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Roman Catholicism (Part 1)

Introduction

1. Basic RCC claims:

a. The RCC claims be the true church of Jesus Christ and the sole possessor of authentic Christian teaching. 

b. It distinguishes itself from and discriminates against all non-Roman-Catholic forms of Christianity on these grounds.

c. Quotes

i. “Roman Catholicism – Christian church characterized by its uniform, highly developed doctrinal and organizational structure that traces its history to the Apostles of Jesus Christ in the 1st century AD. Along with Eastern Orthodoxy and Protestantism, it is one of the three major branches of Christianity.” – Britannica.com

ii. “Roman Catholicism – From the time of the earliest heresies the church has thought of itself as the one and only worshiping community that traced itself back to the group established by Jesus Christ.” – Britannica.com

iii. “Roman Catholicism – The claim of the Roman Catholic Church to be the one legitimate continuation of the community established by Jesus Christ is based on apostolic succession.” – Britannica.com

d. The RCC (Roman Catholic Church) is a significant contributor to modern Catholic and Protestant theology.

i. Therefore, the RCC’s claims deserves investigation by any Christian who genuinely seeks to be a disciple of Jesus Christ and His teaching.

2. Substantiating the RCC’s claims

a. The first century’s relevance

i. In order to substantiate these claims the RCC must demonstrate that its essential characteristics, in doctrine, in structure, and in practice were evident in the first century Church – the era in which the Apostles lived and taught. 

ii. The history of this period of the Church is restricted to the New Testament record and a few epistles, which date to this time.

b. The third and fourth centuries’ irrelevance

i. It is not sufficient for the RCC to demonstrate the existence of Roman Catholic traits in the church of later antiquity (the 3rd and 4th centuries). 

ii. It is not sufficient for the RCC to demonstrate that Roman Catholic scholars and clergy after the 3rd and 4th centuries claimed that the RCC is the true church of Jesus Christ and the sole possessor of authentic Christian teaching.

1. The beliefs of 3rd and 4th century Roman Catholic scholars and clergy that the RCC was the authentic, original, and true church of Jesus Christ and the sole possessor of authentic Christian teaching does nothing prove that RCC is, in fact, such a thing. 

2. This only proves that Roman Catholic scholars believed that it was.

iii. Prevalence of Roman Catholicism in the church of the 3rd and 4th centuries does nothing to substantiate the claim that the RCC is the authentic, original, and true church of Jesus Christ and the sole possessor of authentic Christian teaching.

iv. Evidence of Roman Catholicism in the 3rd and 4th centuries:

1. only establishes that the RCC was a phenomenon or development of that period.

2. It cannot attest to the presence of Roman Catholicism in the earliest Church or that Roman Catholicism was proclaimed by Jesus Christ and His Apostles.

3. Conclusions

a. The principle question:

i. Whether or not Roman Catholicism is a product of the teachings of Jesus Christ and His Apostles contained in the New Testament record or is more accurately understood as a later phenomenon or development. 

ii. With regard to this second option, is Roman Catholicism a product of the 3rd and 4th century merging of Roman imperialism and Neoplatonic paganism with Christianity?

b. Approach

i. We will examine several fundamental characteristics of Roman Catholicism 

ii. We will determine whether they are derived from the teaching of Jesus Christ contained in the New Testament or of Roman imperialism and Neoplatonic paganism. 

c. Conclusions

i. It is impossible to derive Roman Catholicism from the New Testament record of the teachings of Jesus Christ and His Apostles

ii. However, there is more than ample evidence that Roman Catholicism is a syncretistic blend of Christianity, Roman imperialism, and Neoplatonic paganism.

Scripture and Tradition

4. Roman Catholicism recognizes two forms of authoritative Christian writing or Apostolic teaching: 

a. Sacred Scripture 

b. Sacred Tradition

c. Quotes

i. “In order that the full and living Gospel might always be preserved in the Church the apostles left bishops as their successors. They gave them 'their own position of teaching authority.'"35 Indeed, the apostolic preaching, which is expressed in a special way in the inspired books, was to be preserved in a continuous line of succession until the end of time."36 This living transmission, accomplished in the Holy Spirit, is called Tradition, since it is distinct from Sacred Scripture, though closely connected to it. Through Tradition, "the Church, in her doctrine, life, and worship perpetuates and transmits to every generation all that she [the Church] herself is, all that she believes."37” – The Catholic Catechism, Part 1, Section 1, Chapter 2, Article 2, Roman Numeral I, verses 35-37

ii. “Roman Catholicism – But against the Protestant slogan of sola Scriptura (“Scripture alone”), itself subject to misinterpretation, the Roman Catholic Church advanced the argument that the church existed before the New Testament. In fact, the church both produced and authenticated the New Testament as the word of God. For this belief, at least, tradition is the exclusive source; and this furnished a warrant for the Catholic affirmation of the body of truth that is transmitted to the church through the college of bishops and preserved by oral tradition (meaning that it was not written in the Scriptures). The Roman Church therefore affirmed its right to find out what it believed by consulting its own beliefs as well as the Scriptures. The Council of Trent affirmed that the deposit of faith was preserved in the Scriptures and in unwritten (not in the Bible) traditions and that the Catholic Church accepts these two with equal reverence. The council studiously avoided the statement that they meant these “two” as two sources of the deposit, but most Catholic theologians after the council understood the statement as meaning two sources. Protestants thought it meant the Roman Catholic Church had written a second Bible.” – Britannica.com

d. More from the Catechism of the Catholic Church, 

i. All quotes are taken from the official website of the Roman Catholic Church This website can be accessed online at http://www.vatican.va/phome_en.htm
ii. PART ONE, THE PROFESSION OF FAITH, SECTION ONE, "I BELIEVE" - "WE BELIEVE," CHAPTER TWO GOD COMES TO MEET MAN, ARTICLE 2, THE TRANSMISSION OF DIVINE REVELATION

iii. II. THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN TRADITION AND SACRED SCRIPTURE One common source. . . 

