What Catholics and Protestants Should Know

by

J.H. MEIER

PACIFIC PRESS PUBLISHING ASSOCIATION MOUNTAIN VIEW,
CALIFORNIA, USA.

1953

www.CreationismOnline.com

Contents

Introduction

The Holy Bible Is All True

The Catholic and the Protestant Bible

The Apocrypha

What Is Tradition?

Is the True Church Built on “Petros” or “Petra”?
The Keys, to Loose and to Bind

The Infallibility of the Pope

The Exaltation of the Pope

Confession

Baptism: Sprinkling, Pouring, or Immersion?
After Death, What?

Hell

Purgatory

The Mass, the Bread, and the Wine

Celibacy

Why There Are So Many Churches

The Stumbling Block

The Roman Catholic Church in Bible Prophecy
Who Will Be Saved?

Bibliography

Introduction

The Roman Catholic Church has in recent years circulated many booklets and tracts to inform the public concerning its doctrines and
practices. These publications, as well as numerous radio speeches and programs, have cheered many persons and probably vexed
others.

After many years of contact with both Protestants and Catholics, as well as months of Study, the author is convinced that there are
some disagreements between the two religious groups which, if clarified, would help adherents of all Christian faiths to better
understand each other. To bring this about, men will have to be open-minded, and free from all feelings of controversy and prejudice.
They must be willing to search for truth and accept it, whether it comes from the Roman Catholic Church or from any other source.

An honest person should be persuaded by truth. A prejudiced person is easily blinded and irritated; he is a poor candidate for honest
conclusions. The individual who cherishes such traits becomes angry when his way of thinking is disturbed or is proved false.

The apostle James writes: If any of you lack wisdom, let him ask of God, that gives to all men liberally, and upbraideth not; and it
shall be given him.” James 1:5. Will you pray as you read this book that God will guide you to a fuller understanding of the basic
doctrines of the Holy Scriptures that clarify many of the problems over which Catholicism and Protestantism disagree?

Some persons have a tendency to read until they find a statement with which they do not agree, or do not fully understand; then they
discard the whole book. Paul writes: “Prove all things; hold fast that which is good.”. 1 Thessalonians 5:21. The wise man Solomon
states: He that answers a matter before he hears it, it is folly and shame unto him.” Proverbs 18: 13.
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In this book the subject treated in a chapter is interwoven with what precedes and what follows. So if the reader selects a topic at
random, he will not get the full force of the Scriptural argument.

When a text is quoted from the Holy Bible, the corresponding reference is given. In some cases where the chapters and the verses of
the Douay Catholic Bible and the King James Version do not coincide, both references are given. This will give the reader opportunity
to look them up in either or both the Catholic Bible or the Protestant Bible.

The names of the books in the King James Version and the corresponding books of the Douay Version are given in the Biblical Index.
Some of the books have different names. For example, The Revelation in the King James Version is The Apocalypse in the Douay
Version. Apocalypse is the Greek word for Revelation. Sometimes the same name is spelled differently, like Jonah in the Protestant
Bible and Jonas in the Catholic. This is due largely to the softening of some of the harsher Hebrew sounds, which Greeks and Latins
found hard to pronounce. For example, we have Jeremiah in the King James, Jeremias in the Catholic, and Yirmeyah in the Hebrew;
Ezekiel, instead of Yeliezkel; Hezekiah, instead of Hizkiyah. (See Why Catholics Should Read the Bible, John Murphy Company,
Baltimore, Maryland.)

The authors of the books of the Bible did not write the headings or titles to them. Thus, different translators have assigned variant
names to the books. The two books of Parlipomenon are so called because they treat on “things passed over.” They contain some
matter not found in the preceding books called the Kings. In the King James Version they are called Chronicles.

The two Bibles differ also in numbering the Psalms. The King James Version has Psalms 9 and 10 as in Hebrew, but the Catholic
combines the two into one Psalm. This makes the Douay Version one unit behind. That is, Psalm 9 in the King James is Psalm 8 in the
Douay, etc. The Catholic Bible divides Psalm 147 into 146 and 147, so Psalm 148 again agrees in both Bibles.

The books of the Bible in the original languages were not divided into chapters and verses at the time they were written. The division
was made later, so the chapters and the verses do not always coincide in the two Bibles. This is a man made arrangement for
convenience and has nothing to do with the content of the books.

It is the sincere desire of the writer that both Protestants and Catholics will study their respective Bibles and from them receive a better
comprehension of the Biblical doctrines that perplex so many.

J. H. MEIER.

1. The Holy Bible Is All True
CATHOLICS and Protestants agree that the Holy Bible is God's word, and that it “is all true.” This is stated in the booklet What You
Should Know About the Catholic Church, page 19, sponsored by the Catholic Information Service, La Crosse, Wisconsin.

American Catholic archbishops and bishops gathered at Baltimore made the following declaration: “The Bishops of this country
assembled at the Third Plenary Council of Baltimore, urged the Catholic people to read the Holy Bible. "We hope, Bishop said, 'that no
family can be found amongst us without a correct version of the Holy Scriptures.' They recommend, furthermore, 'If it be not always
feasible in the morning, at least every evening, at a fixed hour, let the entire family be assembled for night prayers, followed by a short
reading of the Holy Scriptures, the Following of Christ, or some other pious book....

“Our late Holy Father, Leo XIlI, on the 13th day of December, 1808, granted to all the faithful who will read the Holy Gospels for a
quarter of an hour each day, an Indulgence of three hundred years. And to those who follow this practice for a month, a Plenary
Indulgence on any day within the month on which they approach with sacraments and pray for the intention of His Holiness. “Pastoral
Letter of the Archbishops and Bishops of the United States, quoted in Why Catholics Should Read the Bible, John Murphy Company
(Roman Catholic), Baltimore, Maryland. These Catholic bishops and archbishops made their position clear when they said: “We hope
that no family can be found amongst us without a correct version of the Holy Scriptures,” and they encouraged the use of the Holy
Scriptures in family devotions.

The Holy Bible is God's inspired word. “All Scripture is given by inspiration of God.” 2, Timothy3: 16. “For the prophecy came not in
old time by the will of man: but holy men of God spoke as they were moved by the Holy Ghost.” 2 Peter 1:21. “Thy word is a lamp
unto my feet, and a light unto my path.” Psalm 119:105 (Catholic Douay Version, Psalm 118:105). “Thy word is truth.” John 17: 17.

It is evident that since the Holy Bible is God's word, it is the truth, and we should study it. Truth is never contradictory; wherever
taught, it always agrees with itself. Why should we be content to live without the confidence and strength that comes from knowing
the truth when there is a ready source in the Bible?

The reading of the Scriptures is not restricted to a particular few. The Bible is needed in family worship and in private devotions alike.
It is important that we pray, but it is also important that we read the Holy Bible. When we pray we speak to God; but when we read the
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Bible, God speaks to us. The Holy Bible is an expression of God's will. It is a letter from Him given through the holy prophets and
apostles to the children of men. When we receive a letter from a friend we find time to read it. In the same way we should also find
time to read God's word.

In Paul's day many rejected the apostle's preaching because they did not know what the Scriptures taught. Acts 17: 10,11. So today,
individuals who are not willing to search the Holy Bible to know God's will concerning them do not know what to believe. Many take
it for granted that what they already know is sufficient to assure them of heaven. Some seem to be certain of their religious ideas, even
though they hardly ever look inside the Bible. However, the only way to know God's will for us is to read the Holy Book of God every
day.

When Paul came to Berea he spoke highly of its people, because they were different from those in Thessalonica. He says: “These were
more noble than those in Thessalonica, in that they received the word with all readiness of mind, and searched the Scriptures daily,
whether those things were so.” Acts 17:11. They read the Bible. When they discovered that Paul preached Bible truth, they accepted
his teachings.

There are some persons who seem to be afraid to study the Sacred Writings because they fear that they might find something to upset
their religious thinking and practice. Whenever anyone finds something in the Holy Bible that is clearly contrary to what he believes,
he can be sure that his belief is wrong. Every person who wants to be in harmony with God's teachings must go to the Bible often.

Many Protestants have the erroneous idea that Catholics never read the Bible. This is not true, for you may buy Catholic Bibles in
practically every Catholic bookstore in America.

There are, however, some Catholics who still hesitate to open the Bible and read it. | have been with many who would not read for
themselves, but they would listen to me as | read to them out of their own Catholic Bible. The true church agrees with God's word, and
combats error with it. The Bible is the “sword.” If a church holds doctrines contrary to the teachings of Jesus Christ, the apostles, and
theprophets, then those doctrines are wrong. Both cannot be right.

We should study the Holy Bible with prayer and without fear of offending anyone. If “the Holy Bible is all true,” then we should not
be afraid to read it. The Bible is not written in such a difficult style and language that a doctor of divinity or a priest is needed to
unravel it. It is written in simple language, and the translators, whether Catholics or Protestants, give it in good English, so that those
who read may understand.

Of course there are deep truths in the Holy Bible, and the apostle Peter says that there “are certain things hard to be understood. “2,
Peter 3:16, Douay. The apostle Paul exclaimed: “The depth of the riches of the wisdom and of the knowledge of God! How
incomprehensible are His judgments, and how unsearchable His ways! For who bath known the mind of the Lord?” Romans 11:33,34,
Douay.

There are some things that you cannot understand or explain in botany, would you take the position that no one should study botany at
all? In the springtime you sow radish seeds, and in a few weeks you have radishes for your table. You relish them, yet you cannot
explain all the mysteries about them. Would you refuse to eat radishes because you cannot explain everything about them? Then,
would you refuse to read the Holy Bible because there are some things that are difficult to understand?

On the other hand, there are some persons who will not use their minds and think when they read the Bible. The fact that there are
deep things in the word of God is no reason for our failure to understand what has been revealed. What was God's object in giving
divine revelations to the prophets and apostles who wrote the Bible? He gave us the Bible not only for doctors of divinity, but for all
mankind. God's word is given unto us and to our children forever.” There are many things that He has revealed, and we should know
what they are. David said: “Thy word have | hid in mine heart, that I might not sin against Thee.” Psalm 119:11 (Douay, Psalm
118:11). “Thy word is a lamp unto my feet, and a light unto my path.” Psalm119:105 (Douay, Psalm 118: 105). If we follow the light
of the Bible we surely cannot err.

Those who study the Bible honestly, prayerfully, and thoughtfully will receive spiritual blessings and a peace in the heart that passes
all understanding. Those who do not study it and live the truths contained in it are in uncertainty. They are not settled. They dread to
think about death, or about the Second Coming of the Lord. They feel insecure, because they are not ready to meet their Lord. Their
religion is not clear to them. They get no spiritual benefits from it. They go through a round of ceremonies, but their hearts are empty.
They long for something which they do not possess.

Would you be indifferent to a written message to you from the pope? Would you disregard a letter from some prominent person or
some close friend? If you show interest and respect for messages from individuals, you surely should read and respect God's letter to
you. If you read and meditate upon a letter from a close friend, then why not do the same with the letter from God, the Holy Bible? If
you are interested in having a companionship with God and a happier Christian experience, read the Holy Word of God.
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2. The Catholic and the Protestant Bible

THE Catholic and the Protestant Bibles in general, excluding the Apocrypha, are the same. The Protestant gets his faith on the Bible
alone, while the Catholic draws his belief not only from the Bible, but also from tradition, from the decisions of the councils, and from
the Apocrypha. Both Catholics and Protestants believe the thirty-nine books of the Old Testament and the twenty-seven books of the
New as inspired of God. The Catholic Church, however, adds the Apocrypha as a part (d the Bible.

According to the chronology of the Catholic Douay Bible, Malachi wrote the last book of the Old Testament about 400 years before
Christ. This closed the Old Testament canon centuries before the Christian Era, long before the Catholic Church or the Protestant
churches came into existence. We can therefore readily see that the Old Testament did not come from any of these. The Bible is not
the product of the Protestant churches Or Of' the Roman Catholic Church, but was given by inspiration apart from either Christian
body.

The New Testament was not yet written in the time of Christ, it was penned later by apostles as Paul, John, James, Peter, and others.

Since the Old and the New Testament are accepted (excluding the Apocrypha) by both Catholics and Protestants as the word of God,
it follows that tradition, the decisions of the councils, and the Apocrypha must necessarily agree with the Bible.

The Roman Catholic Church teaches that the Bible and tradition must agree. “The Catholic Church rejects all traditions which are
against Scripture. She accepts divine traditions which are complementary to Scripture, and which are in perfect harmony with the
principles taught in Scripture.”Bible Quizzes to a Street Preacher, booklet No. 1, p. 28. Rumble and Carty, Radio Replies, Saint Paul,
Minnesota. This booklet carries the approval OF Archbishop John G. Murray, Saint Paul, Minnesota.

If it is true that tradition and the Bible must agree, then there should be no contradictions. Tradition might throw additional light on
certain passages of the Bible, but it must not be contrary to Bible teaching. IF the Bible is of divine origin, and if tradition is of divine
origin, and if the decisions of the councils are divine, then the three must agree. IF there were to be any contradictions, it would be
evident that not all three were divine, For God cannot contradict Himself. The Holy Spirit, God the Father, and the Son are all one in
purpose. They agree in their decisions and teachings; so tradition, the Bible, and the decisions of the councils should also agree. If they
do not, there is something wrong, something human in it. This will be studied more fully under the chapter titled “Tradition.”If you
take a Douay Bible, which is the most commonly used by Catholics, and compare it with the Protestant King James Bible, you will
discover that there is not much difference between them. No two translators would probably use exactly the same wording, even
though their translations would be accurate in expression of thought.

Let us compare the first two verses (Genesis 1:1,2) of the Catholic Douay Bible with the first two verses of the King James Version
and note the difference: “In the beginning God created heaven, and earth. And the earth was void and empty, and darkness was upon
the face of the deep; and the Spirit of God moved over the waters.” (Douay Version.) 1n the beginning God created the heaven and the
earth. And the earth was without form, and void; and darkness was upon the face of the deep. And the Spirit of God moved upon the
face of the waters.” (King James Version.)

I have two German Catholic Bibles before me. One is the translation by a Catholic, Leander van Esz, and the other is the version of
Joseph Franz von Allioli, which is authorized by Roman Catholic leaders for publication and circulation. If you compare the two
versions they differ nearly as much in the wording as do the Douay Bible and the King James, although both were translated by
Catholics. Each translator expresses the thought in his own way, perhaps using different words, yet each one generally conveying the
same idea.

The original Old Testament was written mostly in Hebrew, And the New Testament in Greek. The Old Testament was translated from
the Hebrew into Greek, and this version is called the Septuagint.

Sidney Collett says: 1n the second century of the Christian Era Latin superseded Greek, and remained for many years the predominant
language of Europe. At this time a Latin translation was made in North Africa from the Septuagint Version of the Old Testament and
the original Greek of the New, so that all Latin speaking people might be able to read the word of God. It is known as the Vulgate,
which itself is a Latin word, meaning “make common or public.” In the fourth century this Vulgate Version was revised by the saintly
scholar Jerome, who had access to ancient Hebrew manuscripts; and so important was this revision of Jerome's that, like the
Septuagint, it hasinfluenced all future translations. It is from this version that the English translation of the Psalms as in our Prayer
Book and in the Roman Catholic Douay Bible was made.”-Sidney Collett, All About the Bible, pages 28, 29.

So the Old Testament of the Douay Bible came into existence through three languages. First, it was written in Hebrew, then translated
into Greek, which is the Septuagint. From the Septuagint 'It was translated into Latin, and from the Latin into English. Jerome had
access to the original Hebrew in his revision and translation.



The New Testament of the Douay Bible was translated from the original Greek into Latin, then into English. So the Old Testament
came through three languages and the New Testalment through two.

The King James Bible was translated directly from Hebrew and Creek manuscripts into English, and other translations were
considered only for comparison. If, therefore, you are to choose between a version that came through two and three languages, as in
the case of the Catholic Bible, and one that was translated more directly into the English from original languages, as in the case of the
King James Bible, why not accept the one that is more certain to give you the original meaning-the King James Version?

Roman Catholic scholars tell us that the Vulgate, which is the Latin Bible the Roman Catholic Church uses, is not a very exact
translation. The Roman Catholic scholar Dr. Johann Jahn says: “The universal admission of this version throughout the vast extent of
the Latin Church multiplied the copies of it, in the transcription of which it became corrupted with many errors.... Cardinal Nicholas,
about the middle of the twelfth century, found tot exemplaria quot codices' (as many copies as manuscripts).”introduction to the Old
Testament, sec. 62-64. Quoted by John Dowlingin the History of Romanism, 1870 ed., page 486.

The Catholic Encyclopedia says this about the Vulgate Bible: “From an early day the text of the Vulgate began to suffer corruptions,
mostly through the copyists who introduced familiar of the Old Latin or inserted the marginal glosses of the MMS which they were
transcribing.”-Article, “Versions, The Vulgate.”The Catholic Encyclopedia states further: “This revision is now the officially
recognized version of the Latin Rite and contains the only authorized text of the Vulgate. That it has numerous defects has never been
denied.” - Ibid. Let us point out one of those errors in the Catholic Bible. From Hebrews 11:21 we quote: “By faith Jacob dying,
blessed each of the sons of Joseph, and adored the top of his rod. The early translators wanted to make it appear that it was perfectly
correct for a patriarch to adore his rod or cane, a form of worship which the Holy Bible prohibits. See Exodus 20:4-6.

Jacob did not adore the top of his staff. Let us quote the King James Version: “By faith Jacob, when he was a dying, blessed both the
sons of Joseph; and worshiped, leaning upon the top of his staff.” This changes the thought altogether. The Catholic revision of the
Challoner-Rheims Version gives this text differently from the Douay Version. “By faith Jacob, when dying, blessed each of the sons
of Joseph and bowed in worship towards the top of his staff.” Hebrews 11:21.

The German Roman Catholic translation by Dr. Leander van Esz, authorized by the censors for publication and circulation, gives this
text the same meaning as does the Protestant King James Version. “Durch Glauben segnete der sterbende Jakob jeden der SiShne
Josephs, indern er betend sich auf seinen Stab lehnte.” This says that Jacob “prayed, leaning upon his staff.” This is far from adoring
the top of the staff.

In the sixteenth century the Latin Bible was stamped as the only recognized and authorized version allowed to Roman Catholics. But
Catholic scholars found numerous mistakes in the sanctioned translation and it was revised in 1590. Pope Sixtus V took a personal
interest in this work of revision, and to make sure of its being correct, he read the proofs himself. This edition was printed at Rome in
1590, accompanied by a bull forbidding the least alteration in this infallible text. But “the book was full of mistakes. The scholarship
of Sixtus was by no means great, and His infallibility somehow failed to make up for this defect.” J. Paterson Smyth, The Old
Documents and the New Bible, 1875.

The Catholic Encyclopedia comments further on this: “But Sixtus V, though unskilled in this branch of criticism, had introduced
alterations of his own, all for the worse.... His immediate successors at once proceeded to remove the blunders and call in it a defective
impression.”-Article, “Bellarmine.”Can the Roman Catholic Church take the stand as it has since 1546, that the Latin Vulgate, from
which the Douay Version is translated, is the “only recognized and authoritative version,” and condemn the Protestant King James
Version, which was translated by the most able Hebrew and Greek scholars in Christendom? How can she condemn the King James
Bible as “heretical,” when the Catholic Douay Version is more defective? Certainly she has little ground for upholding one version to
the exclusion of all others.

3. The Apocrypha

ALTHOUGH the Roman Catholic Church accepts all the books of the Bible as given in the King James Version, it also accepts of
equal value the books called the “Apocrypha.” Which are Tobias, Judith, Esther 10: 4 to chapter 16 inclusive, Wisdom, Ecclesiasticus,
Daniel 3:25-90, treating on the prayer of Azarias, Daniel 13, which gives the Story of Susanna, and Daniel 14, which treats on Daniel
and Bel. The last two books are 1 and 2 Maccabees.

The word “apocrypha” comes from the Greek meaning “secret” or “spurious.” These books or portions of books are so called because
their contents are questionable. These books had this name before they were officially approved for the Catholic Bible on April 8,
1546, at the Council of Trent.

The Roman Catholic Church admits that these books were not in the Hebrew Bible that was used in the time of Christ and by Christ
Himself. In the footnote of Daniel 3:24-31 of the Catholic Douay Version you can find the following: “Here St. Jerome takes notice,
that from this verse [Daniel 3: 241, to 9 1, was not in the Hebrew in his time.”We quote again from the footnote of the same Catholic
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Bible on Daniel 13: “This history of Susanna, in all the ancient Greek and Latin Bibles, was placed in the beginning of the book of
Daniel. Till St. Jerome, in his translation,detached it from thence; because he did not find it in the Hebrew: which is also the case of
the history of Bel and the Dragon.”The Catholic Church accepts books that Jesus, the apostles, and St. Jerome did not recognize. In
spite of this, about fifty-three bishops on the Council of Trent voted to place the questionable portions into the Catholic Bible. Since
then the whole Roman Catholic world accepts these books as a part of the Bible.

Protestants accept only the books of the Old Testament as they were found in the Hebrew Bible used at the time of Christ. The
Catholic Church, however, admits that the “Apocrypha” were added to the books of the Jewish canon.”-Why Catholics Should Read
the Bible, John Murphy Company (Catholic), Baltimore, Maryland.

Again we quote: “The decree of the Council 'on the Canonical Scriptures,’ which was made at the 4th session (April 8th, 1546), at
which about 53 representatives were present, pronounced the enlarged Canon, including the Apocryphal books, to be deserving in all
its parts of 'equal veneration' (pari pietatis affectu), and added a list of books 'to prevent the possibility of doubt.” - McClintock and
Strong, Cyclopedia of Biblical, Theological, and Ecclesiastical Literature, article, “Canon.”About fifty-three men took it upon
themselves to add books to the Bible. If God intended to have these books in the Old Testament, why then were they not there at the
time of Christ?

There are many other apocryphal books outside of those inserted by the fifty-three men. For example, the “Book of Enoch,” “Third
Book of Esdras,” the “Fourth Book of Esdras,” the “Ascension of Isaiah,” the “Third Book of Maccabees,” the “Forth Book of
Maccabees,” the “Teaching of Noah,” and others. Why did not the Roman Church accept some of those?

Men the Reformation leaders thundered against indulgences, purgatory, limbo, and other doctrines of the Roman Catholic Church, she
had to defend herself. Since she could not prove her point from the Bible alone, she resorted to other books, which she claimed of
equal value to the other books of the Bible. It is thus since 1546 that the Apocrypha have become a part of the Catholic Bible.

The Old Testament, which was the Bible at the time of Christ, was confided into the hands of the Jews. They were asked to take care
of it, and they did. Paul writes: “What advantage then hath the Jew? . . . Much every way: chiefly, because that unto them were
committed the oracles of God.” Romans 3:1,2. Moffatt gives it: “Then what is the Jew's superiority? ... Much in every way. This to
begin with-Jews were entrusted with the Scriptures of God.”The Jews were entrusted with “the oracles of God,” meaning “the
Scriptures of God,” and they did not have the Apocrypha. Jesus did not use the Apocryphal books. We have no record in the New
Testament that He ever quoted a verse from them, or that He even referred to them.

Similarly, none of the New Testament writers ever refer to the books of the Apocrypha, or quote from it. Sidney Collett observes,
“Although there are in the New Testament about 263 direct quotations from, and about 370 allusions to, passages in the Old
Testament, yet amongst all these there is not a single reference, either by Christ or His apostles, to the Apocryphal writings.” -All
About the Bible, page 50. They cite many texts from the Old Testament. Doesn't this prove that the apostles and Jesus Christ did not
recognize them as a part of the Old Testament Scriptures? It would be strange that these doubtful writings would receive no reference
at any time by any apostle or by Jesus, if they were inspired books and were on the same level as the other Old Testament books. The
Apocryphal books contain gross mistakes. For example, chapter 1, verse 5, of the book of Judith says: “Now in the twelfth year of his
reign, Nabuchodonosor [Nebuchadnezzar] king of the Assyrians, who reigned in Nineveh the great city,” etc. Was Nebuchadnezzar
(or Nabuchodonosor as he is also called) king of Assyria? Did he reign there? Anyone who has studied history, or has read the book of
Daniel, knows that he was king of Babylon and lived at the city of Babylon, the capital. Daniel 4:4-7,30.

In Tobias, another book accepted by the fifty-three bishops on the Council of Trent, an angel is represented as telling a lie. We quote:
“And Tobias said to him: | pray thee, tell me, of what family, or what tribe art thou? And Raphael the angel answered: ... | am Azarias
the son of the great Ananias. And Tobias answered: Thou art of a great family.” Tobias 5: 16- 19. Notice that the angel said: |1 am
Azarias the son of the great Ananias.” Was this true? Of course not. An angel could not be the son of Ananias, a human being. Angels
are created beings and are not born. Furthermore, good angels do not lie. This Apocryphal book obviously is not inspired.

Baruch is another such book. It purports to have been written by a person of that name who was secretary to Jeremiah. Baruch 1:1.
This book quotes from Daniel and Nehemiah (2 Esdras in the Douay Catholic Bible); but since the book of Daniel was written after
the time of the person named Baruch, how could he quote from Daniel?

These are but a few examples to show that the Apocrypha were not inspired of God and do not properly take their place alongside the
books of the Bible.

Jesus said: “Salvation is of the Jews.” John 4:22. Again we quote from Paul: “Unto them [the Jews] were committed the oracles of
God.” Romans 3:2. The Douay Version gives it in these words: “The words of God were committed to them.” Since the Jews were the
Lord's people and His holy words were committed to them, we may be certain that if the Jews were not given the Apocrypha, God did
not intend these legendary writings to he a part of the Bible.



The Apocryphal books do not pretend to be inspired. In none of them is there any indication that they claim inspiration. There may be
some historical value in them, but they are not more inspired than is a history of the United States. While we may accept the genuine
books of the Bible for spiritual guidance, the Apocrypha do not merit our trust.

In the New Testament times there were also produced and circulated many apocryphal works, such as the “General Epistle of
Barnabas,” the “First Epistle of Clement to the Corinthians.” The “Second Epistle of Clement to the Corinthians,” “Apostolical
Constitutions,” “First Book of Hermas,” “Second Book of Hermas”, “Third Book of Hermas.” Various epistles of Ignatius, the
“Gospel of the Infancy,” of the Savior, a mutilated and corrupted “Gospel of John,” and the “Gospel of the Nativity of Mary.” “The
Infancy of the Savior.” These spurious writings were not included in the Catholic Bible. Can it be that the church fathers selected only
those Apocryphal books which would help substantiate certain of their doctrines? The canon of the Old Testament was arranged some
four hundred years before Christ, when ancient Hebrew patriarchs determined which books should be in God's word and which should
not. Since the Roman Catholic Church did not come into being until long afterward, it had nothing to do with the process. How then
can this church claim the credit for formulating the canon?

