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			About the Author

		

		
			A Note to the Reader

			Throughout this book the term “catholic” (lowercase) is used in its original meaning to refer to the universal or singular early Church that spread from Jerusalem and the Mediterranean throughout the world. This early catholic Church existed prior to the institutionalized structures of denomination we know today. Capitalized as a proper noun, “Catholic” refers to the specific entity of the Roman Catholic Church and its members. The aim is not to confuse the reader with grammatical nuance, but to highlight the distinction and difference between the two.

		

		
			Introduction

			I have been a Christian for nearly fifty years, but it’s only in the past two decades that I have come to understand the definition of grace and its true meaning. Grace is a term that is thrown around with other lingo in the Christian Church lexicon—such as reconciliation, justification, redemption, righteousness, and many more concepts—but that often has no contextual application for the average believer. The New Covenant is the ultimate manifestation of God’s grace in defining these terms, but what is the New Covenant, really, and what was God up to by placing us under that system? What were God’s real intentions when He initiated the greatest substitutionary sacrifice that has ever taken place?  

			We must acknowledge the context in which we attempt to apprehend the understanding of our Heavenly Father’s plan. What was intended to be a movement to spread the news about the resurrection (the original Gospel) centering around one person (Jesus Christ) turned into a convoluted institution with ever-changing and supplemental doctrines that would drift away from the apostles’ foundational intentions. This movement that would come to be known as the Church became a system that would ultimately blend the Old Covenant and New Covenant together in its doctrines, completely negating the plan God had to reconcile mankind back to Himself through the gift of grace.  

			Everything changed after the resurrection. God’s will to make the Old Covenant obsolete was brought to bear, forever placing all of mankind under the canopy of the New Covenant, God’s new promise and our new way to relate to Him on this side of the cross. However, time would prove that corruption comes quickly. Simple gatherings turned into religiosity and institutions promoting a system of self-effort and self-attainment toward right standing with God. The result was the creation of a legalistic web and a fatiguing list of duties to inherit eternal life.  

			This book will examine the Roman system and how much has changed since the first-century catholic Church and the teachings of the early apostles. Unlike similar Christian books that are written with the sole purpose of debating theological differences between Catholics and Protestants, this book looks at the fallout of wrong theology that puts man at the center, and what happens when a religious entity like the Roman Catholic Church is left alone for two millenniums with no accountability.

			Beginning with an examination of the papacy, there will be hard and shocking explorations of what has remained behind closed doors for centuries, never discussed at Mass or in the living rooms of the average Catholic. This is not easy reading for the faithful attendee, but everything revealed in these chapters is public information that anyone can research, compiled here to show a full picture of what has transpired. The secrecy inside the Vatican will be unveiled as well, along with shocking information about the depravity of the priesthood, divulging realities of darkness in the heart and soul of the Holy See (the governing body of the Catholic Church). 

			If a choice is to be presented between the true New Covenant Gospel, and a human-centered Church system, then the two choices must be made abundantly clear for what they are. The beginning two-thirds of this book will present the realities of a Church system dependent upon a formal and dominating hierarchy and liturgy expanding outside the bounds of Scriptures. In the latter chapters, I will humbly attempt to present the amazing truth of the New Covenant.

			Although this book focuses on the Roman Catholic version of the Church, an invitation is given to both Roman Catholics and Protestants alike to return to the original Gospel—to return to the original catholic Church—and in doing so, to forever define forgiveness, righteousness, and justification God’s way, not by way of religious requirements with a fatiguing list. It is an invitation to come to the full understanding that Jesus was not a half-savior who only accomplished a portion of the mission to reconcile us back to God. He left mankind with the simple assignment to rest in His finished work by faith and trust in Him (Ephesians 1:7, Hebrews 4:9-11). This type of New Covenant faith is the motivating factor for a believer to walk in the Spirit, and to do so free from the bondage of Church requirements and institutional authorities. 