1. 80 "Sacred Tradition and Sacred Scripture, then, are bound closely together, and communicate one with the other. For both of them, flowing out from the same divine well-spring, come together in some fashion to form one thing, and move towards the same goal."40 Each of them makes present and fruitful in the Church the mystery of Christ, who promised to remain with his own "always, to the close of the age".41

2. 81 "Sacred Scripture is the speech of God as it is put down in writing under the breath of the Holy Spirit."42 "And [Holy] Tradition transmits in its entirety the Word of God which has been entrusted to the apostles by Christ the Lord and the Holy Spirit. It transmits it to the successors of the apostles so that, enlightened by the Spirit of truth, they may faithfully preserve, expound and spread it abroad by their preaching."43 

3. 82 As a result the Church, to whom the transmission and interpretation of Revelation is entrusted, "does not derive her certainty about all revealed truths from the holy Scriptures alone. Both Scripture and Tradition must be accepted and honored with equal sentiments of devotion and reverence."44

e. For, Roman Catholics both Sacred Scripture and Sacred Tradition are written forms of Apostolic teaching, are inspired by the Holy Spirit, and are equally authoritative for understanding Christian belief and practice. 

5. Why and how then are Sacred Scripture and Sacred Tradition distinguished from one another?

a. One reason is their relative proximity to Jesus Christ and His Apostles. 

i. Scripture – 

1. The New Testament was written by the Apostles of Jesus as well as other first century, first generation Christians.

ii. Tradition – 

1. The continued recording of ongoing Apostolic teaching by second, third, and later generation Christian scholars, clergy, and leadership as they expounded on the teachings of Jesus Christ. 

2. Tradition starts small with only a few existing first century works. 

3. In the second century it gains momentum with a few more significant writings such as Irenaeus and Justin Martyr. 

4. By the third and fourth centuries the writing of Sacred Tradition was flourishing through the efforts of men like Origen and Augustine. 

5. Since then it has continued to be added to by popes, bishops, and many prominent theologians.

6. Examining Scripture and the Traditions of the RCC

a. At first we will not predicate our investigation of RCC claims based upon a denial of Sacred Tradition. 

b. We do reject the Roman Catholic view that Tradition contains Apostolic teaching, is inspired, and is authoritative. 

c. Our refutation of the claims of the RCC will not be based upon this our rejection of the RCC’s view of Tradition. 

d. Instead, we will be examining the record of Church teaching from the New Testament and the early 1st and 2nd century writings of “Sacred Tradition” to see if they reveal a Roman Catholic Church or are conflicting with Roman Catholicism. 

e. Determinations

i. If we find evidence of Roman Catholicism within the 1st and 2nd century Church writings we may conclude that the RCC is, in fact, the true church of Jesus Christ and the sole possessor of authentic Christian teaching. 

ii. However, if sufficient evidence of Roman Catholicism cannot be found in these early 1st and 2nd century writings, but does not emerge until the 3rd or 4th centuries, then we will conclude that the RCC is merely a later phenomenon and seek to find those sources, which contributed to its development.

f. What we will show

i. We will show four things over the course of this examination. 

1. First we will show that the writings of the 1st and 2nd century Church do not support the claims of the RCC, regardless of whether or not they are considered authoritative. 

2. Second, by extension, the claims and teachings of the RCC can only be found in “Sacred Tradition” as we approach the 3rd and 4th centuries A.D. 

3. Third, those writings of “Sacred Tradition,” which do contain distinctly Roman Catholic characteristics or claims constitute a clear contradiction within Roman Catholicism by contradicting the Sacred Scripture, which the RCC itself upholds to be the inspired, authoritative, and inerrant Word of God. 

4. And fourth, Roman Catholicism is only accurately understood as a syncretistic blending of Christianity into Roman imperialism and Neoplatonic paganism.

7. A Disclaimer about the Protestant Reformation
a. Disclaimers

i. The Protestant Reformation is the chief historical movement, which has provided for Christians in the West to break free of Roman Catholicism.

ii. It is not our intention to validate the claims of Protestantism and the Reformation. 

iii. This task may inadvertently be accomplished to some degree due to the nature of our study. 

iv. We do not consider ourselves to be Reformers or Protestants. 

v. We are grateful to Reformation scholars who did so much to pull the Church away from the deviant developments of Roman Catholicism and allow a return to authentic Christian teaching. 

vi. There is no greater accomplishment of the Reformation than their affirmation of the sole authority of the Scriptures for forming sound Christian doctrine (in addition to the essential doctrine of sola fide, salvation by faith alone).

b. Shortcomings of the Reformation

i. The objections and objectives of the Reformation do miss the mark. 

ii. In seeking simply to REFORM only some of the more egregious Roman Catholic tangents, Reformation leaders wholly adopted large doctrinal and philosophical elements of Roman Catholicism. 

iii. Reformers incorporate(d) no small number of unsound theological traditions, beliefs, and practices, which continue to be proliferated in modern Christianity today, in both Roman Catholic and Protestant circles alike. 

iv. Chief among these are 

1. the notion that orthodoxy is developed through a gradual process of doctrinal crises rather than being intact and understood from the onset of Christianity, 

2. the acceptability of Christianizing pagan religious ideologies and customs, and 

3. the subjective spiritualization (allegorizing) of Christian teaching contained in God’s Word.

c. Restoration, not reformation

i. Instead of a Reformation, what was needed then and is still needed today is a restoration. 

ii. Instead of merely reforming some undesirable developments what we need is a restoration of original, authentic, and true Christian teaching, not just in part, but in whole. 

iii. We need to not simply reform bad theological constructs into better ones, but completely abandon all beliefs and practices, which not being founded in the teachings of Jesus Christ and His Apostles were developed by other men, however well-intentioned, in the 1,900 years plus since.

iv. We appreciate the contributions of Reformation scholars, but our interest is not in validating or affirming16th century Reformation theology, but returning to and restoring the 1st century Christian teachings of Jesus Christ and His Apostles.

Apostolic Succession and Roman Papal Authority – the Superiority of Peter

Analysis of Scriptural Evidence

8. RCC Petrine Doctrines and Papal Authority

a. One of the chief defining characteristics of Roman Catholicism is its claim that the pope is the successor of the Apostle Peter, who was appointed by Jesus as the leader of the Apostles and of the Church. 

b. The RCC claims that this position bestows upon the pope doctrinal authority over the Church and interpretational authority over the Scriptures. 

c. This power ultimately rests in the pope alone, but is supported and to a lesser extent shared by the bishops of the RCC. 

d. Through the pope, the RCC claims the sole authority to pronounce what the true teachings of Jesus Christ are.

9. Quotes

a. See Quotations from RCC Articles, Papal Authority and Peter
b. See Addendum: In Their Own Words
10. Britannica.com, the Columbia Encyclopedia, the Catholic Encyclopedia, and the Catholic Catechism all repeatedly inform us in clear terms that Roman Catholicism claims the following facts: 

a. Jesus appointed the Apostle Peter to a position of sovereignty over the other Apostles and over the Church.

b. Jesus conferred upon Peter the authority to determine what Church doctrine is.

c. Peter was bishop of Rome.

d. Peter recognized that he was to pass this unique office and authority on to successive bishops of Rome, who would also hold this same authority over the Church and over Church doctrine, and so he did.

