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 For much of the past century the churches of the world have been dedicated to creating 
unity and ending denominational and doctrinal division.  Using the words of Jesus from His high-
priestly prayer, “that all of them may be one” (John 17:21a), denominations across the spectrum 
have come together in fellowship.  We now live in a world with a World Council of Churches, a 
Lutheran World Federation, and a National Council of Churches.  These, and other organizations 
like them, are dedicated to renewing the torn, but still seamless robe of Christ into one church. 
 Two churches that have been part of this ecumenical venture are the Lutherans and the 
Roman Catholics.  Separated since the sixteenth century reformation begun by Martin Luther, these 
two branches of Christendom have of late come together in discussion, and, according to some, 
much agreement.  Lutherans and Catholics in the United States are entering their eleventh round of 
dialogues this December.  In 1974, a volume was published studying the papal ministry and the 
Petrine office, and claimed to show how Lutherans and Catholics have reached much consensus on 
the issue.1  That this drastically changed the historic Lutheran view of relations between the 
Lutheran Church and the Roman Catholic Church can be seen in the identification of the papacy as 
the Antichrist by Luther as a “theological catastrophe.”2  In 1999, Lutherans and Catholics signed a 
joint declaration declaring that the sixteenth century condemnations concerning justification no 
longer apply (cf. the Lutheran Confessions and the Council of Trent).  In 2005, when Pope John 
Paul II died, many wondered how his successor, Joseph Cardinal Ratzinger, now Benedict XVI, one 
of the architects of the Joint Declaration, would continue this dialogue.  Many ask, “Is this a new dawn 
for the Church?” 
 For those in the camp of the Lutheran World Federation (which includes, and in fact is 
spearheaded by the Evangelical Lutheran Church of America), it is a new dawn.  We are living on 
the cusp of restoring the torn robe of Christ.  No longer are we separated by anything of any import.  
The reason for the Reformation no longer divides us. 
 The truth of the matter, however, is that there are clouds on the horizon.  Despite the best 
efforts of a post modern society, words still mean something, and the words of Scripture teach us 
very clearly and very plainly that the office of the papacy in the Roman Catholic Church is the one, 
great Antichrist.  He is opposed to Christ.  He stands himself in the place of Christ.  He damns all 
those who would stand with Christ.  These clouds aren’t merely on the horizon; they cover the sun 
of the ecumenically minded, for the words of the Antichrist cover the Son of God Himself.  We are 
forced to say that rather than looking at a new dawn of church relations, we are faced with a total 
eclipse.  The Roman Papacy that was condemned by theologians before the Reformation of Luther 
as antichristian and in fact, Antichrist, the Roman Papacy that Luther revealed so clearly to be the 
Antichrist, that Roman Papacy is still entrenched in the Temple of God, is still acting the tyrant and 
despot of souls.  Now is not the time, as the ELCA and the LWF so fervently desire, to unite 
ourselves closer to this enemy of the Church of Christ.  Now is the time to confess clearly, to 

                                                 
1 Paul C. Empie and T. Austin Murphy, ed. Papal Primacy and the Universal Church: Lutherans and Catholics in 

Dialogue V, Minneapolis, MN: Augsburg Publishing House, 1974. 
2
 “REL 230, Luther in Wittenberg: Intensive Introduction to the Theology of Germany’s Great Reformer, a 

May Term Program which took place May 15-June 2, 2001,” (Evangelical Lutheran Church in America Wittenberg 
Center, accessed on February 19, 2006); available from http://www.elca.org/wittenberg/mayterm.html. 
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demonstrate the danger of false unity and false hope, and to proclaim the one word that can slay this 
foe:  Christ! 
 The words of the papacy itself will provide the rope needed to hang it, to prove beyond a 
shadow of a doubt that the man sitting in that office is the one, great Antichrist of Scripture.  We 
will demonstrate this through a series of theses, demonstrating the Scriptural definitions, 
descriptions, and proofs.  We will also adduce proofs from the Lutheran Confessions and Lutheran 
fathers.  But it is the words of the Antichrist himself that speak most clearly.  And we will let him 
speak.  We will let the words of his councils, his encyclicals, his canon law, his catechism, and his 
followers damn him. 
 
Thesis I:  The Antichrist has set himself up in the Temple of God and calls himself God. 

 

Scripture Proof 
 The apostle Paul in 2 Thessalonians teaches us to look for the Antichrist in the Temple of 
God, that is, the Church.  “The man of lawlessness…sets himself up in God’s temple, proclaiming 
himself to be God” (2 Thess. 2:5).  That the Temple of God is the Church is taught in 1 Corinthians 
3, “Don’t you know that you yourselves are God’s temple and that God’s Spirit lives in you? If 
anyone destroys God’s temple, God will destroy him; for God’s temple is sacred, and you are that 
temple” (1 Cor. 3:16-17).  And Jesus says, “…the kingdom of God is within you” (Luke 17:21). 
 The Antichrist, then, is a religious ruler, a Christian ruler, who reigns over the Church of 
God, and who reigns over the hearts of those in the Church.  He is described in graphic terms as a 
violent and oppressive king in the prophecies and visions of Daniel (7:15-27, 11:11-15, 36-45) and as 
a beast in Revelation 13:11-18.  He is further described as the prostitute “who sits on many waters” 
and who “is the great city that rules over the kings of the earth” (Revelation 17:1, 18). 
 This religious ruler not only sits in power over the Church, but calls himself God.  “He will 
exalt and magnify himself above every god and will say unheard of things against the God of gods” 
(Daniel 11:36). 
 That these words speaking about the Antichrist are prophetic messages describing the office 
of the Papacy in the Roman Catholic Church is evident from the actions and words of those who 
have held and are holding that office. 
 

Witnesses from the Confessions of the Lutheran Church 
 The Apology: “Perhaps the opponents demand that the church be defined as the supreme 

external monarchy of the entire world, in which the Roman pontiff must hold unlimited power, 
which no one is allowed to question or censure. This means the power to establish articles of faith 
and to cast aside the Scriptures as he wishes, to institute forms of worship and sacrifices, and 
likewise to frame whatever laws he wishes or to excuse and exempt people from any laws (divine, 
canonical, or civil), as he wishes. According to the command of Christ, the emperor and all kings 
have received from the Pope the power and the right to hold their kingdoms. For as the Father has 
subjected all things to Christ, so it must now be understood that this right was transferred to the 
Pope. Therefore the Pope must necessarily be the lord of the entire world, of all worldly kingdoms, 
and of all private and public affairs; he must have complete power in both the temporal and spiritual 
realm; and he must possess both swords, the spiritual and temporal. Indeed, this is not a definition 
of the church of Christ but of the papal kingdom, according to the definition not only of the 
canonists but also of Daniel 11” (Article VII-VIII, 24). 
 The same: “What need is there for further discussion in such a clear matter? If our opponents 
defend these human acts of worship as meriting justification, grace, and the forgiveness of sins, they 
are simply establishing the kingdom of the Antichrist. For the kingdom of the Antichrist is a new 
kind of worship of God, devised by human authority in opposition to Christ, just as the kingdom of 
Mohammed has religious rites and works, through which it seeks to be justified before God. It does 
not hold that people are freely justified by faith on account of Christ. So also the papacy will be a 
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part of the kingdom of the Antichrist if it defends human rites as justifying. For they deprive Christ 
of his honor when they teach that we are not freely justified on account of Christ through faith but 
through such rites, and especially when they teach that such rites are not only useful for justification 
but even necessary. In the article on the church above they also condemned us because we said that 
it is not necessary for the true unity of the church that rites instituted by human beings be 
everywhere alike. Daniel 11 indicates that new religious rites will be the very form and constitution 
of the kingdom of the Antichrist. For there he says, ‘He shall honor the god of fortresses instead of 
these; a god whom his ancestors did not know he shall honor with gold and silver, with precious 
stones and costly gifts.’ Here he is describing the invention of new religious rites, for he says that a 
god such as the Fathers did not know will be worshiped” (Article XV, 18-19). 

 The Treatise: “First of all, the Pope clearly reigns in the church and has established this 
dominion for himself on the pretext of the authority of the church and the ministry, offering as 
justification the words, ‘I will give you the keys.’  Next, papal teaching contradicts the gospel at 
numerous points, and the Pope arrogates to himself divine authority in three ways. First, he assumes 
the right to alter Christ’s teaching and the worship instituted by God, and he wants his own doctrine 
and worship regarded as divine. Second, he claims not only the power to loose and bind in this life 
but also authority over souls after this life. Third, the Pope is not willing to be judged by the church 
or by anyone else and places his authority above the judgment of councils and of the whole church. 
To refuse to be judged by the church or by anyone is to make himself God. Finally, he defends these 
dreadful errors and this wickedness with the greatest savagery, killing those who dissent.  This being 
the situation, all Christians must beware lest they become participants in the ungodly teachings, 
blasphemies, and unjust cruelty of the Pope. Indeed, they ought to abandon and curse the Pope and 
his minions as the realm of the Antichrist, just as Christ commanded: ‘Beware of false prophets.’ 
Paul also commanded that ungodly teachers are to be shunned and denounced as accursed, and in 2 
Corinthians 6 he says: ‘Do not be mismatched with unbelievers. For what fellowship is there . . . 
between light and darkness’” (40-41)? 

 
Witnesses from the History and Words of the Papacy of the Roman Catholic Church 

 One need only examine the actions and claims of those who have held the office of the 
papacy in the Roman Catholic Church to see the truth of these prophecies. 
 In the third century, the bishop of Rome (not yet known as the Pope), Victor, 
excommunicated all those who held a different date for the celebration of Easter.  By 257, it was 
claimed that the Bishop of Rome was the successor of Peter.  In 385, Bishop Siricius declared that 
anyone who disagreed with him disagrees with the Church, for as the successor of Peter he stands in 
for the head of the Church.  In the fifth century, Zosimus decreed that no one could question Rome 
in its decisions.  From 418-422, Boniface I ruled the See of Rome and declared that that See was 
founded by Peter and that Rome is the head of the Church.  Furthermore, anyone who separates 
from Rome is separate from the Church and therefore no longer a Christian.   
 By this time, the Bishop of Rome was fast becoming the Pope we know today.  From 440-
461, Leo I, known as “the Great,” held this position.  During his reign he essentially ruled over 
Rome as both Pope and king, being responsible for turning away the Huns and preventing them 
from sacking Rome.  The Roman Emperor, Valentinian III decreed:   

 
Then only will peace continue through the Church when the bishop 
of Rome is recognized by all as lord and master….Henceforth it shall 
not be permitted to dispute over church matters or to oppose the 
orders of the primate in Rome….What is ordered by the Apostolic 
See, by virtue of its authority, shall be law to all, so that, if a bishop 
refuse compliance with the judicial sentence of the Roman primate, 
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he shall be compelled by the provincial government to appear before 
him.3 

 
 Roman Catholic priest and historian Thomas Bokenkotter writes about Leo: 
  

At a time when the world was cracking at the seams, Leo stood forth 
as a Pope of commanding character and genius who dramatically and 
successfully asserted the supreme authority of the papacy.  Drawing 
on the rich heritage of papal experience and claims, he formulated a 
doctrine of papal primacy that was to weather all storms and guide 
the policy of all subsequent Popes.  According to Leo, Peter was “the 
Rock” on which the Lord built his Church; his successors, the Popes, 
were merely his temporary and mystical personifications.  In virtue of 
his office, the Pope had the plenitude of power over the universal 
Church:  He was its supreme ruler, its supreme teacher, and its 
supreme judge.  All other bishops only shared in his responsibility for 
the whole Church.4 
 
[Leo] left behind a papacy that was now fully conscious of its 
prerogatives and equipped with the prestige to carry them out; a 
papacy that was ready, when the empire totally collapsed, to embark 
on one of its greatest historic  missions: taming the barbarians and 
salvaging for humanity the elements of the ancient civilization.5 

