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Religion is a subject in wh ich everyone is intere sted because reli.g ion 
is a fundamental part and ingre dient of our human nature , This is shown by t he 
fact that there is no nation, nor tribe, known to history wh ich does not have a 
religion; and the religions of the world at the present time are inn umerab l e . 
It is not unimportant tha t in this jungle of conflicting r e ligious be.liefs WG 

should arrive 1f possible, a t the right one , be cause so much depends for our 
happiness now and hereafter, on our having a right view of God and of our rel::.tio.!1-­
ship to Him. Now, of course, it is only God ~ho can tell us ab out Himse lf, a~d of 
how He regards us. If God is silent on these matters then we are l eft . to our O'N'' 

huma:p. guesses which, as· I say, h ave produced such an innume r ab l e n umbe r of 
competing and contradicting religions. 

But has God been sile nt? The Bible claims tha t He has not, but that i L 
its pages He h a s spoken and tha t the Bible is the Word of God. How frequently W(l 

come across this phrase as we r ead the Bible , 11Thus saith the Lord". And not only 
did the Word of God come to prophe ts and apostles, but Jesus Ch rist Hi mself i s Gcd's 
vyord to us. J e sus taught tha t He was the Son of God come into the world, not o;.1ly 
to teach us the truth of God but also to be the One Who r econciles us s i nners to 
His Fathe r through His cross . Ch risti ans n r e those wh o believe that our Lord 
J e sus Christ spoke the truth about Himse lf a nd about Scripture , \\hen He taught tl1L'. t 
both His words and the words of the Bible were the wo rds of God. 

Since the days of the first disciples , the Bible has been r egarded by 
a ll Christians as be ing the Word of God written, of supreme and fina l nuthority in 
a ll matters which deal with what we should believe, or how we should li ve . There~ 

no disput e amongst the Christinn denominations on t h is point. Thus the Church cf 
England in the first of its officinl Homilies stc.tes that it is God lhho is tho only 
Author-of th e se Scriptur . .;s. The Presbyterian Church i.n the 1est minste r Confessir, •• 
states tha t the 11 nuth ority of the Holy Scripture depended not upon the t estimony 
of any man or Church but wholly up on God Who is Truth it sc lf, the Author tnereof; 
and the refore it is t o be r ece i ved been use it is the word cf God," 'l'he Roman 
Ca tholic Church, in the Vatico.n Council, has declured tho.t the Scriptures o. r e 
without error beco.use God is the ir Author. 

It is t o Scripture then tha t we must go for our know l edge of God and 
of His r e l at i onship with the world . It is our infa llible guide i n what wo should 
be lie ve a nd how we should o.ct, for the Scripture has been g i ven to us by God f or 
that very purpose. It is clear in its teaching, being, a s the Psalmist says~ a 
guide to our f ee t and o. li ght t o our paths, g i v ing unde rstanding t o the simpl e. 
The Scripture itse lf t en ches thr1 t it is sufficient, and- ·needs no addit i on from 
Church traditi on , o r elsewhere, t o make ·~he man of God complete, completely. 
e quipped for eve ry good work, Howeve r, o.s is wellknown, the Church of Rcmc has 
added alongside the Scriptures a sec ond i nfa llib l e o.uth ority, that i.s to say the 
Pope. The decision of the; Vatico.n CounCi l wi th r ega rd to the infa llibility of th0 
Pope is as foll ows : 11 The Rornan Pontiff when he speaks ex cathedrct, thnt is when 
he defines n doctrine r ega rding faith or mor a ls t c. be held by the universal church, 
speaks with that infal libility wi th wh ich our Divine Redeeme r intended that His 
Church should be endowed with for defi ni ng doctrine concernine; fa ith or more. ls, and 
con se quently such definitions of the Roman Pontiff a r e of themse lves irrefo r r!lablo '' " 
The Roman Catholic Church makes a guod dea l of this theory of the infa llibility 0f 
the Pope, and it is basic t o its whol e syste 1~ nowadays . But you will no tice that 
the doctrine is a n ove l one. For exampl e , the Vo. tic an Counc il fr ::::i whi. ch I have 
qu oted and which defined the doctrine fol' the fir st tir!'lo, met ·'.'nly 90 yeo.rs a.go , in 
1870. Up till then the infa llib ility of the Pope was not po.rt of the Roman 

Catholic faith, and the r e were a gr ent nu~pe r of Romo.n C0 tholic b i.sh op s at the 
Vatican Council itse lf who were opposed t o. IT.ki ng it part o.f the fo i'!:;h the n. A 
more imp ortant c ons i derati on is that this doct rine of papa l infallibility i s not 
taught in Scripture, which, as we have seen, i s God ' s Wo r d o.nd is complete; so 
tha t what is not to be found in Scripture is not t o be r ega r ded as a· truth of the 
religion in which God wants us t o be lieve . 



