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Peter…first in apostolic succession to the church?
…makes no scriptural sense.

By Raymond Keable

Rome’s assertion that the Apostle Peter was the first in apostolic succession leading to the current Pope does not match up with scripture. There is no scriptural evidence that Peter was ever in Rome.  According to the Bible, it was the Apostle Paul who brought the gospel to Rome.  Paul says in Romans 1:7: “To all that be in Rome, beloved of God, called to be saints: Grace to you and peace from God our Father, and the Lord Jesus Christ,” and continues in Romans 1:15: “So, as much as in me is, I am ready to preach the gospel to you that are at Rome also.”  If the Catholic Church in Rome starts out with a false claim, would it be wrong to question their other doctrinal teachings?   In Roman Catholic dogma, the Latin phrase Ex cathedra, literally meaning “from the throne of (St. Peter),” is applied in Catholic theology to statements made by the Pope in his capacity as infallible guide and teacher of the faithful.  This dogma was promulgated in 1870, in the closing days of the Italian Risorgimento.  A Papal statement made ex cathedra is said to be protected by the Holy Spirit from all error.

Allow me to further expand this idea per their written definition.  “The only statements of the Pope that are infallible are statements that either reiterate what has always been taught by the Church or are ex cathedra solemn definitions (which can never contradict what has formerly been taught).  Infallible statements in the former category are said to exercise the ‘Universal’ or ‘Constant’ Magisterium (and anyone who repeats what the church has always taught is considered infallible): infallible statements in the latter category are said to exercise the ‘Extraordinary’ or ‘Solemn’ Magisterium.  Statements that exercise neither the Universal Magisterium or the Extraordinary Magisterium (ie..statements that do not simply reiterate what has always been taught or which are not solemn definitions expressed ex cathedra) are not infallible, and are said to be an exercise of the merely authentic Magisterium.  Such teaching is to be obeyed and given religious assent as long as it does not contradict infallible Magisterium and does not harm the faith or lead to sin.  Invocations of the Pope’s Solemn (or ‘Extraordinary’) Magisterium are rare.  Since 1870 only one statement exercising the Solemn Magisterium has been made, Pope Pius XII’s explicitly defining in 1950 the doctrine concerning the Assumption of Mary into Heaven.  Some commentators regard the dogmatic definition of Papal Infallibility itself in 1870, and the dogma of the Immaculate Conception of Mary in 1854, to be other recent examples of infallible pronouncements.” (From: Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia)

If you find this to be confusing, do not worry, you are not alone!  1Cor.14:33 says: “For God is not the author of confusion…”    Words such as Pope, Papal, ex cathedra, invocations, Universal, Catholic, Magisterium, Extraordinary, etc., are not found in the Bible.  If the words in the Bible are important to you, you will see that Pope Pius XII’s “infallible Solemn Magisterium” in 1950 about the Assumption of Mary into heaven is totally unscriptural.  In Luke 1:46,47, the mother of Jesus says: “And Mary said, My soul doth magnify the Lord, and my spirit hath rejoiced in God my Saviour.”  Mary needed a Saviour like the rest of us.  If Peter was the first Pope of Rome and if his statements are “infallible,” why did Peter forbid Cornelius in Acts 10:25, 26 from falling down at his feet to worship him?  Is it not the “traditional” rule in Rome to kneel at the feet of the Pope?  Peter calls himself a man just like Cornelius.  He never said that he was “infallible.”  The word “infallible” is found in only one verse in the Bible…Acts 1:3.  This verse is talking about the resurrected Lord Jesus Christ appearing to His apostles for 40 days…proving that He did rise from the dead and teaching those apostles who had been with Him during His earthly ministry about “…things pertaining to the kingdom of God.”  Acts 1:3 is very clear.  If you claim to speak infallibly for God Himself (a claim that many make, not just Rome) there is just one qualification needed:  You have to prove that you physically died and then physically rose again from the dead.  This is the only way to be infallible.  Honestly now, how else could we truly know?  John 2:19 is very clear in that Jesus Christ had the power to raise Himself from the dead.  How many of Rome’s Popes have ever risen from the dead?  In fact, in the history of mankind, has any person other than the Lord Jesus Christ ever raised himself from the dead?  The Apostle Paul wrote in 2 Cor.11:3 “But I fear, lest by any means, as the serpent beguiled Eve through his subtilty, so your minds should be corrupted from the simplicity that is in Christ.”     