Though the Roman Catholic Church had no hand in forming the canon of the Bible, the scribes and monks of the church did play a
part in helping to preserve hand-written copies of the Scriptures through the Middle Ages. Similarly, the scribes among the Jews took
care of the Hebrew Scriptures throughout the centuries before Christ. While the Jewish scribes carefully guarded the Old Testament,
they failed so far to understand its teachings that they did not recognize the Son of God when He came to them, but crucified Him. It is
interesting to note that though much of the Sacred Writings condemned the attitudes and behavior of the Jews, they protected the Bible
and multiplied its copies. God used them for the sake of people in later centuries who would obey the word of truth.

In like manner, though the Roman Catholic Church served in some degree as a custodian of the Bible through the troubled years after
the fall of Rome, the teachings and practices of the church were often in contradiction to the Scriptures it so zealously guarded.
Unfortunately, mere custodianship of the word of God does not confer infallibility upon any church.

The reason the Jews departed from the teaching of the Bible was that they accepted tradition and the decisions of their councils as
their guide of faith. The Roman Catholic Church has made the same mistake. It, too, compromised the plain truths of the Bible in
order to follow tradition.

There were men already in the time of Paul who wrote epistles, using the name of Paul or of other apostles so as to give their views
and deceptions weight. Paul sounded this warning: “Now we beseech you, brethren.... that you be not soon shaken in mind, or be
troubled, neither by spirit, nor by word, nor by letter as from us.... Let no mandeceive you by any means.” 2 Thessalonians 2: 1-3.

In his epistles, Paul usually gave his identification at the beginning and at the close, so as to prevent deception. In the introduction he
often introduces himself in these words: “Paul, an apostle of Jesus Christ,” and at the close, “The salutation of Paul with mine own
hand, which is the token in every epistle: so | write.” 2 Thessalonians 3:17.

Sometimes Paul dictated the epistle while someone else wrote it for him, as in the case of the letter to the Romans. His secretary
Tertius states at the close of this epistle: | Tertius, who wrote this epistle, salute you in the Lord.” Romans 16:22. At the beginning of
the letter Paul identifies himself in saying: Paul, a servant of Jesus Christ, called to be an apostle, separated unto the gospel of God ... .
To all that be in Rome: ... Grace to you and peace from God our Father, and the Lord Jesus Christ.” Romans 1:1,7. The epistle is
Paul’s, but his secretary Tertius wrote it.

But in spite of all the warnings and admonitions Paul wrote, writings and false decretals came into the Catholic Church, and these
were not discovered until centuries later, after they had done their baleful work. The erroneous doctrines that were established by them
were not withdrawn from the church, though the decretals were recognized as false.

The Catholic Encyclopedia, discussing “False Decretals,” makes this declaration about these false documents: “TheDecretals of the
Pseudo-Isidore, is a name given to certain apocryphal Papal letters contained in a collection of canon laws composed about the middle
of the ninth century by an author who uses the Pseudonym of Isidore Mercator, in the opening preface to the collection. . . . Nowadays
everyone agrees that these so-called Papal letters are forgeries.... The Middle Ages were deceived by this huge forgery, but during the
Renaissance men of learning and the canonists generally began to recognize the fraud.”Dr. Dillinger, a student of Roman Catholic
history, has this to Say about these decretals: In the middle of that century-about 845-arose the huge fabrication of the Isidorian
Decretals, which had results far beyond what its author contemplated, and gradually, but surely, changed the whole constitution and
government of the church. It would be difficult to find in all history a second instance of so successful, and yet so clumsy a forgery.
For three centuries past it has been exposed yet the principles it introduced and brought into practice have taken such deep root in the
soil of the church [Catholic] , and have so grown into her life, that the exposure of the fraud has produced no result in shaking the
dominant system.



“About a hundred pretended decrees of the earliest popes, together with certain spurious writings of other church dignitaries and acts
of synods, were then fabricated in the west of Gaul, and eagerly seized upon by Pope Nicolas 1 at Rome, to be used as genuine
documents in support of the new claims put forward by himself and his successors. The immediate object of the compiler of this
forgery was to protect bishops against their metropolitans and other authorities, so as to secure absolute impunity, and the exclusion of
all influence of the secular power. This end was to be gained through such an immense extension of the papal power, that, as these
principles gradually penetrated the church, and were followed out into their consequences, she necessarily assumed the form of an
absolute monarchy subjected to the arbitrary power of a single individual, and the foundation of the edifice of papal infallibility was
already laid-first, by the principle that the decrees of every council require papal confirmation; secondly, by the assertion that the
fullness of power, even in matters of faith, resides in the Pope alone, who is bishop of the universal church, while the other bishops are
his servants.” - Janus (Dr. J. J. Ignatius von Dillinger), The Pope and the Council, pages 94-96.

As forged documents crept into the Roman Catholic Church as authentic, so came the Apocryphal books into the Bible. Any careful
student nowadays can detect the errors in the Apocrypha as well as in the false decretals.

Perhaps as time goes on, these Apocryphal books will have to be discarded as were the other spurious writings that deceived the
church for centuries, but which were detected during the Reformation.

If this church was not able to keep false writings from deceiving her, how about the oral word called tradition that has been handed
down from generation to generation. We shall study more about this in the next chapter.

4. What Is Tradition?

TRADITION is defined by the Roman Catholic Church as follows: “Tradition ... means properly the act of handing down, and thus
the doctrine was handed down. In its widest sense it includes all truths or supposed truths handed down from one generation to
another; and in all societies which have no literature tradition is, with all its manifold imperfections, the great bond between the
present and the past.”-WilliamE. Addis and Thomas Arnold, A Catholic Dictionary, page 882. Benziger Brothers, New York, 1893.
Tradition was placed on equality with, or even above, the Holy Bible at the Council of Trent. Dr.

J. H. Holtzinan says: “Finally, at the last opening on the eighteenth of January, 1562- (Council of Trent), their last scruple was set
aside; the Archbishop of Reggio made a speech in which he openly declared that tradition stood above Scripture.”- Cited in Canon and
Tradition, page 263.

We have already observed that the Roman Catholic Church was deceived by forged documents, as is attested by Roman Catholic
works as well as Protestant. How then can the church be sure that at the stories that have been handed down orally for nearly two
thousand years are all authentic?

Let us suppose that | should write a biography of a person whom | know well. If this biography would be preserved in the same
language for centuries, the truth would not change. The facts would remain exactly as they were written. It would be an authentic and
a reliable biography.

Roman Catholic leaders and popes admit that errors crept into the translation of the Latin Bible, which is recognized as their standard
version. If they found it impossible to keep the written word free from errors, then how can theypretend to keep oral that I did not
include in the written biography, and those oral words were passed on to son, grandson, great-grandson, great-great-grandson, and still
on to later posterity for nearly two thousand years, would you have confidence in that portion of the story. It would then have become
a family tradition. It: might have some truths, and it might not. How would you know? Where ecclesiastical tradition is involved, the
Roman Catholic will say: “The church must decide what is truth and what is error.”Now, let us consider this a moment. How could the
church do this unless the leaders were given divine revelation? It sometimes happens that a certain pope decrees one thing, and his
successors overthrow it and decree something else. It is the human element in church leaders that causes them to make mistakes.

The written portion of the hypothetical biography, preserved in the identical language in which I wrote it, would inspire far greater
confidence than would the oral word passed from mouth to mouth for centuries, would it not? Then why do some persons lay so much
stress on tradition? The written word is more reliable traditions pure for generations?

One Catholic author makes this statement: “Scripture may be silent, and tradition contradictory, but the church is independent of both.
Any doctrine which Catholic divines commonly assert, without proof, to be revealed, must be taken as revealed.”-John Emerich
Edward Dalberg-Acton, The History of Freedom, pages 513, 514.

Avrbitrary statements of doctrine are contrary to God's plan. Though learned divines may attempt to introduce man-made doctrines or
decrees contrary to Scripture, no matter how long or loudly they are proclaimed, such cannot be the truth, because God's ',word is
truth.” John 17: 17.
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The Bible is not the product of the Roman Catholic Church. The church is the keeper of the Bible, it is not its maker. The Bible is
above man-made creeds and doctrines. Creeds are the production of men, while the Bible is the production of the Spirit of God. The
creeds are only echoes of the heavenly message, while the Bible is the message. Fallible men cannot make infallible creeds. If men
claim to make infallible creeds that are binding on the conscience, they go beyond their jurisdiction. It is the message of the Bible that
is binding on the conscience, because that is from God.

The Holy Scriptures contain the truth, and there is where we should go to find the principles for our faith. Why, then, should men and
women depend on the priests for their version of truth?

Like the Jews of old, many religionists are tempted to stress tradition above the word of God. What did Jesus say about tradition?
“Thus have you made the commandment of God of none effect by your tradition.... But in vain they do worship Me, teaching for
doctrines the commandments of men.” Matthew 15:6-9. Although Jesus condemned tradition, the Roman Catholic Church says:
“Without tradition there would be no doctrine of the church, and no church.” - John Adam Moeliler, Symbolism, page284.

Paul writes: “Keep the ordinances, as | delivered them to you.” 1 Corinthians 11:2. By ordinances he did not mean traditions.

Before Paul was converted, he said, he was exceedingly zealous of “the traditions of my fathers” (Galatians 1: 14), as are many of the
Roman Catholic leaders. But after the Lord struck him down on the road to Damascus and he became converted, he later wrote to the
church at Colosse, “Beware lest any man spoil you through philosophy.... after the tradition of men.” Colossians 2:8.

Through the use of tradition one can prove almost any point of doctrine he desires. Many absurd and incredible things may be taught.
Barnabas, who is considered one of the church fathers, writes that the hyena, a wolf like animal, is part of the year male and the other
part of the year female. See The Ante Nicene Fathers, vol. 1, P. 143. He writes other foolish things that are not fit for public print. This
Barnabas is often quoted to prove traditional doctrines. It is no wonder that the apostle Peter calls the tradition of the fathers “vain
conversation.” 1 Peter 1:18. Would you risk your eternal life on such a shaky foundation as tradition? “For other foundation can no
man lay than that is laid, which is Jesus Christ.” 1 Corinthians 3: 11. “And are built upon the foundation of the apostles and prophets,
Jesus Christ Himself being the chief Cornerstone.” Ephesians 2:20. “The foundation of God stands sure.” 2 Timothy 2: 19.

If we need written codes for our government, how much more do we need stability when our eternal interests are at stake! The Lord
has given us something that is more stable and tangible than tradition. It is the infallible word of God. God does no guesswork; He
does not bring things to us in an imperfect state. Jesus says: “The Scripture cannot be broken.” John 10: 35. There we have the sure
foundation. If your doctrines do not agree with the Bible you can be sure that your doctrines are wrong and your faith is based on
falsehood.

When Jesus was tempted, he did not refer to the decisions of the councils, or to tradition or man-made ideas. He referred the devil
directly to the Scriptures. With them He defended Himself against the evil one. He said: “It is written.” Matthew 4:4,7,10. Jesus
quoted from Deuteronomy 8:3; 6: 16; 6:13 and10:20. He referred the devil directly to the Bible, and not to the decisions of the elders,
the Apocrypha, or tradition. The Pharisees placed so many traditions upon the people that they began to groan under the load. On the
Sabbath day they did not allow the members of the church to walk more than a certain stipulated distance, called “a Sabbath-day's
journey.” Acts 1:12. Where does the Bible state the distance one might walk on the Sabbath? Nowhere! Then where did the Jews get
the idea? From the tradition of the elders. To such absurd ends persons will go when they accept tradition!

The Jews asked Jesus: “Why do Thy disciples transgress the tradition of the elders? For they wash not their hands when they eat
bread. But He answered and said unto them, Why do you also transgress the commandment of God by your tradition?” Matthew
15:2,3. They placed tradition equal to and even above the Bible. Men who do that will inevitably depart from the Bible. It is the devil's
snare to lure people away from the truth, the Holy Bible.

The Jews also accused Jesus of breaking the Sabbath. While Jesus did not break the Sabbath according to the commandment, yet He
did according to the Jewish traditions. In the Talmud the Jews had hundreds of exactions and man-made rules, not given by God at all.
They were traditions and interpretations handed down for generations, and were accepted as authentic; yet Jesus rejected them. The
Bible was His rule, and He always referred others to the same authority.

On one occasion Jesus was asked: 'Why do the disciples of John and of the Pharisees fast, but Thy disciples fast not?” Mark 2:18.
Where did John's disciples act the idea to have fast days? From the traditions of the leaders. But did Jesus accept them? No, His
disciples did not fast as the Pharisees did. Where does the Roman Catholic Church get her authority for fasts? From tradition and the
decisions of the councils. But are these requirements Biblical? No. Leaders who wish to dominate always show a dictatorial spirit,
especially if they believe that their own ideas are infallible. Who would dare to raise his voice against a man or group of men who
claim that their ideas are infallible? Jesus rebuked the Pharisees who had this spirit. They had organized themselves as some men do
today in religious circles, men who wish to dominate and make their words law. “Woe unto you also, you lawyers [theological
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doctors]! For you lade men with burdens grievous to be borne, and you yourselves touch not the burdens with one of your fingers.”
Luke 11:46.

We cannot make a mistake in following the Bible. If we follow tradition, we often are obliged to get away from the Bible. In many
respects tradition and the Bible do not agree. For this reason Jesus gave this warning for all time: “Thus have you made the
commandment of God of none effect by your tradition.... In vain they do worship Me, teaching for doctrines the commandments of
men.” Matthew 15:6-9. Peter said: “We ought to obey God rather than men.” Acts 5:2,9. If you do not obey the Bible you do not obey
God, for the Bible is God's word. Hebrews 4:12.

The Bible is not based on traditions, but on direct revelation from God. “All Scripture is given by inspiration of God.” 2 Timothy 3:
16. “We have also a more sure word of prophecy; whereunto you do well that you take heed, as unto a light that shines in a dark
place.” 2 Peter 1:18. The Bible is God's word, and one cannot make a mistake in accepting its teachings.

5. Is the True Church Built on Petros or “Petra”?

THE Roman Catholic Church claims that Peter was the first pope, the successor of Christ. They say he is therefore Christ's vicar and
the visible and infallible head of the church, having power and authority over all the other apostles and the entire church. Catholic
leaders also claim that Christ built His church upon Peter and gave him the keys to unlock and close the kingdom of heaven and hell to
anyone as he chose. They assert that the popes in past history up to the present are Peter's successors, and have the same power of the
keys.

These far-reaching claims are based on the verses found in Matthew 16:18,19. Let us make a careful and critical examination of these
verses and see what Jesus said and what He actually meant.

Here is the text: “Thou art Peter, and upon this Rock I will build My church; and the gates of hell shall not prevail against it. And |
will give unto thee the keys of the kingdom of heaven: and whatsoever thou shall bind on earth shall be bound in heaven: and
whatsoever thou shall loose on earth shall be loosed in heaven.”The New Testament was originally written in the Greek, from which
the Latin, English, and other versions were translated. If you study the Greek text you will find that the word Peter and the word Rock
on which Christ was to build His church are two separate and distinct words, each having a different meaning.

Is the True Church Built on “Petros” or “Petra”? The word Peter in Greek, is petros, which means “a piece of rock; a stone; a single
stone; movable, insecure, shifting, or rolling.” The word rock is Petra, which means “a rock, a cliff; a mass; a projecting rock; mother
rock; huge mass; solid formation. Fixed; immovable; enduring.” (Compare the definition in any standard work.)

The word petros for Peter in the Greek is in the masculine gender, and the word Petra for the rock is in the feminine gender. Petros and
Petra are two distinct words in the Greek. Petros is a shifting, rolling, or insecure rock, while Petra is a solid, immovable rock.

In the English language the gender is not specified by the article. We say, the fork, the spoon, and the knife. The three words have the
same article. In the Greek, as in many of the modern languages, each noun and corresponding article is in the masculine, feminine, or
neuter gender. In many cases it is an arbitrary arrangement, regardless of sex.

Take, for example, these three words in German with their respective articles: the fork, (die Gabel) feminine; the spoon, (der Loffel)
masculine; the knife, (das Messer) neuter. Even inanimate objects are thus assigned some gender. This is the way the nouns are
classified in the German language, and the same is true in the Greek language. The Spanish language has two articles for the English
article the. They are el (masculine) or la (feminine). Every noun is either in the masculine or in the feminine.

It sometimes happens in Spanish that two different words are spelled the same, but take different articles according to gender. For
example, el papa (masculine), means the pope; and la papa (feminine), means the potato.

You can readily see from those examples that the article is important. If one noun is in the masculine it must have a masculine article,
and if it is in the feminine it must have a feminineYou would not be using good German if you were to say, in the nominative case, der
Gabel or die Messer. It is die Gabel (das Messer).

The text under consideration in the Greek shows that petros, in the masculine, and Petra in the feminine, proving that they are two
distinct words; and each one has a different meaning. Now the question is, on which of the two, petros or Petra, did Christ establish
His church? Was it on petros, a movable rock, or Petra, an immovable rock?

Let us quote the text again: “I say also unto thee [to Peter], That thou art Peter [petros, masculine gender], and upon this Rock [Petra,
feminine gender] I will build My church; and the gates of hell shall not prevail against it.” Verse 18. The text indicates clearly that the
church of Christ is built on Petra and not on Petros.

10



Now, who is this Petra or rock on which Christ built His true church? Let the Holy Bible again give the answer. If the Bible gives the
answer, we make no mistake in accepting it because the definition is authentic. “They drank of that spiritual Rock that followed them:
and that Rock [Petra, in the Greek] was Christ.” 1 Corinthians 10:4. Here we have evidence that Petra refers to Christ, and not to
Peter, petros. Again we quote: “Jesus Christ Himself being the chief Cornerstone.” Ephesians 2:20. “He is the Rock, His work is
perfect.” Deuteronomy 32:4; 2 Samuel 22:2, 3 (Douay, .2 Kings 22:2, 3).

If Jesus would have built His church on Peter, petros, He would have said: “Thou art Petros, and upon this Petros [or upon it] I will
build My church,” but such is not the case. He plainly says: “Thou art Petros, and upon this Petra | will build My church.” Paul tells us
that the Petra is Christ. Peter is never designated by Petra.

If Peter is the rock on which Christ was to build His church, Peter could not be overcome and the gates of hell could not prevail
against him. But the fact is that he was overcome, and the gates of hell did prevail against him. Didn't he deny his Lord? This was after
Christ told him that the Rock was not to be overcome.

Jesus told Peter on one occasion: “Get thee behind Me, Satan: thou art an offense unto Me: for thou savors not the things that be of
God, but those that be of men.” Matthew 16:23.

The gospel story reveals that later on Peter was overcome; so he could not be the rock to which Christ referred. Peter gives the answer
as to who the Rock is. Speaking of Christ, he says: “This is the stone which was set at naught of you builders;” so Christ must be the
rock on which God built His church.

Peter and Paul agree that Christ is the Rock; but the pope claims the title for himself. Which testimony should we accept? “Let God be
true, but every man a liar.” Romans 3:4.

When Christ was crucified, an inscription was written in three languages and placed above His head on the cross.

“And a superscription also was written over Him in letters of Greek, and Latin and Hebrew.” Luke 23:38. This proves that the three
languages were used at that time. John records: “This title then read many of the Jews: for the place where Jesus was crucified was
nigh to the city.” John 19:20.

In the Latin Bible that the priests use today, the two words Petrum (Peter) and petram (rock) are used as in the Greek. In this the
modern scholars contradict themselves. First, they say that the Latin Bible is the official Bible of the Roman Catholic Church; then,
they endeavor to make one word out of two in their own text.

If Matthew 16:18,19 is important, then why are not other scriptures equally important? Why take one text and build a theological
system on it, and reject others? If “the Bible is all true,” then all texts are true and important. To reject one text and accept another
would not be consistent, logical, or honest. “And the gates of hell shall not prevail against it.” Against what? Against Petros or against
Petra? It refers to Petra. The gaits of hell will not prevail against Christ, on whom the true church is built.

Peter was not the head of the church in his day. Instead of teaching the disciples, apostles, and other believers to call Peter pope, or
Holy Father Peter, Jesus said: “Be not you called Rabbi: for one is your Master, even Christ; and all you are brethren. And call no man
your father upon the earth: for one is your Father, which is in heaven.... But he that is greatest among you be your servant.” Matthew
23:8-11. “Call no man your father could not refer to an earthly parent, but to the spiritual title. Of course, Jesus recommended our
paying full respect to earthly parents when He quoted the commandment: “Honor thy father and thy mother.” Mark 7:10.

Sometimes 1 Corinthians 4:15 is used to prove that we may call spiritual leaders our fathers. Paul writes: “I have begotten you through
the gospel.” They were begotten through the gospel and not through Paul. Again Paul writes: “I am not ashamed of the gospel of
Christ: for it is the power of God unto salvation to everyone that believes.” Romans 1:16.

We repeat: it is through the gospel that we are begotten, and not through Paul or some other person. It is the gospel that is the power of
God unto salvation, and not man.

If Jesus delegated Peter as the head of the church, why did the other disciples quarrel among themselves as to who would be the
greatest? If this decision had already been made by Christ, why should the others fret about it? The other disciples would have
submitted to the wish of their Master. Thus it seems evident that no such appointment had been made by Jesus.

Neither Peter nor any of his successors were heads of the true church. Paul explains this when he says: “The head of every man is
Christ.” 1 Corinthians 11: 3. God “gave Him to be the head over all things to the church.” Ephesians 1:22. This explains that Jesus is

11



the head of every person and also of the church. We are responsible to the head, which is Christ, and not to men who try to circumvent
the work of Christ and take His place. Christ is the head of every person, and we are responsible to Him as individuals.

There is not a trace of evidence in the Bible that Peter was a pope. What would you think of historians who would write accounts of
Abraham Lincoln, yet in not a single instance mention his title as President of the United States of America? Could you imagine such
an oversight? If Peter had borne some such title as “pope,” don't you think that at least one inspired writer would have mentioned it?
Peter wrote two epistles, but he does not use the title of pope in either. Can you imagine a pope today writing two letters to the church
and forgetting his title? Peter could have mentioned it on the Day of Pentecost when he delivered that stirring sermon, but he did not
do so. The church in the days of the apostles did not recognize Peter as the head of the church. Long before Jesus was born He was
considered the Rock.

Isaiah declares: “Therefore thus said the Lord God, Behold, I lay in Zion for a foundation a stone, a tried stone, a precious cornerstone,
a sure foundation.” lsaiah 28: 16. Peter applies this prophecy to Christ. He wrote: “Wherefore also it is contained in the scripture,
Behold, I lay in Zion a chief Cornerstone, elect, precious: and he that believes on Him shall not be confounded.” 1 Peter 2:6.

David said: “Lead me to the Rock that is higher than 1.” Psalm 61:2 (Douay, Psalm 60:3). Paul writes that the “Rock was Christ.” 1
Corinthians 104“Other foundation can no man lay than that is laid, which is Jesus Christ.” 1 Corinthians 3:11. “Upon this Rock,” said
Jesus, | will build My church.” Matthew 16: 18.

6. The Keys, to Loose and to Bind

THE keys are the Scriptures, both Old and New Testament, and what they bind is bound in heaven, and what they loose is loosed in
heaven. It was the work of Paul, as well as of Peter or any of the other disciples and believers, to use those keys. It was the preaching
of the word of God that meant life to those who accepted it and meant death to those who rejected it. When Paul and his helpers came
to Troas and preached the word, he said: “To the one we are the savor of death unto death; and to the other the savor of life unto life.”
2 Corinthians 2: 16.

The element of authority was in the word of God, and not in Paul, or in any other disciple. “So then faith comes by hearing, and
hearing by the word of God.” Romans 10:17. The source of preaching is the word of God, the Bible. So then, it is the Bible that binds
and loosens, and not the preacher or the priest.

Jesus did not commit the work of the gospel to Peter individually, but to the entire church. The same power that was given to Peter to
bind and to loose was given to Paul, to James, to John, and to the whole church.

“Moreover if thy brother shall trespass against thee, go and tell him his fault between thee and him alone: if he shall hear thee, thou
has gained thy brother. But if he will not hear thee, then take with thee one or two more, that in the mouth of two or three witnesses
every word may be established. And if he shall neglect to hear them, tell it unto the church [both men and women]: but if he neglect to
hear the church [men and women that compose the church], let him be unto thee as an heathen man and a publican. Verily | say unto
you, Whatsoever you [the church members, both men and women shall bind on earth shall be bound in heaven.” Matthew 18: 15-18.

This indicates that women have the same authority as men to help loose and bind. “Whose so ever sins you remit, they are remitted
unto them; and whose so ever sins you retain, they are retained.” John20:23. This refers to disciplinary matters.

Let us illustrate how church members, both men and women, loose and bind those that sin. One of the commandments says: “Thou
shall not steal.” Suppose there is a person in the church who steals, and another member discovers it. What is the duty now of the one
who knows his brother steals? He is to go to the guilty one first and try to help him, as the Bible indicates. If the thief reforms he has
been helped. His sin is forgiven, not by the person but by God. But if the thief disregards the admonition and continues to steal, the
brother who knows about it should take one or two more and try to help him. If he refuses again and does not accept the admonition
the case is to be presented to the church, and this means all the members.

The church then has a right to eliminate the accused from church fellowship and consider him as a Gentile and publican. Such a one
still needs the help and prayers of the church, as sinners and Gentiles do. The Bible condemns the thief and so does the church. The
church works in harmony with the Bible instruction, so what is bound by the church is bound in heaven. This gives the church
disciplinary powers, but not power to forgive sins. That belongs to God alone. Luke 5:21; Mark 2:7.

If the sinner repents and wants to come back after he has been dropped as a member, the church again accepts him, according to the
Bible. So what the Bible loosened, the church also loosed, and what the Bible bound the church also did accordingly. The church and
the Bible must work in harmony. If at times policy disagree, then we must obey God rather than men. Acts 5:29. Sometimes a church
makes mistakes. Men can see only t lie exterior and judge accordingly.

12



When the disciples brought Judas to Jesus they thought they had found a man with talents which would be a great help to the church;
but they could not look into the heart of Judas. They had so much confidence in him that they made him treasurer. Jesus did not reveal
what was in Judas's heart until Judas himself exposed it. If Judas had died a short time before the shameful betrayal he would have
been considered a great loss to the cause of Christ. Why? Because men can see only the exterior and cannot judge the heart. Priests
cannot look into the heart, so they press the individuals to confess and open before them their inmost thoughts and feelings.

It happened that the early church in the time of Peter made a mistake. The disciples baptized a certain man and accepted him into
church fellowship, though he was not converted. “Simon himself believed also: and when he was baptized, he continued with Philip,
and wondered, beholding the miracles and signs which were done.... And when Simon saw that through laying on of the apostles'
hands the Holy Ghost was given, he offered them money.... But Peter said unto him, Thy money perish with thee.... Thy heart is not
right in the sight of God.... For | perceive that thou art in the gall of bitterness, and in the bond of iniquity.” Acts 8:13-23.

This man Simon was baptized and had joined the believers, but he was not converted. Do you suppose that becausehe was a church
member he was accepted by God? The record of church membership does not always agree with the list in the book of life. We might
carry a baptismal certificate around until it is worn through, but that will not ensure us a place in heaven.