. Religion is a subject in which everyone is interested because r e li :; ior1 
is a fundamental part and ingredient of our human nature , This is shewn by the 
fact that there is no nation, nor tribe, known to history which does not have a 
religion; and the religions of the world at the present time are irm.uine-rnb l e . 
It ,i S not unimportant that in this jungle of conflicting religiou S be_liefs WG 

should arrive if possible, at the i'ight one, because so much depends for our 
happines~ now and hereafter, on our having a right view of God and of our r e l ::;tioD-· 
ship to Him. Now, of course, it is only God Vi/ho can tell us about Himself, ar:d of 
how He regards us. If God is silent on these matters then we nre l eft .to our ow" 
humo.p guesses which, as · I say, have produc ed such an i nnumerable number of 
competing anQ contradicting religions. 

But has God been silent? The Bible claims that He has not, but that i i: 
its pages He has spoken and that the Bible is tho Word of God. How frequently we 
come ac ross this phrase as we r ead the Bible, 11Thus saith the Lord 11

• And not only 
~id the Word of God come to prophets and apostles, but Jesus Christ Himself i s Gcd's 
~ord to us. Jesus taught that He was the Son of God come into the world, not Oj.1ly 

to teach us the truth of God but also to be the One ViJho reconciles us sinners to 
His Father through His cross. Chris-Ginns are those who be lieve that our Lord 
Jesus Christ spoke the truth about Himself and about Scripture , when He taught th e t 
both His words and the words of the Bible were the words of God. 

Since the days of the first disciples, the Bible has been r e garded by 
a ll Christians as being the Vvord of God written, of supreme and final nu thority in 
all matters which deal with what we should believe, or how we should live. There fa 

no dispute amongst the Christi nn denominations on this p oint. Thus the Church of 
England in the first of its official Homilies stc.tes that it is God liJh o is the onl y 
Author.of these Scriptur ,; s. The Presbyterio.n Church in the 1/ve stmir.ster Confessirn. 
states that the "authority of the Holy Scripture depended not upon the te s timony 
of any man or Church but wholly upon God Who is Truth itself, the Author the r eof, 
and therefore it is to be receive d because it is the word cf God." 'The Roman 
Catholic Church, in the Vo.tico.n Council , ho.s declured that the Scriptures are 
without error becuuse God is the ir Author . 

It is to Scripture then that we must go for our knowl edge of God and 
of His r elationship with the wor~_d. It is our infa llible guide in who.t wo shoul d 
believe and how we should o.ct, for the Scripture has been given to us by God f or 
that very purpose. It is clear in its tenching, being , as the Psalmist says~ a 
guide to our feet and a li ght t o o ur paths, giving understanding t o tho simple~ 
The Scripture itself teaches thf\t it is sufficie nt, o.nd·'needs no addit i on from 
Church tradition, or elsewhere , to make -~he man of God complete , co:r.lple tcly . 
equipped for every good work. Howeve r, ns is wcllknown, the Church of Rcmu has 
o.dded a long side the Scriptures o. second infa llible o.uth or i ty, that is t o say the 
Pope. The decision of the Vat ico n CounCil with r egard t o the infallibility of thu 
Pope is as follows: "The Romo.n Pontiff when he speaks ex co.thedm, thnt is when 
he defines n doctrine r egarding f o. i th or mo r a ls t c. be held by the universal church, 
speaks with that infallibility with which our Divine Redeemer int ended thnt His 
Church should be endowed with for defining doctrine c oncernine; fni th or more.ls, and 
consequently such definiti ons of the Roman Pontiff are of themsc l ves irrefor1:tablo 1'" 
The Romo.n Cath olic Church makes a guod deo.l of. this theory of the infallibility of 
the Pope, and it is basic to its whole syste1~ nowadays . But you will notice tha t 
the doctrine is a novel one. For example, tho Vaticnn Council fr :::i wh ich I ha-ve 
qu oted o.nd which defined the doctrine f o1· the first tinu, met . nly 90 yenrs ago , in 
1870. Up till then the infallibility of the Pope was not part of the Ro:rno.n 

Catholic .faith, and there were a groctt numb e r of Romc,n Co.tholic bi sh op s at the 
Vatican Council itself who were opposed t o .IT.king it part of tho foi'bh then . A 
more important c onsideration is tha t this doct rine of po.pal infallibility is not 
taught in Scripture, which, as we h ave seen , is God's Wo rd o.nd is c omplete ; so 
that what is not to be found in Scripture is not t o be r ego. rded as a · truth of the 
religion in which God wants us t o believe . 