Everything that God wanted to teach mankind is found in His Word!  God’s revelation to mankind was finished the moment our Bible was completed.  This was accomplished in the 1st century A.D.  This means that if you desire to know, understand, and serve God Almighty you have to go to His inspired Words.  If you claim to be a Bible believer, that is, God’s Word is your final authority in all matters of faith and morals…not a man, religion, denomination, dogma, tradition, etc., Rome’s claim to being the “true” church today is false.  This false teaching has caused billions of souls over the centuries (who have put faith in her teachings) to wind up in hell.  

Listed below are Bible verses with corresponding questions that every person, especially Catholics, should ask themselves regarding Rome’s so-called supremacy, Rome’s teachings that Peter’s words support their doctrinal foundation, Peter being the so-called “first” in apostolic succession to the church in Rome, and the Pope speaking ex cathedra.  Scripturally, are we to follow Peter’s writings today or Paul’s?  Put another way, are we to follow the edict’s of the church in Rome…or the Bible?  

1. Mat.16:9: Did the Lord ever accuse Paul of not understanding … or Peter and The 11?

1. Mat.16:9: Did the Lord ever accuse Paul of not remembering … or Peter and The 11? 

3.    Mat.16:22: Did Paul ever rebuke the Lord … or did Peter?

4.    Mat.16:22: Did Paul ever tell the Lord that he didn’t believe him … or did Peter say this?

5. Mat.16:23: Did the Lord ever call Paul Satan … or Peter?

6. Mat.16:23: Did the Lord ever say Paul was an offence to Him … or Peter?

7. Mat.16:23: Did the Lord ever tell Paul that he didn’t “savor the things of God”… or Peter?

8. Mat.16:23: Did the Lord ever tell Paul that he “savored the things of men”… or Peter?

9. Mat.17:20: Did the Lord ever accuse Paul of unbelief (after he was saved) …  or Peter and The 11? 

10. Mat.26:34: Did the Lord ever tell Paul he would deny him thrice … or Peter?

11. Mat.26:35,74,75; John 13:37,38: Did Paul ever lie to the Lord … or Peter?

12. Luke17:5: Did Paul ever ask for his faith to be increased … or Peter and The 11?

13.  Acts 9:15: Does the Lord say that Paul is His “chosen vessel”… or Peter?         

       14.   Acts 10:9-16; 11:5-10 v. 26:13-19: Was Paul ever disobedient to a “heavenly vision”… or 

               was Peter disobedient?

       15.  Rom.11:13; Gal.2:8: Does scripture say Paul is the “apostle of the Gentiles”… or Peter?

16. Gal.1:8-12 vs Rev.14:6: Did Paul receive a different gospel message from the ascended Lord … or Peter?

17. Luke 1:70; 18:31; 21:22: Is it Paul’s God-given message about the Lord that can be found “written by the prophets concerning the Son of man …” or is it the message Peter and The 11 were preaching?

18. Rom.16:25; Eph.3:1-5: Does Paul call his God-given message “…the preaching of Jesus Christ, according to the revelation of the mystery, which was kept secret since the foundation of the world”… or is it Peter who writes this? (In other words, could Paul’s message be found in the writings of the prophets…or was it a secret as scripture says?)