11. The Catholic Encyclopedia expresses the crucial importance of this doctrine in the following quote.

a. “The Pope – The position of St. Peter after the Ascension, as shown in the Acts of the Apostles, realizes to the full the great commission bestowed upon him. He is from the first the chief of the Apostolic band -- not primus inter pares, but the undisputed head of the Church (see CHURCH, THE, III). If then Christ, as we have seen, established His Church as a society subordinated to a single supreme head, it follows from the very nature of the case that this office is perpetual, and cannot have been a mere transitory feature of ecclesiastical life. For the Church must endure to the end the very same organization which Christ established. But in an organized society it is precisely the constitution which is the essential feature. A change in constitution transforms it into a society of a different kind. If then the Church should adopt a constitution other than Christ gave it, it would no longer be His handiwork. It would no longer be the Divine kingdom established by Him. As a society it would have passed through essential modifications, and thereby would have become a human, not a Divine institution. None who believe that Christ came on earth to found a Church, an organized society destined to endure for ever, can admit the possibility of a change in the organization given to it by its Founder. The same conclusion also follows from a consideration of the end which, by Christ's declaration, the supremacy of Peter was intended to effect. He was to give the Church strength to resist her foes, so that the gates of hell should not prevail against her. The contest with the powers of evil does not belong to the Apostolic age alone. It is a permanent feature of the Church's life. Hence, throughout the centuries the office of Peter must be realized in the Church, in order that she may prevail in her age-long struggle. Thus an analysis of Christ's words shows us that the perpetuity of the office of supreme head is to be reckoned among the truths revealed in Scripture. His promise to Peter conveyed not merely a personal prerogative, but established a permanent office in the Church. And in this sense, as will appear in the next section, His words were understood by Latin and Greek Fathers alike.” – Catholic Encyclopedia
12. The Catholic Encyclopedia asserts that:

a. “The Church must endure to the end the very same organization which Christ established.”

b. “If then the Church should adopt a constitution other than Christ gave it, it would no longer be His handiwork. It would no longer be the Divine kingdom established by Him. As a society it would have passed through essential modifications, and thereby would have become a human, not a Divine institution.”

c. “None who believe that Christ came on earth to found a Church, an organized society destined to endure for ever, can admit the possibility of a change in the organization given to it by its Founder.”

13. KEEP IN MIND: Catholic Conclusions

a. According to the Catholic Encyclopedia any organization which deviates, changes from, or adopts an organization of the Church different from that which was originally intended by Jesus Christ is illegitimate. 

b. If then, our study reveals that the Roman Catholic church has adopted an organization for the Church which is different from that taught by Jesus Christ and His Apostles and exhibited in the earliest Church, then according the Catholic Encyclopedia, Roman Catholicism is an illegitimate body, which is not the handiwork of Christ, but is merely a human, rather than divinely mandated institution.

14. Overall course of analysis

a. If Roman Catholicism is the true Church of Jesus Christ and possesses the true teachings of Jesus Christ then we should be able to verify these claims in the New Testament record and in the writings of early the Church. 

b. We will start first with the scripture and then proceed to investigate other early Church writings.

Roman Catholicism (Part 2)

15. Examining Petrine Doctrine and Papal Authority

a. Scripturally speaking, the RCC relies upon just two New Testament passages, which it claims establish the first two items from our list above.

i. Jesus appointed the Apostle Peter to a position of sovereignty over the other Apostles and over the Church.

ii. Jesus conferred upon Peter the authority to determine what Church doctrine is.

b. Scriptural support?

i. “The Pope – The proof that Christ constituted St. Peter head of His Church is found in the two famous Petrine texts, Matthew 16:17-19, and John 21:15-17.” – Catholic Encyclopedia

ii. “Roman Catholicism – Of the Petrine texts, Matthew 16:18 f. is clearly central and has the distinction of being the first scriptural text invoked to support the primatial claims of the Roman bishops.” – Britannica.com

c. Examining John 21:15-17

i. Scripture

1. John 21:14 This is now the third time that Jesus shewed himself to his disciples, after that he was risen from the dead. 15 So when they had dined, Jesus saith to Simon Peter, Simon, son of Jonas, lovest thou me more than these? He saith unto him, Yea, Lord; thou knowest that I love thee. He saith unto him, Feed my lambs. 16 He saith to him again the second time, Simon, son of Jonas, lovest thou me? He saith unto him, Yea, Lord; thou knowest that I love thee. He saith unto him, Feed my sheep. 17 He saith unto him the third time, Simon, son of Jonas, lovest thou me? Peter was grieved because he said unto him the third time, Lovest thou me? And he said unto him, Lord, thou knowest all things; thou knowest that I love thee. Jesus saith unto him, Feed my sheep. 18 Verily, verily, I say unto thee, When thou wast young, thou girdest thyself, and walkedst whither thou wouldest: but when thou shalt be old, thou shalt stretch forth thy hands, and another shall gird thee, and carry thee whither thou wouldest not. 19 This spake he, signifying by what death he should glorify God. And when he had spoken this, he saith unto him, Follow me.

ii. The Catholic Encyclopedia’s interpretation of John 21 and its bearing on Peter’s papal authority.

1. “The Pope – The promise made by Christ in Matthew 16:16-19, received its fulfilment after the Resurrection in the scene described in John 21. Here the Lord, when about to leave the earth, places the whole flock -- the sheep and the lambs alike -- in the charge of the Apostle.” – Catholic Encyclopedia

2. “The Pope – The scene stands in striking parallelism with that of Matthew 16. As there the reward was given to Peter after a profession of faith which singled him out from the other eleven, so here Christ demands a similar protestation, but this time of a yet higher virtue: "Simon, son of John, lovest thou Me more than these"? Here, too, as there, He bestows on the Apostle an office which in its highest sense is proper to Himself alone. There Christ had promised to make Peter the foundation-stone of the house of God: here He makes him the shepherd of God's flock to take the place of Himself, the Good Shepherd.” – Catholic Encyclopedia

iii. Interpretating John 21

1. It is difficult to see how John 21:15-17 establishes Peter as the chief Apostle or grants him papal authority over either the Church or in determining doctrine. 

2. The content of the passage merely includes Jesus asking Peter three times if he loved Him and after each affirmative response from Peter, Jesus tells him to feed His sheep. 

3. It does not follow from this passage that Jesus is bestowing any sort of special office or authority on Peter whatsoever.