If the church acts according to the word of God, those acts are recognized in heaven. If it does not act according to the Bible, the Lord
does not accept error or wrong, even though the church might place its stamp of approval on it. God does not sanction any error,
whether it comes from the church or from an individual.

What is it that locks heaven against a person? What it is that will keep multitudes out of the kingdom of heaven? It is sin. If the sin is
taken away, then we have a right to enter the kingdom. What provision is made to take the sins away so we will not be shut out of the
kingdom of heaven? That provision is the gospel of our Lord Jesus Christ. That gospel is the Bible, both Old and New Testaments.
There you have the keys.

The privilege to preach the gospel and to further God's cause in the earth was given to all the apostles and the whole church. The
object of the church is to do that work. Jesus said: “Go you therefore, and teach all nations, baptizing them in the name of the Father,
and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost. Teaching them to observe all things whatsoever | have commanded you: and, LO, |1 am with
you always, even unto the end of the world.” Matthew 28:19, 20.

This gospel commission extends from the time of the apostles down to the end of time. Those that reject the gospel will be lost. There
you have the key that keeps people out of heaven. Paul says: “The Lord Jesus shall be revealed from heaven with His mighty angels,
in flaming fire taking vengeance on them that know not God, and that obey not tie gospel of our Lord Jesus Christ. Who shall be
punished with everlasting destruction from the presence of the Lord, and from the glory of His power; when He shall come.”
Thessalonians 1:7-10.

If those that obey not the gospel will be lost, then the key is not limited to Peter or to his successors, but to the gospel as found in the
Holy Bible. Those who accept the gospel will have entrance into the kingdom of heaven, and those who reject it will be shut out of the
kingdom.

Again we quote: “I am ready to preach the gospel to you that are at Rome also. For | am not ashamed of the gospel of Christ: for it is
the power of God unto salvation to everyone that believes.” Romans 1:15,16. If the gospel is the power of God unto salvation, the
gospel is the key that gives entrance to the kingdom of heaven, and is that which keeps persons out of heaven. There, then are the
keys. The keys are the Scriptures, both the Old and the New Testament.

If you accept the word of God, the kingdom of heaven is open for you; and if you reject it, it is closed for you. You are the one that
has to make the choice and decide what kind of keys you want to use. You cannot make a mistake if you accept the Biblical keys.

7. The Infallibility of the Pope

THE decree of the Vatican Council on infallibility, issued in 1870, makes the following declaration: “Thee Roman Pontiff, when he
speaks ex cathedra, that is, when in discharge of the office of pastor and doctor of all Christians, by virtue of his supreme apostolic
authority he defines a doctrine regarding faith or morals to be held by the universal church, . . . is possessed of that infallibility with
which the divine Redeemer willed that his church should be endowed for defining doctrine regarding faith or morals. And that
therefore such definitions of the Roman Pontiff are irreformable of themselves, and not from the consent of the church.”-First
Dogmatic Constitution on the Church of Christ, chapter 4, published in the fourth session of the Vatican Council, July 18, 1870; Petri
Privilegium (The Vatican Council and Its Definitions), Archbishop Manning (R.C.), p. 218. Longmans, Green & Co., London, 187 1.
Quoted in Source Book, 1940 ed., P. 258, Washington, D.C.
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According to this decree, when the pope speaks in his official capacity defining faith and morals, he is infallible. This does not include
the personal or private acts as infallible, but those promulgated from the chair on faith and morals for the whole church. This is the
Roman Catholic position regarding infallibility.

We shall study this question from the viewpoint of the Bible first, and then from secular history. The Bible gives a true and exact
history. It relates the good and bad. Today much history relates only the good and the greatness of men without saying a word about
the bad side.

In the Acts of the Apostles the account of how Judas hanged himself is recorded. This report was probablydetrimental to the early
church and to the cause of Christ, yet inspiration mentions it because it was the truth.

The Bible records that Peter made a mistake in doctrine. This might seem strange to many Roman Catholics, since he is considered by
them to be the first pope, and not likely to make a mistake. But the Bible records it, so it must be true.

At one of the meetings held at Antioch, AD 51, according to the chronology of the Catholic Douay Bible, there arose a discussion
among the church members and the leaders whether the apostles should eat with the Gentiles. Peter ate with them when no Jews were
around, but when Jews were near enough to see him, he would refuse. Paul states the case as follows: “But when Peter was come to
Antioch, | [Paul] withstood him to the face, because he was to be blamed. ... And the other Jews dissembled likewise with him.
Insomuch that Barnabas also was carried away with their dissimulation. But when | [Paul] saw that they walked not uprightly
according to the truth of the gospel, I [Paul] said unto Peter before them all, If thou, being a Jew, lives after the manner of Gentiles,
and not as do the Jews, why compels thou the Gentiles to live as do the Jews?” Galatians 2:11.

Paul corrected Peter before the whole assembly, and Peter did not refute him. He did not claim infallibility. If Peter had been pope and
had assumed the power that popes do today, he would have silenced Paul immediately. Instead, Peter submitted to Paul's decision.
Paul exposed Peter's error to the whole church. We thereby demonstrated that Peter was not pope and did not have the last word in
doctrine, either.

On another occasion Peter's religious scruples forbade him to go to the Gentiles, and the Lord had to give him a vision to get that idea
out of his mind. After the vision he said: “Of a truth | perceive that God is no respecter of persons: but in every nation that fears Him,
and works righteousness, is accepted with Him.” Acts 10:34,35. Peter had believed that it was wrong to m to the Gentiles. Wasn't this
a doctrinal mistake? If Peter was fallible, then how about popes today?

The apostle Paul took not Peter, but the gospel, as the standard of faith. Paul says: “But when | saw that they walked not uprightly
according to the truth of the gospel, | said unto Peter before them all,” etc. Galatians 2:14. Again Paul declares: “For | am not ashamed
of the gospel of Christ: for it is the power of God unto salvation to everyone that believes; to the Jew first, and also to the Greek. For
therein is the righteousness of God revealed from faith to faith: as it is written, The just shall live by faith.”, Romans 1:16,17. It is the
gospel of Christ that brings salvation to those who believe. The gospel is the standard of faith for all Christians.

Peter, in speaking of Jesus, said: “Neither is there salvation in any other: for there is none other name under heaven given among men,
whereby we must be saved.” Acts 4: 12. It is through Jesus that we are saved, and it is the gospel that brings us the story, the good
news. If we could be saved through the pope, then there would be more than one name through which we could be saved. This would
contradict the Scriptures.

The popes cannot save us any more than could Paul. It is Jesus “which takes away the sin of the world.” John 1:29. It is Jesus “that
loved us, and washed us from our sins in His own blood.” Revelation1:5. “The blood of Jesus Christ His Son cleanses us from all sin.”
1 John 1:7.

If the Lord intended that the pope should dictate the rules of faith and of morals, why then did Paul say that the Lord would come “in
flaming fire taking vengeance on them that know not God, and that obey not the gospel of our Lord Jesus Christ. Who shall be
punished with everlasting destruction from the presence of the Lord, and from the glory of His power”? 2 Thessalonians 1:8,9.

Paul declares through inspiration: “I testify you, brethren, that the gospel which was preached of me is not after man. For | neither
received it of man, neither was | taught it, but by the revelation of Jesus Christ.” If any man preach any other gospel unto you than that
you have received, let him be accursed.” “But though we, or an angel from heaven, preach any other gospel unto you than that which
we have preached unto you, let him be accursed.” Galatians 1:11,12, 9, 8.

John points out how exact God is with the revealed word. If any man shall add unto these things, God shall add unto him the plagues

that are written in this book. And if any man shall take away from the words of the book of this prophecy, God shall take away his part
out of the book of life, and out of the Holy City, and from the things which are written in this book.” Revelation 22:18,19.
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If the doctrine of infallibility were defined by Christ or by any apostle, why did the Roman Catholic Church wait until 1870 to make
this doctrine a dogma of the church? Why didn't she accept it centuries before?

The truth is that papal infallibility was not generally taught in the Roman Catholic Church previous to 1870. We shall quote from two
catechisms printed before 1870, to verify this.

“Question. Must not Catholics believe the Pope in himself to be infallible?

“Answer. This is a Protestant invention; it is no article of the Catholic faith; no decision of his can oblige, under pain of heresy, sinless
it be received and enforced by the teaching body, that is, by the bishops of the church.” - Stephen Keenan, A Doctrinal Catechism.

Again we quote: “Do we believe that, as a consequence of this primacy, the Pope is infallible and may decide as Christ himself, as the
non-Catholics allege?

“No. The Pope possesses in controversies of faith only a judicial decision, which can only become an article of faith when the church
gives its concurrence.” - Krautheimer, Catechism of the Catholic Religion, page 87.

Before 1870 the infallibility of the pope was declared as “a Protestant invention.” If the popes are infallible since 1870, what were
they before that time? If they were fallible before 1870, ix bat about their doctrines?

If the popes possessed “in controversies of faith only a judicial decision, which can only become an article of faith when the church
gives its concurrence,” then it was the church that made the articles of faith binding, and not the pope. But since 1870 the popes have
had the last word on doctrines and morals. Surely their is a contradiction here. A year after the pope was declared infallible The
Catholic World stated: “We have no right to ask reasons of the church, any more than of Almighty God, as a preliminary to our
submission. We are to take with unquestioning docility whatever instruction the church gives.” - August, 1871, page 598.

Paul said: “These were more noble than those in Thessalonica, in that they received the word with all readiness of mind, and searched
the Scriptures daily, whether those things were so0.” Acts 17:11. The Bereans took the Bible as their guide, and Paul commended them
highly for doing so. “Thy word is a lamp unto my feet, and a light unto my path.” Psalm 119:105 (Douay, 118:105). The Bible, and
not the pope of Rome, is the safe guide.

The doctrine of infallibility came gradually into the church. It took centuries of compromise and decadence, with many false decretals
and deceptions, to make the circumstances favorable for such a proclamation. “The pope is of so great dignity and so exalted that he is
not a mere man, but as it were God, and the vicar of God.... The Pope is of so great authority and power that he can modify, explain, or
interpret even divine laws.... Whatever the Lord God Himself, and the Redeemer, is said to do, that his vicar does, provided that he
does nothing contrary to the faith.” -P. F. Lucius Ferraris, Ecclesiastical Dictionary (R.C.), article, ((Pope.))

The Bible says this: “Let no man deceive you by any means: for that day [the coming of the Lord] shall not come, except there come a
falling away first, and that man of sin be revealed, the son of perdition. Who opposes and exalts himself above all that is called God,
or that is worshiped; so that he as God sits in the temple of God, showing himself that he is God.” 2 Thessalonians 2: 3, 4.

Paul said that apostasy would come and that a man would arise that would exalt himself as God and place himself in the temple of
God, saying that he is God. Do we not see this fulfillment in the pope who has declared that he is another God on earth?

When it was found that the pope had reached the summit of power by using false decretals and forged documents, the true nature of
which was later discovered, he did not step down. If the pope had admitted that he had been deceived, we would not hold that against
him. The apostle Peter, Philip, and others could not avoid making mistakes. But after the deceptions were discovered, the pope should
have rectified the error and told his church that he and others had been exalted through error.

We shall now let history tell of the errors of the popes in matters of doctrine. One thing is certain about accurate history: it is neither
Catholic nor Protestant, Lutheran nor Calvinistic, Greek nor English. History is a collection of facts. You may write against it, you
may suppress or pervert it, but you cannot destroy it. It is imperishable. You may read it with a biased or prejudiced mind, but your
approach does not change the facts.

Before the year 1900 histories used in the public schools of the United States stated certain facts. Since then the histories have been
revised, leaving out the truth that hurts. The following is an example of a “correction” that was made in An Introduction to the History
of Western Europe, by Professor J. H. Robinson, about indulgences. We quote: “It is a common mistake of protestants to suppose that
the indulgences was forgiveness granted beforehand for sins to be committed in the future. There is absolutely no foundation for this
idea.” - Page 39 1.
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But what are the historical facts about indulgences? We read t lie following about Tetzel, who sold indulgences for money in Germany
during the time of Luther. | “absolve thee ... from all thy sins, transgressions and excesses. .. and | restore thee ... to that innocence and
purity which thou possessed at baptism. So that, when thou dies, the gates of punishment shall be shut, and t lie gates of the paradise
of delight shall be open.” - Coxe, House of Austria, vol. 1,Page 385.

Doesn't this kind of indulgence profess to take care of sins from the moment of purchase until the death of the purchaser? According
to the certificate the owner would go to heaven at death. That means that the certificate holder either would sin no more after he had
bought it, or else that his sins committed after such a time would be canceled. We quote from a letter written by Archbishop Sinnott of
Winnipeg, Manitoba, Canada, March 1, 1944: | have received from the Pastors of the different Parishes a list of those who have boys
overseas. Some time ago, as you are aware, | called on Catholic Mothers to enroll their boys as Perpetual Members of the Society of
the Propagation of the Faith. | said: “What better guarantee for any boy exposed to all the hazards of war! A guarantee should he be
killed, that he will go at once to his Maker, to be with Him for all eternity! ... It is not necessary to pay the $40.00 at once. You can
pay any sum you wish by installments.” From an exact photographic reproduction of Archbishop Sinnott's letter, of Winnipeg,
Manitoba, Canada. The Gospel Witness and Protestant Advocate, Toronto, Canada, publishers.

This letter makes it plain that, according to this teaching, after the $40 are paid any sins which the “protected” soldier might commit
before he dies in battle would not interfere with his going directly to “his Maker” at death, instead of to purgatory. No exception is
made whatever. The said $40 would guarantee to bring him to heaven at death. How then can the Roman leaders say that no provision
is made for future sin?

This idea of forgiving sins in advance did not originate with Archbishop Sinnott. During the Crusades the popes themselves granted
indulgences for future sins. “They granted plenary indulgence to all who would go. This involved forgiveness of past sins and the
forgiveness in advance of any sins they might commit while engaged in crusading, with the assurance of freedom from purgatorial
pains.” - Albert Henry Newman, A Manual of Church History, volume 1, Page 461.

When Roman Catholic leaders revise books, of course many of those “objectionable” things are left out; but that does not change the
facts of history.

The Catholic Church not only controls the editing of many books, but it also has great influence over the public press. News that is
unfavorable to the Catholic Church is frequently not printed. Time magazine told how a San Francisco newspaper reported an incident
which was unfavorable to the Catholic Church, and a church boycott was used to try to bring the paper that published it to terms.

Time magazine in its issue of October 23 1944, told a story about the Catholic boycott of the press that has shocked all freedom-loving
Americans. On September 11, the San Francisco News published an item that a Roman Catholic priest with a woman companion had
pleaded guilty to drunken driving. Other San Francisco papers were afraid to publish the story. Ten days later the News again reported
that the priest had paid a $250 fine.

Time magazine not only repeated the News's item, but told how Archbishop Mitty of San Francisco first tried by threats to suppress
the publication of it. Having failed to intimidate the News, the archbishop organized the entire clergy and laity of San Francisco to
boycott the News in every parish “until it recognized the well-known weight of the Church.” All Catholic advertising was immediately
withdrawn from the columns of the News.

History shows that indulgences were sold for money and also to eradicate future sins, and the Roman Catholic Church now wants
American histories, reference books, encyclopedias, dictionaries, and newspapers to say the contrary.

The Council of Trent declared that the Holy Bible is the rule of faith and morals. If the Council of Trent was infallible, then the
Vatican Council of 1870 was wrong in making the pope supreme; and vice versa. Certainly the two councils cannot have been in
accord.

Dr. Dillinger says the following: “Even the boldest champions of papal absolutism, men like Agostino Trionfo [Augustinus de
Anconal and Alvaro Pelayo, assumed that the popes could err, and that their decisions were no certain criterion. . . . So, too, Cardinal
Jacob Fournier, afterward pope, thought that papal decisions were by no means final, but might be overruled by another pope.... A
pope might err in matters of faith.” - Janus (Dr. J. J. Ignaz von Dillinger), The Pope and the Council, pages 272,273.

When two popes take opposing views on such doctrines as the legality of civil marriages, the person who would believe in papal
infallibility is brought to a hard choice. He must conclude that one is in error, and that not all popes have been infallible.

Pius 1X was pope at the time of the Vatican Council. He made the provision that in case he were to die during the council, its decisions
would take precedence over the decisions made by previous councils or popes, and thus correctany inconsistencies there might be. If
the pope were truly the Vicar of Christ, would he dare to make provisions for contradictions?
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Let us again look at history. Boniface 111 (607) made the parricide Emperor Phocas confer the title of Universal Bishop on Gregory 1
(785-90) calls anyone Antichrist who himself, while Gregory takes the name of Universal Bishop. Eugene 111 (1145-53) authorized
fighting duels, but Julius 11 (1509) and Pius 1V (1560) forbade it. Eugene IV (1431-1447) approved both the Council of Basle and the
restitution of the Communion cup to the church of Bohemia, and Pius Il (1458-64) revoked the concession. See Ibid, p. 9. If these
popes were infallible, would they make such contradictory decrees and blunders? If they were divinely ordained they could not have
such inconsistent teachings.

Another unproved claim of the Roman Catholic leaders is that the papal chain of succession from Peter to the present time has not
been broken. The truth is that it was broken in a number of places. We quote: “From Victor, bishop of Rome in 193 AD, to Clement
VIl in 1523-34, there were nine popes who were guilty of heresy, nine whose elections were disputed, nine whose elections were
doubtful, fourteen who were guilty of simony [that is, of buying the papal chair], and nineteen who were guilty of intrusion [that is,
forcing one's self without right or welcome]. Yet all of these, excepting three, are counted as links in the papal chain, in spite of the
fact that it is contrary to Roman canon law for one to be accounted as pope who secured the papal chair through simony or intrusion.
And as to doubtful elections, Bellarmine, a famous Roman Catholic author, says, 'A doubtful pope is no pope.“-De Concil, book 2,
chapter 19. Quoted by Stevens in Was Peter the First Pope? page 21.

Cardinal Gibbons says: “But if the Pope erred in faith and morals he would no longer be Christ's Vicar and true representative.” -The
Faith of Our Fathers, 76th ed., p. 125.

We have given a few examples from both Catholic and Protestant sources to show that popes have erred, and those that erred could
not be true representatives or vicars of Christ. This throws the succession of popes and their infallibility to the four winds.

Millions of heart-hungry persons put their trust in the claims of men and look up to them for their salvation, when they should look to
God and to the gospel of our Lord Jesus Christ.

The difficulty with the majority of people today, including both Catholics and Protestants, is that they do not investigate what they
believe and why they believe it. They leave such things to the minister or to the priest. Many take for granted that what they believe
must be Bible fact. They are more interested in stocks and bonds, in business, farms, and fine breeds of cattle, than they are in their
own salvation. Paul writes: “Examine yourselves, whether you be in the faith; prove your own selves.” 2 Corinthians 13:5.

When Paul preached to the Bereans they searched the Scriptures daily to see whether his message was true. If the people of that time
could study the word of God daily, could not we do the same when we have the best facilities for study at hand? If the Bereans were
not satisfied to take Paul's word for the doctrine they heard, should we be less satisfied and believe everything that is being preached
from the pulpit or taught in the church schools? Paul commended the Bereans for studying the Bible daily. They investigated. The
doctrine of the resurrection of Jesus was new to them; they wanted to be sure that it agreed with the Bible. Are you sure that what you
believe agrees with the Bible? “Prove what is that good, and acceptable, and perfect, will of God.” Romans 12:2. By what can we
prove the will of God? By His Holy Word! There we have the source. We are accountable to God and not to any man for our
salvation. “Every one of us shall give account of himself to God.” Romans 14:12. We must give account to God and not to the priests
or the pope, or to the preachers. “Cursed be the man that trusts in man, and makes flesh his arm.” Jeremiah 17:5. “There is a way
which seems right unto a man, but the end thereof are the ways of death.” Proverbs 14: 12.

Are you sure that you are following God's way-or is it possible that you are following man-made ways? It is for you to “prove what is
that good, and acceptable, and perfect, will of God.” The only way you can prove it is to go to your Bible. There you have God's
acceptable will expressed. Read it and believe it, pray while you study it, and God will lead you into the truth. Your faith then will be
strengthened in the infallible God, and not in a fallible human substitute.

8. The Exaltation of the Pope
“THE Pope is of so great dignity and so exalted that he is not a mere man, but as it were God and the vicar of God....

The Pope is crowned with a triple crown as king of the heaven and of earth and of the lower region.... The Pope is as it were God on
earth, sole sovereign of the faithful of Christ, chief king of kings, having plenitude of power, to whom has been entrusted by the
omnipotent God direction not only of the earthly but also of the heavenly kingdom. The Pope is of so great authority and power that
he can modify, explain, or interpret even divine laws.” - P. F. Lucius Ferraris, Ecclesiastical Dictionary (Roman Catholic), article,
“Pope.”God has never given such power to any man. Since the pope has such an exalted reputation, persons who want to see him at
the Vatican must kneel before him. Even the apostle Peter did not require such adulation. When Cornelius fell down before Peter in an
act of worship, the apostle said: “Stand up; | myself also am a man.” Acts 10:26.

Some have told me, If you kneel in front of the pope, you merely give him the honor that you would give any high official.” Yet no
one kneels before the President of the United States of America. Genuflection, or kneeling, is not merely a sign of respect, as is
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tipping one's hat to a woman, or bowing to a queen, or removing one's hat at the dedication of a monument or statue, or on entering a
church, or on saying “Good morning.” Kneeling to any human being has in it the element of adoration, which the second
commandment of the Bible prohibits. Exodus 20:4-6.

Not even angels allow men to worship them. Revelation 19:10. The pope has a number of crowns, and one of them, called the tiara, is
made of gold. It consists of three crowns in one, With 252 pearls, 229 diamonds, 3 2 rubies, 19 emeralds, and 111 sapphires. This is a
contrast to the crown of thorns that Jesus wore. Jesus was the Son of the omnipotent God, yet He visited the people in their homes, the
poor as well as the rich. He preached the gospel, ate at the table of sinners, and spoke words of comfort and cheer to them. The Savior
said: “You know that the princes of the Gentiles exercise dominion over them, and they that are great exercise authority upon them.
But it shall not be so among you: but whosoever will be great among you, let him be your minister; and whosoever will be chief
among you, let him be your servant. Even as the Son of man came not to be ministered unto, but to minister, and to give His life a
ransom for many.” Matthew 20:25-28.

In this text Jesus expresses His will regarding the attitude that His disciples should have toward each other and to church members in
general. Jesus ate at the table of the poor, the rich, the sinners, and the publicans. He had no separate table placed a little higher than
the other tables, nor did He eat alone, as do the popes. A well-known Catholic writer, Camille M. Cianfarra, says that according to
“ancient custom” the pope always eats alone. If he has guests he does not sit with them at the table, but at a table placed “higher than
the others, and is, of course, served first.” The Vatican and the War, page 90.

The Savior's love and impartation of truth to men, women, and even children, was not hindered by artificial barriers. He brushed aside
all artificiality and repetitious ritual as of no value, and placed Himself as a servant. Our Lord and Savior had no armed guards around
Him. Jesus Christ said: “Render therefore unto Caesar the things which be Caesar's, and unto God the things which be God's.”
Luke20:25.

Jesus laid down the following principles for the apostles and all His followers: “Whosoever will be great among you, let him be your
minister; and whosoever will be chief among you, let him be your servant. Even as the Son of man came not to he ministered unto, but
to minister.” Matthew 20:26-28.

9. Confession

THE Roman Catholic view of confession is expressed in The Catholic Encyclopedia: “Confession is the avowal of one's own sins
made to a duly authorized priest for the purpose of obtaining their forgiveness.... The Lateran edict presupposed the necessity of
confession as an article of Catholic belief and laid down a law as to the minimum frequency of confession-at least once a year.”-
Article, “Penance,” subdivision, “Confession.”We continue to quote from the same Catholic work: “The absolution given by the priest
to a penitent who confesses his sins with the proper dispositions remits both the guilt and the eternal punishment (of mortal sin).... In
order to have it canceled here, the penitent receives from his confessor what is usually called his penance, usually in the form of
certain prayers which he is to say, or of certain actions which he is to perform, such as visits to a church, the Stations of the Cross, etc.
Almsdeeds, fasting, and prayer are the chief means of satisfaction, but other penitential works may also be enjoined.”-Ibid., p. 628.
This is the Roman Catholic position regarding confession.

The Holy Bible speaks about confession and also about forgiveness. The, question is, however, to whom should we confess, and who
can forgive sins? According to Roman Catholic teaching the priest is the judge, for as Canon 888says: “The priest has to remember
that in hearing confessions he is a judge.”Canon 870 states: “In the confessional the minister has the power to forgive all crimes
committed after baptism.” And again: “The crimes are not only forgiven but destroyed and the criminal made a new person-a saint.” -
Session 40, chapter 7, D.B. 799 on the Council of Trent.

“The decrees of the Council of Trent are binding on Catholics under pain of anathema and excommunication.” The Bible teaches: “If
we confess our sins, He [Jesus] is faithful and just to forgive us our sins, and to cleanse us from all unrighteousness.” 1 John 1:9. Jesus
is the one who forgives, and He is the one to whom we confess. “All things are naked and opened unto the eyes of Him [Jesus] with
whom we have to do. Seeing then that we have a great high priest, that is passed into the heavens, Jesus the Son of God, let us hold
fast our profession.... Let us therefore come boldly unto the. throne of grace, that we may obtain mercy, and find grace to help in time
of need.” Hebrews 4: 13-16. We are to come boldly to our heavenly high priest, Jesus Christ, and not to an earthly confessional before
a human being, to obtain mercy and grace and to receive forgiveness and cleansing for our sins. The Brooklyn Tablet of November 3,
1944, states: “A priest is called by God and rightly so to act as mediator between God and man, and to offer up a sacrifice of
propitiation for the sins of men.”The teachings of the Scriptures declare Christ is our priest: 'We have such an High Priest, who is set
on the right hand of the throne of the Majesty in the heavens; a minister of the sanctuary, and of the true tabernacle, which the Lord
pitched, and not man.” Hebrews 8:1,2. Before Christ became priest for us, God had ordained earthly priests in the Old Testament; but
as soon as Jesus died and was raised from the dead He became the priest. There was no longer need for earthly priests.

The earthly priest served only as a “shadow” of the heavenly priest, Jesus Christ, and when Christ came this “shadow” ceased. “There
are priests that offer gifts according to the law. Who serve unto the example and shadow of heavenly things, as Moses was
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admonished of God when he was about to make the tabernacle: for, See, said He, that thou make all things according to the pattern
showed to thee in the mount.” Verses 4,5.

The whole Levitical priesthood and ritual in connection with the offerings of lambs, bullocks, etc., was a “shadow of heavenly things.”
When Jesus, the true Lamb of God, came and died, there was no more need of the symbols that pointed to Him. When Jesus died, the
veil in the temple tore from top to bottom. Matthew 27:5 1. What did this have to do with terminating the Levitical priesthood?