			The basics of the New Covenant are rarely taught in most churches but have been clearly defined by grace experts like Bob George, Steve McVey, Andrew Farley, and many others through their teaching and multiple books produced by their ministries. Even a cursory exploration of the New Covenant will reveal that the message of the Gospel and God’s unmerited grace is graciously laid out for anyone to understand. Unfortunately, church traditions have replaced spiritual truths so evident throughout the New Testament, and the early apostles were willing to die to prevent heretics and the traditions of Judaism from slipping back into the equation and changing the Gospel and muddying the waters of such a simple message of redemption. The New Covenant is not a new teaching by any means but was the doctrine taught by the early apostles, and Christ set the platform for all future believers to be able to understand it. 

			A great exchange took place at the cross: our unrighteousness for His righteousness. This exchange not only permanently removed the penalty of sin, but placed God’s holiness inside of us. It is an exchange that resulted in His only view of someone who has been born-again is “of the perfection of Christ.” It is not because of any person’s actions or behaviors, but because of His life inside of every believer. This knowledge leaves us with the choice between frivolously working our way towards salvation (the Old Covenant way) or believing that we could never do enough to satisfy God’s righteous requirements, thus solely relying on our Savior.  

			Many Catholics I have met are some of the most genuine Christians I have known. This includes one of my best friends and many others I have met along the way. Regrettably, many spend their Christian lives participating in spiritual rituals and repetitions that would never be condoned by God, and never experiencing the freedom believers should have in the New Covenant. 

			This book is written in total love (tough love), and from a genuine heart to all the wonderful Catholics that help make up the landscape of Christianity. However, this book will shine the spotlight on what God initiated from the start, absent from pious and prideful human attempts to try to meet God halfway, and will take a hard stance challenging the Roman Catholic system and its initiatives to alter the original Gospel.

			There is no meeting in the middle. There is only enjoying the Christian life, daily, because of the complete and saving message of the finality of the cross and the miracle of the resurrection, providing permanent forgiveness with no contingencies. There is no more guessing about our “salvation standing” on this side of the cross, as will be unfolded in the later chapters. Roman Catholics can finally have peace of mind and assurance of their redemption, with no fear of Purgatory and no fear of dying in mortal sin.

			Through an in-depth look at the cornerstone sacrament of the Eucharist and the basic components of the New Covenant, the final conclusion will make a courageous call for Roman Catholics to shift from the trappings of institutional thinking and live primarily through the guidance of the Holy Spirit. The results of such a transition would be life-changing and could result in one of the greatest spiritual renewals in religious history.

			Although tough love is seen throughout this book, its purpose is not “Catholic bashing,” but to genuinely reveal a hidden history along with a current state of affairs. This is a must-read for everyone considering converting to Roman Catholicism, and a challenge for every cradle Catholic to re-evaluate their theological positions. Let me reassure every reader that there is no narrative or hidden agenda to have Catholics convert to Protestantism, but for all Christians to return to and embrace apostolic deposits and teachings.  

			If you are Catholic, there are going to be some shocking revelations uncovered in the first eight chapters that seem to be leading to a mass exit from the Catholic Church, especially in the United States. Are the facts disclosed in these chapters causing this catastrophic retreat? Will the new American pope (Pope Leo XIV) be the one who finally steps forward and concedes what has gone wrong? Will he be willing to take actions to correct it? This book will pull the curtains back and reveal the issues in granular detail!

			You will hear about events you never dreamed possible—some enlightening, some disturbing and unsettling. This is going to be a hard ask, but if any Catholic is willing to make the commitment to journey through the entire book, not only will it be spiritually freeing, but you will never see Christianity the same again. Buckle up; it’s going to be a jaw-dropping read!

		

		
			Part I: 
The Pope and the Papacy

		

	
		
			Chapter 1

			The Pope: How Did It Go So Wrong?

			Roman Catholicism claims inauguration in AD 33 as, essentially, the original Church established by Christ with continuation through Peter, the apostles, and subsequent successors. Peter is known to have been the first pope in the eyes of the Church, and it claims that there has been a documented succession of popes ever since.1 But there is not a clean line of succession regarding popes in the Catholic landscape, as we will see shortly, and many people will be surprised to find that the Bible doesn’t even hint at this claim about the function of a papacy (office of the pope). There is no mention of a singular, assigned pope anywhere in the Scriptures, neither in the present first-century Church nor as a prescription for the future. A succession of a “created papacy” did take place, but much later than the Catholic Church would like to admit.2

