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INTRODUCTION

Ever snce Martin Luther’s cry of “sola scriptura” (Scripture done is our authoritative source of truth),
there has been an on-going debate between Catholics and Protestants as to whether the truth isto be
found in the Bible done, or in the Bible plus “ Tradition”. | will discuss tradition and the doctrine of
infdlibility later in this paper.

If Chrigianity redly works, then it has to work under dl circumstances. That includes working for new
converts who are isolated in prisons and have no Bible and no fdlow Christians to help them. That kind
of thing is happening today in some Mudim nations. 'Y ou can get information about this from a ministry
called Open Doors. (Seethe Endnotes.) [Note 1]

God has provided for such stuations by giving us the Holy Spirit, who helps us remember things
(especidly Scripture) and enables us to understand the things of God. (See John 14:26 and 1
Corinthians 2.9-16.) It isthrough prayer and the guidance of the Holy Spirit that we are able to
understand Scripture.

Jesus sad that the Holy Spirit (the Comforter) “will guide you into dl truth” (John 16:13; see John 16:7-
15). Jesussad, “But the Comforter, which isthe Holy Ghost, whom the Father will send in my name,
he shdl teach you dl things, and bring dl things to your remembrance, whatsoever | have said unto
you.” (John 14:26) (Scripture quotations are in the King James Version.)

The Apostle John said, “But the anointing which ye have received of him abideth in you, and ye need
not that any man teach you; but as the same anointing teacheth you of dl things, and is truth, and isno
lie, and even asit hath taught you, ye shal abidein him.” (1 John 2:27) | don't redlly understand what
“the anointing” means, but this Scripture clearly shows that in some way God has enabled usto learn
what we need to know directly from Him.

2 Peter 1:3 says “According as his divine power hath given unto us al things that pertain unto life and
godliness, through the knowledge of him that hath called usto glory and virtue®. In other words, God
has dready provided us with what we need for life and godliness. It isvauable to have Bibles and
pastors and teachers. If they are availaole, then we should benefit from them as much as possble. But if



those things are not available, then God is powerful enough to enable usto live godly lives without them.
Jude 1:24 saysthat God is able to keep us from faling.

TRADITION

The Catholic Church officidly sates that Cathalic tradition is equd in authority to the Bible. [Note 2]
The problem isthat Cathalic tradition congsts of various expressions of worship and belief of the
Catholic people. [Note 3] Itisnebulous. It kegps changing. You cannot find it written in one place.
You can't redly put your hands on exactly what it is.

Additiond information about tradition and the doctrine of infdlibility is given in the Appendix. For a
real understanding of the subject | strongly recommend that you read pages 229 to 309 of the book
“The Gospel According to Rome’ by James McCarthy. Anybody who is serious about understanding
the fundamental issues of Catholicism should read this book. Y ou can go ontline and use asearch
engine to check his references to the “ Catechism of the Catholic Church”. (See Note 2) If you want a
more thorough understanding of the historica aspect of tradition and infdlibility, then read pages 22 to
71 of “The Church of Rome a the Bar of History” by William Webster.

For Jesus evduation of the rdigious traditions of histime, read Mark 7:1-13 and Matthew 15:1-9.
Jesus rebuked the scribes and Pharisees because their traditions nullified the Word of God. He used
Scripture to measure the vdidity of their religious traditions. He was distressed because the religious
leaders of histime consdered their traditions to be equa in authority to Scripture. He rebuked them
saying, “This people draweth nigh unto me with their mouth, and honoureth me with therr lips, but their
heart isfar from me. But in vain they do worship me, teaching for doctrines the commandments of
men.” (Matthew 15:8-9) In Mark 7:8, Jesus says, “For laying asde the commandment of God, ye hold
the traditions of men”. (See Mark 7:6-8.)

The Bible clearly tells us that we are not to add to Scripture or take away fromit. We need to stay with
what has been written.

