catholic Church revolved around 
· the power of the pope
· the abuse involved in the sale of indulgences
· the teaching that souls are in Purgatory
· and most importantly the gospel message itself
· evangelicals
· The Greek word for the word “gospel” is evangelion and, as you know, means “good news.” So Martin Luther dubbed his breakaway movement the “evangelical church.” And the division that took place nearly 500 years ago between Catholics and Evangelicals exists to this day. (Evangelicals would include: Lutherans, Methodists, Presbyterians, Baptists, just about all Christians outside of the Catholic Church.)
· On earth there are about 1 billion Catholics (1 out of 6 people)
· The word “Catholic” comes from the Greek word “katholikos” meaning: universal. The Catholic Church began referring to itself as the Catholic Church because for so long it believed that it was the one and only true church universally. For centuries it was taught that there was no salvation outside of the Roman Catholic Church.
· Most catholics are unaware of the teachings of the Catholic Church and this is a good thing!
The fact that the modern Roman Church considers themselves as a continuation of an essentially unchanged organization that has been going since the time of Jesus and Peter is just wrong. Today’s Roman Catholicism is radically different than the church in Rome in 800AD, 500AD, 300AD, or Peter’s day.
III. SOME DISAGREEMENTS BETWEEN CATHOLICS AND EVANGELICAL
· The Gospel
· This is at the heart of Christianity – and the heart of human life
· Our eternal future is at stake
· In general – details later…
· Just the main point
· First – the Bible
· We agree that all have sinned
· That hell is the destiny for sinners
· That we need forgiveness and righteousness to get to heaven
· Romans 1:16–17 (NKJV) 16For I am not ashamed of the gospel of Christ, for it is the power of God to salvation for everyone who believes, for the Jew first and also for the Greek. 17For in it the righteousness of God is revealed from faith to faith; as it is written, “The just shall live by faith.” 
· Philippians 3:9 (NKJV) 9and be found in Him, not having my own righteousness, which is from the law, but that which is through faith in Christ, the righteousness which is from God by faith; 
· This faith in Christ gets me God’s righteousness!
· Romans 5:1–2 (NKJV) 1Therefore, having been justified by faith, we have peace with God through our Lord Jesus Christ, 2through whom also we have access by faith into this grace in which we stand, and rejoice in hope of the glory of God. 
· Justified (made right) by faith
· Peace!
· We stand in grace
· Romans 3:21–22 (NKJV) 21But now the righteousness of God apart from the law is revealed, being witnessed by the Law and the Prophets, 22even the righteousness of God, through faith in Jesus Christ, to all and on all who believe. For there is no difference; 
· Defining terms – 
· I believe God anticipated later false teachings
· Romans 3:28 (NKJV) 28Therefore we conclude that a man is justified by faith apart from the deeds of the law. 
· Romans 4:1–8 (NKJV) 1What then shall we say that Abraham our father has found according to the flesh? 2For if Abraham was justified by works, he has something to boast about, but not before God. 3For what does the Scripture say? “Abraham believed God, and it was accounted to him for righteousness.” 4Now to him who works, the wages are not counted as grace but as debt. 5But to him who does not work but believes on Him who justifies the ungodly, his faith is accounted for righteousness, 6just as David also describes the blessedness of the man to whom God imputes righteousness apart from works: 7“Blessed are those whose lawless deeds are forgiven, And whose sins are covered; 8Blessed is the man to whom the Lord shall not impute sin.” 
· d
· Ephesians 2:8–10 (NKJV) 8For by grace you have been saved through faith, and that not of yourselves; it is the gift of God, 9not of works, lest anyone should boast. 10For we are His workmanship, created in Christ Jesus for good works, which God prepared beforehand that we should walk in them. 
· Grace apart from works
· Works come later –
· Expected fruit
· Thief on the cross is a shining example of this
· “Only Jesus could do that”
· “Who forgives you?”
· Catholic Doctrine of justification – 
· It’s complicated
· I’m going to try and communicate the heart with accuracy
· Salvation is not by grace alone through faith alone.
· According to the Catholic Church, being justified [or declared righteous] before God is a process that begins at the moment of baptism and then progresses and is maintained by a person’s participation in what are called the Seven Sacraments.
· They don’t deny grace, they simply add works WITH grace
· The Council of Trent is relevant because
· It is CURRENT Catholic doctrine (infallible)
· One of the few councils and probably the best known
· Over 18 years 
· Trent VI, Canon 32.
If anyone says that the good works of the one justified are in such manner the gifts of God that they are not also the good merits of him justified; or that the one justified by the good works that he performs by the grace of God and the merit of Jesus Christ, whose living member he is, does not truly merit an increase of grace, eternal life, and in case he dies in grace, the attainment of eternal life itself and also an increase of glory, let him be anathema.