			Until about the sixth century, there were multiple bishops in the Catholic Church from the East and West of the European regions and they were in constant disagreement and conflict over whose view of theology was right and who would be acknowledged as the final authority. If you study the history, it was very chaotic (and that is an understatement). For several hundred years after the Church was established under Emperor Theodosius, the Church revolved around several powerful individuals, not an isolated pope. Bishops in some of the larger cities became archbishops, but in the very premier cities (Rome, Constantinople, Alexandria, and Antioch) they were all called “popes.” Because of the constant East vs. West skirmishes (Roman Church vs. Constantinople Church), these popes (bishops) were often in opposition to each other.3

			One would hope these leaders would want to represent Christ and have it as their sole mission to spread the message about the resurrection, but instead, many plotted against each other to secure the prizes of the Church: wealth and power. Gregory of Nazianzus complained, “The chief seat is gained by evil-doing, not by virtue; and the [Holy] sees belong, not to the more worthy, but to the more powerful.”4 It was, in short, a political power system. 

			The narrative projected by the Roman Catholic Church of a single pope leading Christianity from the time of Peter, with an almost spotless and unsoiled succession (and the teaching of a consistent message about the Gospel of Jesus Christ) is simply not candid and is not an accurate portrayal.

			In Bruce Shelley’s book Church History in Plain Language, he states:

			“The papacy is a highly controversial subject. No other institution has been so loved and so hated. Some Christians have revered the pope as the Vicar of Christ; others have denounced him as the Antichrist … the concept of papal rule of the whole church was established in slow and painful stages. Leo is a major figure in that process because he provides for the first time the biblical and theological bases of the papal claim. That is why it is misleading to talk about the papacy before his time … in theory, the bishops from the church were all equal … Leo made his entrance into world history as the supreme head of all Christendom … In the historic session on October 30, 451, however, the same council gave the bishop of Constantinople, as bishop of New Rome, authority equal to Leo’s Constantinople became for the East what Rome was for the West … Christianity acquired not one but two heads: the Roman church of the Western Empire and the Greek church of the Eastern Empire. Leo’s representatives to the council immediately protested, but the council fathers would not alter their decision. It was an obvious reversal for Leo.”5

			It was hundreds of years after the church began that the Roman Catholic Church acknowledged a true, singular pope. This is far different from the Catholic Church’s claim of a “succession of the papacy” from the inception of the Church, with all popes tracing back to Peter. The idea that leadership of the Church has always been held by only one individual can be very misleading.

			Catholic apologists will deny this was the case and insist that there was only one recognized pope since the beginning, but that is simply not true. Roman Catholic Scholar Eamon Duffy, in his book Saints and Sinners: A History of the Popes (considered one of the most thorough single-volume histories of the popes ever written), states:

			“There is no sure way to settle on a date by which the office of the ruling bishop had emerged in Rome … the indications are that there was no single bishop at Rome for almost a century after the death of the Apostles. In fact, wherever we turn, the solid outlines of the Petrine succession at Rome seem to blur and dissolve.”6

			In referring to Cyprian, an early third-century bishop and writer, Duffy concludes:

			“He himself, like many other bishops in the early Church, used the title ‘pope’, which only came to be confined to the Bishop of Rome [as we know today] from the sixth century … but all the Apostles and all the bishops shared fully in the one indivisible apostolic power.”7

			The early church fathers and rulers simply shared responsibility for the duties of the Church and it would be completely foreign to the early church fathers to have one supreme, infallible teacher as the sole leader. Any “binding” (authority to make decisions) we see in Matthew 16 regarding Peter is reiterated again in Matthew 18 and 20, uniformly sharing responsibilities. Duffy states,

			“To begin with, indeed, there was no ‘pope’, no bishops as such, for the Church in Rome was slow to develop … The visionary treatise, The Shepherd of Hermas, written in Rome early in the second century, speaks always collectively of the ‘rulers of the Church’ … and makes no attempt to distinguish between bishops and elders.”8

			Duffy states that even by the fifth century, “regional churches governed themselves, elected their own bishops without reference to Rome.”9