Deuteronomy 4:2 says, “Y e shdl not add unto the word which | command you, neither shal ye diminish
ought from it, that ye may keep the commandments of the LORD your God which | command you.” In
other words, adding to Scripture resultsin disobeying God. If we say that Tradition is equd in authority
to Scripture, then we can no longer use Scripture to test Tradition, like Jesus did. Instead, we are
alowing Tradition to determine how we interpret Scripture. Either thisis “adding to Scripture” or dseit
isperiloudy closetoit.

Deuteronomy 12:32 says, “What thing soever | command you, observe to do it; thou shalt not add
thereto, nor diminish fromit.” Proverbs 30:5-6 says, “Every word of God is pure: heisa shidd unto
them that put their trust in him. Add thou not unto his words, lest he reprove thee, and thou be found a
liar.” Revdation 22:18-19 warnsthat adding to God' s words can cause a person to have their name be
removed from the “book of life".



INFALLIBILITY

The doctrine of papd infdlibility is based upon Maithew 16:18 in which Jesustells Peter, “And | say
unto thee, That thou are Peter, and upon this rock | will build my church; and the gates of hdll shdl not
preval agang it.” A huge doctrine with immense historica consequences has been built upon one short
verse. The question is, does the rock on which the church is built represent Peter or doesiit represent
Jesus?

Peter himsdf answers this question when he saysthat Jesusisaliving sone (1 Peter 2:4). (Thisisa
Messanic prophecy which Peter quotes from Isaiah 28:16.) The Apostle Paul saysthat Jesus Christ is
our spiritua Rock (1 Corinthians 10:4). In Romans 9:31-33, Paul says that Jesus was arock of offense
for the Isradlites who were trying to be saved by works of the law instead of by faith.

In the New Testament there are three words for “stone’. “Lithos’ means a stone like amill stone or a
stumbling stone. The other two words are “petra’ and “petros’. “Vine's Expostory Dictionary” says,
“‘Petra [Strong’s number 4073] denotes ‘amass of rock,” as ditinct from *petros,” [Strong’ s number
4074], * adetached stone or boulder,” or a stone that might be thrown or easily moved.”

In Matthew 16:18, the word for Peter is“petros,” a detached stone that can easily be moved. The
word for the rock on which the church is built is* petra,” amass of rock. Other examples of the use of
“petrd’ show what a huge mass of rock is meant by the word. They include the man who built his
house on rock, as opposed to sand (Matthew 7:24-27) and the tomb where Jesus' body was pt,
which was carved out of arock (Matthew 27:60).

Debating the fine points of alanguage that most of us don't understand (Greek) is not the only way to
gpproach this problem.

The Bible commends the people of Berea because they “ searched the Scriptures daily” in order to “see
whether these thingswere so”. (Acts 17:10-11) God wants His people to check everything againgt
Scripture.

In the days of the Apostle Paul, the Scriptures consisted of the Old Testament. The New Testament
was in the process of being written (Paul and other apostles were writing letters and Matthew, Mark,
Luke and John were writing the Gospels). Paul’ s epistles congtitute about one-fourth of the New
Testament. These are Scriptures that we study, and that theologians andyze. Paul was one of the
leading theologians of histime. In addition, he had been to the Third Heaven where he had seen
mysteries that he was not alowed to tell us about. (2 Corinthians 12:2-4) But the Bible does not criticize
the Bereans for questioning what the Apostle Paul taught them. Rather, it commends them for checking
it out for themsalves by comparing his teaching with Scripture.

1 Thessdonians 5:21 says, “Prove dl things, hold fast that whichisgood.” (According to “Strong's
Concordance,” the word “prove’” means “to test”.) God requires that every man and woman test al
things for themselves.



However, the Catholic Church teaches that only the Magisterium of the Church (the Pope and the
bishops in communion with him) hasthe right to interpret Scripture. People like you and | (and the
Bereans) are not alowed to interpret Scripture for themselves. [Note 4]

Where does the Catholic approach leave Christian prisoners in countries where there is persecution?
All they have to go onis prayer and their memory of Scripture. They can't read aBible. They can't
consult with apriest or bishop. They are often doing well if they get to see any Chrigtians at dl. Would
God st up asystem that doesn't take care of His most faithful followers, those who are willing to pay
the highest price for serving Him?