19. Mat.4:23; Acts 20:24: Was Paul’s gospel called the “gospel of the grace of God”…or Peter’s?

20. Acts 9:15; 26:16-18; 28:20: Did God send Paul to the Jews and Gentiles with this new gospel … or did He send Peter?  

21. Mat.10:5, 6; Acts 9:15: Was Paul’s gospel/ministry “limited” to just the Jews/circumcision … or was it Peter and The 11’s that was limited? (Mat.15:24; John1:11,31; 4:22)

22. Rom.2:16; 16:25; 2Tim.2:8: Did Paul personalize his message by calling it “my gospel” or did Peter? 
23. Rom.2:16: Did Paul say that his gospel will “judge the secrets of men by Jesus Christ”… or is it Peter’s gospel? 

24. 2Tim. 1:9; Titus 3:5; Eph.1:6, 7 v. Acts 3:19; 1Peter 1:13: Is it Paul’s gospel that gives us (Jew and Gentile) the knowledge of our “present time” salvation … or is it Peter’s gospel? (Rom.11:25-27)

25. 2Tim.2:13; Eph.4:30; Rom.5:11 v. 2Pet.2:20, 21; Luke 12:9: Is it Paul’s gospel that gives us our security in “once saved always saved” (an assurance of salvation) … or is it Peter’s gospel?

26. 1Thes.1:10; 5:9; Rom.5:9 v. 1Pet.1:7; 4:12; Heb.12:29: Does Paul’s gospel teach us that we have been “delivered from the wrath to come,” that “fiery trial”… or does Peter’s gospel teach this? 

27. 2Tim.1:9; 1Pet.1:13: Is it Paul’s gospel that says we have to wait and hope “for the grace that is to be brought unto you at the revelation of Jesus Christ”… or does Peter’s message state this? 

28. Gal.2:2: Was it Paul who communicated to The 12 circumcision apostles God’s new revelation/gospel … or was it Peter?

29. Rom.11:25-27; 2Tim.2:7 v. 1Pet.2:9; 2Pet.3:9,15, 16: Is it Paul (and the Holy Spirit) who had to reassure and teach Peter that “The Lord is not slack concerning his promise (Acts 15:7)?

30. Is there any doctrinal significance in the fact that chronologically Paul’s epistles are placed right after the book of Acts and before Peter’s … the “supposed head” of the church in Rome?

31. Acts 13:38, 39; Rom.3:28: Did Paul say that you can no longer “be justified by the law of Moses”… or was it Peter who said this?

32. Rom.10:4: Was it Paul who wrote “For Christ is the end of the law for righteousness to everyone that believeth”…or was it Peter?

33. Acts 14:27: Was it Paul’s gospel that “opened the door of faith unto the Gentiles”… or was it Peter’s gospel? 

34. Rom.2:11; 3:9, 10, 23, 29; Gal.3:28; 1Cor.12:13; Eph.2:11-15 v. Acts 2:5, 22, 36; 3:24-26; 4:8: Was it Paul’s gospel message that took away that God-made division between Jews and Gentiles … or was it Peter’s message?

35. Rom.1:13ff; 11:25-28; 1Cor.10:1ff; 1Cor.12:1ff; 2Cor.1:8ff; 1Thes.4:13-18: Is it Paul who gives us 6 scriptural reasons not to be ignorant of his God-given message … or was it Peter?  

36. Acts 18:24-26: Was it Paul’s gospel that had to be taught to Apollos so that he could know the “way of God more perfectly”…or was it the gospel Peter was preaching?

37. Luke 18:31-34: Was it Paul who did not understand that Jesus Christ had to suffer and be “…put to death…” or was it Peter and The 11?

38. Rom.3:25; Eph.1:7; Col.1:14: Was it Paul who first preached “faith in his blood”… or was it Peter?

39. Rom.1:16; 1Cor.1:18, 23, 24; Acts 2:36, 37: Was it Paul who first preached the “good news” about the crosswork and what it accomplished for everybody (Jew and Gentile) … or was it Peter?

40. Acts 10:34, 35; Tit.3:5:  Is it Paul who first taught that it is our faith alone in the shed blood of the cross that gets us the righteousness and acceptance of God and “not by works of righteousness”… or was it Peter?