			When there were multiple claims for the title (which happened often), each opposing pope would be called an “anti-pope” by the other, which became a common phrase in the Catholic Church. Many theologians in addition to Bruce Shelley agree that Leo (AD 451) seems to be the starting point for the papacy. A few even put Gregory (AD 590) as the actual starting point for a single pope. Catholic author Jerome Neyrey admits, “It would be wrong, however, to read back into first-century Rome the existence of the papacy as we know it today.”10

			Many scholars do agree that there seems to be a single bishop in Rome established by the end of the second century, but the proof is overwhelming that responsibilities were shared with other bishops, and supremacy—and especially infallibility—would have been adamantly rejected during that time. There was absolutely no universal papal jurisdiction for centuries. In fact, for approximately 1,000 years of church history, papal supremacy is not even demonstrative of what transpired. So, the primacy and supremacy that was proclaimed at the First Ecumenical Council of the Vatican (known as Vatican I) did not exist for the time period they claimed.11

			Reformed theologian Gavin Ortlund states that the Church is not being truthful by declaring that Peter’s Apostolic primacy (extending to the power of his teaching) has always been “the constant custom of the Church.”12 The early Church knew nothing about the coming infallibility of the pope that would be developed in time. Ortlund also reveals that:

			“None of the seven ecumenical councils were convoked [called together] by their own bishop, none of them were presided over by a Roman bishop … For the first 1000 years, Bishops gathered at the councils considered themselves to have authority over and apart from the Roman Bishop. That’s in contrast to the teaching at Vatican II [the Second Ecumenical Council of the Vatican] that says bishops [plural] have no power apart from the pope’s consent … A common argument and understanding in the early Church was: ‘we are multiple; you are singular, therefore, we trump you in power. We are in union with a group of bishops and therefore our authority surpasses yours.’”13

			Ortlund proceeds to give a very specific example of the Pope not having the power that the Church claims that he had, and it was concerning Pope Vigilius in the sixth century:

			“And with Pope Vigilius you have an ecumenical council and a pope in a standoff, but the bishops, in unity at Constantinople II, assert their authority over the pope’s theological edict, even disciplining him and excommunicating him functionally.”14

			Shelly cites another historical situation to substantiate that a singular pope was not always common among the Roman Catholic Church, and the example summarized below takes place a staggering fourteen centuries after the start of the Church:

			“In 1377 the aged pope Gregory XI reentered Rome. The joy over the reestablishment of the papacy in the Eternal City was short lived. Gregory’s death within a year required a new papal election. The College of Cardinals, still heavily weighted with Frenchmen, yielded to the clamor of a Roman mob and chose an Italian. On April 18th, Easter Sunday, the new pope, Urban VI, was crowned. All the cardinals were present. The summer months, however, along with Urban’s dictatorial ways brought second thoughts about his selection. In August the cardinals suddenly informed all Europe that the people of Rome had forced the election of an apostate to the chair of Peter and that the proceedings were invalid. A month later the “apostate” [pope] responded by creating practically a new College of Cardinals. For their part the French cardinals chose from their own number another pope, Clement VII, and announced this fact to the various civil and church authorities. 

			“Thus, with Urban ruling from Rome and Clement from Avignon, the murky chapter in papal history called the Great Schism of their papacy begins. It lasted for thirty-nine years. Each pope had his own College of Cardinals, thereby ensuring the papal succession of its own choice. Each pope claimed to be the true vicar of Christ, with the power to excommunicate those who did not acknowledge him. By 1409 a majority of the cardinals from both camps agreed to meet. They met for a general council at Pisa, on the west coast of Italy. They disposed both claimants to the papal chair and elected a third man, Alexander V. Neither of the two deposed popes, however, would accept the action of the council. So, the church now had not two but three claimants to the chair of Peter. Three popes at a time are too many by almost anyone’s standards. Especially so when one of the popes preaches a crusade against another and starts selling indulgences to pay for it. At length in 1417 the council got one papal incumbent to step aside, deposed the other two, and chose a new vicar of Christ, Martin V.”15

			Right when you would think three popes at the same time was enough, along comes a fourth! This is additional proof that there has never been a “clean” line of succeeding popes. Other conflicts include Pope Gregory the Great’s dispute with John the Faster, the dispute between Callistus I and Hippolytus, Damasus and Ursinus, Cornelius and Novatian, Cyprian and Stephen, and so many more. All these reveal that there is nothing that resembles a unified, single authority. There were even long gaps of vacancies in the papacy (AD 250 onwards), for those who defend the ideology of popes from the very beginning.  