Catholicism teaches that Chrigtians are supposed to “receive with docility” any directives given to them
by Church authorities. [Note 5] According to “Webster’s Dictionary,” “docile€’ means * disposed to be
taught; tractable; as, adocile child”. Theword “tractable’ means “capable of being eadly led, taught,
or controlled; docile.”

That doesn't sound like Berean men who are studying the Scriptures to see whether or not what the
Apostle Paul taught them is Biblicd. Rather, it sounds like ayoung child who accepts without question
whatever his parentstell him. Infact, | believethat is precisely what Jesus warned us againgt when He
told usto “Cdl no man father”. (Matthew 23:9)

Following is the ending of the bull “Ineffabilis Deus’ in which Pope Pius I X declared the dogma of the
Immaculate Conception of Mary in 1854. The phrase * subject themselves to the penalties ordained by
law” is sgnificant because less than 30 years earlier, aman in Spain was executed for heresy. [Note 6]

“Therefore, if some should presume to think in their hearts otherwise than we have
defined (which God forbid), they shdl know and thoroughly understand thet they are by
their own judgment condemned, have made shipwreck concerning the faith, and fallen
away from the unity of the Church; and, moreover, that they, by this very act, subject
themsdlves to the pendties ordained by law, if, by word or writing, or any other externa
means, they dare to Sgnify what they think in their hearts.” [Note 7]

Did Jesustreat people like this for disagreeing in their hearts with something which He or the Apostles
told them? With amazing patience He kept on teaching the crowds of people, healing the sick and
demondtrating the love and the power of God. When His disciples didn’t understand His teachings, He
explained them. (Luke 8:5-15) When the rich young man turned away from Jesus, He didn’t rebuke him
or threaten him. He let him go. (Matthew 19:16-22) In John 6:48-68, Jesus gave a teaching that was
difficult for people. Many of His disciplesleft him and no longer followed Him. He asked the Twelve,
“Will yedso go away?’ (Verse 67) He didn’t threaten them or rebuke them. Hedidn't try to force
them to believe what He taught them. He left them free to believe or not believe, to stay or to leave.



Now if Jesus didn’t demand that people believe His teachings about morals and doctrine, then how can
anybody elsevdidly doit? Nobody ese has the purity of doctrine, or the purity of heart, that Jesus did.

There was one occasion when James and John wanted to cal down fire on some Samaritans who
wouldn't listen to them. Jesus rebuked them saying, “Y ou know not what manner of spirit ye are of.”
(Luke 9:55-56; see Luke 9:51-56.)

Look at how Jesus responded to “doubting Thomas™. All of the Apostles except Thomas had seen
Jesus after the Resurrection.  Jesus had repeatedly told his Disciples that He would be crucified and
then resurrected on the third day. In spite of dl that, Thomas said that he wouldn't believe unless he put
his finger into the holes from the nails, and put his hand into the wound in Jesus sde. When Jesus
gppeared again, did He rebuke Thomas? No. Did Jesus call down curses and anathemas on Thomas
for not believing what the Apostles had said? No. Heinvited Thomasto put his finger into the nall
holes and to put his hand into the wound in Jesus side. In other words, he invited Thomas to check it
out for himsdf. (See John 20:24-29)

Look at atheologica confrontation that occursin Galatians 2:11-16. Peter made a decision that was
theologically incorrect. Paul publicly scolded Peter “to hisface” for it, and then he wrote to the Gaatian
church about it. We have no record that Paul was rebuked for this. He certainly wasn't embarrassed
by it because he used the incident as ateaching illudtration in his Epistle to the Galians.

According to the Catholic Church, Peter was the first pope. How does Peter address people? Does
he demand that they believe what he says? Read the two epistles of Peter. (They areshort.) In1
Peter, he identifies himsdf as “ Peter, an gpostle of Jesus Chrit” (1 Peter 1:1). In 2 Peter, he identifies
himsdf as*“ Simon Peter, a servant and an gpostle of Jesus Christ” (2 Peter 1:1). He does not set
himsdf gpart as being in a higher position of authority than the other gposties.