“If any one saith, that the justice received is not preserved and also increased before God through good works; but that the said works are merely the fruits and signs of Justification obtained, but not a cause of the increase thereof; let him be anathema.”
· Trent VI, Canon 24.
If anyone says that the justice received is not preserved and also not increased before God through good works, but that those works are merely the fruits and signs of justification obtained, but not the cause of its increase, let him be anathema.
· http://www.ewtn.com/library/councils/trent6.htm 
· Sanctifying grace
· Baptism – “born again”
· Necessary but not enough
· Justification is a process
· Starts with faith and is continued by works
· 7 sacraments 
· Other good works
· It involves grace and works
· Justification is uncertain
· It’s possible, in RC theology, to have faith in Jesus but not enough good works to be saved
· Justification is temporary
· It can be lost at a moment
· Mortal sins remove grace from the soul
· No list
· Sin of presumption (presuming that you will still be saved 10 years or even 5 minutes from now)
· No peace
· The potential of peace
· The Council of Trent, 1545 to 1563, came out with these statements
· "It is given as a reward, promised by God Himself to be faithfully given to their good works and merits. By those very works which have been done in God, fully satisfied the divine law according to the state of this life and to have truly merited eternal life."
· “But we are saved by grace!”
· Yes we are, the Catholic says
· Our works are done by grace
· But they gain grace?!
· God rejected this concept in the Bible
· Romans 4:4–5 (NKJV) 4Now to him who works, the wages are not counted as grace but as debt. 5But to him who does not work but believes on Him who justifies the ungodly, his faith is accounted for righteousness, 
· Contrast of grace and debt 
· Romans 11:6 (NKJV) 6And if by grace, then it is no longer of works; otherwise grace is no longer grace. But if it is of works, it is no longer grace; otherwise work is no longer work. 
· Grace = unearned!
· Works = earned!
· So they can’t be mixed
· Gospel of PEACE
· Not a temporary cease-fire 
· How? By grace!
· Grace and grace alone can result in peace
· Confidence of having been brought into a loving and blessed relationship with God
· Confidence that condemnation is not coming
· Romans 5:1–2 (NKJV) 1Therefore, having been justified by faith, we have peace with God through our Lord Jesus Christ, 2through whom also we have access by faith into this grace in which we stand, and rejoice in hope of the glory of God. 
· Peace only comes if you are justified by faith
· If there is a constant worry and lack of confidence then you can’t have peace
· They can selectively quote “fathers” but that’s not the thing
· What scriptures do they go to?
· James 2:14-26
· Justified before man
· Faith saves, just not dead faith.
· This doesn’t mean faith + works but real faith results in works
· Philippians 2:12–13 (NKJV) 12Therefore, my beloved, as you have always obeyed, not as in my presence only, but now much more in my absence, work out your own salvation with fear and trembling; 13for it is God who works in you both to will and to do for His good pleasure. 
· FOR IT IS GOD! 
· Works as evidence not admission price!
· Romans 2 
· Ignores context 
Conclusion so far
There is NO validation for the RCC claims for authority
[bookmark: _GoBack]Authority would be the only reason to embrace their extra-biblical teachings
We need to reject the papacy
We need to get back to the word of God
		Like Jesus wants us to!
The RC gospel is flawed
	Catholics can be saved! 
	Let’s share with them

End week 3 – begin week 4

Catholicism
· Already removed the one pillar – authority
· Unbiblical and unhistorical 
· Topic tonight: 5 false teachings of the RCC
· Already exposed the unbiblical gospel of faith + works
· The Council of Trent, 1545 to 1563, came out with these statements
· “To those who work well unto the end, and trust in God, eternal life is to be offered." 
· "It is given as a reward, promised by God Himself to be faithfully given to their good works and merits. By those very works which have been done in God, fully satisfied the divine law according to the state of this life and to have truly merited eternal life."
· Now we will see what this false gospel has lead to
· Most of the unbiblical doctrines come back to this false gospel
· You need works… so, here they are
· 1- 7 sacraments 
· A sacrament verses ordinance
· A sacrament helps save you (means of grace)
· An ordinance is something you are supposed to do 
· Indulgences
· Yes, still doctrine
· An essential one
· Even the most recent pope has given out MANY (even on twitter)
· Grace given out piecemeal by the RCC 
· The Seven Sacraments of the Catholic Church are:
· 1- Baptism – specifically baptism IN the catholic church, generally at infancy
· Because it gets rid of original sin
· Original/inherited sin
· It “makes us Christians” (catholic encyclopedia)
· Its “only a beginning” but “necessary for salvation” (Vatican II)
· Baptism has a qualifier in the Bible
Acts 8:36-37
36Now as they went down the road, they came to some water. And the eunuch said, “See, here is water. What hinders me from being baptized?” 