 
 Following Leo were Popes like Hilarius (461-468) who took to himself the title, “Vicar of 
Peter,” and Gelasius I (492-496) who called himself “Christ’s Vicar.”  In 607, Boniface III took the 
title “Universal Bishop.”  By the end of the eighth century, Popes Stephen II and Leo III were 
crowning kings and emperors and received from those kings the rights and titles to be temporal 
sovereigns themselves over the lands known as the Papal States. 
 These Bishops of Rome continued on their path to power, so that by the time monk 
Hildebrand became Pope Gregory VII he had the power and authority to humiliate Emperor Henry 
IV at the infamous incident at Canossa (1077).  This was followed by Innocent III excommunicating 
the nation of England during his reign (1198-1216) and Boniface VIII (1294-1303) battling, literally 
to the death, for the control of the world with Philip IV, king of France. 
 No Pope until today has rejected the claims made by his predecessors.  The Papal States 
were maintained as the temporal kingdom of the Popes until the unification of Italy.  The Pope 
remains the sovereign ruler of Vatican City.  The world-traveling and political influencing done by 
John Paul II demonstrates the papacy’s desire to maintain a temporal presence in this world.  And 
the Pope continues to proclaim his spiritual rule over the world as the “bishop of Rome, vicar of 
Jesus Christ, successor of the prince of the apostles, supreme pontiff of the universal church, 
primate of Italy, archbishop and metropolitan of the province of Rome, sovereign of Vatican City 
State and servant of the servants of God.”6 
 Gregory VII, Dictatus papae:  “[T]he Pope can be judged by no one; the Roman church has 
never erred and never will err till the end of time; the Roman church was founded by Christ alone; 
the Pope alone can depose and restore bishops; he alone can make new laws, set up new bishoprics, 

                                                 
3 Theo. Hoyer. “The Papacy,” in The Abiding Word, St. Louis, MO: Concordia Publishing House, 1947. Volume 

II, pg. 723. 
4 Thomas Bokenkotter. A Concise History of the Catholic Church. New York: Image Books, 2005. pg. 85-86. 
5 Ibid. pg. 93. 
6 Cindy Wooden, “Vatican removes title 'patriarch of the West' after pope's name,” (Catholic News Service, 

accessed on March 2, 2006); available from http://www.catholicnews.com/data/stories/cns/0601225.htm. 
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and divide old ones; he alone can translate bishops; he alone can call general councils and authorize 
canon law; he alone can revise his judgments; his legates, even though in inferior orders, have 
precedence over all bishops; an appeal to the papal courts inhibits judgment by all inferior courts; a 
duly ordained Pope is undoubtedly made a saint by the merits of St. Peter” (Bokenkotter, 124). 
 Boniface VIII, Unam Sanctam: “We are taught by the words of the Gospel that in this church 
and in her power there are two swords, a spiritual one and a temporal one…Certainly anyone who 
denies that the temporal sword is in the power of Peter has not paid heed to the words of the Lord 
when he said, ‘Put up they sword into its sheath’ (Matthew 26:52).  Both then are in the power of 
the church, the material sword and the spiritual.  But the one is exercised for the church, the other 
by the church, the one by the hand of the priest, the other by the hand of kings and soldiers, though 
at the will and sufferance of the priest.  One sword ought to be under the other and the temporal 
authority subject to the spiritual power….Therefore we declare, state, define and pronounce that it is 
altogether necessary to salvation for every human creature to be subject to the Roman Pontiff” 
(quoted in Wood, Philip the Fair and Boniface VIII: State vs. Papacy, pg. 53). 
 Interestingly, these words from Boniface were later rejected.  However, in 1516, at the Fifth 
Lateran Council, Leo X reaffirmed the truth of Unam Sanctam. 
 Code of Canon Law, 1999:  “The bishop of the Roman Church, in whom continues the office 
given by the Lord uniquely to Peter, the first of the Apostles, and to be transmitted to his 
successors, is the head of the college of bishops, the Vicar of Christ, and the pastor of the universal 
Church on earth. By virtue of his office he possesses supreme, full, immediate, and universal 
ordinary power in the Church, which he is always able to exercise freely” (Canon 331).  
 The same: “No appeal or recourse is permitted against a sentence or decree of the Roman 
Pontiff” (Can. 332, §3). 
 The First Vatican Council, 1870: “4. To this absolutely manifest teaching of the Sacred 
Scriptures, as it has always been understood by the Catholic Church, are clearly opposed the 
distorted opinions of those who misrepresent the form of government which Christ the lord 
established in his Church and deny that Peter, in preference to the rest of the apostles, taken singly 
or collectively, was endowed by Christ with a true and proper primacy of jurisdiction” (Chapter 1, 
Paragraph 4). 
 The same: “6. Therefore, if anyone says that blessed Peter the apostle was not appointed by 
Christ the lord as prince of all the apostles and visible head of the whole Church militant; or that it 
was a primacy of honor only and not one of true and proper jurisdiction that he directly and 
immediately received from our lord Jesus Christ himself: let him be anathema” (Chapter 1, 
Paragraph 6). 
 The same: “4. For this reason it has always been necessary for every Church--that is to say the 
faithful throughout the world--to be in agreement with the Roman Church because of its more 
effective leadership. In consequence of being joined, as members to head, with that see, from which 
the rights of sacred communion flow to all, they will grow together into the structure of a single 
body” (Chapter 2, Paragraph 4). 
 The same: “1.  And so, supported by the clear witness of Holy Scripture, and adhering to the 
manifest and explicit decrees both of our predecessors the Roman Pontiffs and of general councils, 
we promulgate anew the definition of the ecumenical Council of Florence, which must be believed 
by all faithful Christians, namely that the Apostolic See and the Roman Pontiff hold a world-wide 
primacy, and that the Roman Pontiff is the successor of blessed Peter, the prince of the apostles, 
true vicar of Christ, head of the whole Church and father and teacher of all Christian people” 
(Chapter 3, Paragraph 1). 
 The same: “8. Since the Roman Pontiff, by the divine right of the apostolic primacy, governs 
the whole Church, we likewise teach and declare that he is the supreme judge of the faithful, and 
that in all cases which fall under ecclesiastical jurisdiction recourse may be had to his judgment. The 
sentence of the Apostolic See (than which there is no higher authority) is not subject to revision by 
anyone, nor may anyone lawfully pass judgment thereupon. And so they stray from the genuine path 
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of truth who maintain that it is lawful to appeal from the judgments of the Roman pontiffs to an 
ecumenical council as if this were an authority superior to the Roman Pontiff” (Chapter 3, 
Paragraph 8). 
 Catechism of the Catholic Church, 1992:  “’The task of giving an authentic interpretation of the 
Word of God, whether in its written form or in the form of Tradition, has been entrusted to the 
living teaching office of the Church alone. Its authority in this matter is exercised in the name of 
Jesus Christ.’ This means that the task of interpretation has been entrusted to the bishops in 
communion with the successor of Peter, the Bishop of Rome” (Paragraph 85). 
 The same: “The Pope, Bishop of Rome and Peter's successor, ‘is the perpetual and visible 
source and foundation of the unity both of the bishops and of the whole company of the faithful.’ 
‘For the Roman Pontiff, by reason of his office as Vicar of Christ, and as pastor of the entire 
Church has full, supreme, and universal power over the whole Church, a power which he can always 
exercise unhindered’” (Paragraph 882).  
 The same: “’The college or body of bishops has no authority unless united with the Roman 
Pontiff, Peter's successor, as its head.’ As such, this college has ‘supreme and full authority over the 
universal Church; but this power cannot be exercised without the agreement of the Roman Pontiff’” 
(Paragraph 883). 
 The Second Vatican Council, 1962-1965: “22. The college or body of bishops has for all that no 
authority unless united with the Roman Pontiff, Peter's successor, as its head, whose primatial 
authority, let it be added, over all, whether pastors or faithful, remains in its integrity. For the Roman 
Pontiff, by reason of his office as Vicar of Christ, namely, and as pastor of the entire Church, has 
full, supreme and universal power over the whole Church, a power which he can always exercise 
unhindered” (Lumen Gentium, Paragraph 22).  
 Dominus Iesus, 2000: “17.  Therefore, there exists a single Church of Christ, which subsists in 
the Catholic Church, governed by the Successor of Peter and by the Bishops in communion with him. 
The Churches which, while not existing in perfect communion with the Catholic Church, remain united 
to her by means of the closest bonds, that is, by apostolic succession and a valid Eucharist, are true 
particular Churches. Therefore, the Church of Christ is present and operative also in these Churches, 
even though they lack full communion with the Catholic Church, since they do not accept the Catholic 
doctrine of the Primacy, which, according to the will of God, the Bishop of Rome objectively has and 
exercises over the entire Church....On the other hand, the ecclesial communities which have not 
preserved the valid Episcopate and the genuine and integral substance of the Eucharistic mystery, are 
not Churches in the proper sense; however, those who are baptized in these communities are, by 
Baptism, incorporated in Christ and thus are in a certain communion, albeit imperfect, with the 
Church....” (Paragraph 17). 
 Dominus Iesus was authored by the current Pope, Benedict XVI, while still a cardinal, during the 
pontificate of John Paul II.  This document was written by direction of John Paul II and is a clear 
statement of papal teaching on the doctrines of church and ministry, condemning the Lutheran church, 
and all churches who do not have the apostolic succession. 
 From these testimonies it is entirely clear that the Roman Papacy is seated in the Temple of 
God and claims and exerts ruling power.  The Pope decrees that no one can appeal a decision he 
makes.  The Papacy, in fact, claims even more than that, as will be evidenced in the following theses.  
By damning the doctrines of Scripture and by creating new doctrines and new paths of salvation based 
soley on his authority and power, the Pope in Rome takes to himself the honor and power of God, 
thus, he is “proclaiming himself to be God” (2 Thessalonians 2:4). 
 
 
 
 
 



 7 

Thesis II:  The Antichrist sets himself up in God’s Temple by damning the Scriptural 
doctrine of justification by grace alone, through faith alone. 

 
Scripture Proof 

 The Scriptures warn us about the Antichrist and tell us how we can recognize him.  “Dear 
children, this is the last hour, and as you have heard that the antichrist is coming, even now many 
antichrists have come.  This is how we know it is the last hour.  Who is the liar?  It is the man who 
denies that Jesus is the Christ.  Such a man is the antichrist – he denies the Father and the Son” (1 
John 2:18, 22).  The apostle John also wrote, “…but every spirit that does not acknowledge Jesus is 
not from God.  This is the spirit of the antichrist, which you have heard is coming and even now is 
already in the world” (1 John 4:3).  And later, “Many deceivers, who do not acknowledge Jesus 
Christ as coming in the flesh, have gone out into the world.  Any such person is the deceiver and the 
antichrist” (2 John 7). 
 The prophet Daniel says, “He will speak against the Most High and oppress his saints and 
try to change the set times and the laws” (7:25).  Furthermore, the Antichrist will “set up an 
abomination that causes desolation” (9:27). 
 Paul, to the Thessalonians, notes that the followers of Antichrist “refused to love the truth 
and so be saved” (2 Thess. 2:10).  He describes this refusal as “the rebellion,” literally the apostasy 

(
ἀ
ποστασία; 2 Thess. 2:3), the falling away from the true faith.  Paul says to Timothy, “The Spirit 

clearly says that in later times some will abandon the faith and follow deceiving spirits and things 
taught by demons” (1 Timothy 4:1). 
 Some may counter that the Pope does not reject that Jesus came in the flesh, and so these 
words cannot apply to the Papacy.  However, when the Papacy rejects the work of Christ by 
rejecting the doctrine of justification by grace through faith, without any works, he denies the work 
of Christ in the flesh, and so denies Christ, practically speaking.  And in what greater way can one 
speak against the Most High than by denying His very plan of salvation?  And how can one refuse to 
love the truth more than by rejecting the clearest testimony of Scripture, “For it is by grace you have 
been saved, through faith, and this not from yourselves, it is the gift of God, not by works, so that 
no one can boast” (Eph. 2:8-9)?  What greater rebellion and apostasy can there be than to reject the 
work of Christ and the free salvation won for us by Him? 