			Well into the third century, Christianity was very turbulent, had competing theological slants, and was prone to split in the blink of an eye. In fact, the biggest rift in the Roman Catholic Church in Rome was in Constantinople in the East, where they did not acknowledge the Roman Bishop as being supreme over Christendom beginning in the early fourth century. This eventually led to the “Great Schism” in 1054 which resulted in today’s Eastern Orthodox Church. This was the largest split from the Roman Catholic Church until the Protestant Reformation. It’s important to recognize that multiple groups of Christians have broken away from the Roman Catholic Church over the centuries because of either corruption or significant differences in theological interpretations.

			It is also critical to take a look at exactly who controlled the pope throughout the centuries. Based on evidence that is known from history, many kings and feudal lords interfered in ecclesiastical affairs, even to the point of controlling the election of popes. An example would be King Phillip IV arranging for a French cardinal to be elected pope around the fourteenth century. In other words, the Church didn’t elect popes for a long period of time, the kings did. Another example is a German king named Otto in the tenth century who controlled the papacy because the Church looked to him for protection. Kings enjoyed the freedom of interfering and controlling ecclesiastic affairs since they provided protection for the Church. It might come as surprise to many Catholics that popes did not call the shots for many centuries in the Roman Church. Popes, especially in the Middle Ages, were often mortifyingly subordinate to emperors and kings. In many situations, newly elected popes had to pay enormous sums of money to the ruler who had nominated them, and the potential for corruptness was very obvious.

			We even see the Byzantine Empire controlling the popes for hundreds of years in the sixth, seventh, and eighth centuries. For several centuries after that, rich crime families selected popes to allow them complete control. The Medici, the Barberini, the Orsini, and the della Rovere all provided popes from their own ranks, but most notorious were the Borgias. Two of the popes placed in positions from these crime families were Calistus III and Alexander VI.16

			After the fall of the Western Roman Empire around 476, the papacy was highly influenced by rulers of Italy; these periods were known as the Ostrogothic Papacy, Byzantine Papacy, and Frankish Papacy.17 The papacy became a puppet office under the influence of these imperial rulers and was not even similar to the papacy we know today.

			This blend of secular rulers, emperors, kings, and noble families having a pivotal role in papal appointments should concern every Christian. Duffy states, “By 1829, no fewer than 555 of 646 diocesan bishops of the Roman Catholic Church were appointed by the state.”18

			It was also very common for Italian noble families to appoint popes, such as the “Tusculan puppet popes” (Benedict VIII, John XIX, and Benedict IX).19 In fact, for centuries, it was mandatory for popes to seek confirmation from secular emperors before they could be consecrated.20 The ruthless politician Alberic II appointed five popes. Other popes were installed by local gang-bosses or corrupt emperors. Eamon Duffy states,

			“Of the twenty-five popes between 955 and 1057, thirteen were appointed by the local aristocracy [powerful noble families in political positions], while the other twelve were appointed by the German emperors … and election to the chair of Peter, as we have seen, was frequently a commodity for sale or barter.”21

			Realistically, these facts alone start to cast a legitimate shadow on papal succession as a God-ordained event. I understand that Catholics are looking for a clean line of moral, “apostolic-like” successors dating back to Peter, but unfortunately, those who do the research are going to be gravely disappointed to find it simply doesn’t exist. The point to grasp is that the foundational doctrines of the early, original, first-century Church were disappearing by the time the papacy started appearing with any semblance of a valid succession. Nevertheless, these facts about papal succession are just casual observations and a very small part of the overall story.

			The Hallmark of Corruption

			I want to be forthcoming in saying regardless of where it all began, in an effort to convince millions of followers of papal legitimacy, there seems to be a pattern in Catholic leadership of sweeping all the historical embarrassing stuff under the rug and pretending it doesn’t exist. We’ll see proof throughout this text, but the actions that are about to be uncovered are not an honest and ethical way to live or build Christ’s Church, let alone advance the Gospel. But many Christians become mentally immune to the truth because there is no acceptable explanation for what went wrong. In all fairness, if today’s Roman Catholicism were representative of the true, original catholic Church, it would not be logical to have numerous corrupt popes just a few hundred years after the Church started, continuing to be led with immorality and unscrupulous morals for almost 1,700 years. This is not referring to mere casual sin, but blatant, willful, unimaginable corruption on a level inconceivable to most Catholics or anyone. 