4. The only way to reach the RCC’s conclusion is to first assume the Roman Catholic position that Jesus did confer such a status to Peter and then to interpret this passage in light of that presumption.

5. This is:

a. Poor hermeneutic practice 

b. Unsound exegesis 

c. Complete circular reasoning. 

6. The only thing that this passage indicates is Jesus restoration of Peter’s confidence after his tragic denial just prior to the crucifixion, which also occurred in three repeated statements.

16. Examining Matthew 16

a. Scripture

i. Matthew 16:13 When Jesus came into the coasts of Caesarea Philippi, he asked his disciples, saying, Whom do men say that I the Son of man am? 14 And they said, Some say that thou art John the Baptist: some, Elias; and others, Jeremias, or one of the prophets. 15 He saith unto them, But whom say ye that I am? 16 And Simon Peter answered and said, Thou art the Christ, the Son of the living God. 17 And Jesus answered and said unto him, Blessed art thou, Simon Barjona: for flesh and blood hath not revealed it unto thee, but my Father which is in heaven. 18 And I say also unto thee, That thou art Peter (4074), and upon this rock (4073) I will build my church; and the gates of hell shall not prevail against it. 19 And I will give unto thee the keys of the kingdom of heaven: and whatsoever thou shalt bind on earth shall be bound in heaven: and whatsoever thou shalt loose on earth shall be loosed in heaven. 20 Then charged he his disciples that they should tell no man that he was Jesus the Christ.

b. Roman Catholic interpretation of Matthew 16:17-19

i. “The Pope – In Matthew 16:17-19, the office is solemnly promised to the Apostle. In response to his profession of faith in the Divine Nature of his Master, Christ thus addresses him:. "Blessed art thou, Simon Bar-Jona: because flesh and blood hath not revealed it to thee, but my Father who is in heaven.” – Catholic Encyclopedia

ii. “The Pope – The prerogatives here promised are manifestly personal to Peter. His profession of faith was not made as has been sometimes asserted, in the name of the other Apostles. This is evident from the words of Christ. He pronounces on the Apostle, distinguishing him by his name Simon son of John, a peculiar and personal blessing, declaring that his knowledge regarding the Divine Sonship sprang from a special revelation granted to him by the Father (cf. Matthew 11:27).” – Catholic Encyclopedia 

iii. “The Pope – He further proceeds to recompense this confession of His Divinity by bestowing upon him a reward proper to himself: ‘Thou art Peter [Cepha, transliterated also Kipha] and upon this rock [Cepha] I will build my Church.’ The word for Peter and for rock in the original Aramaic is one and the same; this renders it evident that the various attempts to explain the term ‘rock’ as having reference not to Peter himself but to something else are misinterpretations. It is Peter who is the rock of the Church.” – Catholic Encyclopedia

1. (check Addendum on RCC Catechism)

c. Principle questions in interpreting Matthew 16 

i. Whether or not we can derive the Roman Catholic doctrine regarding Peter’s papal authority from this passage without first presuming the Roman Catholic position.

1. We do not seek to understand whether or not Roman Catholics believe that Peter was the first pope. We already know the answer to that.

2. What we want to know is if Jesus did, in fact, bestow this office and its authority upon Peter.

ii. Was Peter the rock upon which Jesus would build the Church?

1. The RCC argues that this passage unequivocally indicates that Peter was granted papal authority because Jesus said that he (Peter) was the rock upon which the Church will be built. 

2. If, however, this single passage does not indicate that Peter is the rock upon which the Church will be built then it seems that this crucial Roman Catholic doctrine did not originate from the teaching of Jesus’ Christ.

d. First refutation: 

i. Even if Jesus is indicating that Peter is the rock upon which the Church will be built as Roman Catholics argue, does it follow that Peter was granted the authority to infallibly declare what is and what is not authentic Christian teaching as the RCC claims? 

1. Chicken and egg issues: 

a. Is sound doctrine established by Peter’s papal authority? 

b. OR is Peter made the supreme authority because he first exhibits sound doctrine?

ii. For Roman Catholics, what is and is not sound doctrine is a product of papal authority. In other words, authority produces doctrine.

1. “Roman Catholicism – The Roman pontiff is vested with the entire teaching authority of the Roman Catholic Church; this was solemnly declared in the first Vatican Council. This means that he is the only spokesman for the entire Roman Church; the papacy carries in itself the power to act as supreme pastor. It is expected that he will assure himself that he expresses the existing consensus of the church, but in fact the documents of the first Vatican Council are open to the understanding that the pope may form the consensus by his utterance.” – Britannica.com

2. “Roman Catholicism – The first Vatican Council declared that the pope, when he teaches solemnly and in the area of faith and morals as the supreme universal pastor, teaches infallibly with that infallibility that the church has. The infallibility of the church has never been defined, and its extent is understood by theologians in the sense of pontifical infallibility as limited to faith and morals.” – Britannica.com

3. “Roman Catholicism – Dogma is the name given to a proposition that is proclaimed with all possible solemnity either by the Roman pontiff or by an ecumenical council. A dogma is a revealed truth that the Roman Catholic Church solemnly declares to be true and to be revealed; it is most properly the object of faith.” – Britannica.com

4. “Papacy – That church further holds that God will not permit the pope to make an error in a solemn official declaration concerning a matter of faith or morality (see infallibility).” – The Columbia Encyclopedia, Sixth Edition. 2001.

5. “Infallibility – Roman Catholics hold that the infallibility of the church is vested in the pope, when he speaks ex cathedra (i.e., from the chair of Peter, as the visible head of the church) on matters of faith and morals. Definitive pronouncements resulting from an ecumenical council, when ratified by the pope, are also held to be infallible. The pope speaks ex cathedra only rarely and after long deliberation. The dogma of papal infallibility was enunciated by the First Vatican Council (1870).” – The Columbia Encyclopedia, Sixth Edition. 2001.

iii. Proper interpretation

1. Jesus’ statements in Matthew 16:15-17 clearly establish that any authority granted to Peter was given on the grounds that He first exhibited a sound understanding of God’s revelation. 

2. The idea that true teaching is a product of authority is not only NOT found in Matthew 16, but is contradicted by the process demonstrated in Matthew 16, wherein Peter is granted any supposed authority because he FIRST exhibits sound doctrine.