The temple was divided into two sections, the holy place and the most holy. Though the priests officiated every day in the holy place,
the high priest was allowed to enter the most holy place only once a year. If anyone entered the most holy place at any other time he
was instantly killed. When Jesus died as the true Lamb to which all the sacrifices pointed, “the veil of the temple was rent in twain
from the top to the bottom.” Everybody could look into the most holy place, and not be affected. The Levitical priesthood now ended,
and another priesthood started. What priesthood? It was the priesthood of Christ.

'We have such an High Priest, who is set on the right hand of the throne of the Majesty in the heavens.” Hebrews 8:1. “Wherefore He
is able also to save them to the uttermost that come unto God by Him, seeing He ever lives to make intercession for them. For such an
high priest became us, who is holy, harmless, undefiled, separate from sinners, and made higher than the heavens. Who needs not
daily, as those high priests, to offer up sacrifice, first for his own sins, and then for the people's. For this He did once, when He offered
up Himself.” Hebrews 7:25-27. “Seeing then that we have a great high priest, that is passed into the heavens, Jesus the Son of God, let
us hold fast our profession.” Hebrews 4:14.

Though the Levitical priesthood came to an end, the Roman Catholic Church revived a similar system. This church transfers the
priesthood of Christ to her priests. Jesus is our Priest, and we confess our sins to Him; and He is the one that forgives.

Christ became not only Priest for us in the New Testament, but also our Mediator. “He [Jesus] is the Mediator.” Hebrews 8:6. “For
there is one God, and one Mediator between God and men, the Man Christ Jesus.” 1 Timothy 2:5. The Bible says that there is one
Mediator. The Catholic Church says that there are many, not only priests, but also saints, who intercede for us. There is “one God,”
and “one Mediator,” and “one Holy Spirit,” the Bible declares. See Ephesians 2:18. If the church says there are many mediators and
the Bible says there is one, which teaching shall we accept?

Christ is our Advocate, for “if any man sin, we have an advocate with the Father, Jesus Christ the righteous.” 1 John 2:1. An advocate
is “one who pleads the cause of another.” - Webster. There is one advocate who pleads, and nottwo or more. We find no record in the
Bible that an apostle or follower of Christ titled himself as priest, or an advocate between God and man after Christ had ascended.
Christ is our only priest and our only advocate.

Jesus is the propitiation for our sins. The apostle John writes: “Jesus Christ the righteous: . . . He is the propitiation for our sins: and
not for ours only, but also for the sins of the whole world.” 1 John 2:1,2. Propitiation means “atonement or atoning sacrifice;
specifically, the self-sacrifice and death of Christ, viewed as appeasing divine justice and effecting reconciliation between God and
man.” -Webster.

Neither Jesus nor the apostles knew anything of the many traditions and exactions that have been invented for men to fulfill in order to
receive remissions of their sins. Jesus invites us to come directly to Him, and not through a third person. “Whosoever will” may come.
Revelation 22:17. “Come unto Me, all you that labor and are heavy-laden, and | will give you rest. Take My yoke upon you, and learn
of Me; for | am meek and lowly in heart: and you shall find rest unto your souls. For My yoke is easy, and My burden is light.”
Matthew 11:28-30. “Whosoever will, let him take the water of life freely.” Revelation 22:17. Jesus invites us to come to Him directly,
and not through another mediator.

If we confess our sins, He [Jesus] is faithful and just to forgive us our sins, and to cleanse us from all unrighteousness.” 1 John 1:9.
“The blood of Jesus Christ His Son cleanses us from all sin.” Verse 7. Why not claim this promise and comply with the instructions?
If we do, then there will come a change into our lives. We will not sin over and over again, but we will have a new experience, a
change of heart.

The sick woman crawled up close to the Savior and touched the hem of His garment, and she was healed. She did not have to go
through another “mediator” or some other “intercessor,” but went directly to Jesus. That touch of faith healed her infirmity and her
sin-sick soul. Yes, it is that touch of faith that will heal your own sick soul.

The Bible is full of examples of men and women who prayed directly to God, but it has none of a person praying to saints or other
mediators. Cornelius prayed to God, and the Lord heard him. Acts 10:1-3. Moses prayed for his sister Miriam, who was stricken with
leprosy, and she was healed. Numbers 12:10-14. The church prayed to God for Peter, and the Lord heard them; and Peter was
miraculously delivered from the prison. Acts 12:12. Peter prayed for Dorcas, and she was raised from the dead. Acts 9:40. Elijah
prayed to God “earnestly that it might not rain: and it rained not on the earth by the space of three years and six months. And he
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prayed again, and the heaven gave rain, and the earth brought forth her fruit.” James 5:17,18. So all through the Bible we see that men
and women prayed directly to God, and not through another saint or intercessor. The Lord's Prayer begins with the words: “Our Father
which art in heaven.” Jesus gave an example of praying directly to God.

“Come now, and let us reason together, said the Lord: though your sins be as scarlet, they shall be as white as snow; though they be
red like crimson, they shall be as wool.” Isaiah 1:18. When the: Lord says this He does not mean that we should come to Him through
another person. We may go directly to God.

Peter says: “Repent you therefore, and be converted, that your sins may be blotted out.” Acts 3:19. “Whosoever believes in Him
[Jesus] shall receive remission of sins.” Acts 10:43. Paul states: In whom [Jesus] we haveredemption through His blood, the
forgiveness of sins.” Ephesians 1:7. John records: “He that hears My word, and believes on Him [God] that sent Me, hath everlasting
life, and shall not come into condemnation; but is passed from death unto life.” John 5:24.

James teaches us what to do if we make mistakes toward one another: “Confess your faults one to another, and pray one for another.”
James 5: 16. Our sins should be confessed to God, and our faults to one another. “Forbearing one another, and forgiving one another,
if any man have a quarrel against any: even as Christ forgave you, so also do you.” Colossians 3:13.

The teachings of the Bible are that we should confess to God through Jesus Christ, our high priest in heaven. He is our intercessor,
advocate, and mediator.

We should turn to the Author of our salvation, who only has power to forgive and save from sin. The lowly Jesus says: “Come unto
Me, all you that labor and are heavy laden, and | will give you rest.” Matthew 11:28. Where should you go to find rest for your soul?
To the priest? No, to Jesus. There you can pour out your woes, confess your sins, and unburden your heartaches. Our Lord
understands, and He will not turn you down. Come to Him through prayer. He hears your prayers and your confessions.

In order to confess your sins, you cannot follow a prayer that someone else has written. Nobody else can write a prayer to fit your case
exactly. Pray to God and tell Him exactly what you want, and confess what you have to confess. Mention the sin by name, whatever it
is, then plead for forgiveness; and believe that you have it. If you dothis sincerely, something will come into your life that you perhaps
never experienced before. It is the working of the Holy Spirit on your heart that first brings conviction of your sins; and when you
confess them to Jesus, and believe that He has forgiven you, you will enjoy a peace in your heart that no priest can bring. It is simple,
but effective. Try it in sincerity. It works.

It is natural for men to want to do something to pay God back. The Jewish leaders made use of this sentiment in the time of Christ.
They made rules which they thought were good, but God rejected them. Jesus said: “They bind heavy burdens and grievous to be
borne, and lay them on men's shoulders; but they themselves will not move them with one of their fingers. .. . They make broad their
phylacteries, and enlarge the borders of their garments, and love the uppermost rooms at feasts, and the chief seats in the synagogues
[churches], and greetings in the markets, and to be called of men, Rabbi, Rabbi. But be not you called Rabbi: for one is your Master,
even Christ; and all you are brethren. And call no man your father upon the earth: for one is your Father, which is in heaven.”
Matthew 23:4-9.

If a man professes to forgive sin, the Bible refers to his action as blasphemy. Jesus forgave sins, and the Pharisees immediately
accused Him of blasphemy. They saw in Him only a human being. But Jesus was more than a human. He was the Son of God. The
Pharisees railed at Him: “Who is this which speaks blasphemies? Who can forgive sins, but God alone?” Luke 5:2 1. Jesus and the
Father can bestow complete forgiveness of sins; but no human being can do so.

The Christian teaching of the Bible is: “Repent you therefore, and be converted, that your sins may be blotted out.” Acts 3:19. This
does not mean that we should commit the same sins over and over again without a change of life. It does not mean that old sins are
merely wiped off and forgiven and that the individual may go forth again and again to soil his soul with the same sins. It is not a
laundering process. “We know that whosoever is born of God sins not.” 1 John 5:18.

Jeremiah writes: “For though thou wash thee with niter, and take thee much soap, yet your iniquity is marked before Me, said the Lord
God.” Jeremiah 2:2,2. “He that said he abides in Him ought himself also so to walk, even as He walked.” 1 John 2:6. “For it is God
which works in you both to will and to do of “His good pleasure.” Philippians 2:13.

Peter states that a person may have been a good Christian and later may depart from God. “For if after they have escaped the pollution
of the world through the knowledge of the Lord and Savior Jesus Christ, they are again entangled therein, and overcome, the latter end
is worse with them than the beginning.... But it is happened unto them according to the true proverb, The dog is turned to his own
vomit again; and the sow that was washed to her wallowing in the mire.” 2, Peter 2:20-22. Sinning, after we have accepted Christ as
our personal Savior, is the exception and not the rule.
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By confessing our sins to God and repenting, we experience a change of heart. The Holy Spirit will then be able to work more fully
for us. If a man has committed a theft, he must confess to God and make full restitution, seeking the pardon of the one whom he has
wronged. This is what brings a change into the life. Though a thief may receive forgiveness at the hands of a priest, if he does not
return the money he stole he cannot logically be considered guiltless. The one who suffered the loss must be repaid. Since a priest is
not all-wise, he can be deceived. He absolves at times when he should not. God does not make such a mistake.

We shall quote from an authentic source to prove that the percentage of prisoners of Roman Catholic profession is much higher than
that of Protestants or those of no profession. This can be seen from the most recent annual reports of the commissioner of correction in
the State of New York to the state legislature. In the latest available report for the year ending June 30, 1942,we find the following
figures of prisoners committed to the two largest New York prisons-Clinton (Dannemora) and Sing Sing: (cf. Annual Report of the
Commissioner of Correction for the Year 1942, published in 1943, page 18).”Total Rom. Caths. Greek Caths. Protestants Jews Mise.
Clinton 159 80 -74 3 2 Sing Sing 1,303 627 10 512 130 22 For the year ending June 30, 194 1, we find the following (page 19):

Total Rom. Caths. Protestants Pagans Jews Mise. Clinton 149 80 65 -4 Sing Sing 1,477 725 581 5 152 14The same average of 50 per
cent Roman Catholic criminals committed to these two jails is listed consistently year after year in these reports. The significance of
this high percentage can be judged by the fact that Roman Catholics make up only about 25 per cent of the total population of New
York State.

Mr. Joseph Zacchello, an ex-priest, makes this statement: “We former priests know what true forgiveness of sins means in Christian
teaching: that God alone forgives sins and with forgiveness comes a complete change of life. TheCatholic practice of confession is
merely a recital to a man, of sins committed, with no guarantee of pardon from God, and nothing to prevent the repetition of the same
sin over and over again. In true Christian teaching, forgiveness of sin is not just the wiping off of old sins from the soul and then going
forth to soil it again with more of the same sins. It means the gift of a whole new soul, the rebirth to a new life for the sinner to whom
sin becomes abhorrent and who remains sanctified and a true child of God thereafter. Then the sinner is really saved. He becomes not
only a saint, but also a good citizen. Only this kind of religious teaching is a real deterrent to crime.” All Roman Catholics are agreed
that God hears and answers prayers; yet the church teaches that forgiveness is obtained through a duly authorized priest. Suppose a
certain soldier is sent across the ocean to the battlefront. He is a rascal, and apparently bound for perdition. On the trip a torpedo
strikes the ship, and this wicked man is mortally wounded. He knows that he must die, and he becomes repentant. He wants to confess
all his sins, but there is no priest on board the ship; and he will die before the ship reaches the harbor. Now suppose this sinner pours
out his sin-sick soul with true repentance and sorrow, and confesses all of his guilt to Jesus. According to Catholic teaching this man is
eternally lost unless he made a “perfect contrition.” However, no person knows when that takes place. The church wants to take the
power of pardon away from God or from Christ, and place it upon frail men. But we see in the Gospels that Jesus forgave sins directly
for individuals who came to Him, and He did not expect them to come through a third person. See Matthew 9:2; Mark 2:5,9; Luke
5:20,23; 7:48. If Christ forgave sins directly then, why wouldn't He do it today?

Throughout the whole Bible we see that men confessed directly to God and received their pardon from Him. “Seek you the Lord while
He may be found, call you upon Him while He is near: let the wicked forsake his way, and the unrighteous man his thoughts. And let
him return unto the Lord, and He will have mercy upon him; and to our God, for He will abundantly pardon.” Isaiah 55:6,7.

If men and women would understand the Biblical teaching regarding the priesthood of Christ, everything would be cleared up. In the
Old Testament, God ordained priests under the Levitical system. But when Jesus came and died as the true Lamb and was raised from
the dead, He began His work as priest in the heavenly sanctuary. The earthly sanctuary was but a copy of the heavenly.

“We have such an High Priest, who is set on the right hand of the throne of the Majesty in the heavens; a minister of the sanctuary,
and of the true tabernacle, which the Lord pitched, and not man.” “Wherefore He is able also to save them to the uttermost that come
unto God by Him, seeing He ever lives to make intercession for them.” Hebrews 8:1,2; 7:25. This proves that Christ is our priest in
heaven; and there is no need of earthly priests.

We have no examples in the Bible where men and women had to relate all their sins in detail when they came to Jesus. Our Lord put
no one through the ordeal that priests put men and women through when they confess. The publican prayed: “God be merciful to me a
sinner.” That was all. He was sincere about it, and the Lord acceptedhim. When the prodigal son, who represents the sinner, returned
to the father, who represents our heavenly Father, the prodigal did not have to relate how wicked a life he had led, and how he had
squandered his money. Theprodigal made up his mind to return to his father, and he also decided what he wanted to confess to him.
But as he neared the father and started with his confession, he never even finished what he intended to say. The father knew that his
son was repentant over his sins, and that was enough. He accepted him. See Luke 15:17-24.

Mary Magdalene did not reveal in detail all her secret sins to Jesus. Where does the Bible state that the wicked woman who was
brought to Jesus because of adultery told Jesus in detail all about her sins? Jesus told her, “Go, and sin no more.” The sins of the
people were open to Jesus then, and they are today. As soon as we recognize our sins and confess them to Jesus in sincerity, He
accepts us and blots them out. How do we know this? We know it, because He has promised. His promise is more than any priest's
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promise. There is no record in the Bible where Jesus turned any sinner down. All that came to Him with repentance were forgiven.
They were always given the admonition, “Go, and sin no more.” John 8:11.

Four men brought a man sick with palsy to be healed by Jesus. But there was such a multitude of people around the house where Jesus
was that the men opened the roof and let the sick man down in front of Jesus. What did Jesus do? Did He ask him all kinds of
questions? Did He have all the people go out of the house and have that man confess in detail about all his sins? No, Jesus did not do
this. “When Jesus saw their faith, He said unto the sick of the palsy, Son, thy sins be forgiven thee,” and the sinner was cleansed and
accepted. Mark 2:5.

As soon as we confess our sins to Jesus in sincerity, He forgives us. This is wonderful and so gracious, but many people think that it is
too easy. They think that they will have to pay money, work, or do something else to earnforgiveness. Some think that they have to
punish themselves to cam heaven. This is typical of pagan religions, and there is where the idea comes from. This is contrary to the
teachings of the apostles and prophets, and of Jesus Himself.

We do not cam eternal life; we receive it as a gift. This is' wonderful. All we need to do is to accept it. When we do this, the Lord will
help us, and will give us power to overcome sin. He will not only forgive us our sins, but will cleanse us from all unrighteousness. 1
John 1:9. No priest can do this. Jesus does the forgiving and also the cleansing.

After we have confessed our sins to Jesus and have asked for forgiveness, He fulfills our request. Then a change will take place in our
lives. We cannot explain all this. The working of the Holy Spirit cannot be explained. We cannot explain what electricity is, yet we
know that it exists. We can only use it and see its effects.

Good works will follow when we accept God's free gift of salvation. We do not work to earn heaven, but we do good works as a
consequence of possessing the free gift. Good works are not in any way the cause or the medium of salvation, but are the result, the
fruit or evidence, of salvation.

Paul said that eternal life is a gift. Romans 6:23. We accept the gift first; then the results will come. You plant a good tree, and it will
bear good fruit. You plant a bad tree, the fruit will be bad. “By their fruits you shall know them.” Matthew 7:20.

As soon as men and women grasp the idea that the grace of God is a gift, then Jesus becomes the object of devotion and obedience.
Instead of the priest's being one whom we obey, Jesus becomes the mediator. Then we sit at His feet and talk to Him. He talks back to
us through His Holy Word, and through His Holy Spirit. Try our Savior.

If you confess to the priest, you give him the obedience and devotion that you should give Jesus. It is natural that after you have
revealed all the intents of your heart to a priest, there is formed a tie between him and you that is hard to break. Reason, logic, Bible
proof, historical proof, common sense, intelligence, or anything else, will not break the bond, unless you get your eyes away from a
frail man, and place them on Jesus.

By confessing to the Lord, men will receive not only forgiveness, but also a cleansing from sin. This, however, is what man often does
not want. He wants forgiveness while he continues to indulge in sin. The pardon of Jesus includes more than a mere forgiving. It
includes a purifying of the soul. This is what a priest cannot do. It is for this reason that the confessional is so doubtful and so
insecure. Men confess, but their hearts are not changed. Confessing to the Lord places us on vantage ground. He forgives and helps us
to overcome sin.

There are two texts that all Roman Catholics know. One is about Peter and the keys, and the other is about forgiveness of sins by a
priest. The latter is based on John 20:23. We quote: “Whose so ever sins you remit, they are remitted unto them; and whose so ever
sins you retain, they are retained.” The fallacy of the Roman Catholic interpretation of this text is exposed by reading other texts in the
Bible that are of equal value.

The Father sent Christ on a mission, and Christ sent His disciples on a mission. These two missions are not thesame. The Father sent
His Son to die for the remission of sins. We quote: “But He, whom God raised again, saw no corruption. Be it known unto you
therefore, men and brethren, that through this Man [Jesus] is preached unto youthe forgiveness of sins: and by Him [Jesus] all that
believe are justified from all things.” Acts 13:37-39.

The mission of Jesus was to bring “forgiveness of sins.” The mission of the apostles was to “preach the gospel.” Mark 16:15; also see

Matthew 28:19,20. The mission of Christ was to bring remission of sins, and the apostles were to preach that remission which Jesus
accomplished. The apostles were mere men, and they did not die to remit the sins as Jesus had done.
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So the mission of Jesus and the mission of the apostles were separate and distinct. Jesus accomplished the remission of sins, and the
apostles were to preach that remission through the gospel. When the apostles preached the gospel and the people accepted it, their sins
were remitted, not by the apostles, but by the gospel.

Paul writes: “For we are unto God a sweet savor of Christ, in them that are saved, and in them that perish. To the one we are the savor
of death unto death; and to the other the savor of life unto life.” 2 Corinthians 2:15,16. It was the preaching of the gospel that brought
life or death.

All Christians that teach the gospel bring remission or retention of the sins of the people. Teaching the gospel is not confined to the
ministers alone. Many men who were not ordained preached in New Testament times. The power to remit or retain sins is not limited
to the ordained preachers alone. It is the gospel that remits and retains when sinners accept or reject its terms.

The disciples remitted and retained the sins by the preaching. This power was in the gospel they preached, and not inthe apostles
personally. Paul states: “l am not ashamed of the gospel of Christ: for it is the power of God unto salvation to everyone that believes.”
Romans 1:16. So when we preach the gospel, we remit or retain the sins, not by our own power, but by the power of the gospel. The
power is in the gospel of Jesus Christ.

If you turn on a switch closing an electrical circuit, the electricity begins to flow and supplies power for work. So it is spiritually. We
are only the instruments that place poor souls in contact with the heavenly Redeemer, and He does the work in the heart. No men have
the power to free other men from their sins. God only can do that, and this comes through the gospel of Jesus Christ.

How many men there are who do not know this! They look to some human being to save them and forgive them of their sins. They
want assurance that they will not go to purgatory, or if they do that they will not stay there long. Frail men are taken in the place of
Jesus, who is our priest, our advocate, and our intercessor. He is the one to whom we confess, and He is the one who can help us. It is
not the priest who can remit or retain sins, but only the gospel of Jesus Christ. Those that accept the gospel will have their sins
remitted and those that reject it will have their sins retained.

10. Baptism: Sprinkling, Pouring, or Immersion?

THREE forms of baptism are generally practiced in the churches today: sprinkling, pouring, and immersion. The Bible tells us that
there, is only one baptism; so not all three could be correct. Paul says: “One Lord, one faith, one baptism.” Ephesians 4:5.

The word of God has given us clear and precise instructions, and we have numerous examples of baptism to show us how it should be
administered and what the candidates should know before they are baptized. Although it is so clear that anybody can understand the
language, many persons hold to the teachings of tradition rather than to the teachings of the Bible.

Jesus commanded the disciples: “Go you therefore, and teach all nations, baptizing them in the name of the Father, and of the Son, and
of the Holy Ghost: teaching them to observe all things whatsoever | have commanded you.” Matthew 28:19,20. This text makes it
clear that we should teach before we baptize. If a person does not have an understanding of what baptism means, what would be the
use of administering the rite to him?

Again we quote: “He that believes and is baptized shall be saved; but he that believes not shall be damned.” Mark 16:16. “The eunuch
said, See, here is water; what does hinder me to be baptized? And Philip said, If thou believes with all your heart thou may.” Acts
8:36,37. Those that were baptized should not only receive instruction, but they should believe with all their hearts. This verse does not
say: “He that is baptized shall be saved,” but “he that believes and is baptized shall be saved.”Repentance also precedes baptism.
“Repent, and be baptized every one of you in the hame of Jesus Christ for the remission of sins.” Acts 2:38.

The texts just quoted prove that a person should receive instruction, have faith, and repent before he is baptized. Some churches
encourage the baptism of babies; but this rite was never intended for infants. Can babies receive instruction, have faith, and repent,
especially since they have not sinned? No! Children should wait until they come to the age of accountability. Persons should be
baptized because of their profession of faith, and not because of the profession of faith of a sponsor, or of others.

The Bible does not teach that guardians, sponsors, godfathers, or godmothers may do the repenting, the believing, and the answering
of questions for the candidate. The individual must fulfill the requirements himself. The eunuch said,: | believe,” and then Philip
baptized him. Acts 8:37, 38.

Churches which baptize infants do not permit them to receive the Communion bread. Why not? “They are not old enough to

understand,” church authorities say. “Anyone who partakes of the Communion must be instructed first so that he will know what it is
about.” If this reasoning is correct, why is not the same principle applied to infant baptism? Babies do not understand when they are
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sprinkled, either. Baptism and the Communion are intended for persons who are old enough to understand and who want to participate
as an exercise of their own will.

Others argue that a child must be baptized to remove original sin, that is, the sin in which he is born. We have all been born into a
world of sin, and have inherited the depraved nature of mankind. “Behold, | was shaped in iniquity; and in sin did my mother conceive
me.” Psalm 51:5 (Douay, Psalm 50:7). The Scriptures plainly teach, however,that it is not baptism, but the blood of Jesus Christ, that
removes sin. “The blood of Jesus Christ His Son cleanses us from all sin.” 1 John 1:7.

If, as some Protestant churches teach, a minister has the power to remove sins by baptism, then why should not the priest have power
to forgive the sins by confession? One is as un-Biblical as the other.

This is the reason why some pastors and the priests are considered almost demigods. To have power to remove sins by sprinkling and
by confession, they would have to be gods. The Roman Catholic Church teaches: 1ndeed, it is not too much to say that in view of the
sublimity of their offices, the priests are so many gods.” - St. Alphonsus de Liguori, Dignity and Duties of the Priest; or, Selva, page
16.

When the apostle John saw in vision a large number of the saved, and wondered who they were, he heard a voice from heaven saying:
“These are they which came out of great tribulation, and have washed their robes, and made them white in the blood of the Lamb.”
Revelation 7:14. In Revelation 1:5 we read, “Christ ... washed us from our sins in His own blood.” “The blood of Jesus Christ His Son
cleanses us from all sin.” 1 John 1:7.

If baptism removes the original sins of infants, as some say, what removed the sins of children before baptism was introduced in the
time of John the Baptist and Jesus? Were all the children lost before Christ, when there was no baptism at all? Some say that baptism
took the place of circumcision. Circumcision was not introduced until the time of Abraham, 2,000 years after creation, and even then
was not understood to take away sin.

Newborn babes cannot understand baptism or confession. They are innocent. They are not responsible for their advent into the world;
their parents carry that responsibility. God is just in all His ways, so He will be just with children who may die before coming to the
age of accountability.

However, the Bible makes a difference between children born of parents who are wicked, and those born of parents who fear God.
Paul writes about this: If any brother hath a wife that believes not, and she be pleased to dwell with him, let him not put her away. And
the woman which bath an husband that believes not, and if he be pleased to dwell with her, let her not leave him. For the unbelieving
husband is sanctified by the wife, and the unbelieving wife is sanctified by the husband: else were your children unclean; but now are
they holy.” 1 Corinthians 7:12-14.

If either of the parents is a Christian, Paul says, the children will be accounted holy. But if both husband and wife are sinners and
unbelievers, their children are accounted unholy.

How God will judge these children we leave to Him. We have no further revelation in the word of God about it. But it is clear that
God makes a difference between children according to the faith of their parents.

Parents carry a special responsibility for their children until the young persons come to the age of accountability. Parents who shirk
their duty, living wicked lives and neglecting to train their children in the right way, are held responsible. Their children are unholy. If
they die before accepting Christ, they die unholy. God has not told us what He will do with such children. This subject will be treated
more fully in the chapter, “After Death, What?”We shall now take up the study of the form of baptism. Three kinds are practiced
today-sprinkling, pouring, and immersion. Which was used for Jesus? Matthew says, “And Jesus, when He was baptized, went up
straightway out of the water.” Matthew 3:16. If He went “out” of the water He surely must have been in the water. Jesus was baptized
in the river Jordan by John the Baptist. If John had sprinkled Him, why should He have been taken into a river? Jesus was immersed.

In some Catholic and Protestant books are pictures of Jesus standing in the Jordan while John stood on the bank and poured water on
His head. In a similar situation, however, the evangelist Philip and the eunuch, who was to be baptized, “went down both into the
water.” Acts 8:38. Why should both go into the water if sprinkling or pouring were sufficient?

People came from far and near to be baptized by John. “Then went out to him [to John the Baptist] Jerusalem, and all Judea, and all

the region round about Jordan, and were baptized of him in Jordan.” Matthew 3:5,6. People went to be baptized where there was
enough water to perform the rite.
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When John did not baptize in the river Jordan, he baptized where there was much water. “And John also was baptizing in Aenon near
to Salin, because there was much water there: and they came, and were baptized.” John 3:23. You need but little water for sprinkling
or pouring, but you need much more water for immersion. This is the way people were baptized in the true apostolic church.