 

Witnesses from the Lutheran Confessions 
 The Apology: “What need is there for further discussion in such a clear matter?  If our 
opponents defend these human acts of worship as meriting justification, grace, and the forgiveness 
of sins, they are simply establishing the kingdom of the Antichrist” (Article XV, 18). 
 The Formula of Concord: “Therefore we reject and condemn all the following errors…7. That 
faith saves because renewal, which consists in love toward God and the neighbor, has begun in us 
through this faith.  8. That faith has the primary role in justification, but at the same time renewal 
and love also constitute a part of our righteousness before God in this way, that although they are 
not the most important cause of our righteousness, nevertheless, our righteousness before God 
cannot be complete or perfect without such love and renewal.  9. That believers are both justified 
before God and receive salvation through the righteousness of Christ reckoned to them and through 
the new obedience which has begun in them, or partly through the reckoning of Christ’s 
righteousness to them and partly through this new obedience which has begun in them.  10. That 
the promise of grace is made our own through faith in the heart and through the confession of the 
mouth and through other virtues.  11. That faith does not justify without good works, that is, that 
good works are necessarily required for righteousness, and without their presence a person cannot 
be justified” (Epitome, Article III, 12, 19-23). 
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Witnesses from the History and Words of the Papacy of the Roman Catholic Church 
 Shortly before Luther died, the Pope finally consented to his lifelong request:  He called a 
council of the church.  But rather than calling the free council for which Luther and the other 
Reformers desired, the Pope called a council for the purpose of condemning the teachings of the 
Scriptures proclaimed by the fledgling Lutheran Church.  In some of the boldest and clearest words 
the council that gathered at Trent damned those who hold the doctrines of the Bible, especially in 
the area of justification by grace alone through faith alone.  These bold anathemas have not been 
revoked (contrary to the false words of the Joint Declaration), nor have they been simply 
misunderstood, nor were they written to address fringe Lutheran beliefs.  Rather, these 
condemnations strike at the very heart of the Scriptures, at the heart of the doctrine by which the 
Church stands and falls.  Here, the gates of hell come closest to overtaking the Church. 
 The Council of Trent, 1545-1563: “If any one saith, that by faith alone the impious is justified; 
in such wise as to mean, that nothing else is required to co-operate in order to the obtaining the 
grace of Justification, and that it is not in any way necessary, that he be prepared and disposed by the 
movement of his own will; let him be anathema” (Session VI, On Justification, Canon IX). 
 The same: “If any one saith, that men are justified, either by the sole imputation of the justice 
of Christ, or by the sole remission of sins, to the exclusion of the grace and the charity which is 
poured forth in their hearts by the Holy Ghost, and is inherent in them; or even that the grace, 
whereby we are justified, is only the favour of God; let him be anathema” (Canon XI). 
 The same:  “If any one saith, that justifying faith is nothing else but confidence in the divine 
mercy which remits sins for Christ’s sake; or, that this confidence alone is that whereby we are 
justified; let him be anathema” (Canon XII). 
 The same: “…or, that the said justified, by the good works which he performs through the 
grace of God and the merit of Jesus Christ, whose living member he is, does not truly merit increase 
of grace, eternal life, and the attainment of that eternal life…also an increase of glory; let him be 
anathema” (Canon XXXII). 
 Pius IX, First Vatican Council, 1870: “I embrace and accept the whole and every part of what 
was defined and declared by the holy Council of Trent concerning original sin and justification” 
(Profession of Faith). 
 The Catechism of the Catholic Church: “Justification is not only the remission of sins, but also the 
sanctification and renewal of the interior man” (1989). 
 
Thesis III:  The Antichrist devises other paths of salvation outside of Jesus Christ and Him 

crucified. 
 

Scripture Proof 
 Paul teaches in 2 Thessalonians that the man of lawlessness will lead the Church into a 
rebellion and apostasy (2 Thess. 2:3).  He opposes and exalts himself over God and over Christ 
(2:4).  The Antichrist leads people to refuse “to love the truth” (2:10) and “believe the lie” (2:11).  
He is a “deceiver” (2 John 7).  He is the one who causes his followers to bear his “mark” (Revelation 
13:16).  He is the one who will lead those abandoning the faith (1 Timothy 4:1).  His teachings are 
those of “hypocritical liars, whose consciences have been seared as with a hot iron” (1 Timothy 4:2).  
The Antichrist teaches “godless myths” (1 Timothy 4:7).  He “has a form of godliness” but denies 
“its power” (2 Timothy 3:5). 
 These words describe in the clearest terms the Antichrist as one who not only damns the 
Biblical doctrine of justification by grace alone through faith alone, but also devises other paths of 
salvation, outside of Christ.  This the Papacy of Rome has done and continues to do.   
 

Witnesses from the Lutheran Confessions 
 The Augsburg Confession: “Concerning the cult of the saints our people teach that the saints are 
to be remembered so that we may strengthen our faith when we see how they experienced grace and 
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how they were helped by faith. Moreover, it is taught that each person, according to his or her 
calling, should take the saints’ good works as an example. For instance, His Imperial Majesty, in a 
salutary and righteous fashion, may follow the example of David in waging war against the Turk. For 
both hold a royal office that demands defense and protection of their subjects. However, it cannot 
be demonstrated from Scripture that a person should call upon the saints or seek help from them. 
‘For there is only one single reconciler and mediator set up between God and humanity, Jesus 
Christ’ (1 Tim 2). He is the only savior, the only high priest, the mercy seat, and intercessor before 
God (Rom. 8). He alone has promised to hear our prayers. According to Scripture, in all our needs 
and concerns it is the highest worship to seek and call upon this same Jesus Christ with our whole 
heart. ‘But if anyone does sin, we have an advocate with the Father, Jesus Christ, the righteous . . .’” 
(Article XXI). 
 The Apology: “If our opponents defend these human acts of worship as meriting justification, 
grace, and the forgiveness of sins, they are simply establishing the kingdom of the Antichrist.  For 
the kingdom of the Antichrist is a new kind of worship of God, devised by human authority in 
opposition to Christ, just as the kingdom of Mohammed has religious rites and works, through 
which it seeks to be justified before God.  It does not hold that people are freely justified by faith on 
account of Christ.  So also the papacy will be a part of the kingdom of the Antichrist if it defends 
human rites as justifying.  For if they deprive Christ of his honor when they teach that we are not 
freely justified on account of Christ through faith but through such rites, and especially when they 
teach that such rites are not only useful for justification but even necessary” (Article XV, 18). 

 The same: “Among the godless in the Old Testament there was a similar opinion, that they 
merited the forgiveness of sins through sacrifices ex opere operato and did not receive it freely through 
faith. Thus they increased those acts of worship and sacrifices, introduced the worship of Baal in 
Israel, and in Judah even sacrificed in the groves. Therefore when the prophets condemned those 
notions, they waged war not only against the worshipers of Baal but also against other priests who 
performed the sacrifices instituted by God with this wicked notion in mind. But this notion, that 
acts of worship and sacrifices make atonement, clings to the world now and always will. Carnal 
human beings cannot stand that this honor is ascribed only to the sacrifice of Christ or that he is the 
atoning sacrifice, because they do not understand the righteousness of faith. Instead, they ascribe 
equal honor to other services and sacrifices. Therefore, just as a false opinion concerning sacrifices 
clung to the godless priests in Judah and just as in Israel services of Baal continued—even though 
the church of God was there, which condemned the godless services—so Baal worship clings to the 
realm of the Pope, namely, the abuse of the Mass, which they direct in such a way that by it they 
might merit the remission of guilt and punishment for the unrighteous. It appears that this Baal 
worship will endure together with the reign of the Pope until Christ comes for judgment and by the 
glory of his coming destroys the kingdom of the Antichrist. Meanwhile, everyone who truly believes 
the gospel should reject this ungodly worship, which was invented contrary to the command of God 
in order to obscure the glory of Christ and the righteousness of faith” (Article XXVI, 97-98). 
 The Smalcald Articles:  “The invocation of saints is also one of the abuses of the Antichrist 
that is in conflict with the first, chief article and that destroys the knowledge of Christ. It is neither 
commanded nor recommended, has no precedent in the Scripture, and—even if it were a precious 
possession, which it is not—we have everything a thousand times better in Christ.  Although the 
angels in heaven pray for us (as Christ himself also does), and in the same way also the saints on 
earth and perhaps those in heaven pray for us, it does not follow from this that we ought to invoke 
angels and saints; pray to them; keep fasts and hold festivals for them; celebrate Masses, make 
sacrifices, establish churches, altars, or worship services for them; serve them in still other ways; and 
consider them as helpers in time of need, assign all kinds of assistance to them, and attribute a 
specific function to particular saints, as the papists teach and do. This is idolatry. Such honor 
belongs to God alone. As a Christian and saint on earth, you can pray for me, not only in one kind 
of need but in all necessities. However, on account of that, I ought not pray to you, invoke you, hold 
a festival, keep a fast, make a sacrifice, perform a Mass in your honor, and put my faith in you for 
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salvation. There are other good ways I can honor, love, and thank you in Christ. Now if such 
idolatrous honor is taken away from the angels and dead saints, then the honor that remains will do 
no harm and will indeed soon be forgotten. When physical and spiritual benefit and help are no 
longer expected, then the saints will be left in peace, both in the grave and in heaven. For no one 
will long remember, esteem, or honor them simply out of love with no hope of return.  In summary, 
we cannot tolerate and must condemn what the Mass is, what has resulted from it, and what is 
connected to it, so that we may retain the holy sacrament in purity and with certainty and may use 
and receive it with faith according to the institution of Christ” (II, II:25-29). 
 