37Then Philip said, “If you believe with all your heart, you may.” And he answered and said, “I believe that Jesus Christ is the Son of God.” 
· Scripture and examples of unbaptized saved people
· Acts 10 – Cornelius and company 
· Acts 10:47 (NKJV) “Can anyone forbid water, that these should not be baptized who have received the Holy Spirit just as we have?” 
· 2- Penance 
· Going to confession
· This deals with specific sins
· “Venial sins”
· Sins that you will have to pay for but you are still saved
· “mortal sins”
· You walk in unsaved and leave saved again (for now)
· Penance must involve 
· a.) contrition over sin
· b.) confession to a priest
· only the church has the power to forgive
· the keys and the treasury of merit
· this is why he wears a purple stole
· means he has the AUTHORITY to do so (you don’t, I don’t)
· c.) following the instructions of the priest
· typically involving praying ten “Our Fathers” or ten “Hail Mary’s”
· praying the rosary is a work to merit grace
· sometimes requires a religious pilgrimage to a shrine of Christ or Mary or wearing painful clothing 
· Council of Trent
· “Since therefore in the TN the catholic church has received from the institution of Christ the holy visible sacrifice of the Eucharist. It must also be confessed that there is in that church a new visible and external priesthood into which the old has been translated. That this was instituted by the same Lord, our Savior. And that the apostles and their successors in the priesthood was given the power of consecrating, offering and administering His body and blood so also forgiving and retaining sins is shown by the sacred scriptures and has always been taught by the tradition of the catholic church.”
· “Since from the testimony of scripture, apostolic tradition and the unanimous agreement of the fathers it is clear that grace is conferred by sacred ordination which is performed by words and outward signs no one ought to doubt that ORDER is truly and properly one of the seven sacraments of the church”
· problems
· Earning grace
· There is no RC priesthood in the Bible
· We are all priests (1 Peter 2:5, 9)
· James 5:16 (NKJV) 16Confess your trespasses to one another, and pray for one another, that you may be healed. The effective, fervent prayer of a righteous man avails much. 
· You can press the priesthood on to this but you don’t get it FROM this
· You go straight to God through Jesus (no one in between)
· Hebrews
· 3 - Eucharist - also known as Mass
· Mass involves the re-presenting of the sacrifice of Jesus to the Father, in order to appease God’s wrath and cover people’s sins.
· Grace is piecemeal in RCism
· Transubstantiation
· Where the body and blood of Christ are actually LITERALLY present  
· Only a catholic priest can do this
· Substance vs accident
· This is needed for salvation
· Not merely in “remembrance”
· This IS Jesus
· They worship it!
· Evolved over time – Even though they claim it was always viewed this way
· Forgets the Jewishness of Jesus and the disciples (1 Cor 11:23-27)
· Passover, a symbolic meal
· Did they think they were drinking blood?
· No – that was forbidden (and again in Acts 15)
· Context – 
· John 6:35 (NKJV) 35And Jesus said to them, “I am the bread of life. He who comes to Me shall never hunger, and he who believes in Me shall never thirst. 
· NEVER hunger? NEVER thirst?
· It was symbolic
· “born again” – not natural but spiritual
· Jn 4 – “living water… never thirst”
· John 6:63 (NKJV) 63It is the Spirit who gives life; the flesh profits nothing. The words that I speak to you are spirit, and they are life. 
· Not just what the bread and wine become, it’s what the DO!
· They apply the grace of Christ piecemeal
· Hebrews 10:11–14 (NKJV) 11And every priest stands ministering daily and offering repeatedly the same sacrifices, which can never take away sins. 12But this Man, after He had offered one sacrifice for sins forever, sat down at the right hand of God, 13from that time waiting till His enemies are made His footstool. 14For by one offering He has perfected forever those who are being sanctified. 
· In RCism you can take in the blood of Jesus 1,000s of times, and still die and go to hell
· Is Jesus’ body alive or dead in the mass? 
· This is the center of Catholic services
· Because they are paying for sins again, not learning and growing.
· 4- Confirmation
· This occurs when a bishop lays his hand on the head of the Catholic, signifying that they are coming of age
· 5- Matrimony (marriage)
· It is a big deal to have a Catholic wedding… because it is a sacrament 
· 6- Holy Orders (ordination to the office of a bishop, priest, or deacon)
· How do you do this?
· You don’t do it, but you need it!
· You need the RCC to be saved
· Pope Innocent III said in A.D. 1208: “With our hearts we believe and with our lips we confess but one Church, not that of the heretics, but the Holy Roman Catholic and Apostolic Church, outside which we believe that no one is saved.”
· Pope Pius IX said in A.D. 1854: “It must be held by faith that outside the Apostolic Roman Church, no on can be saved; that this is the only ark of salvation; that he who shall not have entered therein will perish in the flood.”