3. Even if we assume a Roman Catholic understanding that Matthew 16 conveys authority upon Peter, we must recognize three things. 

a. First, when Jesus first asks the question, Peter is NOT in a position of authority. 

b. Second and therefore, Peter’s statement that Jesus is the Christ is not sound simply because it is made by a person in authority. 

c. Third, Peter is only granted authority after he first exhibits a sound understanding of God’s revelation.

iv. Conclusions: 

1. The clear cause of Jesus granting any authority to Peter is that Peter first exhibited a correct understanding of God’s revelation.

2. The events of Matthew 16:15-17 cannot be used to support the idea that persons in authority can infallibly declare revelations of God’s truth as the RCC claims. 

3. Based upon Matthew 16:15-17 it stands to reason that if authority is given when sound doctrine is exhibited then authority can be lost if sound doctrine is deviated from. 

4. Or as is the case in Matthew 16, having authority is entirely dependent upon the expression of sound doctrine.

5. This undermines the RCC’s claim that the pope has the authority to declare revelations of true Church teaching. 

6. According to Matthew 16:15-17 we can determine whether someone has God-given authority by determining whether or not they exhibit a sound understanding of PREVIOUSLY revealed teachings.

e. Second Refutation:

i. Does Jesus’ teaching in Matthew 16 grant papal authority to Peter by declaring him to be the rock upon which the Church would be built and then giving him the keys to the kingdom of heaven?

ii. Two main questions

1. First, is Peter the rock upon which the Church will be built? 

2. Second, does Jesus’ giving the keys of the kingdom of heaven, as recorded in Matthew 16 indicate that Peter alone held authority over the Church?

iii. The name “Peter”

1. Roman Catholics believe that Peter is the rock upon, which the Church will be built stems from the similarity of the Greek words used in the New Testament for Peter and rock that appear in Matthew 16:15-17.
a. 4074 Petros {pet'-ros}
TDNT - 6:100,835 apparently a primary word
n pr m
Peter = "a rock or a stone"
1) one of the twelve disciples of Jesus
Authorized Version (KJV) Translation Count — Total: 162 AV - Peter 161, stone 1; 162
b. 4073 petra {pet'-ra}
TDNT - 6:95,834 from the same as 4074
n f
1) a rock, cliff or ledge
a) a projecting rock, crag, rocky ground
b) a rock, a large stone
c) metaph. a man like a rock, by reason of his firmness and strength of soul
Authorized Version (KJV) Translation Count — Total: 16 
AV - rock 16; 16

c. Matthew 16:13 When Jesus came into the coasts of Caesarea Philippi, he asked his disciples, saying, Whom do men say that I the Son of man am? 14 And they said, Some say that thou art John the Baptist: some, Elias; and others, Jeremias, or one of the prophets. 15 He saith unto them, But whom say ye that I am? 16 And Simon Peter (4074) answered and said, Thou art the Christ, the Son of the living God. 17 And Jesus answered and said unto him, Blessed art thou, Simon Barjona: for flesh and blood hath not revealed it unto thee, but my Father which is in heaven. 18 And I say also unto thee, That thou art Peter (4074), and upon this rock (4073) I will build my church; and the gates of hell shall not prevail against it. 19 And I will give unto thee the keys of the kingdom of heaven: and whatsoever thou shalt bind on earth shall be bound in heaven: and whatsoever thou shalt loose on earth shall be loosed in heaven. 20 Then charged he his disciples that they should tell no man that he was Jesus the Christ.

2. How these two Greek words are used in the NT

a. We can determine how the Apostles understood Jesus’ remarks here in Matthew 16:15-17, by how they used these two words in the rest of the New Testament writing.

b. The first thing to note about Jesus giving the name Peter (Petros) to Simon is that it was not a result of Peter’s proclamation about Jesus being the Christ here in Matthew 16:16 rather John informs us that Jesus called Simon by the name Peter when He was first introduced to him by his brother Andrew. 

i. John 1:40 One of the two which heard John speak, and followed him, was Andrew, Simon Peter's brother. 41 He first findeth his own brother Simon, and saith unto him, We have found the Messias, which is, being interpreted, the Christ. 42 And he brought him to Jesus. And when Jesus beheld him, he said, Thou art Simon the son of Jona: thou shalt be called Cephas (2786), which is by interpretation, A stone (4074).

c. IMPORTANT NOTES:

i. Jesus did not call Simon by the name Peter because of his confession that Jesus was the Christ.

1. Simon does not receive the name Peter as a result of his declaration about Jesus, so calling Simon by the name Peter as recounted here in John 1 had nothing to do with granting Simon authority or making him the foundation of the Church.

ii. Peter’s confession, recorded in Matthew 16 that Jesus was the Christ was not a novel understanding that Peter was the first to proclaim. 

1. This truth was certainly revealed by God, but it was revealed by God first through John the Baptist, who proclaimed it (John 1:29-36)

2. It was also proclaimed by God himself to the public during Jesus’ baptism in Matthew 3:17, Matthew 1:1, and Luke 3:22.

3. Note that before Peter is brought to meet Jesus by Andrew, Andrew (a disciple of John the Baptist) informs Peter that Jesus is the Christ. (John 1:40-42)

iii. So, while Peter clearly understood and confessed that Jesus was the Christ, this idea did not originate with him, but was known and spoken by other Apostles before him.

iv. In declaring Jesus to be the Christ, the Son of God in Matthew 16, Peter is simply affirming his belief in a revelation previously declared through John the Baptist and John’s disciple Andrew, Peter’s brother, who in calling Peter recounted these previously declared truths to Peter.

d. Section CONCLUSIONS:

i. The Foundation Rock of the Church

1. The inclusion of John 1 into our evaluation of Matthew 16 indicates that beginning with John the Baptist’s declarations that Jesus was the Son of God, who is also the Christ, Jesus began to build his Church by gathering unto himself those who believed this declaration, starting with the Apostles themselves, who were the first to be gathered, some of who, like Andrew, were John’s disciples first. 

2. It was the revelation that Jesus was the Son of God, the Christ, which was first declared by John the Baptist that became the foundation of the Church that Jesus was building.

ii. Papal authority

1. Peter was not the first to receive this revelation entirely demolishes the RCC position regarding papal authority. 

2. Rather than God decreeing sound doctrine through Peter, Matthew 16 simply records God approving of Peter because he correctly and confidently upheld and repeated revelation that God previously revealed through others. 

3. If the authority of the RCC pope was similarly restricted, the pope would be required to submit to and express a correct understanding or previous revelations, just as Peter does here in Matthew 16, rather than invested with the power to proclaim doctrine on his own.

iii. The RCC’s and Catholic Encyclopedia’s interpretation of Matthew 16:15-17

1. At worst, is completely mistaken

2. It is difficult to understand how Roman Catholicism can justify their critically essential and highly developed doctrine on the papal authority vested in Peter from a single New Testament passage, in which the conclusions that they draw are in no way clearly indicated by the text.

iv. Next question: Did the Apostles, including Peter, understand that Peter was the rock upon, which the Church was to be built or was it something else?