Witnesses from the History and Words of the Papacy of the Roman Catholic Church 
 The Pope is so bold as to decree that there are other paths of salvation.  These blasphemies 
of the Pope point people to themselves for salvation as they carry out works of penance or purchase 
indulgences or blessed objects and to the prayers and intercessions of the saints and of Mary.  The 
Pope even decrees that we can lead the dead to salvation through the offering of the Eucharist.  
 Most blasphemously and disgustingly, the Pope decrees that people can be saved without the 
knowledge of Jesus Christ and His gospel.  He holds this position at the same time as he decrees 
with Boniface VIII that it is necessary to submit to the Roman Pontiff for salvation. 
 The Catechism of the Catholic Church: “The interior penance of the Christian can be expressed in 
many and various ways. Scripture and the Fathers insist above all on three forms, fasting, prayer, and 
almsgiving, which express conversion in relation to oneself, to God, and to others. Alongside the 
radical purification brought about by Baptism or martyrdom they cite as means of obtaining 
forgiveness of sins: effort at reconciliation with one's neighbor, tears of repentance, concern for the 
salvation of one's neighbor, the intercession of the saints, and the practice of charity ‘which covers a 
multitude of sins’….Reading Sacred Scripture, praying the Liturgy of the Hours and the Our Father 
- every sincere act of worship or devotion revives the spirit of conversion and repentance within us 
and contributes to the forgiveness of our sins” (1434, 1437). 
 The same: When it arises from a love by which God is loved above all else, contrition is called 
‘perfect’ (contrition of charity). Such contrition remits venial sins; it also obtains forgiveness of 
mortal sins if it includes the firm resolution to have recourse to sacramental confession as soon as 
possible” (1452). 
 The same: “Since the initiative belongs to God in the order of grace, no one can merit the 
initial grace of forgiveness and justification, at the beginning of conversion. Moved by the Holy 
Spirit and by charity, we can then merit for ourselves and for others the graces needed for our 
sanctification, for the increase of grace and charity, and for the attainment of eternal life. Even 
temporal goods like health and friendship can be merited in accordance with God's wisdom. These 
graces and goods are the object of Christian prayer. Prayer attends to the grace we need for 
meritorious actions” (2010). 
 The same: “Since the faithful departed now being purified are also members of the same 
communion of saints, one way we can help them is to obtain indulgences for them, so that the 
temporal punishments due for their sins may be remitted” (1479). 
 The same:  “Through indulgences the faithful can obtain the remission of temporal 
punishment resulting from sin for themselves and also for the souls in Purgatory” (1498). 
 The same:  “The Eucharistic sacrifice is also offered for the faithful departed who ‘have died 
in Christ but are not yet wholly purified,’ so that they may be able to enter into the light and peace 
of Christ…Then, we pray [in the anaphora] for the holy fathers and bishops who have fallen asleep, 
and in general for all who have fallen asleep before us, in the belief that it is a great benefit to the 
souls on whose behalf the supplication is offered, while the holy and tremendous Victim is 
present.... By offering to God our supplications for those who have fallen asleep, if they have sinned, 
we . . . offer Christ sacrificed for the sins of all, and so render favorable, for them and for us, the 
God who loves man” (1371). 
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 The Brown Scapular of The Community of Hope:  “Those who die wearing this scapular shall not 
suffer eternal fire!”  
 The same: “The Blessed Virgin of Mt. Carmel has promised to save those who wear the 
scapular from the fires of hell; She will also shorten their stay in Purgatory if they should pass from 
this world still owing some debt of punishment.”  
 Pius IX, 1849: “The foundation of all Our confidence, as you know well, Venerable 
Brethren, is found in the Blessed Virgin Mary. For, God has committed to Mary the treasury of all 
good things, in order that everyone may know that through her are obtained every hope, every 
grace, and all salvation. For this is His will, that we obtain everything through Mary” (Ubi Primum 
[On the Immaculate Conception]).  
 The same, 1854: “All our hope do we repose in the most Blessed Virgin—in the all fair and 
immaculate one who has crushed the poisonous head of the most cruel serpent and brought 
salvation to the world: in her who is the glory of the prophets and apostles, the honor of the 
martyrs, the crown and joy of all the saints; in her who is the safest refuge and the most trustworthy 
helper of all who are in danger; in her who, with her only-begotten Son, is the most powerful 
Mediatrix and Conciliatrix in the whole world; in her who is the most excellent glory, ornament, and 
impregnable stronghold of the holy Church; in her who has destroyed all heresies and snatched the 
faithful people and nations from all kinds of direst calamities; in her do we hope who has delivered 
us from so many threatening dangers. We have, therefore, a very certain hope and complete 
confidence that the most Blessed Virgin will ensure by her most powerful patronage that all 
difficulties be removed and all errors dissipated, so that our Holy Mother the Catholic Church may 
flourish daily more and more throughout all the nations and countries, and may reign ‘from sea to 
sea and from the river to the ends of the earth,’ and may enjoy genuine peace, tranquility and liberty. 
We are firm in our confidence that she will obtain pardon for the sinner…” (Ineffabilis Deus [The 
Immaculate Conception Defined]). 
 Pius X, 1904:  “For can anyone fail to see that there is no surer or more direct road than by 
Mary for uniting all mankind in Christ and obtaining through Him the perfect adoption of sons, that 
we may be holy and immaculate in the sight of God?... it surely follows that His Mother most holy 
should be recognized as participating in the divine mysteries and as being in a manner the guardian 
of them, and that upon her as upon a foundation, the noblest after Christ, rises the edifice of the 
faith of all centuries” (Ad Diem Illum Laetissimum [On the Immaculate Conception]). 
 The same: “…and since it is through Mary that we attain to the knowledge of Christ, through 
Mary also we most easily obtain that life of which Christ is the source and origin”  (Ad Diem Illum 
Laetissimum). 
 The same:  “Hapless are they who neglect Mary under pretext of the honor to be paid to Jesus 
Christ! As if the Child could be found elsewhere than with the Mother” (Ad Diem Illum Laetissimum)! 
 The Catechism of the Catholic Church: “This motherhood of Mary in the order of grace continues 
uninterruptedly from the consent which she loyally gave at the Annunciation and which she 
sustained without wavering beneath the cross, until the eternal fulfillment of all the elect. Taken up 
to heaven she did not lay aside this saving office but by her manifold intercession continues to bring 
us the gifts of eternal salvation.... Therefore the Blessed Virgin is invoked in the Church under the 
titles of Advocate, Helper, Benefactress, and Mediatrix” (969). 
 Benedict XVI, 2005:  “Therefore, the Holy Father, who has very much at heart that the love 
and trust of the faithful towards the Virgin Mother of God be increased and that their lives, with the 
help and example of her holiness, be faithfully conformed to the wise teachings of the Second 
Vatican Council, in hierarchical communion with himself and with his Bishops, has benevolently 
granted the gift of the Plenary Indulgence….On the upcoming Solemnity of the Immaculate Conception, 
the faithful may obtain this Indulgence on the usual conditions (sacramental Confession, Eucharistic 
Communion and prayer for the intentions of the Supreme Pontiff), in a spirit that is completely 
detached from affection for any sin, if they participate in a sacred rite in its honour or at least offer 
an open witness of Marian devotion before an image of Our Lady of the Immaculate Conception, 
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displayed for public veneration, adding the recitation of the Our Father and the Creed and 
exclamatory invocations to Mary Immaculate, such as ‘You are All Fair, Mary, and in you there is no 
stain of original sin!’, or ‘O Queen, conceived without original sin, pray for us’” (Urbis et Orbis, A 
Plenary Indulgence on the Solemnity of the Immaculate Conception of the Blessed Virgin Mary)! 
 The Catechism of the Catholic Church:  “Those who, through no fault of their own, do not know 
the Gospel of Christ or his Church, but who nevertheless seek God with a sincere heart, and, moved 
by grace, try in their actions to do his will as they know it through the dictates of their conscience - 
those too may achieve eternal salvation” (847)   
 The same:  “‘Since Christ died for all, and since all men are in fact called to one and the same 
destiny, which is divine, we must hold that the Holy Spirit offers to all the possibility of being made 
partakers, in a way known to God, of the Paschal mystery.’ Every man who is ignorant of the 
Gospel of Christ and of his Church, but seeks the truth and does the will of God in accordance with 
his understanding of it, can be saved. It may be supposed that such persons would have desired 
Baptism explicitly if they had known its necessity” (1260).  
 The Second Vatican Council:  “16. Finally, those who have not yet received the Gospel are 
related to the People of God in various ways. There is, first, that people to which the covenants and 
promises were made, and from which Christ was born according to the flesh (cf. Rom. 9:4-5): in 
view of the divine choice, they are a people most dear for the sake of the fathers, for the gifts of 
God are without repentance (cf. Rom. 11:29-29). But the plan of salvation also includes those who 
acknowledge the Creator, in the first place amongst whom are the Moslems: these profess to hold 
the faith of Abraham, and together with us they adore the one, merciful God, mankind's judge on 
the last day. Nor is God remote from those who in shadows and images seek the unknown God, 
since he gives to all men life and breath and all things (cf. Acts 17:25-28), and since the Saviour wills 
all men to be saved (cf. 1 Tim. 2:4). Those who, through no fault of their own, do not know the 
Gospel of Christ or his Church, but who nevertheless seek God with a sincere heart, and, moved by 
grace, try in their actions to do his will as they know it through the dictates of their conscience--
those too many achieve eternal salvation.  Nor shall divine providence deny the assistance necessary 
for salvation to those who, without any fault of theirs, have not yet arrived at an explicit knowledge 
of God, and who, not without grace, strive to lead a good life. Whatever good or truth is found 
amongst them is considered by the Church to be a preparation for the Gospel and given by him 
who enlightens all men that they may at length have life” (Lumen Gentium, Paragraph 16). 
 Such words make up the rope by which the Roman Pontiff hangs.  He advocates works 
righteousness and outright paganism.  There is no greater rebellion or apostasy possible than the 
words and works of the Roman Pontiff. 
 
Thesis IV:  The Antichrist devises doctrines out of his own imagination, doctrines that are 

not found in Holy Scripture. 
 

Scripture Proof 
 The apostle Paul teaches Pastor Timothy: “The Spirit clearly says that in later times some 
will abandon the faith and follow deceiving spirits and things taught by demons. Such teachings 
come through hypocritical liars, whose consciences have been seared as with a hot iron. They forbid 
people to marry and order them to abstain from certain foods, which God created to be received 
with thanksgiving by those who believe and who know the truth.  For everything God created is 
good, and nothing is to be rejected if it is received with thanksgiving” (1 Tim. 4:1-4).  In the last 
times, there will come those who teach doctrines not taught by God in Scripture.  Such is the work 
of the Antichrist, the man of lawlessness, the man of sin, who piles up sins upon the consciences of 
those he tyrannizes as he creates laws that God has not created.  This is in fulfillment of Daniel’s 
words, that the Antichrist will “try to change the set times and the laws” and “He will extend his 
power over many countries” (7:25 and 11:42).  This is the beast of Revelation who forces “everyone, 
small and great, rich and poor, free and slave, to receive a mark on his right hand or on his forehead, 
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so that no one could buy or sell unless he had the mark, which is the name of the beast or the 
number of his name…His number is 666” (Revelation 13:16-18). 
 Such is the work of the Roman Pontiff as he creates doctrines from whole cloth, as he 
decrees based on his own opinions, attitudes, and beliefs, what the faithful are to believe and do.   
 

Witnesses from the Lutheran Confessions 
 The Apology: “Here and there this form of absolution has come into use: ‘The passion of our 
Lord Jesus Christ and the merits of the most blessed Virgin Mary and all the saints be to you for the 
forgiveness of sins.’ Here an absolution is pronounced that declares that we are reconciled and 
accounted righteous not only by the merits of Christ but also by the merits of the other saints. Some 
of us have seen a case where a teacher of theology was dying and a certain monastic theologian was 
summoned to offer consolation. He could do no better than press upon the dying man this prayer, 

‘Mother of grace, protect us from the enemy; receive us in the hour of death.’ 
 “Now we grant that the blessed Mary prays for the church. But she does not receive souls in 
death, conquer death, or give life, does she? What does Christ do if the blessed Mary performs all 
these things? Even though she is worthy of the highest honor, nevertheless she does not want 
herself to be made equal with Christ but instead wants us to consider and follow her example. The 
fact of the matter is that in the court of public opinion the blessed Virgin has completely replaced 
Christ. People have called upon her, trusted in her mercy, and through her have sought to conciliate 
Christ, as though he were not the propitiator, but only a dreadful judge and avenger. We contend, 
however, that we are justified by the merits of Christ alone, not by the merits of the blessed Virgin 
or the other saints. It has been said about other saints, ‘each will receive wages according to the 
labor of each,’ that is, they cannot bestow their own merits on one another like the monks who 
peddle the merits of their orders. Even Hilary says of the foolish virgins, ‘Since the foolish virgins 
could not go out with their lamps extinguished, they begged the wise ones to lend them oil. These 
latter replied that they could not give it because there might not be enough for all. That is, no one 
can be helped by the works and merits of another, because it is necessary for each one to buy oil for 
one’s own lamp.’ 
 “Therefore, because the opponents teach us to place confidence in prayers to the saints, 
even though they possess neither a Word of God nor an example from Scripture for this, and 
because they apply the merits of the saints to others in the same way as the merits of Christ (thereby 
transferring to the saints the honor that properly belongs to Christ), we cannot accept either their 
opinions concerning the veneration of saints nor the practice of calling upon them. For we know 
that we must place trust in the intercession of Christ because it alone has God’s promise. We know 
that the merits of Christ alone are an atoning sacrifice for us. On account of the merits of Christ we 
are accounted righteous when we believe in him, as the text says: ‘Whoever believes in him will not 
be put to shame.’ We are not justified by trusting in the merits of the blessed Virgin or any other saint” 
(Article XXI, 25-31). 
 The same:  “Fourth, the pontifical regulation also disagrees with the canons of the councils. 
For the ancient canons do not prohibit marriage, neither do they dissolve marriages that have been 
contracted, though they do remove from the public ministry those who got married while in office. 
At that time, this dismissal was an act of kindness. But the new canons, which have not been framed 
by synods but have been made according to the private judgment of the Popes, both prohibit the 
contracting of marriages and dissolve them when contracted. This is done in open defiance of 
Christ’s mandate, ‘What God has joined together, let no one separate.’ In the Confutation, our 
opponents shriek that celibacy has been commanded by the councils. We do not find fault with the 
conciliar decrees, for they permit marriage in certain circumstances; but we do find fault with the 
regulations that the Roman pontiffs have set up long after the ancient synods and contrary to their 
authority. Accordingly, the Popes show contempt for the authority of the synods, while wanting to 
appear sacrosanct to others. Therefore, this law concerning perpetual celibacy is unique to this new 
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pontifical tyranny, and for good reason. For Daniel attributes to the kingdom of the Antichrist this 
mark, namely, the contempt for women” (Article XXIII, 25). 
 The Smalcald Articles: They had neither the authority nor the right to forbid marriage and 
burden the divine estate of priests with perpetual celibacy. Instead, they acted like anti-Christian, 
tyrannical, wicked scoundrels and thereby gave occasion for all kinds of horrible, abominable, and 
countless sins of unchastity, in which they are still mired. Now, as little as the power has been given 
to them or to us to make a female out of a male or a male out of a female—or to abolish sexual 
distinctions altogether—so little did they have the power to separate such creatures of God or to 
forbid them from living together honestly in marriage. Therefore we are unwilling to consent to 
their miserable celibacy, nor will we tolerate it. We want marriage to be free, as God ordered and 
instituted it. We do not want to disrupt or inhibit God’s work, for St. Paul says that would be ‘a 
teaching of demons’” (III, XI:1-3). 