Nowad.ays Roman Cntholics seek t o es t ab lish o. Bible basis for the 
doctrine of tho infallibility of the Pope by r ef e rrin0 t o Jesus 1 wo rds t o 'Peter in 
Matthew 16. · You will remember that o ur Lord asked His disciples who.t they 
believed about Him, and Peter replied "Thou nrt the Christ, the son of the li vi-ng 
God 11

• In response, our Lord s o. id "thou nrt Pete r and upon this rock I will build 
my church 11

• Now as you know the name Peter rreans stone, and Roman C'.'ltholics 
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these days insist that J e sus mennt Pete r hj msc lf, rnther tho.n h i s c onfession of 
fnith in Christ, when h e sai d 'upon this r ock I will bu ild my church 11

• Now as 
y ou know the name Pe t e r ~menns stone , nn d Roman Cntholic s the s~ .do.ys ins ist th:::t t 
J e sus meant Peter himself, r nthe r th[\n his confession of fn ith in Christ, when he 
said ' upon this r ock I will build my church'; but the r e is no sugge sti on in the 
r e st of Scripture thnt in this ve rse J esu s mc2nt tho.t Pete r wo.s t o be the· 
f ound o.ti on of the Chri sti:::tn Church. Indeed we find th c. t only n little lo.ter the 
a p ostles we re qua rre lling .nmongst themse lves a s. t o who wn s . t o. be chief , wh ich 
c ould hardly have h np pe ned if our Lord had i ncli,c ntcd . that Peter wet s Juo occ\,\py this 
p osition, If . we examine the evidence outsi ce Sc ri pture in the en:rly Church we 
find li.ttle t o supp ort the .. mcde r n Romnn Co.tho lic clo. i m tho.t Peter ·is the c ne m0nnt 
by the urocktt on whi ch the Church i s built, Reseo.rch shows tha t in t he first 400 
years of the church ' s life , 68 Christia n write rs r ef e r:r:-ed t o this t ext in Matthew, 
Only 18 of them thought o ur Lor d men nt st , Pe ter by the stc. t ement 11 upon this i· ock 
will I build my church"; the oth e r 50 we r e of the opi ni:m e Hhe1• tha t the r ock 
was Christ o r tha t it wc. s the c onfe ssi on of fnith in J e sus a, s the Christ, th n. t wotJld 
be the f oundati on of the Church. Intc r e sting l y e nough, t .he Roman C:::ttho1ic Council 
of Tre nt itself ag ree s with this l ast menti oned interpre t a ti on . In Sess i on 3 · the 
Council qu ot ed this saying o.b o ut the r ock o.nd app li ed it, .not t o Pe.t e r, but t o 
faith in the doctrine of Christ a s e xpre ssed in the Apost l e 's Creed . 

A . clea r indic o.ti on of the ncvelty of th e concept of th~ i~fa llibility 
of . the Pope is gi ven in the we lllrnown incide nt :Jf Pope Hoi:ior i us . This p ope wns 
e xc ommunicat ed a nd ana themat ized by the 6t'1 General Council in 681 A.D . f or t co. c::inP' 
heresy, and f or thre e centuries the r eafte r a ll the pcpe s 8.t the ir e l e ction 
officially· nhath~mntized Hon orius ns n he r e·\; ic, This. sur e ly illustro. t e s the f act 
tha t the c oncept of the infail i b ili ty of the pope W[ls. unknown t o the 6tb . Geno ml 
Council or the popes wh o succee<ied Hono rius, Fo r whqt he r or no t Hono riu s was 

. guilty of the he r esy he wo.s cha r e;ed with, t he fnct thnt he wrts o.nath ernn t:Lzcd century 
afte r ce ntury f or teo.ching he r e sy i s a cle8r incl ic f' tion t h8 t . the, ()hurch elf th ose 
day$ wn s quite unawet r e of the i dea tha t the Pope was i nfo. llio l c nnd s c c oulcl no t 
e rr. Othe 1wise it wou l .d net s o c onsistently have n.nnthemntized hir:1 for e rri ng ~ 

Not only is the i deo. of the Pope 1 s infnllibility n n c70l one , ho.v ing 
been r:iade part o f the Romnn Co.tholic fo.ith 01:ly as lo.to C\S 1810 , o.nd not only hf'.s 
it n c) f oundation in Scripture, and not only wa s it unknown f or many centurie s i n 
the Church; but it is o.lso a pla i nly mistnkon one , fo r it is n( lt he r d t J po i.:ot t o 