Baptism represents the death, burial, and resurrection of Christ. As Christ died, so we must die to sin; He was buried in the tomb, so
we are buried in the watery grave; He was raised from the dead, so we are to be raised in newness of life. “Know you not, that so
many of us as were baptized into Jesus Christ were baptized into His death? Thereforewe are buried with Him by baptism into death:
that like as Christ was raised up from the dead by the glory of the Father, even so we also should walk in newness of life.” Romans
6:3,4.

Someone may ask if adults were immersed, but babies sprinkled. Infants were never baptized in any form in Biblical times, either by
sprinkling, pouring, or immersion. Most Bible students agree that immersion was the only approved mode of baptism. There is no text
or example that proves that sprinkling or pouring was used at any time. Immersion only was practiced.

Jesus said: “Suffer little children, and forbid them not, to come unto Me: for of such is the kingdom of heaven.” Matthew 19:14. Some
persons use this text to support their views on sprinkling. But they must remember that “Jesus Himself baptized not.” John 4:2 Jesus
received the children “and He took them up in His arms, put His hands upon them, and blessed them.” Mark 10:16. Jesus blessed the
children, but did not baptize them. To pronounce a blessing on children is not to baptize them.

The word “baptism” comes from the Greek word “baptizo,” which means “dip” or to “immerse;” but never to “sprinkle.”The only
examples we have in the Bible of persons who were baptized were adults. Let us take a few examples of men and women who were
baptized. Acts 8:12; 2:41,42. Paul was baptized after he was converted. Acts 9:18.

Of the three thousand that were baptized the record states: “Then they that gladly received his word were baptized: and the same day
there were added unto them about three thousand souls. And they continued steadfastly in the apostles' doctrine and fellowship, and in
breaking of bread, and in prayers.” Acts 2:41,42. Could babies gladly receive the word, or could they continue steadfastly in the
apostles' doctrine, and in prayers?

A lady requested to join the church. She said that she had been baptized in the Lutheran Church, and when she married a Roman
Catholic she was baptized in the Catholic Church. She thought that one “pouring” and one “sprinkling” should be enough. But after
she got out her Bible and began to study the question of baptism for herself, she soon learned that sprinkling or pouring is no Biblical
baptism. She then was immersed, as Jesus our Lord had been, and she became a member of my church.

Sprinkling is an invention of Catholicism, and many Protestant churches held to this tradition when they separated from the Catholic
fold. The ministers and the people believe it, not because the Bible teaches it, but because their churches teach it.

Those who have been sprinkled or poured, or “baptized” in some way not approved in the Scriptures, should be baptized by
immersion. There were certain disciples at Ephesus who had been baptized, but who had not received sufficient instruction. They said,
“We have not so much as heard whether there be any Holy Ghost.” Then Paul reminded them of what John had said, “that they should
believe on ... Christ Jesus. When they heard this, they were baptized in the name of the Lord Jesus.” Acts 19:2-5. Thus they were
baptized again after they received sufficient instruction.

Candidates for baptism must believe on Christ and receive proper instruction before they are baptized. If any person was not baptized
according to the Bible rule, his baptism is not valid. It is not Scriptural.

Today many are sprinkled, and then are later instructed and confirmed. This is the opposite of the Bible order. When children come up
to the age of accountability they should then be baptized, and not before.

Confirmation is another human invention. When a church gets away from the true doctrine of the apostles and prophets, she has to
invent things so as to make her errors look plausible. A counterfeit is always an imitation. Sometimes it comes so close that many are
deceived.

Those who depend on their baptismal certificate alone may be utterly disappointed in the final judgment. Jesus says: “Except a man be
born again, he cannot see the kingdom of God.” John 3:3. A person should be thoroughly converted before being baptized.

Baptism and conversion are two separate and distinct experiences. Unfortunately, a person sometimes is baptized even though he has

not been converted, as in the case of Simon the magician. Acts 8:13-24. The fact that babies are sprinkled does not guarantee them
eternal life.
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Protestants who accept infant baptism on the basis of tradition have no defense against other un-Scriptural traditions, such as mass and
confession. Roman Catholics profess to teach that tradition and the Bible must agree. “The Catholic Church rejects all traditions which
are against Scripture.” - Bible Quizzes to a Street Preacher, booklet Number 1, Rumble and Carty, “Radio Replies” (Roman Catholic),
Saint Paul, Minnesota, page 28. This statement is untrue when applied to baptism by sprinkling, which is authorized, not by the
Scriptures but by tradition. ManyProtestants who profess to believe only the Bible look in vain for a text to prove this doctrine.
Immersion is the only Biblical form of baptism.

11. After Death, What?

THE only knowledge we have about the condition of the that God reveals in His word, the Holy Bible. No one has come back from
the grave to tell us his impressions of the after-death state. Lazarus was raised from the dead by our Lord, but nothing is recorded
regarding a visit to heaven or any other place during the four days he was dead. The Lord alone can tell us what the state of the
departed is, and we should accept His teachings. All other speculation is a waste of time.

We have a few examples of persons who were dead and were raised to life again. Moses died and was buried, but the Lord raised him
and took him to heaven. Deuteronomy 34:5,6, Jude 9; Matthew 7:1-3. Elijah was translated without seeing death (2Kings 2:10) and so
was Enoch (Genesis 5:24). There was also a multitude that rose from the dead when Jesus came back to life. “And the graves were
opened; and many bodies of the saints which slept arose, and came out of the graves after His resurrection, and went into the Holy
City, and appeared unto many.” Matthew 27:52,53. They went to heaven when Jesus ascended. Ephesians 4:8. Mary had not yet died,
so she was not in this group.

It was such an unusual occurrence for those persons to go to heaven that Holy Writ recorded it. However, this does not prove that all
go to heaven when they die or are raised from the dead before the general resurrection. We quote: “David is not ascended into the
heavens.” Acts 2:34. If he did not go to heaven, where did he go? Did he go to hell-fire? No! The Bible states that he went to the
grave, and his sepulcher was still intact at the time of the apostles. “Let me freely speak unto you of the patriarch David, that he is
both dead and buried, and his sepulcher is with us unto this day.” Verse 29. David was dead, not alive; and he went to the grave.

Jesus makes it plain that people do not go to heaven immediately when they die, but go there after the resurrection. Jesus said: “I go to
prepare a place for you. And if | go and prepare a place for you, | will come again, and receive you unto Myself. That where | am,
there you may be also.” John 14:2,3.

Jesus has not come yet, so the righteous are not yet in heaven. They will go there when Jesus comes to take them. We know that the
Lord has not yet come, for “every eye shall see Him” when He comes. Revelation 1:7. This has not yet taken place. All the dead will
rest in their graves until that day. If those who have died are now rejoicing in heaven, how could Jesus say that He will receive them
when He comes?

When Jesus comes back to this earth He will come visibly. If “every eye shall see him,” He surely will be seen. “And when He [Jesus]
had spoken these things, while they beheld, He was taken up; and a cloud received Him out of their sight. And while they looked
steadfastly toward heaven as He went up, behold, two men stood by them in white apparel; which also said, You men of Galilee, why
stand you gazing up into heaven? This same Jesus, which is taken up from you into heaven, shall so come in like manner as you have
seen Him go into heaven.” Acts 1:9-11. When Jesus comes He comes visibly, and He will receive the righteous.

Daniel rests in the grave “till the end be;” and that time has obviously not come. Daniel 12:13. So he is not in heaven.

If the righteous do not go to heaven at death, but after they are raised from the dead, where do the wicked go when they die? “The
Lord knows how to deliver the godly out of temptations, and to reserve the unjust unto the day of judgment to be punished.” 2 Peter 2:
9. The wicked are “reserved unto judgment.” Verse 4. That is, they will be judged first, then they will be punished. You would not
punish first, and then judge; and neither would God. You do not send a man to jail for ten years and then take him out to see what
sentence he deserves. Some men would like to send the wicked to hell-fire first and then judge them, or send them to heaven and then
judge them to see whether they really should be in heaven or hell.

The Bible states clearly that the wicked are reserved “unto the day of judgment to be punished.” If the unjust are reserved to be
judged, first, it is evident that they are not in hell before the judgment takes place.

The judgment takes place after we die. Hebrews 9:27. The Lord has appointed a day when He will judge the world. Acts 17:30, 2
Corinthians 5: 10; Ecclesiastes 12:14. The judgment was still future in the time of Christ. Matthew 12:4 1; 11:22. It was still future in
the time of Paul. Acts 24:25; Romans 2:16. If the judgment was yet future at thattime, then all the people that had died before were not
yet judged. How then could they be in hell or heaven? Even the evil angels are reserved to be judged before their final punishment. 2
Peter 2:4. The world itself is reserved to be burned up. 2 Peter 3:7. If the world is reserved to be burned, it has not yet burned. If the
wicked are reserved to be judged, they are not in hell-fire until they are judged. The evil angels are reserved to be judged, too, so they
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are not in hell-fire now. No one is in hell-fire now, until after the judgment, and then the wicked will get their punishment. This
punishment comes after the resurrection. Revelation 20:4-9. The righteous go to heaven after the resurrection. 1 Thessalonians
4:16,17.

The judgment is not completed until the verdict of God is pronounced: “He that is unjust, let him be unjust still: and he which is filthy,
let him be filthy still. And he that is righteous, let him be righteous still: and he that is holy, let him be holy still.” Revelation 22:11.

Jesus speaks about the separation of the wicked from the righteous “as a shepherd divides his sheep from the goats: and He shall set
the sheep on His right hand, but the goats on the left. Then shall the King say unto them on His right hand, Come, you blessed of My
Father, inherit the kingdom.... Then shall He say also unto them on the left hand, Depart from Me, you cursed, into everlasting fire,
prepared for the devil and his angels.” Matthew 25:32-41.

When God has given the verdict, “He that is unjust, let him be unjust still: and he which is filthy, let him be filthy still,” there is no
case where this decision is revoked. His judgment is final. God cannot say that a person is guilty and not guilty at the same time. No
one is half-saved or half-condemned. If this could be so, then God would not be certain of His decisions. He would have to alter cases.
This would make God an unreliable judge. “Let God be true, but every man a liar.” Romans 3:4God knows whether a man is guilty or
not guilty. He knows whether a person has been a great sinner or whether he barely missed heaven, and He judges accordingly. He
gives everyone according to his works. He does not punish all sinners to the same degree, as we shall see later.

After a person is dead there is no second chance in purgatory to get to go to heaven. If he did not live a godly life on this earth before
death, he is lost. The sinner who rejects God's grace, despises His love, lives in sin, and enjoys the pleasures of this world (1 John
2:15-17), likes to think of another opportunity after death; but this is a vain hope. God's word says: “Today if you will bear His voice,
harden not your hearts.” Hebrews 3:7. “Behold, now is the accepted time; behold, now is the day of salvation.” 2 Corinthians 6:2. The
accepted time is now, while we are alive. Peter declares: “Brethren, give diligence to make your calling and election sure: for if you do
these things, you shall never fall.” 2 Peter 1:10. We should make our calling and election sure while we live, and not put it off until
after we are dead. Then it will be too late.

The righteous and the wicked go to the grave, and remain there until the resurrection. They do not go to a place called hell or to
heaven immediately at death. “Marvel not at this; for the hour is coming, in the which all that are in the graves shall hear His voice,
and shall come forth; they that have done good, unto the resurrection of life; and they that have done evil, unto the resurrection of
damnation.” John 5:2,8,29.

The dead, both righteous and unrighteous, come forth from the graves and not from heaven or hell. They come from the place where
they were while dead, which is the grave.

While the dead are in their graves, do they have any consciousness or feeling; can they remember, see, hear, and talk? Based on
observation alone, your answer to this question ordinarily would be as good as anyone's-we can't know. Some of course, will guess.
But we do not want any speculation on this subject. What we need is the Bible answer, and not guesswork.

The Bible tells us plainly that the dead do not remember. 1n death there is no remembrance of Thee.” Psalm 6:5. If there is no
remembrance, then that quality of the mind does not exist. While we are alive we can remember, but after death we do not remember.

“His breath goes forth, he returns to his earth; in that very day his thoughts perish.” Psalm 146:4 (Douay, Psalm 145:4). If the thoughts
perish when a person dies, he surely cannot think. There is no consciousness.

When we die, God takes the breath of life, also called the spirit, away from us, and then all consciousness ceases. It takes the spirit and
the body to produce consciousness, and when the two are severed, all consciousness and feeling cease.

Many times we hear it said at funeral services that the deceased person is in heaven praising God, singing before the throne, and
interceding for us before the Father; but what does the Bible teach? “The dead praise not the Lord, neither any that go down into
silence [the grave].” Psalm 115:17 (Douay, Psalm 113: 17). How could the dead praisethe Lord after God has taken away the breath of
life and the body is decomposed? How could they praise the Lord after death, when the Bible says, “The dead praise not the Lord?”
This would be impossible, because their memory is taken away, they cannot think, and their thoughts have perished.

Death is compared with sleep. “But | would not have you to be ignorant, brethren, concerning them which are asleep, that you sorrow
not, even as others which have no hope.” 1 Thessalonians 4:13 (Douay, verse 12). Jesus spoke of Lazarus's death as a sleep. “Our
friend Lazarus sleeps; but | go, that | may awake him out of sleep.... Howbeit Jesus spoke of his death.” John 11:11-13. When a person
is asleep, he is unconscious and knows not what happens around him. The dead are similarly unconscious.
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Many are perplexed about the nature of the soul. The Bible speaks about the soul, body, and spirit. What are they? What function does
each one have? When we are alive is it the body, the soul, or the spirit that has feeling, consciousness, and intelligence? or is it the
combination of the three that produces life and brings the qualities of consciousness? The Bible teaches that it takes the combination
of the three to cause the senses to function.

In creating Adam, the record states, “The Lord God formed man of the dust -of the ground, and breathed into his nostrils the breath of
life; and man became a living soul.” Genesis 2:7. Notice that it took the body plus the breath of life (which is also called spirit, for
they are the same), to make the soul. So when we are alive we are living souls, and when we die God takes the breath of life away and
we are dead souls. “The soul that sins, it shall die.” Ezekiel 18:4 All souls have sinned, and they are all doomed to die. Romans 3:23.

The Roman Catholic view is this: “One of the main things about our soul is this-it will live forever. Everything else around us is under
going change; things begin and later die out. But not the soul. Since God makes a soul, it lasts forever. We say the soul is immortal.”-
Philip Leinfelder, Your Soul-What Is 1t? And What Is Its Destiny? Spicer and Buschman, Inc., Printers, La Crosse, Wisconsin, page 3.
This pamphlet has the approval of the church.

Notice that the writer says, “We say the soul is immortal.” However, it does not matter what a priest or a minister says about the soul.
It is what God says that is important.

If the Bible says, “The soul that sins, it shall die,” and the Roman Catholic Church says that the soul is immortal, which is right? Only
the Bible view is trustworthy. If the soul can die, then it is not immortal. “Fear Him which is able to destroy both soul and body in
hell.” Matthew 10:28.

Perverted theology applies the word “immortal” to the words “soul” and “spirit,” but God's word does not. The word “immortal” is
used only once in the whole Scriptures and it is applied to God. The word is found in 1 Timothy 1:17, which reads: “Now unto the
King eternal, immortal, invisible, the only wise God, be honor and glory for ever and ever.”lt is the eternal King, “the only wise God”
that is said to be “immortal,” and not man. This is the only instance where the word “immortal” is used in the Bible. How then can
theologians use such terms as “immortal souls,” “immortal spirits,” “never dying souls,” etc., when the Bible never warrants such

terms?

The word “immortality” is used five times in the Scriptures, but it is not applied to either the soul or the spirit. The first text is found in
1 Timothy 6:13-16. | give thee charge in the sight of God, who quickens all things, and before Christ Jesus; . . . that thou keep this
commandment without spot, unrebukable, until the appearing of our Lord Jesus Christ. Which in His times He shall show, who is the
blessed and only Potentate, the King of kings, and Lord of lords; who only bath immortality, dwelling in the light which no man can
approach unto; whom no man hath seen, nor can see.

This verse states clearly that God “only bath immortality.” There is no indefiniteness nor uncertainty left for the imagination to twist
the meaning. It is clear that God is the source of immortality. The immortality that will be given to the saints is not something they
possess, but it is a gift from God. “For the wages of sin is death; but the gift of God is eternal life through Jesus Christ our Lord.”
Romans 6:23. If eternal life is a gift, it is not something that we possess. It is no birthright.

The second text is found in Romans 2:5-7. “But after thy hardness and impenitent heart treasures up unto thyself wrath against the day
of wrath and revelation of the righteous judgment of God. Who will render to every man according to his deeds: to them who by
patient continuance in well-doing seek for glory and honor and immortality, eternal life.” God will give immortality to those who seek
Him. If we must seek for it, we do not possess it. Men do not seek for that which they already have.

Those who seek for immortality by patient continuance in well doing will secure this attribute. But from what source or from what
place will they secure it? To whom shall they go to obtain it? The answer is found in the third text.

“But is now made manifest by the appearing of our Savior Jesus Christ, who bath abolished death, and hath brought life and
immortality to light through the gospel.” 2 Timothy 1:10. Immortality is revealed through the gospel. The gospel teaches us how we
may receive it. “For God so loved the world, that He gave His only-begotten Son, that whosoever believes in Him should not perish,
but have everlasting life.” John 3:16. This is the way we get immortality, and the only way. We do not possess it by nature.
Immortality is conditional.

Eternal death is abolished in all who accept Jesus as their personal Savior. They will not perish, but have everlasting life, immortality.
But those who “are contentious, and do not obey the truth,” cannot expect to receive this immortality. Romans 2:7,8. Those who do
not obey the gospel, the word of God, will be destroyed. 2 Thessalonians 1:7-10.

When will the children of God receive immortality? Will they receive it when they die, or at the resurrection? We find the answer in
the fourth and fifth texts where the word “immortality” is found. “Behold, | show you a mystery. We shall not all sleep, but we shall
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all be changed, in a moment, in the twinkling of an eye, at the last trump: for the trumpet shall sound, and the dead shall be raised
incorruptible, and we shall be changed. For this corruptible must put on incorruption, and this mortal must put on immortality. So
when this corruptible shall have put on incorruption, and this mortal shall have put on immortality, then shall be brought to pass the
saying that is written, Death is swallowed up in victory.” 1 Corinthians 15:51-54.

The putting on of immortality will be at the resurrection, and not when we die. Immortality is put on at the last trump,” and then the
“mortal” will put on “immortality.” We are “mortal” until we put on “immortality,” which is at the resurrection. Then we will be
“changed” from the “mortal” to “immortality” and from the “Corruptible” to “incorruption.” If we put on “immortality” at the
resurrection, we do not put it on while we live or while we are dead, but after we are raised from the dead. Then we put on immortality
and not until then.

Job calls man mortal. “Shall mortal man be more just than God?” Job 4:17. If man is mortal he is not immortal. It is an impossibility
to be, and not to be, at the same time.

We have now studied the five texts where the word immortality is used, and in no case is it applied to “soul” or “spirit.” It refers to
God or to the heavenly state after the resurrection, but never to this life.

The words “soul” and “spirit” occur in the Bible approximately g 15 times, and in not a single instance is the term “immortality” or
“immortal” applied to them.

Those who have been taught the immortality of the soul from childhood find it rather difficult to change their views. But if a teaching
is wrong, why should we continue in it, even if we were taught the error as truth by our parents or ministers of the gospel? What we
should be concerned about is to get in harmony with the Bible, regardless of childhood teaching. Because our forefathers believed the
earth to be flat, should we?

A man cannot be alive and dead at the same time. He cannot possess immortality and mortality at the same time. We are either mortal
or we are not. The Bible calls man mortal. “Shall mortal man be more just than God?” Verse 17. Suppose a man has an auto accident
and is badly hurt and loses consciousness. While he is in this state he sees nothing, hears nothing, and feels nothing. He is absolutely
unaware of what is going on. You may take him to the doctor and have his body X-rayed and have his broken bones set in place, and
put him to bed. He feels nothing and knows nothing until consciousness comes back to him. Then he knows and feels again. So it is in
death. The Bible says so. The dead are unconscious until the resurrection, when God again brings them back to life.

Suppose another man had an accident and was killed. Would he know more and feel more than the one who was unconscious? Some
men teach such absurdities. How much do the dead know, anyway? Here is the answer:

“For the living know that they shall die: but the dead know not anything, neither have they any more a reward; for the memory of
them is forgotten. Also their love, and their hatred, and their envy, is now perished; neither have they any more a portion forever in
anything that is done under the sun.” Ecclesiastes 9:5,6.

The living know, but the dead do not know, and their love, hatred, and envy perish. This is the condition of the dead. If the dead know
not anything, then why should anyone pray to them. We should not pray to the dead, because they do not hear, and they are
unconscious until the time of the resurrection. Jesus taught us to pray directly to the Father: “Our Father which art in heaven.” He
instructed us to pray to the living God, and not to anyone who is dead. Why call to the dead when they cannot hear? Why pray to them
to intercede for us, when they cannot think, feel, hear, or know anything?

This doctrine of the immortality of the soul is the basis of all heathen cults, and is the foundation of spiritism. It has permeated the
Christian churches, but it is a false doctrine. The soul can die, as the word of God declares.

Let us quote just a few texts to prove that the soul dies, that it can go to the grave, that it is raised from the grave, and that it can be
saved.

“Whatsoever soul it be that does any work in that same day, the same soul will | destroy from among his people.” Leviticus 2.3:30.

“And they smote all the souls that were therein with the edge of the sword, utterly destroying them: there was not any left to breathe.”
Joshua 11:11.

“His soul draws near unto the grave, and his life to the destroyers.” Job 33:22 “He will deliver his soul from going into the pit.” Verse
2,8.
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“0 Lord, Thou has brought up my soul from the grave: Thou has kept me alive.” Psalm 30:3. “Behold, the eye of the Lord is upon
them that fear Him, upon them that hope in His mercy; to deliver their soul from death.” Psalm 33:18,19. “Let them be ashamed and
confounded together that seek after my soul to destroy it.” Psalm 40:14. “God will redeem my soul from the Power of the grave: for
He shall receive me.” Psalm 49:15. “Thou has delivered my soul from death.” Psalm 56:13. “Those that seek my soul, to destroy it,
shall go into the lower parts of the earth.” Psalm 63:9.

“Incline your ear, and come unto Me: hear, and your soul shall live.” Isaiah 55:3. “The soul that sins, it shall die.” Ezekiel 18:4,20.

“Fear Him which is able to destroy both soul and body in hell.” Matthew 10:28. “For what is a man profited, if he 'shall gain the whole
world, and lose his own soul?” Matthew 16:26.

“But we are not of them who draw back unto perdition; but of them that believe to the saving of the soul.” Hebrews 10:39.

“Lay apart all filthiness and superfluity of naughtiness, and receive with meekness the engrafted word, which is able to save your
souls.” James 1:211f the soul dies, if it goes to the grave, if it is brought up out of the grave, and if it can be destroyed, then it is not
immortal. “The soul that sins, it shall die.” Ezekiel 18:4,20. There is no opportunity left to twist the meaning of this text. The soul that
sins will die. And how many souls have sinned? All have sinned, and all are subject to death. Romans 3:23. But there is hope for lost
souls. John 3:16.

The sea creatures are also called souls. They all die during the second plague that falls on the sea. Revelation 16:3. This plague is only
one of the seven plagues that will fall on the earth before Jesus returns again. All sea creatures, land animals and birds will not have a
resurrection. Jesus died to save man, but not the animals. They will not be raised again from the dead. Man will have a resurrection.
This will take place when Jesus comes the second time. John 5:28,29. The righteous will then be taken to glory, and the wicked will
go to the lake of fire to receive their punishment.

To make it simple, so that anybody can understand the question of the soul, the body, and the spirit, let us use an illustration. An
electric bulb does not have light in itself. It is a dead bulb. But when the current comes into it, it produces light. The bulb and the
current together produce light. So, it is with the body. The body and the spirit combine to produce life. When the current is severed
from the bulb, the light goes out. So when the spirit or the breath of life is severed from the body, life ceases.

It is the spirit or the breath of life, for they are the same that God takes away at death, and not the soul. The word “spirit” and the word
“soul” are different words with different meanings.

The body plus the spirit or the breath of life make the living soul. Genesis 2:7. When God takes the spirit away, the living soul
becomes a dead soul, a destroyed soul. Suppose you have boards which represent the body, and you have nails which represent the
breath of life or the spirit, and with the boards and the nails you make a box, which is to represent the living soul. Suppose you change
your mind and pull the nails out and place them to one side, and the boards you place on the other side. Where now is the box? You
say, it ceases to exist, it is destroyed. So it is with the living soul. It is composed of the body and the spirit, as the box is composed of
boards and nails. When the spirit and the body are severed, the living soul is destroyed, it is dead, even as the box is destroyed after
the boards and the nails are separated.

In the Old Testament the word “soul” is used 473 times, and not in a single instance is it designated as “never-dying.” “immortal,” or
as something that cannot be destroyed, or something that has knowledge, understanding,feeling, or any function whatever, after death.

The New Testament uses the word “soul” fifty eight times, not once saying that it is “immortal” or “never-dying,” but that it is subject
to be killed or to be destroyed.

The term “soul” may be given three comprehensive definitions: (1) a person; (2) the natural mind, thought, intellect, and affections;
(3) mere life, or vitality. But in no instance is it spoken of as something that does not cease to function at death.

The animals, the birds, and all other living creatures have the breath of life. The word of God, whose authority everyone should be
willing to accept, makes this clear. “All flesh died that moved upon the earth, both of fowl, and of cattle, and of beast, and of every
creeping thing that creeps upon the earth, and every man: all in whose nostrils was the breath of life.” Genesis 7:21,22.

Did this breath of life that God put into man and beast and every creeping thing have feeling or intelligence before it came into the
living creatures and man? Did the breath of life of man have eyes, mouth, ears, and a mind before God breathed it into the nostrils of
Adam? No! Neither did the breath of life of the animals have legs, horns, hoofs, or consciousness, before it was placed into them,
neither does it have after it leaves the animals at death.
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The breath of man and beast goes to the same place. Let us again quote from the Bible. “For that which befalls the sons of men befalls
beasts; even one thing befalls them: as the one dies, so dies the other; yea, they have all one breath [or “spirit;” ruach in Hebrew]; so
that a man hath no pre-eminence above a beast: for all is vanity. All go unto one place; all are of the dust, and all turn to dust again.”
Ecclesiastes 3:19,20.

If man and beast have the same breath (or spirit) and they go to the same place when they die, they do not go to heaven or hell. The
spirit or the breath of life goes back to God who gave it, of both man and beast. The Bible teaches this.