 
Witnesses from the History and Words of the Papacy of the Roman Catholic Church 

 The Pope in Rome has been decreeing and creating doctrines since the earliest days.  “For 
the secret power of lawlessness is already at work” (2 Thess. 2:7).  It was at work when Victor 
decreed upon the date of Easter in the third century.  It was at work when the Popes took to 
themselves the titles “Bishop of Bishops” (Zephyrinus, d. 218), “Vicar of Peter,” “Christ’s Vicar,” 
and “Universal Bishop.”  It was at work in the exegesis that claimed authority, power, and 
jurisdiction for the bishop of Rome from the words of Matthew 16 and John 20.   
 This awful creation of the Antichrist was evidenced clearly when Pope Gregory VII (Saint 
Pope Gregory VII!) decreed in 1074 that all priests must be celibate.  This decree, the great divorce, 
declared all wives of priests to be concubines and all marriages to be fornications.  The sons and 
daughters of such unions were declared illegitimate and bastards.  This is still the policy of the 
Roman Papacy, as evidenced in the papal encyclical, Sacerdotalis coelibatus (Paul VI, 1967). 
 The Pope created the doctrines of purgatory and the treasury of the saints.  He also has 
decreed two Marian dogmas – that Mary was born immaculate, that is, without sin; and that Mary 
was bodily assumed into heaven immediately after her death.  The Pope has decreed the necessity of 
fasting at various times during the year.  And, in one of the grossest displays of the Antichrist’s 
power, in the clearest sign that he is “proclaiming himself to be God” (2 Thess. 2:4), the Pope 
declared himself to be infallible in the proclamation of faith and morals.  He has the power to reveal, 
proclaim, promote, promulgate, and define doctrine by the power and inspiration of the Holy Spirit 
and by his own authority. 
 The First Vatican Council:  “9. Therefore, faithfully adhering to the tradition received from the 
beginning of the Christian faith, to the glory of God our savior, for the exaltation of the Catholic 
religion and for the salvation of the Christian people, with the approval of the Sacred Council, we 
teach and define as a divinely revealed dogma that when the Roman Pontiff speaks EX 
CATHEDRA, that is, when, in the exercise of his office as shepherd and teacher of all Christians, in 
virtue of his supreme apostolic authority, he defines a doctrine concerning faith or morals to be held 
by the whole Church, he possesses, by the divine assistance promised to him in blessed Peter, that 
infallibility which the divine Redeemer willed his Church to enjoy in defining doctrine concerning 
faith or morals. Therefore, such definitions of the Roman Pontiff are of themselves, and not by the 
consent of the Church, irreformable. – So then, should anyone, which God forbid, have the temerity 
to reject this definition of ours: let him be anathema” (Chapter 4, Paragraph 9). 
 Pius XII, 1950:  “Certainly this teaching authority of the Church, not by any merely human 
effort but under the protection of the Spirit of Truth, and therefore absolutely without error, carries 
out the commission entrusted to it, that of preserving the revealed truths pure and entire throughout 
every age, in such a way that it presents them undefiled, adding nothing to them and taking nothing 
away from them. For, as the Vatican Council teaches, ‘the Holy Spirit was not promised to the 
successors of Peter in such a way that, by his revelation, they might manifest new doctrine, but so 
that, by his assistance, they might guard as sacred and might faithfully propose the revelation 
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delivered through the apostles, or the deposit of faith’ (Munificentissimus Deus [The Apostolic 
Constitution Defining the Dogma of the Assumption]). 
 Father John Trigilio, 1999:  “According to Pope Pius XII in Humani Generis & Vatican II in 
Lumen Gentium #25, even non-infallible teachings are to receive the submission of mind and will of 
the faithful. While not requiring the ASSENT OF FAITH, they CANNOT be disputed nor rejected 
publicly and the benefit of the doubt must be given to the one possessing the fullness of teaching 
authority. The heterodox concept of a dual magisteria, i.e., the theologians, is not based on scriptural 
nor traditional grounds. Some have gone as far as to propose a triple magisteria, the body of 
believers. While it is true that as a whole, the body of believers is infallible in that SENSUS FIDEI is 
that the Church as the Mystical Body cannot be in error on matters of faith and morals, the 
TEACHING AUTHORITY (Magisterium) resides solely with the Roman Pontiff and the College 
of Bishops in union with him” (Discussing Papal Infallibility). 
 Pius IX, 1854:  “Accordingly, by the inspiration of the Holy Spirit, for the honor of the Holy 
and undivided Trinity, for the glory and adornment of the Virgin Mother of God, for the exaltation 
of the Catholic Faith, and for the furtherance of the Catholic religion, by the authority of Jesus 
Christ our Lord, of the Blessed Apostles Peter and Paul, and by our own: ‘We declare, pronounce, 
and define that the doctrine which holds that the most Blessed Virgin Mary, in the first instance of 
her conception, by a singular grace and privilege granted by Almighty God, in view of the merits of 
Jesus Christ, the Savior of the human race, was preserved free from all stain of original sin, is a 
doctrine revealed by God and therefore to be believed firmly and constantly by all the faithful’” 
(Ineffabilis Deus [The Immaculate Conception Defined]). 
 Pius XII, 1950:  “44. For which reason, after we have poured forth prayers of supplication 
again and again to God, and have invoked the light of the Spirit of Truth, for the glory of Almighty 
God who has lavished his special affection upon the Virgin Mary, for the honor of her Son, the 
immortal King of the Ages and the Victor over sin and death, for the increase of the glory of that 
same august Mother, and for the joy and exultation of the entire Church; 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” (Munificentissimus Deus [The Apostolic Constitution Defining the Dogma of the 
Assumption], Paragraph 44). 
 The same:  “5. Now God has willed that the Blessed Virgin Mary should be exempted from 
this general rule. She, by an entirely unique privilege, completely overcame sin by her Immaculate 
Conception, and as a result she was not subject to the law of remaining in the corruption of the 
grave, and she did not have to wait until the end of time for the redemption of her body” 
(Munificentissimus Deus [The Apostolic Constitution Defining the Dogma of the Assumption], 
Paragraph 5). 
 The same:  “Thus, from the universal agreement of the Church's ordinary teaching authority 
we have a certain and firm proof, demonstrating that the Blessed Virgin Mary's bodily Assumption 
into heaven- which surely no faculty of the human mind could know by its own natural powers, as 
far as the heavenly glorification of the virginal body of the loving Mother of God is concerned-is a 
truth that has been revealed by God and consequently something that must be firmly and faithfully 
believed by all children of the Church. For, as the Vatican Council asserts, ‘all those things are to be 
believed by divine and Catholic faith which are contained in the written Word of God or in 
Tradition, and which are proposed by the Church, either in solemn judgment or in its ordinary and 
universal teaching office, as divinely revealed truths which must be believed’” (Munificentissimus Deus 
[The Apostolic Constitution Defining the Dogma of the Assumption]). 
 The Second Vatican Council:  “Finally the Immaculate Virgin preserved free from all stain of 
original sin, was taken up body and soul into heavenly glory, when her earthly life was over, and 
exalted by the Lord as Queen over all things, that she might be the more fully conformed to her 
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Son, the Lord of lords, (cf. Apoc. 19:16) and conqueror of sin and death” (Lumen Gentium, Paragraph 
59). 
 The Catechism of the Catholic Church:  “To become the mother of the Saviour, Mary ‘was 
enriched by God with gifts appropriate to such a role.’ The angel Gabriel at the moment of the 
annunciation salutes her as ‘full of grace.’ In fact, in order for Mary to be able to give the free assent 
of her faith to the announcement of her vocation, it was necessary that she be wholly borne by 
God's grace” (490).  
 The Council of Trent:  “If any one saith, that, after the grace of Justification has been received, 
to every penitent sinner the guilt is remitted, and the debt of eternal punishment is blotted out in 
such wise, that there remains not any debt of temporal punishment to be discharged either in this 
world, or in the next in Purgatory, before the entrance to the kingdom of heaven can be opened (to 
him); let him be anathema” (Session VI, Canon XXX). 
 The Catechism of the Catholic Church:  “All who die in God's grace and friendship, but still 
imperfectly purified, are indeed assured of their eternal salvation; but after death they undergo 
purification, so as to achieve the holiness necessary to enter the joy of heaven” (1030).  
 The same:  “The Church gives the name Purgatory to this final purification of the elect, which 
is entirely different from the punishment of the damned. The Church formulated her doctrine of 
faith on Purgatory especially at the Councils of Florence and Trent. The tradition of the Church, by 
reference to certain texts of Scripture, speaks of a cleansing fire: As for certain lesser faults, we must 
believe that, before the Final Judgment, there is a purifying fire. He who is truth says that whoever 
utters blasphemy against the Holy Spirit will be pardoned neither in this age nor in the age to come. 
From this sentence we understand that certain offenses can be forgiven in this age, but certain 
others in the age to come” (1031). 
 The same:  “Those who die in God's grace and friendship imperfectly purified, although they 
are assured of their eternal salvation, undergo a purification after death, so as to achieve the holiness 
necessary to enter the joy of God” (1054). 
 Fr. Anthony Zimmerman, S.T.D., 1999:  “By no means will any of us enter heaven, or even 
want to enter there, unless our characters are in perfect shape, and our deficits are paid up in full. 
Purgatory is the service shop where repair work is done, and where books are balanced. The Poor 
Souls must wait for entrance into heaven, but they sense God's assistance while they make their final 
preparation” (Purgatory: Workshop for Heaven). 
 The same:  “I like to think that we might be able to regulate the pace of our cleansing process 
in purgatory in accordance with our own choice, at least to some extent. The Lord does not, I think, 
burn out our rust there with precision-automated furnaces. He is a Good Shepherd who comforts 
lost sheep on His shoulders. He is not a tyrant who knows no love. With that thought in mind, we 
are not wrong, I believe, in hoping that God will allow us to regulate somewhat the intensity of the 
cleansing process in Purgatory, whether we wish hurry via concentrated effort, or amble along in 
more leisurely fashion”  (Purgatory: Workshop for Heaven). 
 The same:  “Satisfaction done during this life for sins has the added value of merit toward a 
higher reward in heaven. In Purgatory, however, souls do not gain new merit when they offer 
satisfaction for their sins, so most theologians tend to believe. The wiser move is to get on with our 
full conversion here, in this life. Here the yoke is easy and the burden is light (cf. Mt 11:30), but 
there the yoke will be more galling, and the burden heavier, so many spiritual writers warn” 
(Purgatory:  Workshop for Heaven). 
 Fr. Paul O’Sullivan:  “A lady once told us how she had, when younger, the habit of constantly 
speaking ill of her neighbours.  Having heard a sermon on the subject, she made a strong resolution 
never to do so again, and kept it. That simple, strong resolution changed the whole trend of her life 
and saved her from thousands of sins, and most surely from a long and painful Purgatory. Who 
cannot make a like resolution and keep it” (How to Avoid Purgatory)? 
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 The same:  “The easy road to Heaven of Saint Therese, the Little Flower, is to do many little 
things. God was infinitely pleased with the widow's mite; He will be equally pleased with our little 
penances” (How to Avoid Purgatory). 
 The Catechism of the Catholic Church:  “The fifth precept (‘You shall observe the prescribed 
days of fasting and abstinence.’) ensures the times of ascesis and penance which prepare us for the 
liturgical feasts; they help us acquire mastery over our instincts and freedom of heart. The faithful 
also have the duty of providing for the material needs of the Church, each according to his abilities” 
(2043). 
 Such obligations weigh heavy on the Christian.  They make it nearly impossible to breath.  
This is the work of the Antichrist, who preaches a gospel that is not a gospel (Galatians 1:6-9).  We 
are forced to say with Paul: 
 

We who are Jews by birth and not ‘Gentile sinners’ know that a man 
is not justified by observing the law, but by faith in Jesus Christ. So 
we, too, have put our faith in Christ Jesus that we may be justified by 
faith in Christ and not by observing the law, because by observing 
the law no one will be justified.  If, while we seek to be justified in 
Christ, it becomes evident that we ourselves are sinners, does that 
mean that Christ promotes sin? Absolutely not!  If I rebuild what I 
destroyed, I prove that I am a lawbreaker.  For through the law I died 
to the law so that I might live for God.  I have been crucified with 
Christ and I no longer live, but Christ lives in me. The life I live in 
the body, I live by faith in the Son of God, who loved me and gave 
himself for me. I do not set aside the grace of God, for if 
righteousness could be gained through the law, Christ died for 
nothing! (Galatians 2:16-21) 

 
With the eyes opened by faith, we must confess: 
 

It is for freedom that Christ has set us free. Stand firm, then, and do 
not let yourselves be burdened again by a yoke of slavery.  Mark my 
words! I, Paul, tell you that if you let yourselves be circumcised, 
Christ will be of no value to you at all.  Again I declare to every man 
who lets himself be circumcised that he is obligated to obey the 
whole law. You who are trying to be justified by law have been 
alienated from Christ; you have fallen away from grace. (Galatians 
5:1-4) 