41. Rom.10:17; Gal.3:1, 2; Phil.3:9: Is it Paul who calls people “foolish” and “bewitched” who “do not obey the truth” by thinking the “works of the law” can save them … or is it Peter?

42. Gal.3:3; Col.2:16, 20-23: Is it Paul who writes that “fleshly works” cannot make you “perfect” (mature), or is it Peter who writes this?

43. Eph.2:8, 9: Is it Paul who writes that it is not “boastful” to be assured of your salvation by faith alone and “Not of works, lest any man should boast”… or is it Peter?

44. Based on the last 4 points and verses, is there any truth in the “sin of presumption” (Rome’s teaching that it is a sin to know that by faith alone you are “saved”)?  Is there any Bible verse showing that it is sinful to know about your salvation?   

45. Rom.5:18; 6:23; Eph.2:8; Rom.3:24; 8:32: Is it Paul who informs all people today that salvation is a “free gift” (and not something we have to continually work for as Rome teaches with Phil.2:12) … or is it Peter?

46. Gal.4:1-5: Is it Paul who teaches that we are no longer “children … under tutors and governors … held in bondage … under the law”… or does Peter teach this?  

47. Eph.1:22, 23; Col.1:24: Is it Paul who talks about the formation of a new church, called His body, where Christ is the Head (consisting of Jews and Gentiles) … or is it Peter?

48. Acts 20:28 v. Acts 7:37, 38; Mat. 16:18: Before Paul, does scripture ever talk about the Lord shedding His blood for the other mentioned church’s? (It talks about His death in the O.T. and the shedding of blood for the new testament, but not about shedding His blood for a church.)  

49. 2Cor.5:17; Gal.6:15: Is it Paul who calls members of this new church a “new creature” … or Peter?  

50. Gal.2:7; 2 Cor.11:5: Did Paul add to Peter and The 11’s knowledge …or did Peter add to Paul’s knowledge?

51. Gal.2:7; 1Tim.1:11: Was this new gospel “committed” unto Paul … or unto Peter?  

52. Gal.2:9: Was it Paul who “perceived the grace” given to Peter and The 11 … or was it James, Cephas (Peter), and John (the “circumcision apostles”), who “perceived the grace” given to Paul?

53. Gal.2:9: Did Paul extend the “right hand of fellowship” to Peter and The 11, or did Peter, James, and John “who seemed to be pillars,” use their God-given authority (Mat.16:19; 18:18, 19) to sanction Paul’s new message by extending their right hands to Paul?

54. Gal.2:11-14: Scripturally, did Paul ever commit a public sin after salvation … or was it Peter?

55. Gal.2:11-14: Was it Paul who needed to be publicly rebuked by Peter for not keeping up with the “dispensational” change in God’s dealings with mankind … or did Paul have to rebuke Peter?

56. Eph.3:1: Is it Peter who says that he is the “prisoner of Jesus Christ for you Gentiles” or is it Paul?

57. Col. 1:25: Does scripture say that Peter fulfilled the word of God, or was it Paul?  In other words, who completed our canon of scripture?

58. Col.3:2: Did Peter ever say “Set your affections on things above, and not on things on earth” or was it Paul? 
59. Eph.3:1-9, 1Cor.9:17; Col.1:25: Was this new “dispensation” committed to Paul … or to Peter?

60. 1Tim.1:16: Does this verse teach that Christ first showed his “longsuffering” to Paul or Peter”

61. 1Tim.1:16: Does this verse teach that Paul that is our “pattern … to life everlasting”… or does it say this about Peter?  (In other words, can we go to Peter’s writings to find our salvation?)  

62. 1Cor.4:16; 11:1: Is it Paul who says if you follow him you will be following Christ … or is it Peter?

63. 1Cor.1:17; Acts 2:38: Was it Paul who wrote “For Christ sent me not to baptize … ” or was it Peter? (Could Peter ever have written such an edict?)