· In 1965 at an event known as “Vatican II” a change took place. Pope Paul VI delivered a message that elevated protestant evangelical believers from being lost to being “separated brethren.” Unfortunately, he also said that the Muslims worshiped the one true God along with Buddhists and made other strange pronouncements without really defining what they meant by it.
· Pope Francis is very ecumenical 
· Recently declared the reformation over 
· Named a building after Martin Luther
· 7- Anointing of the sick (also dying)
· Last rites
· to resolve mortal sins and hope to avoid purgatory 
· 2. Purgatory
· Better than hell, but not good, suffering
· Another result of works
· You haven’t paid enough yet
· This is why they pray for the dead “assist them with our prayers”
· Mass for the dead (grants indulgences) 
· The souls of believers who have died will suffer for a time of purging that will prepare them to enter Heaven.
· To cleanse an individual of imperfections, venial sins [less serious than mortal sins], and faults and to do away with the temporal punishment due to mortal sins that have been forgiven in the Sacrament of Penance.
· Old RC view: pain, suffering, punishment
· Progressive view: cleansing, purification, ???
· What verse do they use?
· Ephesians 5:27 (NKJV) 27that He might present her to Himself a glorious church, not having spot or wrinkle or any such thing, but that she should be holy and without blemish. 
· Ephesians 5:26 (NKJV) 26that He might sanctify and cleanse her with the washing of water by the word, 
· Also 1 Cor 3:10-15
· It is a different judgment for believers
· Works are judged, not us
· One time analysis not ongoing process
· Purpose, reward
· “as through fire” is not “through fire”
· Evangelicals believe that the doctrine of Purgatory is a man-made invention that denies the sufficiency of what Christ did on the cross for our sins.
· The Bible teaches,
· that Christians are immediately, upon death, ushered into the presence of God totally blameless, and forgiven of their sins.
· 2 Corinthians 5:8 absent from the body, present with the Lord
· Philippians 1:21-23 live is Christ, to die is gain
· Jude 24 Now to Him who is able to keep you from stumbling, And to present you faultless Before the presence of His glory with exceeding joy, 
· Hebrews 10:14 For by one offering He has perfected forever those who are being sanctified. 
· If ever there was a person who deserved to go to “Purgatory” (if there was such a thing) it would have been the thief on the cross next to Jesus.
· He had just believed, and had no time to do any good works before he breathed his last, or to be baptized, confirmed, etc. But where did he go? Jesus said to him…
· Luke 23:43“Truly I say to you, today you shall be with Me in Paradise.”
· For the person who has put their faith in Christ, they too will immediately go into the presence of God in “Paradise” (Rev. 2:7).
· The word “Purgatory” does not even appear a single time in the Bible.
· Even though a lot of details are given about heaven, and the final states
· 3. Praying for the dead, and to the saints
· What is a “saint”
· They are in heaven, not purgatory
· They have extra works – enough for your sins too
· They have special access to God and can hear you and help in prayers
· Vs. biblical view that we are all saints
· RCism agrees we are all saints but makes this new category by the same name
· First, let’s consider praying for the dead. (to get them out of purgatory)
· “let us assist them with our prayers”
· The Catholic Church teaches that Christians who are alive on earth can come to the assistance of the souls in Purgatory by
· intercessory prayers 
· alms giving [giving to the poor
· and other pious works.
· Evangelicals reject this on the basis that there is no Scriptural support whatsoever for this doctrine.
· There is not a single example, in the Bible of a person praying for a person who has died.
· Second, let’s consider praying to Mary and the saints. 
· The Catholic Catechism says:
· “The witnesses who have preceded us into the kingdom, especially those whom the Church recognizes as saints, share in the living tradition of prayer by the example of their lives... They contemplate God, praise him and constantly care for those whom they have left on earth. Their intercession is their most exalted service to God's plan. We can and should ask them [the saints] to intercede for us and for the whole world.” (p. 645, #2683, p. 249, #956)
· And so the church encourages its followers to pray prayers like this one to Mary…
· “O Mother of Perpetual Help, thou art the dispenser of all the gifts which God grants to us miserable sinners; and for this end He has made thee so powerful, so rich, and so bountiful, in order that thou mayest help us in our misery. Thou art the advocate of the most wretched and abandoned sinners who have recourse to thee: come to my aid, for I recommend myself to thee. In thy hands I place my eternal salvation, and to thee I entrust my soul. Count me among thy most devoted servants; take me under thy protection, and it is enough for me. For, if thou protect me, I fear nothing; not from my sins, because thou wilt obtain for me the pardon of them; nor from the devils, because thou art more powerful than all hell together; nor even from Jesus, my judge, because by one prayer from thee He will be appeased. But one thing I fear: that in the hour of temptation I may through negligence fail to call on thee and thus perish miserably. Obtain for me, therefore, the pardon of my sins, love for Jesus, final perseverance, and the grace ever to have recourse to thee, O Mother of Perpetual Help.” (This prayer is available on numerous Catholic websites, including this one http://www.dailycatholic.org/perpetua.htm)
· Catholics are encouraged by the Roman Catholic Church to pray prayers like this, not to God, but to Mary! I read this and I gasp! This is absolutely contradicted by the Bible. The Bible says…
· Philippians 4:6: “Let your requests be made known to [who?] God”
· Jesus taught us to pray to “Our Father who art in Heaven" (Matthew 6:9).