 
 Even those laboring under the weight of the Roman obligations recognize that there is 
something inherently wrong with the actions of the supreme teaching office, the Roman Pontiff.  
Hans Kung, a Swiss theologian, is one such Roman Catholic.  Kung had his teaching authority 
revoked by the church for questioning the Pope’s doctrines and dogmas, especially that having to do 
with papal infallibility.  Kung writes:  “…the longer the teaching office is exercised by Pope and 
Curia, the more it is exercised in a way which – as previously in Church history, and from Rome – 
inflicts the worst damage on the unity and credibility of the Catholic Church.”7  He goes on:  

                                                 
7 Hans Kung. Infallible?  An Inquiry. Translated by Edward Quinn. Garden City, NY: Doubleday & Company, 

Inc., 1970. pg. 15.  Appealing to Kung is the definition of the axiom:  “Politics makes strange bedfellows.”  Kung is an 
ecumenical minded, historical critic who argues for the ordination of women and still subscribes to many of the 
doctrines of the Catholic Church, especially regarding salvation and original sin.  It is the tyranny of the papacy and the 
Roman curia that he argues against and attempts to reveal.  In this effort, we praise Kung, though we disagree with 
much else in his thinking and theology. 
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A Petrine ministry in the Church makes sense and every Catholic will 
affirm it.  But the Pope exists for the Church and not the Church for 
the Pope.  His primacy is not a primacy of ruling, but a primacy of 
service.  And the holder of the Petrine ministry may not set himself 
up either as Lord of the Church or – still less – as Lord of the 
Gospel: this is what he does when today, after all the negative 
experiences of earlier times and the positive experiences of the 
Council, he still interprets that ministry in the light of an uncritically 
adopted tradition, theology, and ecclesiastical policy.8 
 
And what is meant by ‘faithfully expounding’ the deposit of 
revelation?  ‘The words ‘to be faithfully expounded’ indicate briefly 
that there is a historical development of dogma itself, and not merely 
of theology.’  On the basis of this second qualification the Roman 
teaching office seems to be permitted to explicate ‘authentically’ and 
– as in the case of the two new Marian dogmas – even to define 
infallibly all kinds of things on which not a word was said either in 
Scripture or in early tradition.9 

 
Thesis V:  The Roman Papacy is the one, great Antichrist, predicted in Scripture, who rules 
tyrannically in God’s Temple, His Church, and takes captive souls with his blasphemous 

decrees. 
 

Scripture Proof 
 Based on the evidences adduced above from the words and actions of the Pope in Rome, it 
is clear that the words of Daniel, 2 Thessalonians, 1 and 2 John, and Revelation apply to the office 
of the papacy.  He is sitting in God’s temple.  He proclaims himself to be God.  He is a beast and 
roaring lion who bans and excommunicates, who crowns and dethrones kings, who claims all 
authority to himself.  The Pope in Rome rejects the clear doctrines of Scripture and makes Christ 
and His sacrifice to be empty and nothing.  In addition, the Pope creates doctrines to suit his own 
ideas and fancies.  He is truly the king “who will distribute the land at a price” (Daniel 11:39).  He is 
the beast demanding that everyone “receive a mark” (Revelation 13:16).  He is “BABYLON THE 
GREAT THE MOTHER OF PROSTITUTES AND OF THE ABOMINATIONS OF THE 
EARTH” (Revelation 17:5).  The Pope is the woman who “was drunk with the blood of the saints, 
the blood of those who bore testimony to Jesus” (Revelation 17:6). 
 The Roman Pope is the one, great Antichrist.  He sits in power in Rome and lords it over 
one billion souls who call themselves Roman Catholic.  He decrees dogmas and doctrines, he orders 
fasts and festivals.  His blasphemies burden the souls of those under his sway.  He “exalts himself” 
(2 Thessalonians 2:4).  He is the “deceiving spirit” (1 Timothy 4:1) and he teaches “things taught by 
demons” (1 Timothy 4:1). 
 Here we wish to point out a subtle distinction.  The Papacy is not the Roman Catholic 
Church.  It is an institution attached to that church, though we are reminded by Theo. Hoyer, 
“…the two are so closely linked together that in fact they cannot be separated today.  The Roman 
Church is so totally dependant on the Papacy that the two stand and fall together.”10  And again, 
“Not everything we say about the Papacy, therefore, can be applied to the Roman Church.  Nothing 

                                                 
8 Kung, Infallible?, pg. 27. 
9 Kung, Infallible?, pg. 74. 
10 Hoyer, pg. 711. 
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good can be said about the Papacy.  It is a thoroughly unchristian institution.  No one of us would 
say that of the Roman Church.”11 
 

Witnesses from the Lutheran Confessions 
 The Smalcald Articles:  “That the Pope is not the head of all Christendom ‘by divine right’ or 
on the basis of God’s Word, because that belongs only to the one who is called Jesus Christ. Instead, 
the Pope is only bishop, or pastor, of the church at Rome and of those who willingly or through a 
human institution (that is, through secular authority) have joined themselves to him in order to be 
Christians alongside him as a brother and companion but not under him as a lord—as the ancient 
councils and the time of St. Cyprian demonstrate. But now, however, no bishop dares to call the 
Pope ‘brother,’ as at that time, but instead must address him as his ‘most gracious lord,’ as if he were 
a king or emperor. We will not, should not, and cannot impose this upon our consciences. But 
whoever wants to do so does it without our support.   
 “It follows from this that everything the Pope has undertaken and done on the basis of such 
false, offensive, blasphemous, arrogant power was and still is a purely diabolical affair and business, 
which corrupts the entire holy Christian church (however much it depends on him) and negates the 
first, chief article on redemption by Jesus Christ. (The only exception concerns the area of political 
government, where God sometimes allows much good to come to a people through a tyrant or 
scoundrel.)   
 “All his bulls and books are available, in which he roars like a lion (the angel of Revelation 
12 indicates this) that Christians cannot be saved unless they are obedient and submit to him in all 
things—what he wills, what he says, what he does. This is as much to say: ‘Even if you believe in 
Christ and have everything that is necessary for salvation in him, nevertheless it is nothing and all in 
vain unless you consider me your god and are subject and obedient to me.’ Yet, it is obvious that the 
holy church was without a Pope for over five hundred years at least, and even today the Greek 
church and many churches that use other languages have never been under the Pope and still are 
not. Thus, as has often been said, it is a human fiction. It is not commanded. There is no need for it. 
And it is useless. The holy Christian church can survive quite well without such a head. It would 
have been much better off if such a head had not been raised up by the devil. The papacy is not 
necessary in the church, because it exercises no Christian office, and thus the church must continue 
and endure without the Pope.   
 “Suppose, for the sake of argument, that the Pope wanted to renounce his claim; suppose 
that he were not the supreme head of the church ‘by divine right,’ that is, by God’s command. 
Suppose instead, in order that the unity of Christendom might be better preserved against sects and 
heretics, that there must be a head to whom all others adhere. Now such a head would be elected by 
the people, and it would remain incumbent upon their power and choice whether to change or 
depose this head. This is virtually the way the council at Constance handled the Popes, deposing 
three and electing the fourth. Now just suppose, I say, that the Pope and the see of Rome 
relinquished their authority and accepted this view (which, of course, is impossible because he would 
have to suffer the overthrow and destruction of his entire government and position with all his laws 
and books; in short, he cannot do it).   
 “Even if he could, Christianity would not be helped in any way, and there would be even 
more sects than before, because they would not have to submit to such a head on the basis of God’s 
command but rather as a matter of human good will. He would rather easily and quickly be despised, 
until finally he would not have even one adherent. He would also no longer have to reside in Rome 
or at some other set place, but wherever and in whatever church God provided a man suitable for 
the position. Oh, that would be a complicated and disorganized state of affairs!   
 “Therefore the church cannot be better ruled and preserved than if we all live under one 
head, Christ, and all the bishops—equal according to the office (although they may be unequal in 

                                                 
11 Hoyer, pg. 712. 
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their gifts)—keep diligently together in unity of teaching, faith, sacraments, prayers, and works of 
love, etc. So St. Jerome writes that the priests at Alexandria ruled the churches together in common, 
as the apostles also did and afterward all bishops throughout Christendom, until the Pope elevated 
himself over them all.   
 “This business shows overwhelmingly that he is the true end-times Antichrist, who has 
raised himself over and set himself against Christ, because the Pope will not let Christians be saved 
without his authority (which amounts to nothing, since it is not ordered or commanded by God). 
This is precisely what St. Paul calls ‘setting oneself over God and against God.’ Neither the Turks 
nor the Tartars, despite being great enemies of the Christians, do any such thing. They allow 
whoever desires it to have faith in Christ, and they receive physical tribute and obedience from the 
Christians.   
 “The Pope, however, will not allow faith, but asserts instead that anyone who is obedient to 
him will be saved. We are unwilling to do this, even if we have to die in God’s name on account of 
it. All of this stems from his claim to be head of the Christian church ‘by divine right.’ Therefore he 
had to set himself up as equal to and even greater than Christ and let himself be praised first as the 
head of the church, then as its lord, and finally as lord of the entire world and nothing short of an 
earthly god—until he even dared to command the angels in heaven.   
 “When the Pope’s teaching is distinguished from that of the Holy Scriptures or compared to 
them, it turns out that the Pope’s teaching—at its very best—is taken from the imperial, pagan law 
and teaches about secular dealings and judgments, as his Decretals show. Beyond this, it gives 
instruction about ceremonies involving churches, vestments, foods, personnel, along with child’s 
play, imaginary work, and fool’s work without limit. But in all these things, there is absolutely 
nothing about Christ, faith, and God’s commandments.  Finally, that the Pope in contradiction to 
God promotes his lies about Masses, purgatory, monastic life, one’s own works, and worship (which 
are the essence of the papacy) is nothing but the devil through and through. He damns, slays, and 
plagues all Christians who do not exalt and honor his abominations above all things. Therefore, as 
little as we can worship the devil himself as our lord or god, so we cannot allow his apostle, the 
Pope or Antichrist, to govern as our head or lord. His papal government is characterized by lying 
and murder and the eternal ruin of body and soul, as I have demonstrated in many books” (II, IV, 1-
14). 

 The Treatise: “Therefore, even if the Roman bishop did possess primacy by divine right, 
obedience is still not owed him when he defends ungodly worship and teaching contrary to the 
gospel. Indeed, it is necessary to oppose him as the Antichrist. The errors of the Pope are blatant, 
and they are not trivial. The cruelty that he inflicts on godly persons is also manifest. And the 
command of God is certain that we should flee idolatry, ungodly teaching, and unjust violence. 
Therefore, all the godly have good, compelling, and clear reasons not to submit to the Pope. These 
reasons console them in the face of all the reproaches for causing scandal, schism, and discord, with 
which they are regularly taunted.  Truly, those who agree with the Pope and defend his teaching and 
worship practices defile themselves with idolatry and blasphemous opinions, make themselves guilty 
of the blood of the godly whom the Pope persecutes, offend the glory of God, and undermine the 
well-being of the church because they confirm errors and other disgraces for all posterity” 
(Paragraphs 57-59). 
 

Witnesses from the Lutheran Fathers 
 Luther:  “Thus the Antichrist again rises above God” (“Why the Books of the Pope and His 
Disciples Were Burned, 1520, Luther’s Works, American Edition, 31:392). 
 The same: “The Pope has the power to interpret and to teach Holy Scripture according to his 
will and allows no one to interpret it otherwise than he wants.  He thereby puts himself above God’s 
word, dismembers and destroys it, as St. Paul says in I Cor. 14, the superior should yield to the 
revelation of the inferior” (Ibid., 392). 
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 The same:  “…for it has been announced that he will have all those burned who oppose him 
and that he will have the consent of all the kings and princes” (Ibid., 392). 
 The same:  “Thus God has also blessed no city on earth with so much grace and so many 
saints as Rome and did more for her than for any other. Therefore she, too, like Jerusalem, in 
gratitude to God, must do the greatest harm and give the world the true and most destructive 
Antichrist who does more harm than the good which Christ has done before. That is the way it 
happens. And it must all transpire in the name and under the pretext of Christ and of God, so that 
no one believes it until Christ himself comes and enlightens such darkness with the light of his 
advent, as St. Paul says” (Ibid., 393). 
 The same:  “I am willing to let everyone have his own opinion. I am moved most by the fact 
that the Pope has never once refuted with Scripture or reason anyone who has spoken, written, or 
acted against him, but has at all times suppressed, exiled, burned, or otherwise strangled him with 
force and bans, through kings, and other partisans, or with deceit and false words, of which I shall 
convince him from history. Nor has he ever been willing to submit to a court of justice or judgment, 
but at all times bawled that he was above Scripture, judgment, and authority” (Ibid., 394). 
 