			The question has to be asked, is it even possible to have a person who is immensely immoral and ungodly as the “head of the Christian Church” since God is involved in the process? It is imperative to pause and realize just what this title is implying: the “One” who is succeeding directly from Christ, the “Vicar” (standing in the place of Christ), and derived from the early apostles via succession of the papacy. Remember that these individuals allegedly have a special, assigned, linked-in position with the Creator of the Universe. 

			As we will see, this is not “Catholic bashing” because papal corruption is historically documented and verifiable—killing, molesting, stealing, and deceiving—and it doesn’t fit well with the Catholic story. Anyone venturing out to do the research can only logically conclude the “succession of the papacy” (the Catholic definition of divine continuing leadership since Christ founded the Church) does not seem very legitimate. This blatant accusation might come across as very condemning and offensive, as many Catholics have adored various popes. However, this story, tradition, and belief system about popes and their position over the Church that many cling to and defend with adamance seems to be massively flawed and misunderstood. There are critical elements that have been completely ignored or, at best, dismissed with unacceptable explanations.

			Only a small portion of Catholics I have interacted with have ever scrutinized their faith because they are generally discouraged from questioning it. However, many inherently feel something is wrong. They just can’t bear to look at it, and feel ashamed to bring it up. The notion of past popes having sexual relations with prostitutes, mistresses, and even children is very disturbing. When you learn that popes killed other cardinals to obtain this high position of the papacy, you know in your heart that is not a holy succession, and it looks nothing like Christ.

			Although I hate to be the bearer of bad news, the truth is that the papacy was fairly warped from an early stage and became even worse during medieval times. Not corrupt in the sense that, “Yes, these guys made a few mistakes—they might not have been the best leaders—they probably sinned as we all do.” In our search, we cannot dismiss these behaviors I’m introducing so easily. We are talking about corruption in the most sinister terms during certain periods of time. I think it is critical for Catholics to comprehend what really happened without being dismissive and accepting deficient excuses from Catholic spokespeople or the Church, which tends to dumb down and diminish the impact. It’s only honest and responsible to hear what Roman Catholic scholars and theologians have to say about historical accounts concerning past popes, but that many Catholic apologists seem to want to hide, as we will see in Chapter 2.

			Many popes were extremely irreverent and depraved individuals. Many committed capital crimes, as seen throughout the next chapters. Yet, unknowingly, these men are from whom Catholics get a big portion of their spiritual theology and direction. The original intent of the early Church, established after Christ ascended into Heaven at Pentecost, was intensely subverted and became distorted and self-focused after the first 300 years. Self-righteousness and “salvation-earning” developed in stark contrast and competition with the simple grace of God that Jesus taught, and scriptural principles took a sharp left turn when these bad popes emerged onto the scene.  

			This is not simply hearsay. This is basic, common knowledge among all Catholic theologians and even the clergy; however, it is rarely discussed. Many detailed books have been written divulging these devious popes long before this book was published: The Bad Popes, The Sack of Rome, Sex Lives of the Popes, Sacred Betrayals, A Dark History: The Popes/Vice, Murder, and Corruption in the Vatican, Lives of the Popes, The Medieval Papacy, Holy Warriors/The Crusades, Absolute Monarchs, and Saints and Sinners, along with endless articles and documentaries that corroborate the history. 

			Simple, cursory research can unveil the true nature of this highly coveted position and the unbiblical idea of the office and succession of the papacy. A common theme that emerges in papal history is that many popes killed others and leveraged their political and military power to steal the papacy, purchase it, or inherit it deceptively. The malicious intent from the Vicars of Christ is quite appalling.

			Although no one can say they have a perfect interpretation of spiritual theology, the primary purpose of this book is to encourage Catholics to reconsider doctrinal positions and theological holdings from past popes (and their surrounding clergy) who developed a fraudulent system saturated with criminal acts and swimming in sexual and other perversion. In short, much of Roman Catholic theology the popes put forth was not sourced in the Scriptures or from apostolic teachings, but from a self-serving desire to preserve their power and gratify their flesh. 