Let us quote another text to prove that the animals also have a spirit. “Who knows the spirit of man that goes upward, and the spirit of
the beast that goes downward to the earth?” Solomon asks this question, and then he answers it. “Then [at death] shall the dust return
to the earth as it was: and the spirit shall return unto God who gave it.” Ecclesiastes 3:21; 12:7. God takes the breath of life to Himself
from the wicked, the righteous, and all living creatures. Their breath goes to the same place, and their bodies go to the same place. If
God takes the spirit, or the breath of life, to Himself, it does not go to hell-fire. The wicked go to hell fire after the resurrection, and
not immediately when they die,Some hold the idea that the breath of life is a part of God, and therefore must be immortal, never-
dying. If the breath of life or the spirit is a part of God, and God will send that spirit to hellfire, then God would punish Himself. Or if
that spirit would go to glory to enjoy heaven, then God would get that enjoyment, and not the dead.

When persons depart from the truth, it is somewhat as if they were telling a lie. If you tell one lie, you wll be forced to tell many
more to cover up the first one. So it is with false doctrines. If we establish our faith on a false premise, it makes no difference how we
reason, and how plausible it may seem, the conclusion is wrong. If men would take the Bible as their guide, they would get out of this
confusion. But the way it is, many would rather follow a church than the teachings of the Bible, and no unity is possible. This is the
reason we have so many churches. Each one wants to stay with his church rather than to renounce error and defend the truth.

It takes courage, honesty to do that. If we are not honest with ourselves, we will not accept additional truths as we find them in the
word of God. For those that have been brought up believing error, it is a struggle to change. But if we change for the better, change to
truth and God's word, why not do it? Why not take a step forward?

Death is the opposite of life. Sinners receive eternal death, while the righteous will receive eternal life, which is a gift of God. The
wicked do not possess this gift by nature. They will not live eternally in hell-fire. If they would, then they, too, would have eternal life.
But eternal life comes only to those who believe in Jesus Christ as their personal Savior and obey Him. John 3:16. 1f you be willing
and obedient, you shall eat the good of the land.” Isaiah 1:19. This will be made clear in the next chapter.

If men are not dead when they die, then Jesus was not dead. If Jesus was not dead, then there is no hope for any man for a resurrection
or of a future life. Jesus died that we might have life. If the soul of Jesus lived on after His death, or His spirit lived apart from the
body, then He still had life. But He teaches that He laid down His life. “Therefore does My Father love Me, because | lay down My
life, that I might take it again.” John 10:17.

If Jesus laid down His life, and took it again, there was a time when He did not have life, until He took it again. During that time He
was dead. This was from the time He died on the cross, until He rose again on the third day. IfHe was not dead, then we are all without
hope.

We receive eternal life through His death. It is a gift. Eternal life is a gift of God. Romans 6:23. If everlasting life, or immortality, is a
gift of God and is given to the righteous, then the wicked do not have immortality.

In the “Apostles' Creed” it is stated that Jesus descended into hell, and on the third day rose again. Some think that Jesus went to hell-
fire during the time of His death. It is no wonder that many think so, because men of high office teach it. Even the Roman Catholic
paper called The Register, of November 17, 1948, La Crosse, Wisconsin, vol. 24, No. 4 5, states the following: “The Apostles' Creed,
used by nearly all Christians of all denominations, asserts that Christ descended into hell. By this we mean that He went, after His
death and before His resurrection, to limbo, to address the souls of those saints who had died before the crucifixion and to announce
their early deliverance into heaven.” The author of this article states that Christ went to limbo, supposed to be “on the borders of hell.”
What he says about this is his own interpretation. There is no hell-fire in “Hades.” Christ did not go to “Gehenna,” a place of
destruction by fire, but to the grave, “Hades.” His soul went to the grave. We quote: “Thou wilt not leave My soul in hell [Hades, the
gravel, neither wilt Thou suffer Your Holy One [Jesus] to see corruption.” Acts 2:27. This proves that the soul of Jesus went to the
grave, and not to God. His spirit was taken away by God, but His dead soul went to the grave.

To prove his theory, the writer of the Register article quoted 1 Peter 3:18,19, and said that Jesus went to hell-fire and preached to the
souls in prison, which he thinks is limbo. The Bible does not teach that Jesus went to hell-fire and there in the flames preached to
others who were there. Let us quote 1 Peter 3:18,19 and see what it actually teaches. “For Christ also hath once suffered for sins, the
just [Christ] for the unjust [the sinner], that He [Christ] might bring us to God, being put to death in the flesh, but quickened [brought
back to life] by the Spirit [the Spirit of God]. By which [by the Spirit which raised Christ from the dead] also He [Christ] went and
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preached unto the spirits in prison [the sinners]. Which [the sinners] sometime were disobedient [at the time of Noah before the
Flood], when once the long-suffering of God waited in the days of Noah, while the ark was a preparing, wherein few, that is, eight
souls were saved by water.” 1 Peter 3:18-2 0.

Jesus was raised by the Spirit of God, and by this same Spirit He preached through Noah to the sinners who were disobedient before
the Flood.

The same Spirit that raised Christ from the dead is in us, and was in Noah. 1f the Spirit of Him that raised up Jesus from the dead
dwell in you, He that raised up Christ from the dead shall also quicken your mortal bodies by His Spirit that dwells in you.” Romans
8:11. The Spirit that raised Jesus from the dead also dwelt in Noah, as it does in us; and by this Spirit Jesus preached through Noah to
the sinners.

When did the sinners, or the spirits in prison, hear the preaching at the time of Christ, or at the time Noah was building the ark? It is
evident that it was when Noah lived, and not at the time of Christ, because it was at the time “while the ark was a preparing.” The ark
was prepared at the time of Noah, and thus the preaching referred to was done at the time of Noah.

But who are the spirits in prison? Persons who are in error and darkness; in other words, sinners. A prophecy regarding Jesus states
that His mission was “to open the blind eyes, to bring out the prisoners from the prison, and them that sit in darkness out of the prison
house.” Isaiah 42:7.

Another prophecy concerning Christ's ministry is found in Isaiah 61: “The Spirit of the Lord God is upon Me. Because the Lord hath
anointed Me to preach good tidings unto the meek; He bath sent Me to bind up the brokenhearted, to proclaim liberty to the captives,
and the opening of the prison to them that are bound.” Verse 1. Christ Himself declared that this verse found fulfillment in his mission
on this earth while He was alive. Luke 4:18-21. So He did not do this while He was in the grave.

The Bible gives abundant proof that men preach through the Spirit of God. “Now if any man have not the Spirit of Christ, he is none
of His.” “You are ... in the Spirit, if so be that the Spirit of God dwell in you.” Romans 8:9.

Peter writes: “The prophets have inquired and searched diligently, who prophesied of the grace that should come unto you: searching
what, or what manner of time the Spirit of Christ which was in them did signify, when It testified beforehand the sufferings of Christ,
and the glory that should follow. Unto whom it was revealed, that not unto themselves, but unto us they did minister the things, which
are now reported unto you by them that have preached the gospel unto you with the Holy Ghost sent down from heaven.” 1 Peter
1:10-12.

Isaiah prophesied about the soul of Jesus. He revealed that Christ's soul would be an offering for sin. “Yet it pleased the Lord to bruise
Him; He hath put Him to grief: when Thou shall make His soul an offering for sin.” Isaiah 53:10.

If the soul of Jesus was made an offering for sin, it was not alive after it was offered. Jesus said: “My soul isexceeding sorrowful, even
unto death.”Matthew 26:38. | am He that lived, and was dead.” Revelation 1:18. Yet men want to rob the world of all the virtues of
this precious offering and nullify the whole plan of salvation, by teaching that Christ was never dead!

The Register in the same article states: “The Catholic doctrine of reward or punishment after death and before the Final judgment is
inferred from the parable of Lazarus and the rich man, who were both portrayed in irreformable eternity, Lazarus in a state of reward
and Dives in hell (Luke 24: 19-31).”-The Register, NOV. 7, 1948, La Crosse, Wisconsin, article, “Listening In.”Lazarus went where
Abraham was, that is to “Hades,” the grave. The rich man (Dives) also went to “Hades,” the grave. Abraham, Lazarus, and the rich
man all went to “Hades,” the grave, and not to hellfire (Gehenna); and there they spoke in a parable form.

These men spoke somewhat as the blood of Abel cried to God (Genesis 4:10), or as the stinted hire of the laborers cries to God. James
5:4. If this parable were an actual happening, would those in heaven speak to those in hell-fire? See the next chapter for a fuller
explanation and Bible proof.

The writer of the article in The, Register continues to draw apparent support for his ideas “from St. Paul's statements that we are exiled
from the Lord as long as we are in the body, but after this we can be with the Lord. Also from Paul's wish to die that he might be with
the Lord and receive a crown ofjustice.”-Ibid.

The writer then gives 2 Corinthians 5:1-10; Philippians 1:23; 2 Timothy 6:8, to prove his assertions. Now let us consider these texts
and see whether they teach any such doctrine. What we want are facts, and not fancies.

“For we know that if our earthly house [our earthly state] of this tabernacle [our earthly body] were dissolved, we have a building of
God, an house not made with hands [the heavenly state], eternal in the heavens. For in this we groan [earthly state], earnestly desiring
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to be clothed upon with our house which is from heaven [future state]: if so be that being clothed we shall not be found naked. For we
that are in this tabernacle [earthly state] do groan, being burdened: not for that we would be unclothed [die], but clothed upon, that
mortality might be swallowed up of life [eternal life]. Now He that bath wrought us for the selfsame thing is God, who also hath given
unto us the earnest of the Spirit. Therefore we are always confident, knowing that, whilst we are at home in the body [in the earthly
state], we are absent from the Lord [we are not in the heavenly state]. (For we walk by faith, not by sight) we are confident, | say, and
willing rather to be absent from the body [be in the heavenly state], and to be present with the Lord [in the heavenly state].” 2
Corinthians 5:1-8.

The apostle Paul draws a comparison between the earthly state with the heavenly. which would be much better. In other words, a
comparison of the earthly body with the heavenly body of the future life. But he does not teach that when we die we go immediately
into the heavenly state. We go into that state after the resurrection, and not when we die. See 1 Corinthians 15:51-57; John 5:2-8,29.

The next text is Philippians 1:23, where Paul says: “For | am in a strait betwixt two, having a desire to depart [to die], and to be with
Christ; which is far better: nevertheless to abide in the flesh [to live] is more needful for you.” Paul does not teach that he would go
immediately to heaven at death. He explains this in 2 Timothy 4:7,8, where he says that he would not go to heaven immediately, but at
the appearing of Christ. We quote his words: | have fought a good fight, | have finished my course, | have kept the faith. Henceforth
there is laid up for me a crown of righteousness, which the Lord, the righteous Judge, shall give me at that day [the coming of the
Lord]: and not to me only, but unto all them also that love His appearing [the coming of the Lord].” So Paul expected his crown at the
coming of the Lord, and not immediately after his death.

The third text which the writer gives, 2 Timothy 6:8, is not found in the Bible. Second Timothy does not have six chapters. He must
refer to the one quoted above, 2 Timothy 4:8. One doesn't have to be a doctor of divinity to understand that these verses do not convey
the idea which The Register tries to teach.

God does not gather His children to Himself when they die, but after the resurrection. “He shall send His angels with a great sound of
a trumpet, and they shall gather together His elect from the four winds, from one end of heaven to the other.” Matthew 24:31. If the
righteous dead were already enjoying heaven, what would be the object of raising their old, decayed bodies? This text proves that our
“going to glory” will be done in the physical body; that is why the body must be raised again.

Roman Catholics pray to the dead, and especially to Mary, for help. The Bible does not teach that Mary was raised from the dead. She
died as all other women die, and she will be raised again at the time of the resurrection. Shesleeps, as other saints sleep, until the
trumpet shall sound and the dead in Christ will be raised. Then why should anyone pray to her or to any other dead saint?

If this doctrine of praying to Mary is important, then why doesn't the Bible make some statement regarding it? The apostles, who
wrote as late as ninety-six years after Christ, surely would have mentioned it if she were raised from the dead. Most of the New
Testament was written after the death of Mary, and nothing is mentioned about her going to heaven.

“According to legend. St. Thomas was not present with the other apostles at the burial of Mary, and doubted her ascension till the
Virgin threw down to him her cincture as tangible proof.” Time, Nov. 29, 1948, P. 8 1.

According to this “legend” Thomas and the other apostles were still alive when she was supposed to have gone to heaven bodily. Isn't
it strange that not one of the apostles ever mentioned it? If this doctrine of Mary were important, how could they keep silent? How
could the Lord make such an oversight and not inspire at least one man to write about it? Every apostle is silent and God is silent.
What does this prove? This doctrine of praying to Mary is not Scriptural. It is a doctrine that was introduced later, as with other un-
Scriptural doctrines and practices of the Roman Catholic Church.

The Roman Catholic Church teaches that the Virgin Mary, the mother of Jesus, is not like God. Conway writes: “Does your Church
[the Catholic] believe the Virgin Mary to be like God, everywhere present? Not at all; omnipresence is an attribute of God alone.”-
Rev. Bertrand L. Conway, The Question-Box Answers 1911, page 516. A Roman Catholic writer says: “Catholics do not believe that
the Blessed Virgin is in any way equal or even comparable to God, for she, being a creature, although the most highly favored, is
infinitely less than God.” - Joseph Faa di Bruno, Catholic Belief, page227.

Rev. Bernard O'Reilly states: “She is only a human being; she, the Mother of Christ, is only a creature-the most highly honored indeed
of all created beings.”-Rev. Bernard O'Reilly, D.D., LL.D., Life of the Blessed Virgin, Haydock's Bible (Catholic), end of Old
Testament division, chapter 5, column 17 PageThe Roman Catholic Church further states-and in this we heartily agree-"We can direct
our complete attention to one thing only at a time; we can follow but one train of thought at any given moment. Should we attempt to
attend to many different things at once, indistinctness and confusion must inevitably result. Such is one of the differences between
God's knowledge and ours.” Right Rev. Mgr. John S. Vaughan, Thoughts for All Times, pages 23,24. You will notice that the Catholic
Church believes that the Virgin Mary cannot be “omnipresent,” because that attribute belongs to God alone. She “is only a creature,”
and is not “in any way equal or even comparable to God.” She is a “created being,” and a created being can direct “complete attention
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to one thing only at a time,” or else “indistinctness and confusion must inevitably result.”An official Catholic paper states: “One of the
sweetest graces our Lord gave us was at the very close of His life, when, in the person of St. John, He made Mary our Mother. What
has she not done for us? She has loved us, taken joy in us, interest in our work, and from our birth she has had her arm around us.”
The Catholic News, Sept. 12, 1900.

How could Mary get to all Roman Catholics, unless she were omnipresent, which the Roman Catholic Church teaches that she is not?

The psalmist says, “What is man, that Thou art mindful of him? Or the son of man, that Thou visits him? Thou made him a little lower
than the angels; Thou crowned him with glory and honor, and did set him over the works of Thy hands.” Hebrews 2:6,7. Mary was
made lower than the angels, as all other men and women are. The angels do not have the faculty of omnipresence. God sends them
here and there. They are “ministering spirits, sent forth to minister for them who shall be heirs of salvation.” Hebrews1:14. God sends
the angels to minister to us, and He has enough of them to go around; but how can He do this with Mary? Only the Godhead has the
faculty of omnipresence and omnipotence, and not man or the angels; not even the saved. Only the Holy Trinity can be at two or more
different Places at the same time.

Some theologians see the fallacy of all this and say that God communicates everything to Mary, that she may know and then intercede
for us before God. The same procedure would apply to the “saints,” who likewise are said to intercede for us.

If God hears us directly, why should He advise the saints and Mary about our petitions, and then have them come back with the same
requests? Why should heaven's affairs be so complicated? Catholics are encouraged to petitionMary frequently. But if she is so close
and has her arm around every Roman Catholic from birth, why should those so sheltered keep repeating their requests? Jesus warned
us against repetition in our prayers. “But when you pray, use not vain repetitions, as the heathen do: for they think that they shall be
heard for their much speaking.” Matthew 6:7.

It is not the repetition that counts, but the faith in which the petition is made. The publican prayed, “God be merciful to me a sinner,”
and that prayer was heard. The Pharisee made a long and pretentious prayer, but was not heard. See Luke 18:9-14. The answer to our
prayers does not depend so much on our repeating the same thing over and over as on the sincerity and the faith we have when we

pray.

A dispatch printed at Vatican City, January 10, 1947, gives the names of five popes who were declared saints and honored as such for
hundreds of years, but shortly before had been removed from the list. The report said: “Felix Il, who was listed as a saint and as pope
from 363 to 365, is removed from the list as an anti-Pope. Designation of sainthood, which was given to all Popes up to the year 530,
is therefore removed from Felix's name.” - Joseph Zacchello, D.D., Secrets of Romanism, page 166.

“The designation of sainthood was removed from four of the legitimate Popes; Liberio from 352366, Anastasio from 496 to 498,
Stephen 111 from 752 to 757, and Stephen V from 816 to 817.”So, according to Vatican admission, Felix Il was removed from the
sainthood and placed as an antipope, and Liberio, Anastasio, Stephen 11, and Stephen IV (or V) remained on record as popes; but their
sainthood was removed. What do you suppose happened to all the petitions of those honest persons who prayed to those pseudo
saints?

Those who think they will go to purgatory because they are too good to go to hell and not good enough to go to heaven will be sorely
disappointed. They will go to hell-fire instead of to purgatory, but their punishment will be less than that of greater sinners. This takes
place after the resurrection, and not when a person dies. God makes a difference in punishment as we shall see in the next chapter.

The teaching that a person lives, though dead, is the devil's invention. This theory has deceived pagans and many Christians, but it is
not according to the teachings of God's word. False systems of religion get rich by trying to make people do something for their dead.
God's word plainly declares, however, that those who do not make their peace with God before they die cannot depend on their
relatives or on their money to change their relationship with God after death.

If the dead were to live on in one form or another, then the devil would triumph and say: “I told you all the time that you will not
surely die, but will live on. Genesis 3:4. Yet God had told Adam what his punishment would be for sin: “Thou shall surely die.”
Genesis 2:17. As in the experience of Adam and the children of Israel all men are called to choose between God's plain words and
Satan's lies. “Choose you this day whom you will serve.” Joshua 24:15. No one goes to his reward until after the resurrection, when
Jesus comes again. “For the Son of man shall come in the glory of His Father with His angels; and then He shall reward every man
according to his works.” Matthew 16:27.

It is a consolation to know that the dead are unconscious from the time they die until they are raised again at the resurrection.
Deceased parents do not know what experiences come to their children in life. They cannot see their boys being shot down in battle. A
dead mother does not know anything about her children who are perhaps in famine-stricken countries where they die of starvation.
Mat would heaven be for such a mother if she were conscious and could see all that? God knew that it would not be wise for the dead
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to see and know what happens on the earth until the terrible reign of sin comes to a close. Then fire from heaven will come down and
destroy the wicked, and bum the whole earth into ashes. Revelation 20:79; 2 Peter 3: 10; Malachi 4:1-3.

It is a pleasant theory to have nearly everybody go to heaven at death; but how about those who do not go to heaven? If your son or
your daughter were to die without having accepted Christ, would you want to see them in hell-fire eternally, without end? Will God
give every sinner, great or small, the same punishment? Does God make a difference in punishments? Will the wicked have eternal
life in hell-fire? Can people in heaven speak to persons in hell-fire? These questions will be taken up in the next chapter.

12. Hell

WE HAVE seen in the previous chapter that the Bible teaches that the dead are truly dead, and have noconsciousness whatever. Their
memory, thoughts, love, hatred, envy, and feeling have perished. Death is compared to a sleep. When we are asleep, we are
unconscious. We are not aware of anything until we wake up. So it is in death.

You cannot punish a person who is unconscious. Even a person who faints does not feel pain. You could pull his teeth, and he would
not know the difference. He would not feel any pain until consciousness returned. So it is in death.

If the wicked go to hell-fire at death, and the righteous to heaven, why should Christ plan for a resurrection? If the righteous are in
heaven after death, why should they be taken out and placed back in the old, decayed body, and then returned to heaven? The same is
true with the wicked. Why should they be sent to hell-fire, then taken out and judged? One does not punish a man before he is judged.
The judgment of the wicked has not yet taken place. If the wicked are in hell-fire now, why should they be taken out and placed back
into the old body, and then returned to hell-fire? If they were punished without the body in hell-fire, why not leave them there? The
whole theory of a present hell with fire and brimstone does not make sense. We shall now study this question of “hell” from the word
of God.

The Lord knows all about it, and He has given us ample instruction in His word that we may know. The sad thing about false doctrines
is that men and women do not go to their Bibles to find out for themselves. They always take somebody else's theory or interpretation
in the place of the Bible. If men would take the Bible as their only guide, they would soon get away from their fancied theories. The
trouble is that some of those doctrines bring money into the treasury and the recipients are reluctant to discard them. What we are
interested in are facts, and not fancies. Christians in general misunderstand the word “hell” probably more than any other word in the
Bible. Many think that whenever the word “hell” occurs in the Bible it always refers to a place of fire and brimstone. But if we study
the original words from which hell is translated, we learn that such is not the case. Let us examine the original words in the Creek
New Testament from which the word “hell” is translated, according to the King James Version. “Hell” is translated from three Greek
words, Hades, Tartarus, and Gehenna. Each of the three words has a different meaning.

Hades means the region of the dead, the grave, or the pit. It is found ten times in the New Testament, where it is translated “hell,”
which means the grave. Matthew 11: 23; 16:18. Luke 10:15; 16:2,3 (Douay, verse 22). Acts 2:27,31. Revelation 1:18; 6:8; 20:13,14.
In 1 Corinthians 15:55 the word Hades is translated grave.

Tartarus occurs but once, and is found in 2 Peter 2:4. “God did not spare the angels that sinned but cast them down to hell [Tartarus],
and delivered them into chains of darkness, to be reserved unto judgment.”Parkhurst's Greek Lexicon says that Tartarus, in its proper
physical sense, is the darkness which surrounds the material universe. This agrees with Paul's statement that Satan is “the prince of the
power of the air.” Ephesians 2:2. Tartarus does not signify a place of punishment and torment, because the fallen angels were not yet
cast down into hell-fire, but to Tartarus, “to be reserved unto judgment” (2 Peter 2:4), but the judgment has not yet taken place. So the
evil angels are not in bell-fire. The wicked are also reserved “unto the day ofjudgment to be punished.” Verse 9. This proves that the
evil angels are not at all in hell and the wicked have not yet been judged, and therefore have not yet received their punishment in hell
fire.

Gehenna always denotes the place of the final punishment and the destruction of the wicked, and the fires by which it will be
accomplished. It is always translated “hell” and occurs in the following passages of the New Testament: Matthew 5:22, 29, 30; 10:28;
18:9; 23:15,33. Mark 9:43, 45, 47 (Douay, 42, 44, 46). Luke 12: 5. James 3:6. Total, twelve times.

Webster defines “hell” as follows: “1. The place of the dead, or of souls after death, the grave; corresponding to the Hebrew Sheol,
and the Greek Hades. 2. The place or state of punishment for the wicked after death; the abode of evil spirits, corresponding to
Gehenna, Tartarus.”So we have three definitions of the word hell as used in the Bible. First, it refers to the grave where the souls go
after death. This again proves even by Webster that the place of the souls is the grave, or Hades. Second, Gehenna is the place of
punishment of the wicked. Third, Tartarus, the place or abode of the evil spirits. This agrees with the Bible. The wicked will not
receive their punishment until after they are judged and after the resurrection. The same is true with the reward of the righteous. Both
will receive their reward and punishment after Jesus comes the second time. Revelation 22:12; Matthew 16:27; Luke 20:46,47;
12:47,48. The resurrection of the just occurs when Jesus returns. John 5:28, 29.
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“For the Lord Himself shall descend from heaven with a shout, with the voice of the Archangel, and with the trump of God: and the
dead in Christ shall rise first.” 1 Thessalonians 4:16. The dead in Christ are the Christians which will be raised first, before the wicked.
“Blessed and holy is he that hath part in the first resurrection: on such the second death hath no power.” Revelation 20:6. So the
Christians will be raised at the coming of the Lord, at the first resurrection.

The righteous living at the coming of the Lord will be translated in “the twinkling of an eye.” 1 Corinthians 15:52. “Then we which
are alive and remain shall be caught up together with them in the clouds, to meet the Lord in the air: and so shall we ever be with the
Lord.” 1 Thessalonians 4:17. Christians living when Jesus comes will be caught up with Christians that had been dead but were raised
up from their graves, and all together will meet the Lord in the air, and so be with the Lord. These redeemed will reign with Christ in
heaven a thousand years. “They shall be priests of God and of Christ, and shall reign with Him a thousand years.” Revelation 20:6.
“They lived and reigned with Christ a thousand years.” Verse 4.

The wicked that are alive when Jesus comes will be destroyed by the brightness of His coming. “The Lord Jesus shall be revealed
from heaven with His mighty angels, in flaming fire taking vengeance on them that know not God, and that obey not the gospel of our
Lord Jesus Christ. Who shall be punished with everlasting destruction from the presence of the Lord, and from the glory of His power;
when He shall come.” 2 Thessalonians 1:7-10.

The wicked that are alive when Jesus comes will be destroyed. It is for this reason that they will cry “to the mountains and rocks, Fall
on us, and hide us from the face of Him that sits on the throne, and from the wrath of the Lamb: for the great day of His wrath is
come.” Revelation 6: 16, 17. The righteous shout: “Lo, this is our God; we have waited for Him, and He will save us.” Isaiah 25:9.

Now, if the wicked living are destroyed, and the righteous go to heaven, at the coming of the Lord, how many people are there left on
the earth? None whatever. The wicked will not be raised until a thousand years later. “The rest of the dead lived not again until the
thousand years were finished.” Revelation 20:5.

The righteous are raised at the beginning of the thousand years. This is called the first resurrection, and the wicked are raised at the
end of the thousand years, at the second resurrection. “Blessed and holy is he that bath part in the first resurrection: on such the second
death hath no power.” Revelation 20:6.

During the millennium Satan is bound. “Millennium” in Latin means a thousand years. He is not bound with a chain of iron, but a
chain of circumstances. See Jude 6 and 2 Peter 2:4. A mighty angel laid hold on the dragon, that old serpent, which is the devil, and
Satan, and bound him a thousand years.” Revelation 20:2. He is confined to this earth. He has no one to deceive for a thousand years.
It is a severe punishment for him and his imps to see all the destruction and misery they brought into the world, and meditate over it
for a thousand years.

During the thousand years the earth is desolate, and no one is living on earth except the devil and his angels. Jeremiah had a vision of
how things looked upon this earth after Jesus came with His fierce anger, and brought retribution. | beheld the earth, and, lo it was
without form, and void; and the heavens, and they had no light. | beheld the mountains, and, lo, they trembled, and all the hills moved
lightly. I beheld, and, lo, there was no man, and all the birds of the heavens were fled. | beheld, and, lo, the fruitful place was a
wilderness, and all the cities thereof were broken down at the presence of the Lord, and by His fierce anger. For thus hath the Lord
said, The whole land shall be desolate; yet will I not make a full end. For this shall the earth mourn, and the heavens above be black:
because | have spoken it.” Jeremiah 4:23After the thousand years the wicked will be raised, and Satan then will “be loosed out of his
prison, and shall go out to deceive the nations which are in the four quarters of the earth, Cog and Magog, to gather them together to
battle: the number of whom is as the sand of the sea.” Revelation 20:7,8.