Witnesses from the History and Words of the Papacy of the Roman Catholic Church 
 It is not hard to find the Pope acting as the tyrant.  Consider the historical examples referred 
to previously, those of Victor, Siricius, Leo, Boniface VIII, Innocent III, Gregory VII, and Leo X.   
Go back to the anathemas pronounced by the Council of Trent, and read the anathemas listed 
below and ask, “Is this a shepherd or a tyrant?” 
 Consider also that the Pope’s power is based on lies.  For centuries the Pope bolstered 
himself with the forged Donation of Constantine and the Pseudo-Isidorean Decretals (a collection 
of 240 documents, 115 totally forged, 125 authentic, but falsified documents), among other 
documents.12  Both documents are unarguably false and demonstrate that the Pope is no shepherd; 
he is a king, a tyrant, a despot, and a wolf (Matthew 7:15).   He is concerned only with power and 
authority and his own personal aggrandizement.  He maintains that power by attacking the sin-

                                                 
12 Johann Dollinger, a German cardinal and a fierce anti-papalist, excommunicated by Pius IX in 1871, because 

of his opposition to the declaration of papal infallibility said:  “’The papacy is based on an audacious falsification of 
history,’ he declared, ‘A forgery in its very outset, it has, during the long years of its existence, had a pernicious influence 

on church and state alike’” (quoted by John Allen in Pope Benedict XVI.  New York: Continuum International 
Publishing Group, 2005. pg. 6).   

Cf. also Hans Kung. The Catholic Church. New York: The Modern Library, 2003. pg. 60-62, 73-76.  Kung writes, 
with reference to the Pseudo-Isidorean Decretals, “Almost all these forgeries from the ninth century gave the impression 
that papal claims which were made only from the middle of the fifth century onward were time-honored and the will of 
God.  They provided theological and legal legitimation to claims to power which has previously lacked this.  Now the 
image of the church and church law was wholly concentrated on the authority of Rome.  The forgeries of Symmachus 
prepared for the Donation of Constantine, and both were taken up and consummated in this third and greatest forgery, 
that of Pseudo-Isidore.  Together these three forgeries formed the legal basis for a future total Romanization of the 
Western Church and the simultaneous excommunication of the Eastern church, which was now no longer reckoned to 
be part of Europe. 

“All these forgeries were not curiosities of the time, as papal historians well-disposed toward the pope want to 
make out, but have had an abiding impact on the history of the church.  The forgeries, most of which were subsequently 
legitimized by the pope, still appear in the Codex Iuris Canonici revised under the supervision of the curia and promulgated 
in 1983 by John Paul II.  Anyone who so wishes can discover that this medieval curial system of power cannot appeal to 
the New Testament and the common tradition of the Christianity of the first millennium.  It rests on ever new 
appropriations of power down the centuries and on forgeries which gave them legal legitimation.  Thus, for example, 
according to the Codex Iuris Canonici which was valid up to the Second Vatican Council, the legal principle, which is 
important down to our day, that the pope alone can legitimately summon an ecumenical council (and if he did not want 
to, no one could object) is based on five proof texts from earlier legal sources, three from the forgeries of Pseudo-
Isidore and the others derived from these forgeries.  But in the ninth century none were the wiser” (76). 
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troubled conscience, which he assaults again and again with his weights, burdens, and obligations 
laid upon the backs of his flock. 
 Pius IX, 1854:  “Anyone who speaks against this dogma [the Immaculate Conception of 
Mary] shall incur the penalty of perpetual disability from preaching, reading in public, teaching and 
interpreting, and that it shall not be possible to absolve them from such penalty, or remove it, save 
through ourselves, or the Roman Pontiffs who shall succeed us” (Ineffabilis Deus, [The Immaculate 
Conception Defined]). 
 The same:  “Hence, if anyone shall dare—which God forbid!—to think otherwise than as has 
been defined by us, let him know and understand that he is condemned by his own judgment; that 
he has suffered shipwreck in the faith; that he has separated from the unity of the Church; and that, 
furthermore, by his own action he incurs the penalties established by law if he should express in 
words or writing or by any other outward means the errors he think in his heart” (Ineffabilis Deus, 
[The Immaculate Conception Defined]). 
 The First Vatican Council:  “So then, should anyone, which God forbid, have the temerity to 
reject this definition of ours: let him be anathema” (Chapter 4, Paragraph 9). 
 Pius XII, 1950:  “45. Hence if anyone, which God forbid, should dare willfully to deny or to 
call into doubt that which we have defined, let him know that he has fallen away completely from 
the divine and Catholic Faith….47. It is forbidden to any man to change this, our declaration, 
pronouncement, and definition or, by rash attempt, to oppose and counter it. If any man should 
presume to make such an attempt, let him know that he will incur the wrath of Almighty God and 
of the Blessed Apostles Peter and Paul” (Munificentissimus Deus [The Apostolic Constitution Defining 
the Dogmas of the Assumption], Paragraphs 45 and 47). 
 The Second Vatican Council:  “14. This holy Council first of all turns its attention to the 
Catholic faithful. Basing itself on scripture and tradition, it teaches that the Church, a pilgrim now 
on earth, is necessary for salvation: the one Christ is mediator and the way of salvation; he is present 
to us in his body which is the Church. He himself explicitly asserted the necessity of faith and 
baptism (cf. Mk. 16:16; Jn. 3:5), and thereby affirmed at the same time the necessity of the Church 
which men enter through baptism as through a door. Hence they could not be saved who, knowing 
that the Catholic Church was founded as necessary by God through Christ, would refuse either to 
enter it, or to remain in it….Fully incorporated into the Church are those who, possessing the Spirit 
of Christ, accept all the means of salvation given to the Church together with her entire 
organization, and who--by the bonds constituted by the profession of faith, the sacraments, 
ecclesiastical government, and communion--are joined in the visible structure of the Church of 
Christ, who rules her through the Supreme Pontiff and the bishops” (Lumen Gentium, Paragraph 14). 
 Dominus Iesus “…finally, the tendency to read and to interpret Sacred Scripture outside the 
Tradition and Magisterium of the Church” (Paragraph 4). 
 In the above cited quotation, then Joseph Cardinal Ratzinger offers a list of reasons for why 
there are problems in the twentieth century, why there are struggles with the doctrine of the Church and 
its unicity, etc.  The obvious answer is that people are taking too much initiative to read and study the 
Scriptures on their own.  They are ignoring the supreme teaching authority of the Pope.  They are, dare 
it be spoken aloud, handling the Scriptures themselves, rather than letting the meaning, content, and 
interpretation of Scripture be handled by those to whom the sacred sacrament of Holy Orders has 
given the right and responsibility.  These are the actions of a tyrant, of the Antichrist!  Kung writes, 
“…the Roman system is the sole absolutist system that has survived the French Revolution.”13 

 
 
 
 

                                                 
13 Kung, Infallible?, pg. 28. 
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Thesis VI:  It is impossible and unconscionable for the Lutheran Church to unite itself in 
fellowship with the one great Antichrist, with the Roman Papacy. 

 
Scripture Proof 

 Since Scripture teaches that the Papacy at Rome is the one, great Antichrist, it is clear and 
evident that one cannot exercise fellowship with the Pope.  Scriptures asks, “What fellowship can 
light have with darkness” (2 Corinthians 6:14b)?  In Romans Paul tells us to “Watch out for those 
who cause divisions….Keep away from them” (Romans 16:17).  Paul tells Timothy, “If anyone 
teaches false doctrines and does not agree to the sound instruction of our Lord Jesus Christ and to 
godly teaching, he is conceited and understands nothing” (1 Timothy 6:3-4). 
 Furthermore, it is the duty and responsibility of Christians, and especially Lutherans, whose 
history is so closely bound to the tyranny of the papacy to “command certain men not to teach false 
doctrines any longer” (1 Timothy 1:3). 
 

Witnesses from the Lutheran Confessions 
 The Formula of Concord:  It is impossible to make concessions in rites and ceremonies 
“…when the enemies of the holy gospel have not come to agreement with us in public teaching” 
(Solid Declaration, Article X, 2). 
 The same:  “Nor are such ceremonies matters of indifference when they are intended to create 
the illusion (or are demanded or accepted with that intention), as if such action brought the two 
contradictory religions into agreement and made them one body or as if a return to the papacy and a 
deviation from the pure teaching of the gospel and from the true religion had taken place or could 
gradually result from these actions” (Solid Declaration, Article X, 5). 
 The same: “Thus, Paul submits and gives in to the weak in matters of food or days and times 
(Rom. 14).  But he does not want to submit to false apostles, who wanted to impose such things 
upon consciences as necessary even in matters that were in themselves free and indifferent” (Solid 
Declaration, Article X, 13). 
 The same:  “For weakening this article and forcing human commands upon the church as 
necessary – as if their omission were wrong and sinful – already paves the way to idolatry.  Through 
it human commands will ultimately increase and will be regarded as service to God equal to which 
God has commanded; even worse, they will even be given precedence over what he has 
commanded” (Solid Declaration, Article X, 15). 
 The same:  “Under the article on the primacy or lordship of the Pope, the Smalcald Articles 
state, ‘Therefore, as little as we can worship the devil himself as our lord or god, so we cannot allow 
his apostle, the Pope or Antichrist, to govern as our head or lord.  His papal government is 
characterized by lying and murder and the eternal ruin of body and soul’” (Solid Declaration, Article 
X, 20). 
 Many argue that the words applied to the Pope at the time of the Reformation no longer 
apply.  The Papacy has reformed itself.  It is no longer the Papacy of the Inquisition or the witch 
hunts or the Crusades.  It is no longer the backward, unsophisticated warlord in the mold of a Julius 
II.  Today, they would claim, the Papacy is a force for much good in this world, and as the ruler of 
the largest Christian church in the world ought to be looked to for guidance, and perhaps united 
with if possible. 
 But ask Hans Kung if the Papacy has changed.  Kung, whose teaching license was revoked 
by the Roman Curia, writes in an introduction to his history of the Catholic Church, “I want to say 
quite openly, right at the beginning, that despite all my experiences of how merciless the Roman 
system can be….”14  And a couple pages later, “Granted, Rome has recently been asking for 

                                                 
14 Kung, The Catholic Church, pg. xvii. 
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forgiveness for the monstrous errors and atrocities of the past – but in the meantime, the present-
day church administration and Inquisition are producing still more victims.”15 
 Is there a new dawn in the Roman Catholic Church?  Is this a new Papacy, one that has 
thrown off the mantle of Antichrist?  The answer is no.  This is still the same totalitarian system that 
tyrannizes the souls of those under its care and seeks only to pull more into its ravenous clutches.  
Despite what the ELCA maintains and the paper fences and compromises it brings home from 
Augsburg, Wittenberg, Rome, or wherever, Rome will not and can not budge.  The Roman Pontiff 
and his machinery have not and will not change their position.  John Paul II changed nothing.16  
Benedict XVI has not and will not relent on any of the false and blasphemous teachings of the 
Roman Catholic Church.17 
 Vatican observer John Allen describes the mindset and philosophy of Pope Benedict XVI. 
“Ratzinger today believes that the best antidote to political totalitarianism is ecclesial totalitarianism.  
In other words, he believes the Catholic church serves the cause of human freedom by restricting 
freedom in its internal life, thereby remaining clear about what it teaches and believes.”18  When it 
comes to Ratzinger on church and ministry, one need only read his work in Dominus Iesus, written at 
the behest of John Paul II.  Allen writes: 
 

Ratzinger has argued that the universal church is the prime reality, 
with local churches after-the-fact expressions in space and time of 
this metaphysical unity.  Christ came to proclaim the universal 
church; the apostles then founded local communities to spread its 
message.  In practical terms, Ratzinger’s stress on the universal 
church at the expense of the local translates into a strong emphasis 
on centralization in Rome and on loyalty to the papacy.  Ratzinger 
has said that the local church is church at all only to the extent that it 
is in communion with the Pope; without the “Petrine principle,” a 
particular assembly is simply not the church.19 
 
These Popes built the structural and cultural foundations for the 
imperial papacy; Ratzinger has erected the theological scaffolding to 
support it.  His communion ecclesiology, his theological assault on 
bishops’ conferences, his assertion of ontological priority for the 
universal church (which in practice means Rome), all have the effect 
of legitimizing the concentration of power in the hands of the Pope 
and his immediate advisors in the Roman curia.20 

 
 Catholic historian and priest Thomas Bokenkotter essentially agrees with this assessment.  
As he analyzes the papacies of the twentieth and now twenty-first centuries, he asks, “Has the office 
of the papacy changed?”  His answer:  No.  It is still based on a model that is “patriarchal, 

                                                 
15 Kung, The Catholic Church, pg. xx-xxi. 
16 In a supreme irony, John Paul II declared a plenary indulgence for the Jubilee Year of 2000 shortly before the 

signing of the Joint Declaration.  Thomas Bokenkotter observed, referring to JP II: “The charismatic Pope communicated 
a sense of authority and continuity by stressing the strength of the Catholic tradition as he called for total conformity to 
the Church’s teachings.  Cafeteria, or pick-and-choose, Catholics were admonished and dissenting theologians were 
punished” (Bokenkotter, pg. 527). 