,p opes who p l n inly ho.ve e rred, not cinly Pope Honorius which tho 6t h :Genc r al Council 
r egard ed a s having e rred in his t eaching of the fo.ith, but o. l sofor exampl e Pope 
Euge nius IV who instructed the Armenb.ns wi th r ee;arcl t o the so.crC\lnent of Holy Orc1 cr 
in o. way that is now plC\inly r e cogni sed t o be wr ong ) and Pope Eu1_;cnius 1 tc o. chint; 
appended t o the Council of Fl or ence o.nd inc or po r ated in the Co. t cchi srn of t h o C. •x1..,0i l 
of Trent o. nd held in the Roman Ca tho lic Church f or no.ny centuries , ho.s now boon 
abnndoned and contrndictod by tha t church. Or np;o.in t he r e is the co.8e of Gulile:;, 
whom the Inquisiti on, with the a uth ority of the Pope , i mprisoned , c.nc~ c ompelled 
t o deny what we a ll now know t o be true; nnnc ly thnt the eo.rth c;oes round the sun, 
yet Galileo was punished for t en ching this, a nd th e Church de clared it t o be heresy, 
Or o.ga in, th e do cla r o.ti on of Pope Clement XIV who stntcd tho. t "with certain kn,,wl edge 
a nd by the p l enitude of apostolic powe r, we; e xtingu i sh nnd -suppress the Soc i e ty 
of the Jesuits; o.nd we declo.re t o be f or eve r vo i c'. e,ml utforly extinct; a ll a nd 
eve ry a uthority of the sa i d Soc i e tytt . This po. po. l decla r nti on h Cts, as.we a ll know, 
been f o. lsified by history. 

Thus the doct ri ne c• f the infa llibility of the Pope is bDth a novel o.ncl 
a plainly f a lse do ctrine . Yet it is o.n e rr or wh ich has some very unfortuno.te 
c onse quences, Firstly, it d isc ouro.gos Hom:::tn Cetho lics from exnrnini ng n nd t es tinc; 
po.pn.l utt e r ances by the jud gment of the ir ov;n consciences, or .by the t est i mony of 
Scripture. Pe rsons who submit t o this infa llible a uth ority will f~nd thr~ t the 
judgment of the ir own c onscie nc e s ancl of the ir own intellects will be pero. lyscd and 
will at r ophy. Nor eove r n ve r y se ri ous consequence is th8.t the i deo.. of po.pn l 
info. llibility d istmcts attent i on fr ow th o true infallible Gu i de, nnme l y tho Vio r el 
of God give n t o us i n Christ, o.nd in the pr ophe ts and the o.post l es , a n d written 
ciown f o r \ls hv t.hP. nrnMP r of t.hP Ho l v ~nirit. in t.hro RihlP. This is th0 nllrr' i1in rrl 



you know the name Peter·meo.ns stone, o.ncl Rornnn Cc.tholics those cb.ys insist tho.t 
J esus mennt Peter himself, r nther thnn his confession of fn ith in Christ, when he 
said 'upon this r ock I will build my church'; but the re is no sugge sti on in the 
rest of Scripture th o.t in this ve rse J e sus mcent tho.t Pe t e r wns t c be the 
foundation of the Chri stic..n Church . Indeed we find thc t only n. little late r the 
apostles were quarre lling -o.r.i.ongst themse lves ns to who wns. t o. be chief, which 
c ould hardly have hnppened if our Lord ho.cl indi.c o. tcd .thnt Peter WG\s ,u-o occupy this 
position, If . we examine the evidence outside Scripture in the enrlJ Church we 
find little t o support the .mode rn Romnn Catholic claim that Peter is the cne mv nnt 
by the 11 rocktt on which the Church is built, Reseo.rch shows that in tho first 400 
years of the church ' s life, 68 Christio.n v.rri ters r eferred to this text in Matthew, 
Only 18 of them thought o ur Lor d meant St, Pe te; by the sti;.tcment nupon this i· ock 
will I build my church"; the other 50 were of the opini ::m either that the r ock 
was Christ o r tha t it was the c onfe ssi on of fc. ith in J.e sus a_ s the Christ, th nt would 
be the foundation of the Church . Inte restingly enough, the Roma n Cntholic Council 
of Trent itself agrees with this lo.st mentioned interpr et:ct i on. In Session 3 ·the 
Council qu oted this saying about the r ock and applied it, .not t o Pe.ter, bl.It t o 
faith in the doctrine of Christ ns expr essed in the Apostle 's Creed. 