64. Eph.4:5; 1Cor.12:13: Is it Paul who teaches that the “one baptism” talked about in Eph.4:5 is “spiritual” in nature and not physical … or is it Peter?

65. Rom.11:15: Is it Paul who instructs us about the “reconciliation of the world” … or is it Peter?

66. 2Cor.5:18-20: Is it Paul who instructs us about our “ministry of reconciliation” … or is it Peter?   

67. 2Pet.3:15: Did Paul write about the wisdom given to Peter … or did Peter write about the “wisdom given” to Paul? 

68. 2Pet.3:15: Did Paul write this verse (pertaining to the “longsuffering of our Lord”) referring to Peter’s message … or did Peter write this verse referring to Paul’s God-given message?

69. 2Pet.3:16: Does Paul exhort us to study and learn Peter’s epistles … or does Peter exhort us to study and learn Paul’s epistles?

70. 2Pet.3:16: Does Paul ever say that if we don’t study and learn Peter’s epistles we will “wrest” unto our “own destruction” … or does Peter say this about Paul’s epistles?

71. 2Cor.4:3: Is it Paul (in talking about the gospel he preaches) who writes that if his “ … gospel be hid (covered up), it is hid to them that are lost” … or does Peter write this?  (Doesn’t this mean that those who believe Rome’s teachings are spiritually lost?)  

72. Romans – Philemon: Was it Paul who wrote 13 of the 27 N.T. books … or was it Peter?

73. 1Cor.15:8: According to this verse, was Paul the last one to see the Lord … or was it Peter?

       75.  1 Cor.3:10: One final question:  According to this verse, was it Paul who laid our doctrinal 

Foundation … or Peter?  “According to the grace of God which is given unto ME, as a wise builder,  I have laid the foundation...”                                                                                           
If you take the time to scripturally answer the above 75 questions, Peter’s headship … Peter’s supremacy … Peter’s primacy … Rome’s teachings fall by the wayside for those of us today who understand that we are living in a different dispensation.  One of Rome’s biggest mistakes is with Mat.16:18 … teaching that this is “today’s” church.  This is the future Jewish Messianic church prophesied by the Lord to Israel.  The Lord does not promise to build His church upon Peter, but upon Himself, as Peter himself is careful to tell Israel (1Pet.2:4-9; Isaiah 28:16).  Today’s church in the dispensation of grace is called the Lord’s body (Eph.1:22, 23; Col.1:24).  

Scripturally, if there was such an office as “Pope,” and if one of The 12 were chosen on the basis of their qualifications and loyalty to the Lord, it certainly would not be Peter … it would be John.  Just read John 21:21-24 with John 1:31-34; 1John 5:7, 10, 11; and Rev.1:2.  Now compare these verses with the above 75 points.  It was John, in his writings, who “bare record” of the Lord.  Nowhere in scripture does it say this about Peter!  Peter was the one who “denied and lied” … not John!  I am not saying that Peter did not love Jesus.  I am not saying that Peter did not teach about Jesus.  All I am saying is to look at the written facts.  Looking back over the years of history, it is not hard to fit the Church in Rome with the words Paul spoke in Romans 1:22: “Professing themselves to be wise, they became fools.”  

Peter certainly was head of The 12 Apostles.  What Peter and the “circumcision apostles” taught (and what is taught in Hebrews through Revelation) will most certainly be relevant for the nation of Israel when God once again turns His attention back to the “nation of His creation” (Isa.43: 1,15,21).  As a nation, Israel has a “future,” “prophesied” purging (Mat.13:24-30, 36-43).  Actually, the Jewish prophet Jeremiah (and other O.T. Jewish prophets), prophesied to the nation of their future “day of wrath” for this continually disobedient nation: Jer.30:7: “Alas! for that day is great, so that none is like it: it is even the time of Jacob’s trouble; but he shall be saved out of it.”  (Gen.32:28; Jer.3:24, 25; 32:30; Rom.11:26).  Peter learned this and wrote it in scripture. Why not Rome?  Rome must have another reason for not teaching the truth.  