It is Peter who tells usthat al Christians are “a chosen generation, aroyd priesthood, an holy nation, a
peculiar people’. (1 Peter 2:9) Hetellsus” Ye aso, aslively stones, are built up aspiritua house, an
holy priesthood, to offer up spiritual sacrifices, acceptable to God by Jesus Christ.” (1 Peter 2:5) Peter
(supposedly the first pope) says that every Christian man and woman is a priest, and that our spiritual
sacrifices can be acceptable to God.

DANGERS OF INFALLIBILITY
DECEPTION

When the Disciples asked Jesus what the Sgns of the End Times would be, the firgt thing that He said
was, “Take heed that no man decelve you.” (Matthew 24:4) The main Sgn of the End Timesis

deception.

If every Chrigtian reads the Bible and checks things out againgt Scripture (like the Bereans did), then the
devil and his demon cohorts will have atough job decelving each of the Chrisiansindividudly.



However, if Chrigtians are required to accept whatever the Pope says “with docility” (like atrusting,
unquestioning child), then the devil’sjob is much easier. If he can just decelve the Pope to the point
where he declares an error to be doctrine, then the devil has successfully deceived everybody who is
under the Pope' s authority.

| wrote this paper because I'm afraid that thisis precisely what is going to happen. There is something
supernatura which has been appearing as“Mary”. Sheistrying to get the Pope to proclaim that Mary
is Co-Redempitrix (she and Jesus together redeemed us from sin). [Note 8] She says that she will put
her “sign” on the foreheads of her followers during the End Times. According to “Webster's
Dictionary,” one of the definitions of theword “sgn” is“mark”. So “Mary” wants to put her mark on
people sforeheads. [Note 9]

The Bible says that Satan can appear looking like an angd of light. (2 Corinthians 11:14) | am afraid
that thisfalse “Mary” will lead the Catholic Church into deception. If she can decelve the Pope into
declaring false doctrines, then the entire Catholic Church will be required to believe them.

She will be difficult to resst. Sheis beautiful and persuasive. An encounter with something supernatura
like this can be overwhdming. It isdifficult to keep adear mind and “try [test] the spirits whether they
are of God”. (1 John 4:1)

The Apostle Peter was s0 deceived by the devil that Jesus rebuked him saying, “ Get thee behind me,
Satan: thou art an offense unto me; for thou savourest not the things that be of God, but those that be of
men.” (Matthew 16:23, Mark 8:33, Luke 4:8) The devil successfully deceived Peter concerning an
important matter of faith (the death and resurrection of Jesus, as prophesied by Jesus Himsdlf). So how
can the popes (who claim to be the successors of Peter) say that the devil isincapable of deceiving
them?

CORRUPTION

It has been said that “ Power corrupts and absolute power corrupts absolutely.” [Note 10] When you
give any one man (the Pope) or group of men (the Magisterium) the power to define what people are
required to believe in order to be able to go to Heaven, then you invite abuses of power.

Higtory isfull of examples of this abuse of power. Paul Johnson is adevout Catholic and a prominent
higtorian. Hisbook “A History of Chrigtianity” shows many examples of abuses of power inthe
chapter entitled “From Martyrsto Inquisitors’ (pages 67 to 124) and elsewhere.

Maachi Martin was a Catholic priest, a Vatican insgder, and the personal confessor of Pope John
XXIIl. He consgdered himself to be a*Pope’'sman”. He wrote abook entitled “The Decline and Fall
of the Roman Church.” [Note 11] This Catholic book about the history of the papacy shows great
immordity, cruelty, and abuses of power.



Fr. Martin tells of popes who came to power by murder, by armed conquest, and by buying the
papacy. Many popes openly fornicated with women and with boys. Some popes were incredibly
cruel. For example, Pope Stephen 1V condemned aman to be killed by having little pieces of his body
cut off of him every day until he died. (pages 85-89) Pope Benedict I X was bisexud, he had sex with
animass, and he gave orders for people to be murdered. He aso practiced witchcraft and Satanism.
(Page 132) (Pleaseforgive the gory detalls, but | can’'t make my point without mentioning them. I've
tried to keep it to aminimum.)