17 Cf. the newspaper articles from Zenit and the Catholic News Service in the bibliography.  In these citations 
Benedict XVI prays to the saints, affirms the power and primacy of the papacy, indicates that he will have his hands in 
every pie, including liturgical changes, and finds time also to express his agreement with the disgusting doctrines of 
Vatican II allowing for non-Christians to be saved.   

18 Allen, pg. 3. 
19 Ibid., pg. 307. 
20 Ibid., pg. 308-309. 
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authoritarian, and ethnocentric.”  It is the “Vatican’s practice of issuing binding decrees on a billion 
Catholics without prior consultation.” It is the view of Cardinal Ratzinger (Pope Benedict XVI) that 
the universal Church is “embodied in Rome and the papacy.”  If anything, Bokenkotter says that 
there is “increasing centralism of the church.”  “Actually, recent actions by the Pope have tightened 
Rome’s grip over the 108 bishop’s conferences around the world.”  Vatican II is not the model 
being followed in Rome, though it is in many other parts of the world (here, read: Europe and US).  
In fact, when Bokenkotter asks the question, “Can the Vatican reform itself?”  He answers:  “No.”21   
 Not only that, but the words of 2 Thessalonians 2:9 (“The coming of the lawless one will be 
in accordance with the work of Satan displayed in all kinds of counterfeit miracles, signs, and 
wonders.”) have found abundant fulfillment as well in these latter days, proving that the Papacy of 
Rome is (and always has been and always will be) the man of lawlessness, the Antichrist.  
Bokenkotter writes, “It was reported in October of 1993 that Lourdes, the most popular [site of 
apparitions], had not had so many pilgrims since the apparition of the Virgin Mary was first reported 
there in 1858.  An increasing number of reports describe people witnessing animated religious icons 
and effigies weeping and bleeding.”  This section of Bokenkotter’s history is entitled, “Apparitions 
galore.”  He goes on to discuss the appearance at Clearwater, Florida in 1996, on “the glass windows 
of the Seminole Finance Corporation,” of “a thirty-foot-tall breathtakingly beautiful iridescent image 
of a hooded Madonna.”  Then there’s Medjugorje in the Balkans (1981).22  The Antichrist is alive 
and well in the twenty-first century! 
 It is noble that the ELCA desires Christian unity.  What is not noble is the way in which they 
are going about it.  It is not a model for us to follow.  We can not and dare not unite ourselves to 
Rome.  To paraphrase Virgil, “Beware Popes bearing gifts!”  The Antichrist is not a cuddly puppy or 
a kindly old grandfather.  He is the chief enemy of Christ’s Church here on earth.  He is a liar and a 
deceiver (1 John 2:22; 2 John 7).  As Pieper writes, “It cannot be denied that to this day the Papacy 
has continued to be what it has always been, even though it will never fully recover from the deadly 
blow dealt it by the Reformation.”23  He is, as Hoenecke said, “The Greatest Foe of the Church.”24  
We can not and we dare not make a deal with this devil! 
 It is sad to see so many lured by the siren song of Rome.  Because Lutherans no longer look 
to Scripture as inspired, inerrant, and the one thing that is truly infallible, but rather as a pretty good 
book, if that, the majority of Lutherans today no longer recognize that the Papacy is the one, great 
Antichrist.  For that, we can not hope to fellowship with them and even bring back to unity the torn 
garment of the Evangelical Lutheran Church.  We must preach to them the law of Paul in Romans, 
“Keep away from them” (Romans 16:17). 
 We must also continue to preach the gospel of Jesus Christ, crucified and risen, the atoning 
sacrifice for the sins of the world, God’s gift of free grace, apart from any works of the law.  For 
that is the one sure weapon that will defeat the Antichrist.  It is the gospel that held him back (2 
Thessalonians 2:6) and it is the gospel, in the incarnation of “the Lord Jesus” which “will 
overthrow” the Antichrist “with the breath of his mouth and destroy” him “by the splendor of his 
[Jesus’] coming” (2 Thessalonians 2:8).  It is the gospel of full and free forgiveness, based on the 
sacrifice of Jesus Christ, once for all, Him for the world, as Luther proclaimed it, that cuts, and 
wounds, and destroys the Antichrist.  If we waver and waffle on that proclamation, we will be 
subject to this prophetic judgment of Hosea, just as the ELCA and the LWF are already today: 

Ephraim mixes with the nations; Ephraim is a flat cake not turned 
over.  Foreigners sap his strength, but he does not realize it. His hair 

                                                 
21 Bokenkotter, pgs. 514-518. 
22 Ibid., pg. 520. 
23 Francis Pieper.  Christian Dogmatics. St. Louis, MO: Concordia Publishing House, 1953.  III:466. 
24Adolf Hoenecke. Evangelical Lutheran Dogmatics. Milwaukee, WI: Northwestern Publishing House, 1999. 

IV:231. 
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is sprinkled with gray, but he does not notice.  Israel’s arrogance 
testifies against him, but despite all this he does not return to the 
LORD his God or search for him.  Ephraim is like a dove, easily 
deceived and senseless— now calling to Egypt, now turning to 
Assyria.  When they go, I will throw my net over them; I will pull 
them down like birds of the air. When I hear them flocking together, 
I will catch them.  Woe to them, because they have strayed from me! 
Destruction to them, because they have rebelled against me!  I long 
to redeem them but they speak lies against me.  They do not cry out 
to me from their hearts but wail upon their beds. They gather 
together for grain and new wine but turn away from me.  I trained 
them and strengthened them, but they plot evil against me.  They do 
not turn to the Most High; they are like a faulty bow. Their leaders 
will fall by the sword because of their insolent words. For this they 
will be ridiculed in the land of Egypt. (Hosea 7:8-16). 

 May the Lord Jesus Christ guard us and protect us from our enemies!  May we live in the 
peace that is ours through Him and recognize that while we have troubles in this world, take heart, 
He has overcome the world!  May Jesus give us the strength to testify boldly and clearly to the 
doctrine that the office of the Roman Papacy is the one, great Antichrist!  May we say with our 
fellow confessional, Scriptural Lutherans: 

If we value the saving doctrine of the vicarious atonement through 
the blood of Jesus Christ, the God-man, in these latter days of the 
world, we shall do well to keep the facts concerning the Antichrist 
well in mind, so that we may give heed to the prayer of Luther:  “O 
God, fill us with hatred for the papacy”…the hatred being indeed not 
directed against him as an individual, but against him as the 
representative of the system of Romanism, as the collective head of 
an organization of such a pernicious nature that he, and he alone, is 
rightly called the Antichrist. “The papacy is itself the very 
Antichrist.”25 

SDG! 

 

                                                 
25 W.F. Schink. “The Scriptural Doctrine of the Antichrist,” in Our Great Heritage, Ed. Lyle Lange, Milwaukee, 

WI: Northwestern Publishing House, 1991. III:602. 
 



Addenda – A Timeline of Papal Actions 
 

200 (Roughly) – Victor excommunicates all those who hold to a different date of Easter 
 
218 – Zephyrinus dies, who took the titles Pontifex Maximus and Bishop of Bishops 
 
257 – Stephan I dies, who attempted to assert that people should follow the bishop of Rome 

because he is the successor of Peter. 
 
385 – Siricius declares that anyone who disagrees with him disagrees with the Church, for as the 

successor of Peter he stands in for the head of the Church. 
 
417-418 – Zosimus decrees that no one can question Rome in its decisions. 
 
418-422 – Boniface I declares that the Church was founded by Peter and that Rome is the head of 

that Church.  If someone separates from Rome, they are separate from the Church and 
therefore no longer Christian. 

 
440-461 – Leo I (the Great) sits on the throne of St. Peter.  He becomes in effect the secular ruler of 

the city of Rome as he turns away the Hun.  He also “settles” the Christological controversy 
at Chalcedon.  The Roman Emperor Valentinian III decrees:  “Then only will peace 
continue through the Church when the bishop of Rome is recognized by all as lord and 
master….Henceforth it shall not be permitted to dispute over church matters or to oppose 
the orders of the primate in Rome….What is ordered by the Apostolic See, by virtue of its 
authority, shall be law to all, so that, if a bishop refuse compliance with the judicial sentence 
of the Roman primate, he shall be compelled by the provincial government to appear before 
him” (Hoyer, 723). 

 
461-468 – Hilarius calls himself the Vicar of Peter. 
 
492-496 – Gelasius I is called Christ’s Vicar. 
 
607 – Boniface III takes the title “Universal Bishop.” 
 
752 and 800 – Stephen II and Leo III crown kings and emperors.  In return, the Roman Bishop 

receives his temporal kingdom, the Papal States. 
 
1074 – Gregory VII, at his first Lenten Synod, forces clerical celibacy upon the priests of the Roman 

Catholic Church.  He declares all wives to be concubines and all marriages to be fornication.  
The sons and daughters of such unions are declared illegitimate and bastards. 

 
1077 – Pope Saint Gregory VII humiliates Emperor Henry IV at Canossa. 
 
1198-1216 – Innocent III reigns, and during his reign lays down the interdict on many kings and 

nations, including England, which is handed over to the Pope as a fief 
 
1215 – The Fourth Lateran Council declares the dogma of transubstantiation. 
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1294-1303 – Boniface VIII sits on the chair of St. Peter and battles with Philip IV of France for the 
rule of the world, culminating in the bull, Unam Sanctam, declaring that the Church controls 
both spiritual and secular affairs, and that it is necessary for salvation that all people submit 
to the Roman Pontiff. 

 
1516 – At the Fifth Lateran Council, Leo X reaffirms Boniface VIII’s Unam Sanctam. 
 
1545-1563 – The Council of Trent meets and in its sixth session damns the biblical doctrine of 

justification by grace alone through faith alone.  Along the way they also declare which 
books are canonical, including the Apocrypha, and reaffirm the Roman doctrines regarding 
original sin, purgatory, celibacy, transubstantiation, the sacrifice of the Mass, communion 
without the cup, the immaculate conception of the Virgin Mary (declared officially a dogma 
of the Church in 1854). 

 
1854 – Pius IX declares the dogma of the immaculate conception of Mary. 
 
1870 – The First Vatican Council promulgates a dogmatic constitution declaring the pope infallible 

in his teaching of faith and morals.  The pope, Pius IX, also confesses his adherence to the 
doctrines of purgatory, indulgences, the sacrifice of the Mass, papal authority, primacy, 
supremacy, and infallibility. 

 
1950 – Pius XII declares the dogma of the bodily assumption of Mary into heaven.  She is called the 

Queen of Heaven as well as Mediatrix. 
 
1963-1965 – The Second Vatican Council sits in session, and, among other things, declares that non-

Christians may be saved. 
 
1978-2005 – John Paul II rules from Rome.  On his heraldic symbol is an “M” representing Mary 

which forces the Cross of Christ to be off-center. 
 
1999 – The Roman Catholic Church and the Lutheran World Federation sign the Joint Declaration on 

the Doctrine of Justification. 
 
2000 – John Paul II declares a jubilee year in which the faithful can gain a plenary indulgence.  In his 

declaration, the Pope reminds the faithful about the treasury of merits that overflows from 
those who attainted perfection to those who are on the way, the reality of purgatory for the 
cleansing of the temporal punishments for sins, and their ability to procure indulgences for 
the dead.  This indulgence was announced before the signing of the JDDJ. 

 
December 2005 – Benedict XVI reiterates the Vatican II view that non-Christians can be saved. 
 
February 2006 – Benedict XVI declares an indulgence for those ministering to the sick. 
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