The whole point of this study is to bring you to the knowledge of salvation.  You can most assuredly know where you will spend eternity.  You do not have to hope … you do not have to wonder … you do not have to wait for a priest or a pope or a religion to tell you.  There are only two places a person’s soul goes after death … heaven or hell.  You personally make the choice before you physically die.  Purgatory (or purgation) denies the fact that you can be “complete in Christ” (Col.2:10) and it demotes the “cross work” of Jesus Christ … thus demoting our Lord.  If you believe that Paul was an apostle appointed by God … if you believe that Paul penned approximately one-half of the New Testament books (Paul wrote 100 chapters with 2,325 verses compared to Peter who wrote 8 chapters with 166 verses) … if you believe that there is a doctrinal reason why Paul’s epistles are placed before Peter’s … if you believe that God’s words in Paul’s epistles clearly teach that salvation today is a free gift … if you believe Paul’s message is

to everybody today and not just for the nation of Israel … then you are believing God’s Word!

For all of you parents reading this please stop and think for a moment.  Have you ever given your child a gift?  If your answer is yes, would you please give some serious thought to the next two questions?  Did you ever ask your child to pay for the gift?  Did you ever ask your child to give it back to you?  Gal.3:26, 27 says it much better than I can: “For ye are all the children of God by faith in Jesus Christ. For as many of you as have been baptized into Christ have put on Christ.”  Please notice that this passage does not include any words that say we have to do “works of righteousness” to become a child of God.  This baptism is spiritual as Romans 6 describes: “baptized into his death” and also 1Cor.12:13: “For by one Spirit are we all baptized into one body…”  If you have faith in Jesus Christ and believe on what “He” accomplished for us, His Word states that you are a child of God.  You have received the free gift: “… but the gift of God is eternal life through Jesus Christ” (Rom.6:23).  Did our Heavenly Father ever say you had to work for this gift?  No … not in this dispensation!  He put the word “free” in front of “gift” for a very good reason … so that we could have this assurance … something Rome totally repudiates.  Why is it that we can only read about this “free gift” in Paul’s epistles (Rom.5:15,16,18)?               

There is something else that is also very revealing.  It is only in Paul’s message (Rom.8:15; Gal.4:6) where one can read that as children of God today we have the privilege to call Him “Abba Father.”  The only other person in the Bible allowed to use this close and personal term of endearment was the Lord Jesus Christ Himself (Mark 14:36).  As our heavenly Father, do you honestly think He would take back the gift?           

2Tim.3:16 says: “All scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for instruction in righteousness.”  Paul had to “instruct” Peter … with his doctrine.  Paul had to “reprove” Peter … for being hypocritical to the newly revealed truth (Gal. 2:11-21).  Paul had to teach Peter that the “righteousness of God” (2Cor.5:21) comes by faith alone in what Christ accomplished on the cross … to everybody … Jew or Gentile.  Paul had to instruct Peter that “salvation” and “service” are two different issues in this present dispensation.  Under the law, in that dispensation, it was different.  