For what purpose will Satan gather the wicked? Because the New Jerusalem comes down from God out of heaven. “And | heard a
great voice out of heaven saying, Behold, the tabernacle of God is with men, and He will dwell with them [with the righteous], and
they shall be His people, and God Himself shall be with them, and be their God.” Revelation 21:3.

After the city has come down from heaven to this earth, the wicked will gather around it with Satan as their leader, and will attempt to
take it. “And they went up on the breadth of the earth, and compassed the camp of the saints about, and the beloved city: and fire came
down from God out of heaven, and devoured them.” Revelation 20: 9. Here is where the wicked will get their hell-fire and brimstone,
but not before. “And whosoever was not foundwritten in the book of life was cast into the lake of fire.” Versel5. “Fire came down
from God out of heaven, and devoured them.” That means the wicked were destroyed. They will not burn throughout the ceaseless
ages of eternity. The Bible makes this plain.

The wicked will be burned up. “For, behold, the day comes, that shall burn as an oven; and all the proud, yea, and all that do wickedly,

shall be stubble: and the day that comes shall burn them up, said the Lord of hosts.” Malachi 4:1. “It shall leave them neither root nor
branch.” Verse 1. Satan is the root, and the wicked are the branches.

36



The wicked shall be turned into ashes. “And you shall tread down the wicked; for they shall be ashes under the soles of your feet in
the day that I shall do this, said the Lord of hosts.” Verse 3. It is not what you or | say that is authority, but what God says. It is the
Lord of hosts that says that they will be burned into ashes.

“He will burn up the chaff with unquenchable fire.” Matthew 3:12. The chaff represents the unrighteous, and the wheat represents the
righteous. This unquenchable fire cannot be put out until it has done its work. If firemen, in describing a blaze they had tried to
control, say that the fire was “unquenchable,” that does not mean that it burned eternally, but that no one could put it out until it had
consumed everything. Then, of course, it would have gone out by itself.

“The transgressors shall be destroyed.” Psalm 37:38 (Douay, Psalm 36:38).

“All the wicked will He destroy.” Psalm 145:20 (Douay, Psalm 144:20).

“Destroy” according to Webster's Dictionary is: “To unbuild; to break up the structure and organic existence of; to demolish; to spoil
utterly; to bring to naught; to put an end to: to annihilate.”*They shall consume; into smoke shall they consume away.” Psalm 37:20
(Douay, Psalm 36:20).

“They that forsake the Lord shall be consumed.” Isaiah 1:28.

“And shall consume ... both soul and body.” Isaiah 10:18.

“Consume” means: “To destroy; as by decomposition, dissipation, waste, or fire.” Webster.

“Except you repent, you shall all likewise perish.” Luke 13:3.

Perish: “To be destroyed; to pass away; to become nothing; to be lost; to waste away; to die.” Webster.

“For the wages of sin is death.” Romans 6:23. “The soul that sins, it shall die.” Ezekiel 18:4,20. “All have sinned.” Romans 3:23.
They all die. “For the wages of sin is death.” Romans 6:23.

The wicked die in this life, but they will be raised again and die the second death, that is, the second time. “Blessed and holy is he that
hath part in the first resurrection: on such the second death hath no power.” Revelation 20:6. “He that overcomes shall not be hurt of
the second death.” Revelation 2:11. “But the fearful, and unbelieving, and the abominable, and murderers, and whore mongers, and
sorcerers, and idolaters, and all liars, shall have their part in the lake which burns with fire and brimstone: which is the second death.”
Revelation21 :8.

The wicked “Shall be as though they had not been.” Obadiah 1:16.
“Fear Him which is able to destroy both soul and body in hell.” Matthew 10:28.
How can one believe in the eternal torment of the wicked, when more than two hundred passages of Scripture plainly affirm that they

shall die,” “be consumed,” “devoured,” be destroyed, “both soul and body in hell.” “Burned up,” “be as though they had not been,”
“into smoke shall they consume away,” “shall be ashes under the soles of your feet,” et cetera?

Is it reasonable to believe in a hell of fiery torment and ceaseless misery to exist forever, when God says: “Behold, | make all things
new”? Revelation 21:5. John wrote: | saw a new heaven and a new earth: for the first heaven and the first earth were passed away; and
there was no more sea.” Verse 1. “The former things are passed away.” Verse 4. But does not the Bible say that the wicked will be
destroyed with “everlasting destruction,” and “unquenchable fire”? It does. This means that the fire cannot be put out by anyone until
it has done its work. It will not go out until every sinner has received “according to his works.” The destruction will be complete. It
will be a punishment not to be repeated. It is an everlasting destruction, an everlasting punishment. But not an everlasting punishing.
The punishment is done once and forever, not to be repeated or done again. It is everlasting punishment, a complete and final end of
the wicked.

How long the wicked will bum in hell-fire is not stated. However, we know that they will finally be burned up into ashes, so that
nothing of them remains. Each one will receive his punishment according to his works. Undoubtedly some who were not so wicked as
others will burn less time or receive less punishment. If you put stubble, wood, and coal into your stove, they will not burn up at the
same time. So it is with the wicked. The Lord is just and gives “every man according to his works!'There is a text, however, that
puzzles many, and on it is based the whole philosophy of the eternal punishment of the wicked. There is one thing sure, and that is,
God's word does not contradict itself. If over two hundred texts concur in a certain view, that view should be given thought when any
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one text is being considered. How can this text be harmonized with the many other texts which apparently say the opposite, as is
generally believed?

The trouble is not with the Bible, but with the interpretation ordinarily placed upon it. People do not let the Bible explain itself. Let us
first quote the text and then let other writers of the Bible explain it. “And the devil that deceived them was cast into the lake of fire and
brimstone, where the beast and the false prophet are, and shall be tormented day and night for ever and ever.” Revelation 20:10.

The word “forever” in Biblical language is sometimes used as we use it today. When you buy a house or a farm you receive a title. On
this title is stated that it is yours forever. It, of course, means until you die or until you sell it. The Bible uses the word forever, in many
instances, in the same way. Let us take a few examples.

The Chaldeans said: “0 king, live forever!” Daniel 2:4; 3:9. “The land shall not be sold forever.” Leviticus 25:23. | will dwell in the
house of the Lord forever!' Psalm 23:6 (Douay, 22:6). Jonah was in the belly of the fish three days and three nights, but the prophet
says: “The waters compassed me about. ... The earth with her bars was about me forever!" Jonah 2:5, 6. This forever was only three
days.

Hannah took her son Samuel and dedicated him to the Lord that he should be before the Lord in the temple “and there abide forever.”
1 Samuel 1: 22. Samuel could not abide in the temple longer than he lived. Later Hannah said: | have lent him to the Lord; as long as
he lives he shall be lent to the Lord.” Verse28. By the term “forever” she meant as long as Samuel lived. So the term “forever,” in
Revelation 20:10 means as long as the sinners have life, as long as they live. If it did not mean this, it would be in contradiction to
more than two hundred other texts that are clear on the subject.

We do not know how long these resurrected sinners will burn, but we know from God's word that they will be burned up into ashes.
They will be consumed in the flames and turned into smoke. They will burn up on this earth, where they had committed their crimes.
Then after they and the earth have been turned into ashes, God makes a new heaven and a new earth. Revelation 21:1-3. “Blessed are
the meek: for they shall inherit the earth.” Matthew 5:5. How could the righteous live on the earth if the wicked were burning on it
throughout the ceaseless ages of eternity? How could God make a new earth, if the earth itself would be a hot oven through all time?
The Lord says: “Behold, | make all things new.” Revelation 21:5. “The former things are passed away.” Verse 4.

We use terms like “forever” and “perpetual” which have different durations according to the law of the state or the country. Perpetual
means from thirty to ninety-nine years, according to the usage of the different countries. In Chile, South America, perpetual means
thirty years. The Bible sometimes uses terms in like manner.

“Sodom and Gomorrah, and the cities about.... are set forth for an example, suffering the vengeance of eternal fire.” Jude 1:7. Are
Sodom and Gomorrah and the cities about them still burning? The fact is, they were burned up with the vengeance of eternal fire until
they were turned into ashes. Peter clarifies this: “And turning the cities of Sodom and Gomorrah into ashes condemned them with an
overthrow, making them an ensample [example] unto those that after should live ungodly.” 2 Peter 2:6.

As Sodom and Gomorrah were turned into ashes by the vengeance of eternal fire, so shall the ungodly be burned into ashes by eternal
fire in the final day. It is a fire that comes from the eternal God, and it cannot be put out until it has done its work, as was true with
Sodom and Gomorrah.

When all other evidence fails those who advocate an eternal hell and a conscious state of the dead, with hell or heaven the immediate
prospect at death, instead of after the resurrection, such persons usually resort to the parable of the rich man and Lazarus. Let us study
this parable, as recorded in Luke 16: 19-3 1. Preceding this parable there are a number of other parables given, and also some after it.
Let us enumerate them. Luke 15:1-7 gives the parable of the lost sheep. Luke 15: 8-10, the parable of the lost coin. Luke 15:11-32, the
parable of the prodigal son. Luke 16: 1-12, the parable of the unjust steward. Luke 16:19-31, the parable of the rich man and Lazarus.
Luke 18:1-8, the parable of the widow and the unjust judge.

Here we have a list of parables. Now, why should anyone say that all these are parables except one-that of the rich man and Lazarus?
The reason is that some wish to keep the dead alive, the wicked in eternal hell-fire and the righteous in heaven. They would send the
dead to hell or heaven, and later judge them! Besides this, the Bible says: “The living know that they shall die: but the dead know not
anything.” Does the Bible contradict itself? No, never. The trouble is with man.

When Jesus spoke in parables He always had a reason or a motive in mind to teach a lesson. The parables were not always actual

happenings, but were illustrations to drive home some truths to the minds of the hearers. The Pharisees scoffed when Jesus gave many
of these parables. “And the Pharisees also, who were covetous heard all these things: and they derided Him.” Luke 16: 14.
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The question under discussion was covetousness, and not whether a man is alive in some state after having been laid away in the
grave. Jesus used this illustration of a rich man and a poor one. Both went to Hades, the grave, and not to Gehenna, the final place of
torment; and they spoke to each other in a parable.

The Bible uses figures of speech much as we do. Let us take a few examples from the Bible. Abel's “Blood cries unto Me from the
ground.” Genesis 4:10. Did Abel's blood actually cry out? Again: “For the stone shall cry out of the wall, and the beam out of the
timber shall answer it.” Habakkuk 2:11. Do you suppose that the stone actually cried out, and that the beam answered it? Anyone
knows that these are figures of speech.

The same is true here, where the dead are pictured as speaking to each other in the grave. They do not actually hold a conversation
across the reaches between hell and heaven. God's word teaches that “the living know: ... but the dead know not anything,” and in the
day they die, it declares, their “thoughts perish.” The Bible does not contradict itself. This story is a parable, and the rich man and the
poor man speak to each other in the grave in a parable form. The Pharisees thought that the fact of their being rich was an evidence
that they were in special favor with God. Christ intended to teach them that the possession of riches is not proof that one is in favor
with God. A man may be desperately poor and yet be among the saved; while the rich may stay out of the kingdom of God and go to
hell-fire in the final reckoning day.

The Lord does not reward the righteous at death, nor does He punish the wicked then. “Behold, | come quickly; and My reward is with
Me, to give every man according as his work shall be.” Revelation22:11. When the Lord comes again, He will bring His reward with
Him, and will give each man according to his works. Jesus has not yet come, and therefore has not yet brought the reward either for
the righteous or for the wicked. How, then can we apply this parable to the dead as occurring before Christ comes and brings the
rewards? If the rich man and Lazarus received their rewards immediately at death, how could Jesus say that He will bring the reward
when He comes?

When the rich man died, where did he go? He went to Hades, the grave, translated “hell,” which means the grave. See Webster's
Dictionary. Hades always means the grave. In Weymouth's translation this note appears on “Hades” in Luke 16:23. “The Greek
equivalent of the Hebrew Sheol-the dim underworld to which all the dead go-with no idea of torment.”The rich man went to Hades,
and not to Gehenna. Gehenna always refers to the place of final torment and destruction of the wicked, but Hades always means the
grave. There is no bell-fire in the grave, or Hades.

The rich man lifted up his eyes in Hades, the grave, and not in Gehenna, and he spoke with Lazarus, who was in Abraham's bosom.
Where was Abraham? He was in Hades, too, that is, the grave. Abraham was not in heaven at the time Jesus gave this parable. He
went to the grave, as did all other men, and he was there at the time of Christ. See Matthew 24:30,31; 1 Thessalonians 4:16,17; Acts
1:8-10; Revelation 1:7.

If Abraham had actually been in heaven, and the rich man actually in Gehenna, hell-fire, then we would assume that those who are in
heaven can speak to those that are in hell. Suppose you had your son and your daughter in Gehenna, and were yourself in heaven, and
that from your vantage point on high you could speak to them and see them suffer throughout the ceaseless ages of eternity. Would
that be heaven for you? Could you enjoy it? Don't you think that in time the thought would come into your mind, and that you would
express it to God, that perhaps they had received enough punishment? “They were not bad children,” you might say. They just missed
heaven. Then, according to the popular view, God would answer, “No, they will never get out of those flames. They are there
eternally.” Then you would ask God again: “But God, my children were not as bad as the kidnapers and other hardened criminals, why
do You punish my children, who were much better, with the same punishment? Don't You make a difference between a person
whether he was somewhat bad or very bad?” How could a just God answer? Can't you see the fallacy? How could you shout, “God is
love,” under those conditions?

If the soul of the rich man was in hell, do “souls” have eyes, hands, mouths, tongues, and the sense of feeling, and speech?

The rich man was in Hades, the grave, and not in Gehenna, the final place of destruction. He wanted to tell hisfriends to be careful,
that they would not be subject to the torments that await all the wicked when their turn comes. But what did Abraham answer? He told
him: 1f they hear not Moses and the prophets, neither will they be persuaded, though one rose from the dead.” Luke 16:31.

Now, what do Moses and the prophets teach regarding the dead? They teach that the dead know not anything. Ecclesiastes 9:5,6. If
men will not believe Moses and the prophets, they will not believe though one rose from the dead. We must believe Moses and the
prophets. These holy men taught that the dead are asleep, that they are unconscious, that they praise not the Lord, that their thoughts
perish and they know not anything of what happens under the sun. Then why not believe Moses and the prophets?

Justice demands that the wicked will be judged before they are punished. God has a time appointed for the judgment. “He hath
appointed a day, in the which He will judge the world in righteousness by that Man whom He bath ordained; whereof He bath given
assurance unto all men, in that He hath raised Him from the dead.” Acts 17:31.
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“For we must all appear before the judgment seat of Christ; that everyone may receive the things done in his body, according to that
he hath done, whether it be good or bad.” 2 Corinthians 5:10. “For God shall bring every work into judgment, with every secret thing,
whether it be good, or whether it be evil.” Ecclesiastes 12:14.

So God has a time when He will judge. The judgment comes after death. “And as it is appointed unto men once to die, but after this
the judgment.” Hebrews 9:27. Now, does this judgment take place immediately after death or later?

The judgment, in the time of Christ, was still future. “The men of Nineveh shall rise in judgment with this generation, and shall
condemn it: because they repented at the preaching of Jonas.” Matthew12:41. Notice that the men “shall rise in judgment.” This puts
the judgment in the future. They had not yet risen in judgment. “It shall be more tolerable for Tyre and Sidon at the day of judgment,
than for you.” Matthew 11:22. If it shall be more tolerable for Tyre and Sidon in the day of judgment, then Tyre and Sidon were not
yet judged. If the judgment was still future at that time they surely were not yet in hell-fire.

The judgment was still future in Paul's time. “As he [Paul] reasoned of righteousness, temperance, and judgment to come, Felix
trembled, and answered, Go thy way for this time; when | have a convenient season, | will call for thee.” Acts 24:2,5. When Felix
thought of the future judgment, he trembled. The Spirit of God moved on his heart, but he waited for a more convenient season. That
time never came. He was a lost man.

Many are making the same fatal mistake. They postpone acceptance of the full truth until they think it will be more convenient; but
this is a delusion. It is a trick of the devil. The Lord never tells us to postpone. He says, “Today if you will hear His voice, harden not
your hearts.” Hebrews 3:7, 8.

Paul writes: “God shall judge the secrets of men by Jesus Christ according to my gospel.” Romans2:16. It is evident that the judgment
was still future in the time of Jesus and in the time of Paul. The millions of people that had died from the time of Adam on up to that
time had not yet been judged; consequently they were not in hell or in heaven. The judgment comes before the punishment or the
reward.

The wicked are reserved unto the day of judgment to be punished. “The Lord knows how to deliver the godly out of temptations, and
to reserve the unjust unto the day of judgment to be punished.” 2, Peter 2:9. If the wicked are reserved for the judgment, they surely
have not yet received their punishment, because the judgment precedes the punishment.

The evil angels are also reserved for the judgment to be punished. “God spared not the angels that sinned, but cast them down to hell
[Tartarus, not hell-fire, but the abode of the evil angels in outer darkness], and delivered them into chains of darkness, to be reserved
unto judgment.” Verse 4. So the wicked angels are reserved for the judgment as are the ungodly. They, too, have not yet received their
punishment. They are not in hell-fire now. They will go there when the wicked will, but that will be after they are judged.

The earth itself is reserved for the last consuming fire. “But the heavens and the earth, which are now, by the same word are kept in
store, reserved unto fire against the day of judgment and perdition of ungodly men.” 2 Peter 3:7. The world, the heavens of this world.
the evil angels, and the wicked are all reserved for that fire. The evil angels and the world are not yet in this fire; neither are the
wicked.

The earth will be burned at the same time as the wicked. “The heavens shall pass away with a great noise, and the elements shall melt
with fervent heat, the earth also and the works that are therein shall be burned up.” Verse 10. “And whosoever was not found written
in the book of life was cast into the lake of fire.” Revelation 20:15. “Theheavens and the earth” are “reserved unto fire against the day
of judgment and perdition of ungodly men.” 2 Peter 3:7. So when the earth burns, the ungodly will burn also; but not before.

The wicked have committed their crimes on this earth, and here is where they will receive their punishment. The fire that descends
from heaven turns the earth into a great lake of fire which cleanses the whole earth from all sin and sinners. While the earth is melting
with fervent heat and the host of evildoers are receiving their just punishments, the righteous are safe within the City of God, the New
Jerusalem. See Revelation 21:1-3; 20:7-9.

In these terrible flames the evil angels will be consumed, and the devil will be turned into ashes also. Satan was once a mighty angel,
but he fell and then used his might and power to deceive men and women to bring them to perdition. Ezekiel gives a description of the
devil and how he will be burned into ashes eventually.

“Thou has been in Eden the garden of God.... Thou was perfect in thy ways from the day that thou was created, till iniquity was found

in thee.... Your heart was lifted up because of thy beauty, thou has corrupted thy wisdom by reason of thy brightness: I will cast thee to
the ground, | will lay thee before kings, that they may behold thee. Thou has defiled thy sanctuaries by the multitude of your
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iniquities, by the iniquity of thy traffic. Therefore will I bring forth a fire from the midst of thee, it shall devour thee, and | will bring
thee to ashes upon the earth in the sight of all them that behold thee.” Ezekiel 2-8: 13- 18.

The righteous are secure within the City of God, the New Jerusalem. “But the fearful, and unbelieving, and the abominable, and
murderers, and whore mongers, and sorcerers, and idolaters, and all liars, shall have their part in the lake which burns with fire and
brimstone: which is the second death.” Revelation 21:8.

This theory that the wicked go to hell-fire immediately after death, before they are judged, is an absurdity. Suppose two men die on
the same day. One was a good moral man, but who had not yet accepted Christ, and the other one was a great criminal, who deserves a
punishment a thousand times worse. But according to the popular theory they both receive the same judgment. Is this justice?

Suppose a man died five thousand years ago who, though not deep in sin, was still not at peace with God; and he was sent to hell-fire.
After five thousand years a very wicked man dies who should have a sentence much greater than the other man. Yet the fairly good
man has been receiving his punishment for five thousand years when the wicked rascal first begins his. Is this justice?

This pernicious doctrine has turned more men away from God, | believe, than many persons realize. Where can you see the justice of
God in this popular theory? If both persons, the fairly good man and the worst rascal, receive the same punishment, | believe the fairly
good man would stand on the brim of hell and cry out, “Unjust!”The Roman Catholic Church sees the injustice of giving every man
the same sentence, so it has invented purgatory. Purgatory is based on the assumption that all wicked go to eternal hell-fire
immediately at death and will never be consumed. This, however, is not true. Each man will receive “according to his works.” So
there is no need to find an explanation for a purgatory or limbo where man may have another chance.

The Lord will have different degrees of punishment. A human judge has that much justice. Your city judge would not condemn every
man with life imprisonment regardless of the crime. Why? Because he is more just. The man that killed a number of people in cold
blood will receive more punishment than the one that stole a watermelon. The Bible teaches clearly that there are degrees of sin and
degrees of punishment. So there is no need of purgatory.

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

“And that servant, which knew his lord's will, and prepared not himself, neither did according to his will, shall be beaten with many
stripes. But he that knew not, and did commit things worthy of stripes, shall be beaten with few stripes. For unto whomsoever much is
given, of him shall be much required: and to whom men have committed much, of him they will ask the more.” Luke 12:47,48.

It is evident, that the sinners in the lake of fire would perish in a few seconds, unless God would intervene and not let them be
destroyed. This is exactly what the Bible teaches. “For their worm shall not die, neither shall their fire be quenched.” Isaiah 66:24.
God will let them live, and will not put the fire out until each one receives his just punishment. But eventually the last criminal and
Satan himself will be consumed and turned into ashes. Malachi 4:1-3; Ezekiel 28:13-19.

A judge that would condemn every criminal with the same sentence regardless of the gravity of his transgressions would not long keep
his office. People would rise up in arms against such an unfair judge, and remove him quickly. No one would cast his vote for such a
man. Yet men want to ascribe such poor judgment and such injustice to a justand all wise God! They make a human judge more just
than the God of justice! No wonder that some men turn against the Bible, and some become infidels, and others accept the pernicious,
money making, false doctrine of a purgatory.

After the wicked, the evil angels, and Satan himself have been burned up and turned into ashes “they shall be as though they had not
been.” Obadiah 16. The earth will be purified of all sin. Sin and sinners will be no more. This earth will burn up. The tragedy of sin in
this world will be an object lesson for future ages, so that no person ever again will transgress God's commandments. “He will make
an utter end: affliction shall not rise up the second time.” Nahum 1:9.

After the earth is purified and the sinners and the devil are destroyed, then God will make a new heaven and a new earth, out of this in
which we now live. “And | saw a new heaven and a new earth: for the first heaven and the first earth were passed away; and there was
no more sea. And | John saw the Holy City, New Jerusalem, coming down from God out of heaven, prepared as a bride adorned for
her husband. And I heard a great voice out of heaven saying, Behold, the tabernacle of God is with men, and He will dwell with them,
and they shall be His people, and God Himself shall be with them, and be their God. And God shall wipe away all tears from their
eyes; and there shall be no more death, neither sorrow, nor crying; neither shall there be any more pain: for the former things are
passed away. And He that sat upon the throne said, Behold, | make all things new.... He that overcomes shall inherit all things; and |
will be his God, and he shall be My son.” Revelation 21:1-7.
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Of the wicked it is written: “And whosoever was not found written in the book of life was cast into the lake of fire.” Revelation 20:15.
The wicked were cast into the lake of fire after they were raised from the dead. This proves that they were not there before. After they
have their just and due punishment, they will be turned into ashes, and that will be the end of all the wicked and the devil with all his
imps. Then all heavenly beings will see the result of sin. Everybody will know what it means to be disobedient to God's
commandments and will know the far-reaching, evil results of such a course, and sin will not enter again.

May God help us all. We have a hell to shun, and a heaven to gain. On which road are you? Are you on the narrow way, or are you on
the broad way? Those who go to hell-fire will go there because they did not decide to go to heaven. “Enter you in at the strait gate: for
wide is the gate, and broad is the way, that leads to destruction, and many there be which go in thereat: because strait is the gate, and
narrow is the way, which leads unto life, and few there be that find it.” Matthew 7:13,14.

13. Purgatory

THE leading Catholic weekly newspaper, with a circulation of more than a million, says this about purgatory: “Purgatory is real-a
suburb of hell. Every Catholic may not know what is taught by good authority, namely, that the sense pains of Purgatory equal those
of hell. Which means, the temperature is about the same in both regions.”-Our Sunday Visitor, Nov. 26, 1944.

But from what authority does the Roman Catholic Church get this idea? If the church claims to get it from the Bible, then we must go
to the Bible to find out whether it is true. If the Bible does not teach it, and the church gets it from tradition, then we must conclude
that tradition has once more been used to establish an un-Scriptural doctrine. Another Catholic writer makes this statement about
purgatory: “The ordinary place of purgatory, which is appropriately and generally understood by the name purgatory, is under the
earth, near to hell.” -Theologia, Dens (Roman Catholic), tom. VI, 7ractatus de Quatuor Novissimis,” N. 2-7, “De Loco Purgatory.”
Quoted in Source Book, edition, 1940, Page 437, Washington, D.C.

The Catholic Encyclopedia also states that hell is supposed to be in the earth. See article under “hell” and also under
“purgatory.”Purgatory is not mentioned in either the Catholic or the Protestant Bible. Not even a reference is made to it. It is strange
that such a doctrine could be developed and woven into the Roman Catholic teachings with such a detailed explanation and
description, when the Bible is absolutely silent on the question. Artists paint purgatory as the most horrible of sights. Writers describe
it with vividness as though they had been there and gone through the terrible ordeal, taken the temperature, and came back to report
and bring us some snapshots of what they saw. The Virgin Mary is painted with the babe Jesus on her lap, coming down to this
flaming purgatory to redeem the souls who have worn her “scapular” during life.

On what grounds, then, does the Catholic Church believe in a purgatory? We shall quote directly from their own authorized writings.

“On what grounds does the Church believe in Purgatory? Because there is one. If you were judge of mankind what would you do with
those who die 'too bad for heaven, too good for hell? An intermediate place of temporary punishment is the only reasonable solution.”
- Philip Leinfelder, What You Should Know About the Catholic Church, sponsored by the Catholic Information Service, La Crosse,
Wisconsin, page 9.

This “reasonable solution” may be someone's conclusion, but it is based on uncertain grounds. The Bible says: “For God shall bring
every work into judgment, with every secret thing, whether it be good, or whether it be evil.” Ecclesiastes 12:14. And God will give
every man according to his works. See the previous chapter. The great sinner receives more punishment than the one who sinned less.

This idea of purgatory is based on the assumption that all men will suffer equally in hell-fire regardless of their degrees of sin. But this
is not true. Great sinners receive more punishment than do the ones whose sins were not so great. This is justice. Luke 12:47,48;
Romans 2:6.