Obvioudy, not al popes are like that. But some were. There is no guarantee that it won’t happen again.

Fr. Martin has other books which show what goes on behind the scenes at the Vatican. “The Jesuits’
and “The Keys of ThisBlood” are quite recent and are easy to obtain. However, the most
comprehensive higorica pictureis given in “The Decline and Fal of the Roman Church”. (It isout of
print but Note 11 tells you how to get it.)

David Y dlop wrote the book, “In God' s Name: An Investigation into the Murder of Pope John Paul 1.”
Vatican insders asked Ydlop to investigate the deeth of John Paul | because they suspected that he
was murdered. Yadlop did his homework. Hisinformation comes from interviews with Vatican ingders
and Mafiagangsers. He gives areveding and disturbing picture of life in the Vaican, including a
quotation of Pope John Paul | to avidting reative. The Pope said, “ There are two things that are hard
to find in the Vatican: the truth and agood cup of coffee.”

| redlize that there have been scanddsin many Chrigtian denominations throughout Church history.
Jesus warned us about wolvesin sheegp's clothing. (Matthew 7:15) Therefore, we should not be
shocked when we discover some of them.

In Matthew 7:15, Jesusis talking about false prophets. Prophets are people who claim to speak for
God. That is precisely what the Pope does. He claimsto be the vicar (representative) of Christ. The
Magisterium aso claimsto spesk for Christ. The “Catechism of the Catholic Church” saysthat
whoever listens to the Pope and the bishops (the Magisterium) is actudly listening to Christ. [Note 12]

There have been tares among the wheet, and wolves among the sheep, throughout Church history. No
denomination has been perfect. However, only the Catholic Church cdlamsto beinfdlible. That dam
makes wolves in shegp's clothing far more dangerous because of the power that it gives them over the
minds (and therefore the lives) of other people.

CONCLUSION

Jesus promised us that the gates of hell will not prevail againgt His Church. That requires the
supernaturd intervention of God. According to the Bible, God has done this by sending us the Holy
Spirit to teach us and to guide us. 2 Timothy 3:16 saysthat Scripture is the key to sound doctrine and
ingruction in righteousness.



According to the Catholic Church, God has miraculoudly protected the popes from making errors when
they make pronouncements about faith or moras. Thisideahas anatural appea. Wewould dl liketo
have magica protection from error. Also, it is nice to be able to be passive spectators, receiving “with
docility” whatever our superiors give us, without having to face the responghility of checking it out for
oursalves. But attractive or not, thisideais not supported by Scripture or by Church history. (Seethe

Appendix.)

What is our source of authority? God. He reveds Himsdf and Hiswaysin the Bible, which He has
given usfor ingruction in doctrine and in how to live aGodly life. (2 Timothy 3:16) And He has sent the
Holy Spirit to enable us to understand Scripture, and to “guide usinto dl truth.” (John 16:13)

APPENDIX

Following is some additiond information which shows that the doctrine of pagpd infdlibility is contrary to
both Scripture and Church history.

The Early Fathers used Scripture as the sandard againgt which they tested Church tradition. The
modern Catholic doctrine that Church tradition is equd in authority with the Bible is contrary to the
writings of the Early Fathers. [Note 13]

According to the officid teaching of the Catholic Church, Catholic men and women are not dlowed to
believe what they read in the Bible without first checking it out with the Catholic Church. They are
required to find out how the bishops of the Church interpret a passage and they are to accept what the
bishops teach “with docility” asif it came from Jesus Christ Himsdlf. They are not allowed to use their
own judgment or follow their own conscience. They are required to believe whatever the bishops teach
without questioning it. [Note 14]

The Catholic Church teaches that when the bishops officidly teach doctrine relating to faith and mords,
then God supernaturdly prevents them from making any errors. Thisiscdled “infdlibility”. It appliesto
officid councils, such as the Second Vatican Council. It aso gpplies to other teachings, as long as the
bishops and the Pope are in agreement about them. [Note 15]