1. By performing a word survey on the New Testament usage of the two Greek words that are employed here in Matthew 16:15-17 we can learn how the Apostles understood Jesus’ remarks. The word for Peter is “Petros” (Strong’s No. 4074) and the word for rock is “petra” (Strong’s No. 4073).

2. The Greek word “petra” and the concept of the foundation of the Church is first discussed by Jesus in a parable recorded in Matthew 7 and Luke 6.

a. Matthew 7:24 Therefore whosoever heareth these sayings of mine, and doeth them, I will liken him unto a wise man, which built his house upon a rock (4073): 25 And the rain descended, and the floods came, and the winds blew, and beat upon that house; and it fell not: for it was founded upon a rock (4073). 26 And every one that heareth these sayings of mine, and doeth them not, shall be likened unto a foolish man, which built his house upon the sand: 27 And the rain descended, and the floods came, and the winds blew, and beat upon that house; and it fell: and great was the fall of it. 28 And it came to pass, when Jesus had ended these sayings, the people were astonished at his doctrine: 29 For he taught them as one having authority, and not as the scribes.

b. Luke 6:47 Whosoever cometh to me, and heareth my sayings, and doeth them, I will shew you to whom he is like: 48 He is like a man which built an house, and digged deep, and laid the foundation on a rock (4073): and when the flood arose, the stream beat vehemently upon that house, and could not shake it: for it was founded upon a rock (4073). 49 But he that heareth, and doeth not, is like a man that without a foundation built an house upon the earth; against which the stream did beat vehemently, and immediately it fell; and the ruin of that house was great.

3. NOTES:

a. These passages parallel Jesus comment’s in Matthew 16:15-17, where Jesus’ states that He will build His Church upon the rock. 

b. Both of these passages make Jesus’ teaching the rock that the house will be built or founded on.

c. Jesus’ gave this parable before the events of Matthew 16:15-17 took place and before Jesus’ made His statements recorded there. 

d. Given that Jesus first called Simon by the name Peter in John 1:40 and that Jesus had taught the disciples that the rock upon which the house would be built was His own teaching in Matthew 7 and Luke 6, would the Apostles have understood Jesus’ words in Matthew 16:15-17 to indicate that Peter was the rock upon which the Church would be built or would they have understood that the teaching that Jesus was the Christ was the foundation rock upon which the Church would be built?

4. Additional evidence from the OT and NT that it was Jesus and His teaching that are the foundation rock upon, which the Church will be built.

a. While we never see Peter referred to anywhere in the New Testament as the rock (Strong’s No. 4073), we do see Jesus identified as the rock (Strong’s No. 4073) throughout the New Testament.

i. 1 Corinthians 10:4 And did all drink the same spiritual drink: for they drank of that spiritual Rock (4073) that followed them: and that Rock (4073) was Christ.

ii. Romans 9:33 As it is written, Behold, I lay in Sion a stumblingstone and rock (4073) of offence: and whosoever believeth on him shall not be ashamed.

1. Paul is not the originator of this understanding, he is quoting from an established Old Testament prophecy.

iii. Psalm 118:22

iv. Luke 20:17 

v. Matthew 21:42

vi. Mark 12:10

vii. Acts 4:11 – a statement made by Peter himself when he and John are brought before the high priest

viii. 1 Peter 2:4-8 And a stone (3037) of stumbling, and a rock (4073) of offence, even to them which stumble at the word (3056), being disobedient: whereunto also they were appointed.

1. The Greek word, which is translated as “word” here in 1 Peter 2:8 is “logos” (Strong’s No. 3056). This word is the same word that John uses in the opening of his gospel to refer to Jesus.

2. John 1:1 In the beginning was the Word (3056), and the Word (3056) was with God, and the Word (3056) was God…14 And the Word (3056) was made flesh…
3. The Greek word “logos” (Strong’s No. 3056) as used in Peter’s epistle at least refers to the teachings of Jesus and at most refers to Jesus’ himself.

ix. Isaiah 8:14

x. 1 Corinthians 3:1-17 (esp. v. 1-3, 11)

1. Note that the divisions, which Paul mentions in chapter 3 of this letter, are also referred to by Paul in chapter 1 (v.10-13) of the same letter, where he identifies those who claimed to be followers of Peter (Cephas). Paul is not praising them, but rebuking them for this division. Would his criticisms not also apply to the RCC?

xi. Hebrews 5:12-6:3 – Paul provides examples of Jesus’ teaching, which the Apostles taught to the churches, identifying these teachings as the foundations.

xii. All of the Apostles, as they worked to spread the teachings of Christ were the foundation.

1. Ephesians 2:20-22

2. Revelation 21:14

5. Section Conclusions

a. Matthew, Mark, Luke, Paul’s letters, and Peter each indicate that Jesus and His teachings are the rock upon which the Church will be built – NOT Peter.

b. The New Testament record does NOT support the interpretation that Peter held a distinct place as the rock upon which the Church was be built, as Roman Catholics believe. 

c. The New Testament is decisively clear that Peter is not the rock upon which the Church will be built, and thus the Roman Catholic position is found to be in error. 

d. It is difficult to see how Roman Catholics can justify their papal doctrines with any confidence.

Roman Catholicism (Part 3)

17. The NT provides additional proof that Peter did not enjoy a place of primacy over the other Apostles. 
a. In Matthew 18:1-6
i. After the infamous Matthew 16:15-17 passage, we see that Jesus is asked directly as to who is the greatest in the kingdom of heaven.
ii. Matthew 18:1 indicates that the Apostles did not understand that Jesus’ remarks in Matthew 16 identified Peter as the head of the church – if they did why did they have to ask this question in Matthew 18:1?
iii. Upon being asked who was the greatest among them in authority Jesus does not clarify Peter’s position of primacy, but instead commands us to be as little children.
iv. This clearly begs the question as to whether or not Jesus ever did grant Peter a position of primacy in Matthew 16 as the RCC claims
b. Mark 10:35-41

i. Again, this passage demonstrates that the disciples did not understand Jesus to have given Peter primacy over the Church. 

ii. In responding to James and John Jesus does NOT correct them by reminding them off Peter’s supremacy. 

iii. In verse 40 Jesus affirms that there are two positions of authority under His own in the kingdom of heaven, and not the singular spot that the RCC reserves for Peter.