The Roman Catholic conception of the justice of God is more logical than is that of most Protestants. The Catholic makes a difference
in the punishment, while most Protestants send all sinners into the same place to receive the same degree of punishment. But the
whole idea of an eternal hell is not Scriptural.

Those who live in sin, just enough sin to keep them out of heaven, will be sorely disappointed. Their destiny is sealed when they die,
and no second chance is possible. It is a pleasing theory that you can live in sin and die in your sins, and yet get to heaven. It is
appealing. This is the reason why so many believe it. They can enjoy the sins of this life and get to heaven anyway through purgatory.
But this will be a disappointment to those who come under this category. Paul writes that God “Will render to every man according to
his deeds.” Romans 2:6.

Some men will receive a greater damnation. The priests during the time of Christ received a scathing reproof from the Master.
“Beware of the scribes, which desire to walk in long robes, and love greetings in the markets, and the highest seats in the synagogues,
and the chief rooms at feasts; which devour widows' houses, and for a show make long prayers: the same shall receive greater
damnation.” Luke 20:46, 47. If these false leaders will receive a greater damnation, they will receive a greater punishment.
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As we learned in the chapter entitled “The Apocrypha,” the Catholic Church found itself unable to prove purgatory from the Bible
alone, so it accepted other books and placed them into the Bible at the fourth session of the Councilof Trent, April 8, 1546. From these
spurious books theologians have endeavored to prove purgatory and some other false doctrines the Bible itself does not teach.

The text that is quoted from one of those spurious books is found in Maccabees. “And making a gathering, he sent twelve thousand
drachmas of silver to Jerusalem for sacrifice to be offered for the sins of the dead, thinking well and religiously concerning the
resurrection, (for if he had not hoped that they that were slain should rise again, it would have seemed superfluous and vain to pray for
the dead,) and because he considered that they who had fallen asleep with godliness, had great grace laid up for them. It is therefore a
holy and wholesome thought to pray for the dead, that they may be loosed from sins.” 2, Maccabees 12:43-46, Douay.

There are four books of the Maccabees, but the Catholic Church accepted only two of them recently. Why should that be? If two of the
books of the Maccabees are good, why should not all four be accepted? If we accept two books of Moses, why should we not accept
all five of them? The Catholic Church approved the two Apocryphal books, and thus attempts to prove the doctrine of praying for the
dead.

Some of the Jews did not believe in a resurrection. “Then came to Him certain of the Sadducees, which deny that there is any
resurrection; and they asked Him.” Luke 20:2-7. Would you conclude then, that there is no resurrection, merely because the Jews did
not believe in one?

The Jews had many traditions that Jesus utterly condemned. In vain they do worship Me, teaching for doctrines the commandments of
men.” “You made the commandment of God of none effect by your tradition.” Matthew 15:9,6. Jesus condemns the Jewish traditions,
yet the Roman Catholic Church still wants to retain some of them.

We cannot take the belief of some of the Jews; as authority if they do not agree with the Bible. Why accept purgatory merely on the
basis that some of the Jews believed it?

If theologians of the Roman Catholic Church want to accept what the Jews taught, then why don't they accept what Josephus, the great
Jewish historian, teaches? Josephus speaks about Hades, that is the grave, as a place “wherein the souls of the righteous and
unrighteous are detained.... This region is allotted as a place of custody for souls.”-Flavius Josephus, Hades, translated by William
Whiston, paragraph 1.

The pagans had the idea of a purgatory. In Greece this belief of purgatory was inculcated by the philosophers who knew not God,
much less knew something about the Bible. Even Plato held out a hope for those who were punished after death. The Egyptians and
the pagan Romans believed in a punishment of the dead. See Alexander Hislop, The Two Babylons, popular ed. pages 167, 168.

The Roman Catholic Church, however, seems to have accepted this doctrine from philosophers of Alexandria who believed that there
was a fire in which the supposed “souls” of the dead were purified. This doctrine was added to the dogmas of the Catholic Church
binding under pain of eternal damnation, at the Fourth Council of the Lateran in 1215.

The Roman Catholic Church teaches that a person can redeem his brother through the paying of money for saying masses for him. The
Bible says: “None of them can by any means redeem his brother, nor give to God a ransom for him.” Psalm 49:7. The Douay Version
gives this text in this manner: ‘No brother can redeem, nor shall man redeem: he shall not give to God his ransom, nor the price of the
redemption of his soul.” Psalm 48:8,9.

There is no price that we can pay to redeem the soul. Money will not help the dead. Prayers for them are in vain. The doom of the
dead is scaled when they die. If you want to do something for them, you must do it while they are alive. If a sinner depends on his
relatives or his friends to get him out of purgatory, a place which does not exist, he will be greatly disappointed. He must be sure that
he is right with God while he is alive. Here on earth there are only two ways, and each person has to decide in which one he wants to
go. One leads to perdition, and the other leads to heaven. There is no third road or middle road that leads through purgatory.

“Enter you in at the strait gate: for wide is the gate, and broad is the way, that leads to destruction, and many there be which go in
thereat: because strait is the gate, and narrow is the way, which leads unto life, and few there be that find it.” Matthew 7:13,14.

Unconverted and unregenerate men and women desire extended opportunity. They do not wish to give up their sins now. Those who
teach a “second chance” are perpetuating a delusion and a terrible deception. If the devil can make anyone believe that he will have
another opportunity to get better after death and go to heaven anyway, he has such a one in his snare. “Be not deceived; God is not
mocked: for whatsoever a man sows, that shall he also reap.” Galatians 6:7.
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The spiritual sowing time is while we are alive. Noir is the time to get right with God. “Today if you will hear His voice, harden not
your hearts.” Hebrews 3:7,8. “Behold, now is the accepted time; behold, now is the day of salvation.” 2 Corinthians 6:2. The day of
salvation is n~, while we are alive; and not after we are dead.

Sometimes 1 Corinthians 3:12-14 is used to prove a purgatory. But if you read the text carefully you will discover that it does not
speak of a purgatory at all. A person who had never heard about A purgatory could not read purgatory out of this text. Paul speaks of
Christians who should look up to Christ as their example. He has laid a sure foundation on which we should build. We should be
builders together with Him. In order to build on that foundation that Jesus has laid, what kind of materials should we use? Paul tells
us. “Now if any man build upon this foundation gold, silver, precious stones, wood, hay, stubble; every man's work shall be made
manifest: for the day shall declare it, because it shall be revealed by fire; and the fire shall try every man's work of what sort it is. If
any man's work abide which he hath built thereupon, he shall receive a reward.” 1 Corinthians 3:12-14.

If your life's work is not in harmony with God and you have devoted your time, talent, money, and energy to sin, and have built on the
things of this world that are perishable, your work is represented by wood, hay, and stubble. It will be consumed when “the earth also
and the works that are therein shall be burned up.” 2 Peter 3:10. But if your lifework has been for Christ and for eternity, it is
represented by things as imperishable as gold, silver, and precious stones.

Even work for the cause of God is sometimes done in a slipshod, careless manner, or in ignorance. Like buildings made from shoddy
materials, such work done for show or prompted by misguided zeal will be put to the test. The man may be saved, but he will see his
work come to naught. If any man's work shall be burned, he shall suffer loss: but he himself shall be saved; yet so as by fire.” 1
Corinthians 3:15. As Paul observes, misguided workers for God often are prompted in part by willful and obstinate ignorance; and the
few who are saved when their “house”, burns up around them will have a narrow escape.

The expression, “as by fire,” is a figure of speech and does not refer to purgatory. Even the events of this life sometimes test our
characters and our work.

Peter makes this clear. “Beloved, think it not strange concerning the fiery trial which is to try you, as though some strange thing
happened unto you: but rejoice, inasmuch as you are partakers of Christ's sufferings; that, when His glory shall be revealed, you may
be glad also with exceeding joy.... Yet if any man suffer as a Christian, let him not be ashamed; but let him glorify God on this
behalf.” 1 Peter 4:12-16.

This does not refer to purgatory, but to the fiery trials we have in life. The prophet Amos writes: “You were as a firebrand plucked out
of the burning.” Amos 4:11. Peter again declares: “The trial of your faith, being much more precious than of gold that perishes, though
it be tried with fire, might be found unto praise and honor and glory at the appearing of Jesus Christ.” 1 Peter 1:7.

The psalmist writes: “For Thou, 0 God, has proved us: Thou has tried us, as silver is tried.” Psalm 66:10, (Douay, Psalm 65:10). Isaiah
states: “Behold, I have refined thee, but not with silver; | have chosen thee in the furnace of affliction.” Isaiah 48:10. “As silver is tried
by fire, and gold in the furnace: so the Lord tries the hearts.” Proverbs 17:3, Douay.

It is evident that the fiery trials we have do not refer to purgatory, but to our present lives. They refer to the experiences we have in
this life as Christians.

The Holy Spirit, which inspired holy men of God to write the Bible, apparently did not inspire them to say a word about purgatory. If
God intended that the true church should have such a doctrine, then He surely would have given some revelation regarding it. But the
complete silence is proof that God did not intend to have us believe in a purgatory. Two Jesuits have written a work describing
purgatory. In it they say:

“How the great Saints and Doctors astonish me, when they treat of this fire, as of the pain sense, as they call it.... Out of which
assertion it clearly follows, that the furious fits of the stone, fever, or raging gout, the tormenting colic, with all the horrible
convulsions of the worst disease, nay, though you join racks, gridirons, boiling oils, wild beasts, and a hundred horses drawing several
ways and tearing one limb from another, with all the other hellish devices of the most barbarous and cruel tyrants, all this does not
reach to the least part of the mildest pains in purgatory.” -Two Ancient Treatises on Purgatory, by two Jesuit priests, Fathers Mumford
and Thimelby.

From what source did these Jesuits get their information? They did not get it from the Bible.
Even after a priest has given the “extreme unction” to a dying Roman Catholic, he is not sure where that person goes. He is undecided

whether the deceased goes to purgatory or to heaven. The whole system of ritual of the Roman Catholic Church still leaves the lay
members in doubt about their dead.
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The Bible does not teach a presently burning hell, or a purgatory. Men will get their reward after the resurrection;not when they die.

The words of Matthew 5:26 are often used by priests to frighten their lay members about purgatory. This text has nothing to do with a
purgatory. In the time of Jesus it was the custom to throw men in jail who could not pay their debts. The story is given of a man that
owed ten thousand talents, but could not pay them, so he went to the king and asked for patience. He fell before the king and the king
forgave him all his debt. Then this pardoned man went to another man that owed him one hundred pence. His fellow servant fell at his
feet as he had done before the king whom he owed ten thousand talents, but he would not listen to the man's petition who owed him
only one hundred pence, and threw him into prison.

When the king discovered what had happened, how this man whom he pardoned from a great debt had thrown into jail another man
who owed him but little, the king became angry and took this unthankful and merciless man and threw him into jail until he would pay
the last penny. See Matthew 18:23-35.

In Matthew 5:25 Jesus warned His followers that they should agree quickly with their adversaries, that is, with those who were their
enemies, or else they might be taken to court and thrown into jail; and they would not get out until the last penny was paid. Jesus
refers to a custom that was prevalent in those days, and had no reference to a purgatory. This is an invention of the priests.

Another text that is perverted is Job 19:21. “Have pity upon me, have pity upon me, 0 you my friends; for the hand of God bath
touched me.” Job was the speaker. He was suffering with boils and his friends came to condemn him. Even his wife turned against
him. In this state of mind he cried out: “Have pity upon me, have pity upon me, 0 you my friends.” Instead of receiving pity and
compassion from his friends, he was accused by them of being a sinner, and was therefore plagued. He told them: “I have heard many
such things: miserable comforters are you all.” Job 16:1,2. His wife told him: “Does thou still retain your integrity? Curse God, and
die.” Job 2:9. No wonder that Job asked for pity. This has no reference to purgatory at all. Job asked for pity while he was alive, and
not after he wasto die.

Because Protestants have challenged the Roman Catholic Church's theory of purgatory, the priests have had to search for texts to
support their stand, and in so doing they have misapplied many texts.

Dear Catholic friends, go to your Bibles and let God speak to you. Do not depend on man for your salvation. It is only Jesus Christ
that can save you and me. No priest can do that, no matter how beautiful he pictures the fancied but deceptive doctrines. If his
doctrines do not agree with the Bible, then you may be sure that they are wrong and are man-made.

“God shall bring every work into judgment, with every secret thing, whether it be good, or whether it be evil.” Ecclesiastes 12: 14.
Notice that every work will be brought into judgment, and each one will receive “according to his deeds.” Romans 2:6. Each one will
be judged according to his works and not according to the amount of money he spends for the dead. The expression “works” refers to
the acts of life. Each one will be judged accordingly.

A man once said to me, If purgatory is not mentioned in the Bible, then it is limbo that it speaks about.” No, limbo is not mentioned in
the Bible either. It has the same origin as purgatory -it comes from paganism.

If the Bible is so silent on purgatory and limbo, why should anyone believe such doctrines? If “the Bible is all true,” then purgatory
and limbo certainly are not true.

God is just and punishes each man according to his works. There is no need for an intermediate place. What would be the object? The
idea of purgatory is based on the assumption that God is so unjust that He will punish every sinner, regardless of his crimes, with
eternal hell-fire. But this assumption is wrong. This false doctrine gives rise to purgatory in an attempt to make God more just. But
God is just, even with hell-fire. He gives every man what he deserves, and then burns him up into ashes. After the wicked are turned
into ashes (Malachi 4:1-3), God makes a new heaven and a new earth where the saved will dwell (Revelation 21:1-8). This new earth
will be our own globe, and “God shall wipe away all tears from their eyes; and there shall be no more death, neither sorrow, nor
crying, neither shall there be any more pain: for the former things are passed away.... He that overcomes shall inherit all things; and |
will be his God, and he shall be My son.” Revelation 21:4-7. May you live for God now, and then have the privilege of entering into
that glorious land!

14. The Mass, the Bread, and the Wine

AS WE have observed before, if the Roman Catholic Church ha not departed from the teachings of the apostles and prophets, the
Reformation would not have come. It would have been unnecessary. Inconsistencies between papal tradition and Bible truth became
so apparent, however, that even some of the church leaders were dissatisfied. As they began to study the Bible more fully, these men
decided to accept only what the Inspired Word taught. This new attitude was soon shared by the people among whom they worked.
The high officials of the church were not pleased with this, as we might expect. They did all they could to prevent it. When persuasion
failed, the church used persecution and even death.
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One of the doctrines which the Reformers especially criticized was the mass. Is the doctrine of the mass Biblical? We quote from
Roman Catholic authority the following: 1s then the mass the same sacrifice as that of the cross? It is essentially the same; it differs
only in the manner in which it is offered.” - Manual of Christian Doctrine, by a Roman Catholic seminary professor, page 49. In other
words, Catholic theologians teach that every time the priest says a mass, Jesus is sacrificed again.

The Roman Catholic prayer book, The Path to Paradise (page 20), declares:

“When the priest goes to the altar, Jesus enters the garden. When the priest kisses the altar, Jesus is betrayed with a kiss. At the
unveiling of the chalice, Jesus is spoiled of his garments. At the covering of the chalice, Jesus iscrowned with thorns. Mien the priest
washes his fingers, Pilate washes his hands. When the priest signs the oblation, Jesus is nailed to the cross. At the elevation of the
Host, The cross is raised up. At the elevation of the chalice, Jesus' blood flows from his wounds. At the breaking of the Host, Jesus
dies upon the cross.”Christ's saving work was not half-completed; He died once and no more. “Wherefore He is able also to save them
to the uttermost that come unto God by Him [Jesus], seeing He ever lives to make intercession for them.... Who needs not daily ... to
offer up sacrifice: ... for this He did once, when He offered up Himself.” “We are sanctified through the offering of the body of Jesus
Christ once for all.... This Man, after He had offered one sacrifice for sins forever,sat down on the right hand of God.” Hebrews 7:25-
27;10: 10-12.

Notice that Jesus “needs not daily ... to offer up sacrifice,” because He did it “once,” “once for all ..... He had offered one sacrifice for
sins forever.” This means that the pretended second sacrifice of the mass is superfluous. There is no need for it. Jesus was the mass
once and forever at Calvary. “He had offered one sacrifice for sins forever.” This includes all sins, whether venial or mortal, small or
great. “The blood of Jesus Christ ... cleanses us from all sin.” 1 John 1:7.

The shedding of the blood of Jesus was necessary, but after that was done the price was paid. “Without shedding of blood is no
remission.” Hebrews 9:22 “Where remission of these [sins] is, there is no more offering for sin.” Hebrews 10:18. The sacrifice of
Jesus was complete. He paid it all at once. There is no need for Jesus to keep on paying. If you were to buy a house and pay for it in
full, there would be no need for you to pay that same price again and again. After the full amount is paid, the account is settled. There
is nothing that any man can do to improve on the sacrifice of Jesus.

Though you will not find the word “mass” in the Bible, Catholic theologians teach that one who fails to attend mass on Sunday
thereby commits a “mortal” sin. Most of the speaking connected with this ceremony is done in Latin, and is understood by few. When
Jesus instituted His Supper, commonly called the “Communion,” He did not speak in a foreign tongue that the disciples could not
understand. See Matthew 26:17-30.

Jesus did not take the wine and drink it Himself, as some would do today; but He passed it to all who were present. Mark records: “He
[Jesus] took the cup, and when He had given thanks, He gave it to them: and they all drank of it.” Mark 14:23. If they all drank of the
wine, then Jesus did not drink it alone. The common practice for a priest is to use only a small amount of wine in conducting the mass,
then to drink it himself. This practice, too, does not harmonize with the Scriptural principles.

Paul wrote to the Corinthian church regarding the Lord's Supper and gave them instructions as to who shouldpartake of the bread and
the wine. He does not teach that in each congregation the presiding minister alone should drink the wine:

“For | have received of the Lord that which also | delivered unto you, That the Lord Jesus the same night in which He was betrayed
took bread. And when He had given thanks, He brake it, and said, Take, eat: this is My body, which is broken for you: this do in
remembrance of Me. After the same manner also He took the cup, when He had supped, saying, This cup is the New Testament in My
blood: this do you, as oft as you drink it, in remembrance of Me. For as often as you cat this bread, and drink this cup, you do show
the Lord's death till He come. Wherefore whosoever shall cat this bread, and drink this cup of the Lord, unworthily, shall be guilty of
the body and blood of the Lord. But let a man examine himself, and so let him eat of that bread, and drink of that cup.” 1 Corinthians
11: 23-28.

Catholic theologians teach that the bread and wine are actually changed into the body and the blood of Christ when the priest says,
“This is My body,” and, “This is My blood.” They stress the word “is.” Because our Lord said, “This is My body,” they suppose that it
is actually His flesh.

The Bible also says that Jesus is the Lamb of God. John 1:29; Revelation 5:12. We know that the lamb is used as a symbol to represent
Christ. Jesus also says, | am the Door,” and, | am the Vine.” John 10:9; 15:5. How was Jesus a door and a vine? These were symbols
used to represent certain phases of His relationship to mankind. He is also called “the Lion of the tribe of Judah.” Revelation 5:5. The
Bible often uses figures and symbols, and such are the bread and wine.
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In an effort to prove that the priests eat the actual flesh and drink the blood of Christ at the Communion, Catholic theologians often
quote John 6:53-55: “Then Jesus said unto them, Verily, verily, | say unto you, Except you eat the flesh of the Son of man, and drink
His blood, you have no life in you. Who so eats My flesh, and drinks My blood, bath eternal life; and I will raise him up at the last
day. For My flesh is meat indeed, and My blood is drink indeed.” The Jews thought that Jesus meant His literal flesh and His literal
blood, but such is not the case. Jesus explains it in verse 63: “The words that | speak unto you, they are spirit, and they are
life.”Nicodemus, who was supposedly himself an authority on religious matters, became confused when Jesus told him: “Except a
man be born again, he cannot see the kingdom of God.” Nicodemus asked, “How can a man be born when he is old?” John 3:3, 4. He
did not understand the meaning of the words of Jesus, so the Lord asked him, “Art thou a master of Israel, and knows not these
things?” Verse 10.

As Nicodemus did not understand the meaning of the new birth-and many even today do not grasp its significance-there are millions
who do not understand what it means to eat and drink the blood of Christ. They take it literally, as did the Jews of Christ's day.

The wife of Zebedee brought her two sons, James and John, to Jesus, and said, “Grant that these my two sons may sit, the one on Thy
right hand, and the other on the left, in Thy kingdom. But Jesus answered and said, You know not what you ask. Are you able to drink
of the cup that | shall drink of, and to be baptized with the baptism that | am baptized with? They say unto Him, We are able.”
Matthew 20:21,22.

What did Jesus mean by drinking His cup? He gives the explanation in chapter 26 of Matthew. “He took with Him Peter and the two
sons of Zebedee, and began to be sorrowful and very heavy. Then said He unto them, My soul is exceeding sorrowful, even unto
death: tarry you here, and watch with Me. And He went a little farther, and fell on His face, and prayed, saying, 0 My Father, if it be
possible, let this cup pass from Me: nevertheless not as | will, but as Thou wilt.” Verses 37-39.

The cup here signifies His terrible experience in the Garden of Gethsemane. It is evident that we cannot take some things to be literal
when the context itself speaks in figures, or illustrations. So when Jesus speaks about eating His flesh and drinking His blood to
receive eternal life, He means to accept His word, which brings life to the believer. “The words that | speak unto you, they are spirit,
and they are life.” John 6:63. Jeremiah had an experience like this, for he said, “Thy words were found, and | did eat them; and Thy
word was unto me the joy and rejoicing of mine heart.” Jeremiah 15:16. We eat the flesh and drink the blood of Christ in a spiritual
sense, and not literally so.

One thing that priests do not wish to discuss is, What happens to the bread and the wine that was changed into the “actual” flesh and
the “actual” blood of Christ, after they consume it? Does the God they create and eat become a part of their bodies, a portion of it even
becoming waste, or does it again change back to God?

The ceremony of the mass as it is now performed was unknown in the days of the apostles. Even Peter, whom the Catholics regard as
the first pope, would be confused were he to be able to look upon one such service. In accepting tradition as of greater authority than
the word of God, Catholic leaders make the same mistake as did the Jews in the time of Christ. Jewish theologians once said to Christ,
“Why do Thy disciples transgress the tradition of the elders? For they wash not their hands when they eat bread.” Matthew 15:2. On
another occasion they said, “Why do the disciples of John and of the Pharisees fast, but Thy disciples fast not?” Mark 2:18. They
criticized Christ because He did not follow their traditions.

Jesus quoted Isaiah's words, “But in vain they do worship Me, teaching for doctrines the commandments of men.” Matthew 15:9. This
is what happens today.

There is not a single example in the Bible of anyone's conducting a mass. Such a ceremony was unknown to Bible writers, including
those who wrote of the primitive church of apostolic times. This practice was introduced in later centuries and has become a tradition
of the church. Its origin, therefore, is human and not divine.

Why should any ceremony be conducted for the benefit of dead persons, when, as has been pointed out in previous chapters, “the dead
know not anything”? The Bible declares plainly that no one who has died will regain consciousness until the day of resurrection. One
cannot help wondering, Why do so many people accept these practices? Paul supplies the answer: “The time will come when they will
not endure sound doctrine; but after their own lusts shall they heap to themselves teachers, having itching cars; and they shall turn
away their cars from the truth, and shall be turned unto fables.” 2 Timothy 4:3,4. “They received not the love of the truth, that they
might be saved. And for this cause God shall send them strong delusion, that they should believe a lie: that they all might be damned
who believed not the truth.” 2 Thessalonians 2:10-12.

“Thy word is truth,” Jesus said in a prayer to His Father. John 17:17. “Peter and the other apostles answered and said, We ought to

obey God rather than men.” Acts 5:29. Though other men may assume things that are contrary to the teachings of the Bible, we should
reject them. “Obey God rather than men.”
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15. Celibacy

THE Garden of Eden God saw that “it is not good that man should be alone,” but Catholic disagreement with this principle is
expressed in the teaching of celibacy. Priests and other men and women who dedicate their time to the promulgation of Catholicism,
and who are consecrated for that purpose, are forbidden to marry.

Peter, who is regarded by Catholics as the first pope, was married. Matthew says, “When Jesus was come into Peter's house, He saw
his wife's mother ... sick of a fever.” Matthew 8:14. Here the Bible speaks of Peter's wife, anddeclares that Peter and his wife lived at
home.

Paul offers further evidence that not only Peter (Cephas, John 1: 42), but the other apostles were married. “Have we not power to lead
about a sister, a wife, as well as other apostles, and as the brethren of the Lord, and Cephas?” 1 Corinthians 9:5.

The word “wife” in this text is also translated “woman,” but with the idea of a married woman. It is unthinkable that Peter and the
other apostles would take as traveling companions women to whom they were not married.

The English Catholic translation in the Douay Bible uses the word “woman.” The L. Van Esz and Allioli German Roman Catholic
versions translate it “Frau,” and “Weib.” If the translators of these verses had thought that the Greek or Latin meant an unmarried
woman, they would have translated it “Fraulein,” which means an unmarried girl or woman.

Weymouth, in his modern speech translation, renders this passage: “Have we not a right to take with us on our journeys a Christian
sister as our wife, as the rest of the apostles do-and the Lord's brothers and Peter?” Moffatt gives it: “Have we no right to travel with a
Christian wife, like the rest of the apostles, like the brothers of the Lord, like Cephas himself?”Faced with this contradiction of their
teachings, Catholic theologians say, “If he [Peter] had a wife at the time he was called to the ministry, he left her.”-Rev. Joseph B.
Ward, The Truth About Catholics, August 1, 1949, ed. No. 2, Catholic Literature Society, Los Angeles, California, p. 14.

They neglect to note, however, that Paul wrote his words in 1 Corinthians 9 many years after Peter had been called to the ministry.
Still later Paul wrote to Timothy recommending that young men who aspire to become bishops should be married:

If a man desire the office of a bishop, he desires a good work. A bishop then must be blameless, the husband of one wife; ... one that
rules well his own house, having his children in subjection with all gravity.” 1 Timothy 3:1-4. He also wrote of deacons: “Let the
deacons be the husbands of one wife, ruling their children and their own houses well.” Verse 12.

Philip the evangelist was also married. The author of the book of Acts, who traveled with Paul, wrote, “We entered into the house of
Philip the evangelist, which was one of the seven; and abode with him. And the same man had four daughters.” Acts 21:8,9.

In answer to the question, “Why don't Catholic priests marry?” Catholic theologians say, It would interfere with their work. Besides,
virginity is higher than the married state.”-Rev. Philip Leinfelder, What You Should Know About the Catholic Church, Catholic
Information Service, La Crosse, Wisconsin, pageThough the apostle Paul was a widower or a bachelor, he was by no means typical in
this respect. The priests and prophets of the Old Testament, as well as of the New, were married. Let us take a few examples: Aaron,
the high priest, Exodus 28:1; Samuel, a priest and judge, 1 Samuel 8:1-3; Eli, a priest, 1 Samuel 2:12; Moses, Exodus 18:1-6; other
priest