The Pope is said to be infdlible whenever he makes an officid decree on matters of faith and mords.
According to Catholic doctrine, it isimpossble for the Pope to teach fase doctrine. Catholics are
expected to obey the Pope without question even when he is not making an “infalible” statement about
doctrine. They are expected to submit their wills and minds to the Pope without question. [Note 16]

The Early Fathers, and the theologians and canon lawyers of the Middle Ages, never taught that the
bishops or the Pope were infalible. Thisis demongrated by the fact that in 680 A.D. the Sixth
Ecumenical Council condemned a pope asaheretic. It was not until the fourteenth century that the
theory of infalibility began to emerge. With the development of this theory came achangein the
interpretation of some biblica passages. [Note 17]



The higtory of the early Church shows that the Bishop of Rome was considered to be just another
bishop. For example, Pope Gregory (590-604 A.D.) explicitly stated that al of the bishops were
equa. He specificaly repudiated the idea that any one bishop could be the supreme ruler of the
Church. [Note 18]

The clam for papd infdlibility does not stand up to the test of history. For example, Pope Zosmus
(417-418 A.D.) reversed the pronouncement of aprevious pope. He also retracted a doctrina
pronouncement that he himself had previoudy made. Pope Honorious was condemned as a heretic by
the Sixth Ecumenical Council (680-681 A.D.). He was aso condemned as a heretic by Pope Leo I,
aswdl as by every other pope until the eleventh century. So here we have “infalible’” popes
condemning ancther “infalible’” pope as aheretic. In 1870, the First Vatican Council abolished
“infallible’ papa decrees and the decrees of two “infdlible’ councils. [Note 19]

In the seventeenth century, the Catholic church officialy condemned Gdlileo as a heretic because he
taught that the earth revolves around the sun. This did not conflict with the Bible or with the teachings of
the Early Fathers. However, it was contrary to seventeenth century Catholic theology. The Greek
philosopher Arigtotle taught that the sun revolves around the earth.  Arigtotle influenced Thomas
Aquinas, athirteenth century theologian and “ doctor of the Church” whose theology had a mgor impact
on the Catholic Church. Some modern astronomers believe that Gaileo was right. Others believe that
Eingein'stheory of reldivity makes the question irrelevant. [Note 20] Either way, Galileo was not a
heretic for disagreeing with Aristotle. The “infdlible’” pronouncement of the Catholic Church regarding
Gdlileo's teaching was wrong.

The doctrine of Assumption of Mary was officially declared to be a dogma of the Roman Cathalic faith
in 1950. This meansthat every Roman Catholic is required to believe this doctrine without questioning
it. However, aswe will see, the teaching of the Assumption originated with heretical writings which
were officidly condemned by the early Church.

In 495 A.D., Pope Gelasiusissued a decree which rgected this teaching as heresy and its proponents
as heretics. In the sxth century, Pope Hormisdas aso condemned as heretics those authors who taught
the doctrine of the Assumption of Mary. The early Church clearly consdered the doctrine of the
Assumption of Mary to be a heresy worthy of condemnation. Here we have “infdlible’ popes declaring
something to be aheresy. Then in 1950, Pope Pius X1, another “infalible’ pope, declared it to be
officid Roman Cathalic doctrine. [Note 21]

USING THISARTICLE

Y ou have my permisson to copy thisarticle, inwhole or in part. 'Y ou have my permission to quote
fromit. 'Y ou have my permisson to post it on your web ste. Y ou have my permission to incorporate
the entire article, or portions of it, into publications of your own. Y ou have my permisson to sl it for
profit. | do not want any fees or roydties or financia remuneration of any kind.



The information in this article is the result of many years of persond struggle and search for truth. | want
to make it as easy as possible for people to get this information and to passit on to anyone who might
be helped by it.

May the Lord bless you, guide you, and reved Himsdf to you.

Mary Ann Callins
October 20, 2001
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