· The apostle Paul writes, “For there is one God and one Mediator between God and men, the Man Christ Jesus" (1 Timothy 2:5).
· There are prayers in the Bible from Genesis all the way to the Book of Revelation…
· and NONE of them are addressed to a saint, an angel, or anyone other than God
· In fact, numerous passages in the Old Testament condemn all attempts to communicate with the dead. Those verses include:
· –Deuteronomy 18:10-12
· –Leviticus 20:6, 27
· –1 Samuel 28:5-18
· –Isaiah 8:19-20 
· Veneration of the saints (worshiping)
· Making images of
· Bowing physically to 
· Lighting candles
· Praying to
· Thanking
· These are all the same things the OT forbid
· Latria vs Dulia
· Latria is worship
· Dulia is veneration
· Mary gets Hyperdulia 
· This distinction isn’t in the Bible
· It’s fake
· It looks like a duck, quacks like a duck, walks like a duck, but it’s a dook!
· Prayer vs prayer
· You are giving to them what belongs to God
· Every knee bowed, prayer offered is given to a saint instead of God!
· Is it a serious thing that the Catholic Church would mislead multitudes of people away from the living God and into prayer to the dead?
· Absolutely!
· Did you know that in the Old Testament, if a person violated these commands they were to be put to death? Am I suggesting that anybody do that now? God forbid! It does show you though how serious God takes the issue.
· A fourth we disagree has to do with…
· 4. Mary
· The Catholic Church teaches that Mary
· was immaculately conceived (that is to say, “preserved immaculate from all stain of original sin”-Pope Pius IX, 1854)
· Defense? She had to be to carry Christ
· Confusing her body with Jesus’ body (same error the modern pro-choice movement makes)
· wouldn’t Jesus want to keep His mother from sin
· Lived a sinless life!
· For example, regarding the Catholic teaching on Mary’s supposed sinlessness,
· Luke 1:46 where Mary herself states “My spirit rejoices in God my savior”
· Only sinners need a savior
· Romans 3:10 “There is none righteous, no not one.”
· Mark 10:18 where Jesus said: "No one is good except God alone.”
· Remained a virgin after the birth of Christ
· “perpetual virginity of Mary”
· But the Bible says 
· Jesus had brothers and sisters
· Matthew 1:24–25 (NKJV) 24Then Joseph, being aroused from sleep, did as the angel of the Lord commanded him and took to him his wife, 25and did not know her till she had brought forth her firstborn Son. And he called His name Jesus. 
· Mt 13:55, Mk 6:3, Jn 2:12, 7:3, 5, Acts 1:14, 1 Cor 9:5, Gal 1:19
· Mt 12:46-50 Jesus’ mother and brothers were standing outside wanting to speak to Him
· was bodily assumed up into Heaven
· On November 1, 1950, Pope Pius XII solemnly declared:
By the authority of our Lord Jesus Christ, of the Blessed Apostles Peter and Paul, and by our own authority, we pronounce, declare, and define it to be a divinely revealed dogma: that the Immaculate Mother of God, the ever Virgin Mary, having completed the course of her earthly life, was assumed body and soul into heavenly glory
· Bodily assumption of Mary
· First expressed in the 5th and 6th century
· An apocryphal gospel 
· Not historical, not valuable
· A document put on the index of forbidden books (by 2 popes)
· plays a part in our salvation as a Mediatrix with Christ.
· She mediates too! 
· 1 Timothy 2:5 (NKJV) 5For there is one God and one Mediator between God and men, the Man Christ Jesus, 
· Catholic justification for Marian traditions
· Luke 1:42 “blessed are you among women”
· Luke 1:47–48 And my spirit has rejoiced in God my Savior. 48For He has regarded the lowly state of His maidservant; For behold, henceforth all generations will call me blessed. 
· Does calling her “blessed” mean…
· Immaculate conception?
· Sinless life?
· Perpetual virginity?
· Merits for your salvation?
· These ideas aren’t in the Bible
· Other RCC reasoning
· Wouldn’t Jesus want to honor His mother?
· Response:
· This isn’t theology, it’s hypothetical assumptions
· I can justify universal salvation this way
· Wouldn’t Jesus want to save everyone?