A clea r indico.ti on of the nove lty of the.concept of th~ infal libility 
of. the Pope is given in the wellknown incident .')f Pope Honorius. This pope wns 
excornmunic c.. ted and ana thematized by the 6t'1 Genero. l Council in 681 A, D. for tc a c::i:rw 
heresy, and for three centuries thereafter o. 11 the popes a t the ir e lecti on 
off icially· O:no. theno.t ized Honorius as a here·~ic. This. surely illustro.tes the fo.ct 
that the c oncept of the infallibility of the pope wns unknown t o tho 6th General 
Council or the popes wh o succeened Honorius. Fe r whe the r or not Hono rius was 

. guilty of the he r esy he wns chare;ed with, tho fact thnt he wns o.nn themnt.lz cc.l century 
aft e r century f or teo.ching heresy is a clenr inc1ic0tion thnt. the, <:ihurch ,lf thos e 
day:;; was qui tc unawo.rc of the i dea that the Pope wa s i nfo.ll i blc nm.~ s c could not 
e rr. Othe1wise .it would n et so consistently ho. ve et.:nnthemntized hir:1 for e:rring i 

Not only is tho i deo. of the Pope's infnllibility n n cve l one , having 
been r.iade part of the Roro n Catho lic faith o:r:ly a.s late us 1870, ::rnd. not only hns 
it n i f oundat i on in Scripture, and not only was it unknown f or P',o.ny centu:cic s i n 
the Church; but it is nlso o. pla i nly ini stakcn one, for it is n( 1t h1:: r·d t .J pciut t -.: 

,pope s who pla inly have er:recl , not only Pope Honori us wh ich the 6th: General Council 
r ego.rded as having e rred in his t eaching cf the f a ith, but a l so' for exanpl c·Popc 
Euge nius IV who instructed the Armeni::i.ns with r ee;o rc1 t o the sacrament of Hcly Orecr 
in a way that is n ow plninly r ocogni scd t o bo wr ong, nnd Pope Eu1.;cnius' te C1 chini.:; 
appended t o the Council of Florence o.nd inc or po rated in the Catt;chi sm of the C. •.u1c i l 
of Trent nnd held in the Romn.n Co.thc lic Church for nany centuries, hns n ow been 
abnndoned and contmJ icted by tho.t church. Or ngo.in the re is the co.se of Ga lilo ·'.' , 
whom the Inquisiti on, with the author ity of the Pope , i mprisonud , c..m~ c or.i.pe lled 
to deny what we n 11 now know t o be true, nri.r:1e ly tha t the cc.rth t_;oe s round the sun , 
yet Galileo was punished f or t eo. chint; this, and the Church de clared it t o be heresy. 
Or aga in, the dec l a r ation of Pope Clement XIV who stnt ed that nwith ce rt a in kn.'wlc;c1.5e 
and by the p l enitude of apo st olic p owe r, we e xting uish and ·suppress the Soc i e ty 
of the Jesuits; and we declare t o be f or eve r void nml utterly extincl; nll and 
every auth ority of the said Soc i ety" . This pnpe 1 dc clnrn.ti on h r\s, ns, we nll know, 
been falsified by history. 

Thus the doct rine C' f th e infallibility of the Pope is bo th n nove l nncl 
a plainly false doct rine . Yet it is nn e rr or which hns some ve ry unf ortunntc 
c onsequences. Firstly, it discourn,.:ses Roman Cathol ics fr om exnmining nnd t o stinc:; 
po.pal utternnces by the jud gment of the ir ov;n c ons ciences, or .by the tcstimo~y of 
Scripture. Persons who submit t o this infallible a uth ority will find thr. t the 
judgment of the ir own c cnsciences nnd ::;f their own intellects will be pnralyscd nnd 
will at r ophy . f•Jor eover n ve r y seri ous c onse que nce is thnt the idea. of papGtl 
infn llibili ty distracts attenti on fr o1:-i the true infallible GUide, nnmely the vwrd 
of God given to us in Christ, and in the pr ophe ts nnd the apost l es , nnd writt en 
down for us by the powe r of the Hol y Spirit in the Bi ble. This is the pure fv"or cl 
of God, the only inf a llible gui de , which speaks with a uthority t o our minr.~s and 
consciences if only we will r end it, und listen to it. ·Do not tu:rn ns i cle fr om the 
Bible, nor liste n t o any sec ond o. r y authority thut would clo.im infallibility. T·hy 
we all rend the Bible r egulnrly and submit willing ly t o i ,ts plain t rnchin;s . 