c. The keys to the kingdom of heaven

i. Matthew 16:13-20 (esp. v19)

ii. The RCC claims that Jesus gave these keys only to Peter and that this verse indicates Peter’s authority and place of sovereignty over the Church.
1. “The Pope – In the following verse (Matthew 16:19) He promises to bestow on Peter the keys of the kingdom of heaven.” – Catholic Encyclopedia 
2. “The Pope – In all countries the key is the symbol of authority. Thus, Christ's words are a promise that He will confer on Peter supreme power to govern the Church. Peter is to be His vicegerent, to rule in His place. Further the character and extent of the power thus bestowed are indicated. It is a power to ‘bind’ and to ‘loose’ -- words which, as is shown below, denote the grant of legislative and judicial authority. And this power is granted in its fullest measure. Whatever Peter binds or looses on earth, his act will receive the Divine ratification.” – Catholic Encyclopedia

iii. Contrary to the RCC’s claims the NT does not support the idea the Peter alone received authority from Christ over the Church, but instead grants this authority more broadly at least to all of the Apostles and perhaps even further to all of His disciples.

iv. Peter placed in a position of equality with the rest of the apostles and not placed over them

1. Matthew 18:17-19

a. This power of binding and loosing, is identified by the RCC as denoting “the grant of legislative and judicial authority” “granted in its fullest measure” an act which when employed “will receive the Divine ratification.” 

b. It is given by Jesus to all of His Apostles and NOT just Peter.

c. Jesus places judicial power in the Church and in the agreement of at least two of them and NOT solely in Peter. 

d. This is significant since Matthew 18 follows Matthew 16. If in Matthew 16 Jesus had placed sole authority for legislative and judicial authority in its fullest measure with divine ratification in the hands of Peter only, then Matthew 18 is confusing to say the least and contradictory at the worst. 

e. Furthermore, Jesus’ statement to Peter in Matthew 16:19 is predictive. 

i. It is rendered in the future tense indicating that at some future point, rather than the present moment, Jesus was going to bestow upon Peter the keys and that authority. 

ii. Since Matthew 16:19 is predictive of a future event, we can see that Matthew 18, which is inclusive of all the apostles not just Peter, is the fulfillment of the predictive promise in Matthew 16:19. 

iii. Jesus promise to give Peter the keys and authority in Matthew 16:19 is fulfilled when he grants this authority to all of the Apostles together in Matthew 18:15-20. 

iv. Thus, the position of the RCC is again proved to not be rooted or founded upon the teachings of Jesus Christ as recorded and proclaimed by the Apostles from the earliest times.

2. Matthew 19:27-30

a. In verse 29, Jesus says clearly appoints all of them over the Kingdom of God, just as God had appointed Him.

3. Matthew 28:16-20

a. Like John 21, Matthew 28 records a post-resurrection appearance of Jesus to the Apostles. 

b. In Matthew 28, Jesus’ commissions all of the Apostles to proclaim His teachings in the authority of the Father, the Son, and the Holy Spirit.

c. Peter is not singled out, but that all of the Apostles are given the same treatment by Jesus.

d. In the NT there is an absence of special treatment given to Peter in the New Testament as well as Peter being merely treated with equal status to the other Apostles,

v. Peter submits to other Apostles in the NT

1. In Acts 15:1-30 (esp. v.2,4,6,7,13,14,19,22,23,25,28) 

a. A council is brought together at Jerusalem to decide on how much of the Mosaic Law Gentile converts were to adhere to.

b. First, Peter did not call for the council. 

c. Second, Peter is in attendance at the council. 

d. Third, Peter does speak at the council. 

e. Fourth, while Peter is present and does speak, it is not Peter who decides the matter. 

f. In fact, the record of Acts 15 is that all of the Apostles and elders came together to decide the matter. 

g. Additionally, James is shown to carry a great deal of the weight in the proceedings. After all it is after James gives his thoughts that the council makes a decision. 

h. After Peter, Paul, and the others spoke James stood up, addressed the council, proclaimed his judgment on the matter.

i. The council’s decision follows James’ recommendation completely and immediately. 

j. If anyone is playing a papal role here it is James and not Peter. However, we need not go that far – just note that Acts 15 undermines the Roman Catholic claim of Peter’s priority within the Church. 

k. At the best Peter is one of several people who have authority to decide important matters of faith. At the worst, Peter is subordinate to James.

2. In his letter to the Galatians, Paul also presents Peter in a manner contradictory of Roman Catholic papal doctrines.

a. Galatians 2:9

i. In the beginning of the second chapter of this book, Paul does NOT ascribe to Peter a place of eminence within the Church, but instead mentions him alongside James and John as the pillars of the Church, even listing him second in the order after James.

b. Galatians 2:11-14

i. Paul describes an encounter in which Peter is clearly not treated with the papal authority that Roman Catholics insist he was granted.

ii. Paul’s rebukes Peter’s hypocrisy and poor judgment to his face before those gathered because Peter withdrew himself from the Gentile believers in order to please those who came from James. 

iii. Again, we see Peter acquiescing to those who came from James out of fear. 

iv. Clearly, Peter is not acting like or being treated like THE unequivocal supreme and authoritative leader of the Church, but simply one man among others in the Church leadership with no more God-given authority or wisdom than the other Apostles, including Paul.

vi. Peter is an Apostle to the Jews, not the Gentiles, but the Pope takes authority over the Gentiles

1. Galatians 2:7-9

2. The early Church leaders including James, Peter, and John all understood that God had given Paul a special ministry and calling to the Gentile believers, which they contrasted with their calling to the Jews. 

3. Yet the Roman Catholic popes, which view themselves as the successors of Peter, minister almost exclusively to Gentiles. 

vii. Comparing the lack of clarity in Matthew 16:15-19, which Roman Catholics claim contains Peter’s appointment with Jesus’ calling of Paul in Acts 9.

1. Acts 9:1-20 (esp. v.3-6, 10-11, 15, 20)

2. Notice the abundant clarity with which the New Testament describes Jesus’ appointing Paul to the minister to the Gentiles (and the Jews, verse 15). 

3. Unlike, Peter’s supposed appointment in Matthew 16:15-17, Paul’s appoint is unmistakable leaving no doubt that God had called Paul unto this important task.

viii. Other NT notes on Peter

1. Peter’s contribution to scripture and tradition

a. We have a great deal of Church writings from the first century, which provide to us insight of Apostolic teaching from the earliest times, but we have very little writing from Peter.

b. The bulk of the first century writing comes from the Scripture and Peter’s only contribution is two small epistles. 

c. Several other authors contributed more than Peter including Paul, John, Luke, and Matthew. 

d. God used Peter much less than these other early Church leaders in order to record Christian doctrine in writing. 

e. One would expect much more of a contribution from Peter if indeed he did occupy the position of the first pope as the RCC claims.