· I can justify private revelations this way
· Wouldn’t Jesus want me to hear his voice?
· It’s not theology
· John Paul II's Book of Mary.
· The book says it is for people, quote: "Who seek a deeper relationship with Jesus and His mother."
· And the table of contents list all the titles that the Pope applied to Mary, "Gate of heaven, Mediatrix of all graces, Mirror of Perfection, Mother of the Church, Mother of mercy, Pillar of faith, Seat of wisdom."
· When he became Pope in 1978 he formally rededicated himself and his whole Pontificate to Mary.
· His personal slogan which he embroidered into all his Papal robes in Latin, Totus tuos ego sum maria, I am totally yours, Mary.  
· His last will and testament
· after devoting himself to Mary, he said, "I place this moment...”referring to the moment of his death... “in the hands of the mother of my master, totus tuos. In the same eternal hands I leave everything and everyone to whom I have been connected by my life and my vocation, in these hands I leave above all the Church and also my nation and all of humanity." 
· And the last pope, Benedictus XVI, Ratzinger is his given name
· In his first statement as Pope said, "I place the Church and myself into the hands of Mary."
· Pope Francis “Mary brings us to God” http://airmaria.com/category/subjects/popes/pope-francis-on-mary/ 
· He also dedicated his pontificate to Mary
· First place he went after becoming the pope
· Saint Mary Major – 
· He bowed there before an altar to Mary and presented her with a bouqet of flowers.
· “It was a lovely moment of prayer to the Virgin, after offering her the bouquet of flowers. He stayed a while praying in silence. Then we all sang the Salve Regina.”
· Title: Hail Holy Queen
“Hail, holy Queen, Mother of Mercy!
Our life, our sweetness, and our hope!
To thee do we cry, poor banished children of Eve, 
to thee do we send up our sighs, 
mourning and weeping in this valley, of tears.
Turn, then, most gracious advocate,
thine eyes of mercy toward us; 
and after this our exile show unto us the
blessed fruit of thy womb Jesus;
O clement, O loving, O sweet virgin Mary.
V. Pray for us, O holy Mother of God
R. That we may be made worthy of the promises of Christ”
· Mary would be horrified by this 
· Evangelicals believe Mary was…
· A woman God chose to use wonderfully
· A woman of faith
· The Mother of Jesus 
· Scripture contradicts the Catholic understanding of Mary
· A fifth area we disagree…
· 5. The Bible
· Evangelicals believe that the Bible is made up of 66 books 
· Catholics have what we have plus 11 more books
· The Catholic Church, in 1546 at an event known as the Council of Trent
· Added 11 Jewish writings to the Bible (known as the “Apocrypha” to Protestants) and the “Deuterocanonical books” (lit. “second canon”) to the Catholics.
· Trent on the apocrypha
· . . . if any one receive not, as sacred and canonical, the said books entire with all their parts, as they have been used to be read in the Catholic Church, and as they are contained in the old Latin vulgate edition; and knowingly and deliberately contemn the traditions aforesaid; let him be anathema.
· What is the Apocrypha?
· The Apocrypha is a collection of fourteen Jewish writings that were written down between 200 B.C. and 100 A.D.
· Eleven of those fourteen books were accepted by the Catholic Church as God-inspired Scriptures and were placed in the Catholic Bible.
· Tobit, Judith, 1& 2 Maccabees, and Baruch, Bel and the Dragon, the Rest of Esther, etc.
· The Catholic Church made this official statement about the Apocrypha: 
· “If anyone, however, should not accept the said books as sacred and canonical [ i.e. part of the Bible], entire with all their parts…and if both knowingly and deliberately he should condemn the aforesaid tradition let him be anathema." (Cited in Roman Catholics and Evangelicals: Agreements and Differences, by Geisler and MacKenzie, p. 157.)
· Why has the church NEVER accepted the Apocrypha.
· 1. Neither Jesus nor the New Testament writers ever quoted from the Apocrypha as Scripture.
· Though Jesus and the apostles cite the Old Testament nearly 300 times in the pages of the New Testament
· they never quote any of the apocryphal books accepted by the Roman Catholic Church.
· No “it is written” or “thus saith the Lord” 
· 2. The Apocrypha contains numerous historical, geographical and chronological errors.
· There are many examples of this.
· One error is found in the Book of Judith where it speaks of Nebuchadnezzar reigning in Nineveh. But it is a historical fact that this was never the case. Nebuchadnezzar was the king of Babylon.
· How old was Tobit?
· the Apocrypha claims that Tobit was alive when the Assyrians conquered Israel in 722 B.C.
· and also when Jeroboam revolted against Judah in 931 B.C.,
· which would make him at least 209 years old;
· yet according to the account, he died when he was 158 years.
· 3. The Jews themselves never accepted the Apocrypha as inspired.