Rome and its priests have never publicly admitted to the scriptural fact that the Apostle Paul was raised up to usher in a new dispensation with a new gospel … the “capstone of progressive revelation” (Col.1:25).  Paul was not one of The 12 circumcision apostles because he did not qualify (per the instructions given in Acts 1:21-26).  Rome has never fessed up to the scriptural fact that Paul is our apostle for today.  1Cor.14:37 clearly states: “If any man think himself to be a prophet, or spiritual, let him acknowledge that the things that I write unto you are the commandments of the Lord.”   Rome calls him Saint Paul, yet they take carefully chosen words of his (out of context) and skillfully mix them with their man-made religion.   This “dominion oriented” religion produces fear and guilt … certainly no true joy.  2Cor.1:24 says: “Not for that we have dominion over your faith, but are helpers of your joy: for by faith ye stand.”  Acts 20:24 is also very clear in instructing us that the only “true joy” anyone can have is by believing and preaching Paul’s gospel.  Why?  Because it is Paul’s God given gospel that gives us an “assurance” of salvation: “But none of these things move me, neither count I my life dear unto myself, so that I might finish my course with joy, and the ministry which I have received of the Lord Jesus, to testify the GOSPEL OF THE GRACE OF GOD.”  What joy can you possibly have if you have to wonder all your life if you have been good enough to go to heaven?  What good is your faith if you do not have an assurance of heaven.  What good is a religion that denies our completeness in Christ (Col.2:10) and God’s preserving those that are His (2Cor.5:17; Eph.4:30)?   

Rome has never fessed up to the scriptural fact that Peter’s gospel was focused on the nation of Israel and that Israel, as a nation, had to be saved first (Mat.15:21-28; Acts 3:24-26).  The proof that this message has not come to pass is that Israel, as a nation, is NOT saved today!  Today, just like yesterday, there are many unbelievers in Israel … never having believed in the Lord Jesus Christ.  Luke wrote of Israel’s priests: “… Beware ye of the leaven of the Pharisees, which is hypocrisy” (Luke12:1).  Paul wrote in Gal.5:9: “A little leaven leaveneth the whole lump.”  The author of Hebrews tells us that in the future not one Jew will have to be taught of the Lord because they will all know and believe in Jesus Christ.  Heb.8:11: “And they shall not teach every man his neighbor, and every man his brother, saying, Know the Lord: for all shall know me, from the least to the greatest.”  Is this verse true today?  Of course not!  Do you have the faith to believe this verse?      

Rome starts her hypocrisy by teaching that Peter brought the gospel to Rome.  This is directly opposed to what God’s Word teaches (Rom.1:7, 15).  This means that what Rome has been teaching over the centuries is false.  They have built a theological system on a LIE!  Paul clearly states that the instructions given to him by the Lord are our foundation for today.  

Well spake the Prophet Jeremiah to Israel’s priests and leaders when he wrote “… for ye have perverted the words of the living God, of the Lord of hosts our God” (Jer.23:36) and Matthew when he wrote later in time to the same group of people in Mat.15:9, 14: “But in vain do they worship me, teaching for doctrines the commandments of men.  Let them alone: they be blind leaders of the blind. And if the blind lead the blind, both shall fall into the ditch.”  Rome has put herself in the place of Israel’s priests.   

If the above 75 points do not convince you of the falseness of Rome’s teachings, then nothing will.  If this is the case, the reason is because you have put your trust in a “theological system” and in the “traditions and commandments of men” instead of the Word of God (Mark 7:7, 13).  How do I know this?  I was there myself.  I was raised Roman Catholic.  I know that the vast majority of my deceased relatives are now in hell suffering eternal torment because they did not trust in the sufficiency of the cross … the shed blood.  

Please consider the verses listed above.  I have absolutely nothing to gain.  I have not asked you to join me.  I have not asked you to follow me.  I have not asked you for money.  I have not asked you to give up anything.  I have not asked you to light a candle.  I have not asked you to confess your sins.  What I have humbly asked you to do is to read, study, and believe the Scriptures.  The issue at stake is the final destination of your soul.  Mat.10:28: “And fear not them which kill the body, but are not able to kill the soul: but rather fear him which is able to destroy both soul and body in hell.”  The church in Rome is just one of the emissaries of Satan.  Once Satan gets you in hell, there is no turning back (Luke 16:19-31).  

For the last 2000 years, God’s focus for the world has been His longsuffering, His withheld wrath, and the offer of the “free gift” of salvation to anyone who has simply trusted that Christ died for their sins.  Reach out for the “free gift” of salvation, won’t you?  Once you have it, your Heavenly Father will never let you go!