2. Other issues involving RCC papal claims

a. 2 Timothy 2:2

i. In this passage Paul is commissioning Timothy to pass the doctrine that Paul and other Church leaders had taught to other faithful men, who would in turn teach it to others. 

ii. This then is evidence that the early Church understood the need for a succession of Church leaders who would faithfully pass on the teachings of Jesus Christ. 

iii. It is not however evidence of papal succession from Peter.

1. First of all the idea of a singular, authoritative Church leader is nowhere to be found in Paul’s comments here. 

2. Second, the Apostle Peter, whom Roman Catholics claim was the first pope is also not mentioned in this passage. 

3. If papal succession is in view here then it is Paul and NOT Peter who is seen as passing on the mantle of authority to his disciple, Timothy. 

4. On the contrary, the idea of Peter passing on the mantle of his authority is nowhere found in Scripture. 

b. Peter declares to the church no successor

i. In the first chapter of his second epistle Peter expresses that he knew that his death was near.

ii. Though Peter writes this epistle just before his death, knowing that he would soon pass he does not take the opportunity to inform his audience that his papal authority would pass to some other man and to name that man so that the Church would know who to follow as their new pope. 

iii. If Peter was the pope, as Roman Catholics contend, and knew he was about to die, as 2 Peter 1 demonstrates, why does Peter not mention or introduce his papal successor? 

iv. Such an introduction would have been of the utmost importance, and yet Peter mentions no such thing. 

v. The lack of attention paid to this topic by Peter in this epistle at the end of his life begs the question as to whether or not Peter did, in fact, occupy any papal office, as the RCC contends.

c. The NT record displays both Paul and Peter as living, ministering, and writing from the city of Rome. 

i. Paul wrote an epistle to the Christians there, in which no mention is made of Peter as either dwelling in that city or operating in a supreme office of Church authority from there.

ii. Acts 28:16 reports that Paul ultimately arrived in Rome.

iii. Peter, in his first epistle, indicates that he is writing from Rome through use of the metaphorical reference to Rome as Babylon. 

iv. While Peter’s presence in Rome must be acknowledged, it is Paul who is called by God to proclaim the gospel in Rome – Acts 23:11

v. CONCLUSION: No place of primacy is given by the Scripture to Peter over the city of Rome.

18. SECTION CONCLUSIONS

a. From all of these passages we can clearly see that the position of the RCC is anything but explicitly given in the earliest teachings of Jesus Christ and His disciples. 

b. Instead, the Roman Catholic doctrine of the papal authority of Peter is sketchy at best from a Scriptural point of view and requires additional, non-Biblical support if it is to be substantiated as truly Christian teaching.

c. We will now take a look at the writings of the 1st and 2nd century Church to see if they bear out the Roman Catholic position. 

d. *For now, we must note that the Biblical record, which represents almost all of the 1st century Church writing (including Tradition) does not provide support for Roman Catholic doctrine, and in all reasonableness actually contradicts and prohibits the view of the RCC regarding Peter and papal authority.

Analysis of Evidence from the Writings of Sacred Tradition

19. We have examined the New Testament record and found little support for the Roman Catholic doctrine of papal authority we will turn our examination of the non-canonical Church writings of the 1st and 2nd century to see if they provide evidence in support of this doctrine. 

20. Note that our study of the New Testament has for the most part covered the 1st century Church record of the teachings of Christ. 

a. There are a few non-canonical documents of the 1st century, which the RCC considers to be a part of Tradition, these documents are insignificant in size by comparison to the size of the New Testament and its importance as the record of the earliest Christian teachings.

21. We will examine the non-canonical 1st century documents along with those of the 2nd century to see if the RCC’s papal doctrine can be supported by them. 

a. Since, our examination of the Scriptural evidence was questionable at best regarding this Roman Catholic teaching and prohibitive at worst, it becomes absolutely crucial that these 1st and 2nd century Church writings clearly articulate the RCC’s doctrine of the papacy. 

b. If they do not then it will be extremely difficult to justify the Roman Catholic claim that this teaching originated with Jesus Christ and His Apostles and we will have to search for other factors, which contributed to the development of this doctrine.

22. Keep in mind as we continue the substance and significance of the Roman Catholic position. 

a. The RCC claims to be the true church of Jesus Christ and the sole possessor of authentic Christian teaching. 

b. One of the fundamental and essential teachings of the RCC is that the Apostle Peter was placed by Jesus in a position of sole authority as the first pope.

c. Here again is the Catholic Encyclopedia quote expressing the crucial importance of this doctrine.

i. “The Pope – The position of St. Peter after the Ascension, as shown in the Acts of the Apostles, realizes to the full the great commission bestowed upon him. He is from the first the chief of the Apostolic band -- not primus inter pares, but the undisputed head of the Church (see CHURCH, THE, III). If then Christ, as we have seen, established His Church as a society subordinated to a single supreme head, it follows from the very nature of the case that this office is perpetual, and cannot have been a mere transitory feature of ecclesiastical life. For the Church must endure to the end the very same organization which Christ established. But in an organized society it is precisely the constitution which is the essential feature. A change in constitution transforms it into a society of a different kind. If then the Church should adopt a constitution other than Christ gave it, it would no longer be His handiwork. It would no longer be the Divine kingdom established by Him. As a society it would have passed through essential modifications, and thereby would have become a human, not a Divine institution. None who believe that Christ came on earth to found a Church, an organized society destined to endure for ever, can admit the possibility of a change in the organization given to it by its Founder. The same conclusion also follows from a consideration of the end which, by Christ's declaration, the supremacy of Peter was intended to effect. He was to give the Church strength to resist her foes, so that the gates of hell should not prevail against her. The contest with the powers of evil does not belong to the Apostolic age alone. It is a permanent feature of the Church's life. Hence, throughout the centuries the office of Peter must be realized in the Church, in order that she may prevail in her age-long struggle. Thus an analysis of Christ's words shows us that the perpetuity of the office of supreme head is to be reckoned among the truths revealed in Scripture. His promise to Peter conveyed not merely a personal prerogative, but established a permanent office in the Church. And in this sense, as will appear in the next section, His words were understood by Latin and Greek Fathers alike.” – Catholic Encyclopedia
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