· The Jews had the same OT that we have
· Rom 3:2 “To them were committed the oracles of God”
· Jesus verified it was scripture… he did NOT include the apocrypha
· Luke 24:44 Then He said to them, “These are the words which I spoke to you while I was still with you, that all things must be fulfilled which were written in the Law of Moses and the Prophets and the Psalms concerning Me.” 
· That’s the same OT as we have, which excludes the Apocrypha
· 4. The Apocrypha contains no predictive prophecy to help substantiate its claims.
· The Bible over and over proves its claim to divine inspiration with hundreds of fulfilled prophecies.
· In fact, 27% percent of the Bible contains predictive prophecy, and half of them have already been fulfilled  
· Unlike the books of the Bible, the Apocrypha contains none.
· 5. The Apocrypha never claims to be the inspired Word of God.
· Unlike the Old Testament books that over and over say things, like “thus says the Lord” or “the word of the LORD came unto him” the Apocrypha never says anything like this.
· Like Mary, the Catholic church is giving it a title it NEVER asked for
· Its unwise to call the authors of the Apocrypha “prophets” or “spokespersons of God,” when that is something that they themselves did not claim to be.
· 6. The Apocrypha was rejected by many of the leading early church fathers.
· The early church recognized a distinction between the Old Testament and the apocryphal books
· Many of them, men such as Athanasius, Cyril of Jerusalem, Origen, spoke out against them.
· Even pope Gregory the Great!
· 7. Jerome rejected the Apocrypha and left them out of His Latin translation of the Bible (the Vulgate).
· Jerome (who lived from 340-420 A.D.) was the man, who translated, for the first time, the Bible from Greek into Latin. Jerome is considered to be the greatest biblical and Hebrew scholars of the early medieval period. Jerome’s translation (known as the Vulgate) became the Bible translation for centuries to follow. It even became the official translation of the Roman Catholic Church.
· So if Jerome left them out of his translation, how did the Apocryphal books end up in the Vulgate, the Catholic Bible? The Church inserted them into the Vulgate after he died.
· 8. The Apocrypha contains numerous non-biblical and heretical doctrines.
· –The Apocrypha teaches the erroneous unbiblical doctrine of the pre-existence of the soul, suggesting that the kind of body one now has is determined by the character of his soul in a previous life (Wisdom of Solomon 8:19-20).
· –The Apocrypha teaches prayer for the dead (2 Maccabees 12:41-46)
· - 1 Maccabees rules itself out… it says prophecy had ended
· 
· –The doctrine of Purgatory (that even the righteous must suffer after death for a time before they will be accepted into Heaven).
· –The Apocrypha teaches that salvation is available through good works (through the giving of alms) in Tobit 12:9.
· Tobit 3:9 says, “It is better to give alms than to lay up gold: alms doth deliver from death, and it shall purge away all sin”
· Tobit 4:11 says, “For alms deliver from all sin and from death, and will not suffer the soul to go into darkness."
· These are doctrines that are not supported in the Bible, and are clearly even contradicted by authentic, proven Scripture, Scripture that was validated as true by Jesus Himself.
· 9. The Apocrypha was not formally declared to be authoritative and inspired by the Catholic Church until 1546.
· 1500 plus years after they were written!!
· Why did they do this so late? 
· To counter the teachings of Martin Luther and the other reformers.
· These men were exposing the fact that the Catholic Church was basing certain teachings on the Apocrypha, and not the sixty-six books of the Bible. So, the Catholic Church, officially declared that the Apocrypha was part of the Bible, inspired by God, and to be accepted with the rest of the Bible!
· So for these reasons Evangelicals reject the Apocrypha.
· What do we learn?
· We need to just be simple, biblical Christians
· The Bible is our text!
· Jesus is our only savior!
· Be biblical… please be biblical!






· Did you realize that many of the traditions of the Catholic Church have no ties to the apostles or to Jesus?
· Examples of strange unbiblical traditions
· – The perpetual virginity of Mary:  553 A.D. Fifth Ecumenical Council at Constantinople
· – Purgatory: 593 A.D.
· – Prayer to Mary, the saints and angels: 600 A.D.
· – The practice of kissing the Pope’s foot: 709 A.D.
· – The canonization of the dead saints: 995 A.D.
· – Celibacy of the priesthood: 1079 A.D.
· – Praying the Rosary: 1090 A.D.
· – Transubstantiation and confessing sins to a priest: 1215 A.D.
· In fact all believers are priests 
· – Belief in the seven sacraments: Late 13th century 
· – The Sinlessness of Mary: 1547 A.D. @ Council of Trent
· – The Infallibility of the Pope: 1870 A.D.
· – Mary being the co-redeemer/mediatrix with Christ: 1891 A.D. Pope Leo XIII
· – Mary being caught up to Heaven in bodily form: 1950 A.D. Pope Pius XII
· (These dates are taken from The Moody Handbook of Theology, p.404, 531-32 & Roman Catholics & Evangelicals by Norman Geisler and Ralph MacKenzie).




All right, let's talk fourthly about...
· IV. SHARING THE TRUTH IN LOVE WITH CATHOLICS
· 1. Remember to be speak kindly, with humility and gentleness.
· Our goal as ambassadors of Christ is never to shoot down people of other persuasions. No. We need to be merciful to our Catholic friends. Many of them are Catholics because they were raised in the religion. Many of them have never even heard some of the verses that we’ve talked about here. So God desires that we be patient with them. Notice what 2 Timothy 2:24-25 says:
· “And a servant of the Lord must not quarrel but be gentle to all, able to teach, patient, in humility correcting those who are in opposition, if God perhaps will grant them repentance, so that they may know the truth.”
· We are to be "speaking the truth in love” (Ephesians 4:15).
· 2. Ask them about their beliefs.
· Don’t just assume that every Catholic believes the same thing.
· Some may not believe in Purgatory or praying to the saints.
· So ask them what they believe about Purgatory, salvation, Mary, and so on.
· 3. Identify some of the beliefs you have in common. 
· As I mentioned earlier, Evangelicals and Catholics have a lot of agreements. I encourage you to bring some of those up. A person is much more inclined to talk about disagreements after a friendly chat about areas of agreement.
· 4. Ask them about their salvation. 
· “If you were to die today and stand before God and He was to ask you ‘Why should I allow you into Heaven?’ What would you say?
· Most Catholics say, “Because I am a good person.”
· Well, as you know that is the wrong answer. Jesus said there was none who was good except God alone (Luke 18:19). There is none righteous no not one (Romans 3:10). 
· Point that out to them and...
· 5. Share the gospel. 
· And keep it simple. (No big words!) Share verses from the Bible if you have a Bible on you. 
· Seeing the Word of God with their own eyes in the Bible will often be much more effective than just sharing with them.
· 6. Invite them to church.
· Many Catholics have been led into the light after experiencing a church service where there is genuine, heart-felt worship taking place and where the Bible is taught in an expository way! 
· 7. Encourage them to read the Bible. 
· Many Catholics never read the Bible.
· that is why they continue to believe much of what the Catholic Church teaches
· Jesus said you shall know the truth and the truth will set you free
· If a Catholic will only start reading their Bible, God will show them wonderful things!
· The Word of God opens eyes 

· His infallibility
· Further, Catholic dogma says, "The Pope is infallible when he speaks ex cathedra," ex cathedra...cathedrais chair, seat...ex...when he speaks out of his seat, when he speaks as Pope he is infallible. Catholic dogma says, "God in heaven will confirm the Pope's judgment. In his capacity of supreme doctor of the faith, he is preserved from error." By the way, Papal infallibility was voted in in 1870, that was convenient. It was voted in by a split vote, interesting. They had to vote several times to finally get it through and it never was unanimous.
· The Papacy is unbiblical
· Not one shred of evidence for it… 
· Succession from Peter???
· But there were periods of time when there was no bishop in Rome at all...304 to 308, 638 to 640, 1085 and 86, 1241 to 43, 1269 to 71, 1292 to 1294, 1314 to 1316, 1415 to 1417 there weren't any. And the point I am making is there's no succession here, certainly there's no divine succession. The papacy was bought and sold and bartered. It was invented. It was reinvented. At some points there were as many as three who all called themselves Popes at the same time, fighting for power. Alexander VI bought the papacy as an illustration. Having purchased enough votes, the majority was attained when he voted for himself. In his days the Vatican was the scene, says a historian, of frequent orgies, such as the Banquet of Chestnuts attended by 50 or more prostitutes who squirmed and crawled naked amidst lit candles to pick up chestnuts scattered on the floor and afterwards entertained the guests in carnal indulgence. One historian says in Alexander VI, the papacy stood forth in all the strength of its emancipation from morality. The litany of licentiousness in the history of the papacy is staggering, absolutely staggering. Bought and sold, fought over, murdered for, multiple Popes, conflicting lists of Popes with different names, different numbers, if it wasn't so sad it would be like a joke. It wasn't really until Gregory the Great, 590 to 604, that there was a legitimate Pope. Supposedly from Peter on there was a succession falsified, forged documents were intended to prove that.
· The Power of the Pope
· Power over every nation
· At the consecration of Roman Catholic bishops there is an oath of allegiance to the Pope. Whenever a bishop is consecrated, an allegiance oath is given. Here's what it says, "With all my power I will persecute and make war on all heretics, schismatics and those who rebel against our Lord the Pope, and all his successors, so help me, God, and these holy gospels of God."