			In examining the critical components of Christianity, the truth is seen that believers should not necessarily form their belief system strictly because of the Church they are attending. Instead, we should be looking at the original Gospel espoused by Christ and the early apostles as the very best understanding of biblical truth and correct doctrinal positions. Not that we can’t learn from legitimate teachers within the walls of the Church, but the Bible clearly says that the Holy Spirit can teach us, and for us not to be so dependent on men. Hebrews gives a little window into this truth as it introduces the New Covenant (the “New Way” we relate to God on this side of the Cross). The truth of the New Covenant is the original Gospel:

			“…I will put my laws in their minds and write them on their hearts. I will be their God, and they will be my people. No longer will a man teach his neighbor, or a man his brother, saying, ‘Know the Lord’ because they will all know me, from the least of them to the greatest” (Hebrews 8:10-11).

			“And I will ask the Father, and he will give you another Counselor to be with you forever—the Spirit of truth. The world cannot accept him, because it neither sees him nor knows him. But you know Him [Holy Spirit], for he lives with you and will be in you” (John 14:16-17).

			“You show that you are a letter from Christ, the result of our ministry, written not with ink but with the Spirit of the living God, not on tablets of stone but on tablets of human hearts” (2 Corinthians 3:3).

			“For who has known the mind of the Lord that he may instruct him? But we have the mind of Christ” (1 Corinthians 2:16).

			The inspired authors of the Scriptures are not speaking of the Old Covenant law. God did not write the Jewish, Levitical, or Sabbath law on our hearts. God has written a new command on our hearts from when Christ arrived on the scene. After the cross, God established a new way to relay information to us, to guide us, to speak to us, to reveal to us various instructions and directions for us to live out the Christian life. Surprisingly, this new way is not listening to man-made doctrine or tradition from a magisterium. In contrast, God tore the veil—He just unzipped the minds and hearts of genuine believers and came on in via the indwelling Holy Spirit to reveal His truth directly. 

			If you think otherwise and are a professing Christian, I’m sure you can remember numerous examples when you did something sinful and that inner voice suddenly let you know just how wrong that action was. You may also remember dozens of times when you were looking for direction and the Holy Spirit gave you peace and the proper focus in your situation, and it may have felt inexplicable. You may also remember something that seemed like a coincidence but would have been almost impossible without the Holy Spirit’s intervention. 

			Welcome to the true Christian life. I think this is an extraordinary arrangement: God, Himself, living inside the believer, guiding us on how to live and intervening when He chooses to. What a source. Not religion, not a system, not from a hierarchy. Not useless repetition. Instead, a direct relationship with the Heavenly Father. 

			In defense of most Catholics, almost all Christians, including those within Protestant denominations, have adopted their belief system from what they have always heard or have been taught growing up. I do not denounce or condemn this in any way. In fact, it would be expected. Accepted theology is often a force of inertia, with a strong influence from family and a religious institution with powerful, convincing leaders. Many Catholics simply grow up in the system, encouraged never to question the teachings, or at the very least, never informed of the vast chasm between the Roman Church’s doctrine and tradition and the original Gospel. So, very rarely does anyone branch out individually and do investigative research on the truth of where the Church they attend derived its doctrines. If they do, it is often with the goal of assuaging their fears and doubts, but they seek out biased material to do the fact-checking. Wolves never do a good job guarding the chickens in the coop!

			I’ve learned many principles over the years, but one that has stuck with me is that you cannot be objective about something you have been steeped  in and buried under your whole life, especially when it comes to spiritual matters. Objectivity requires stepping entirely away from an institutional system—even a church you have attended all your life—allowing the Holy Spirit to “wash” your mind, clean the slate, and start over again with Christ. In doing so, you can be released from the bondage of a religious system and have a fresh start with your Heavenly Father. I have personally experienced how refreshing this can be. Still, very few can ever experience this freedom because they are cemented into their churches and denominations. 

			This is not to make light of the work ahead of us—spiritual growth and understanding take time. However, it is a sobering reality that even earnest believers—with the Holy Spirit living inside of them—often place more trust in the Church, a priest, pastor, tradition, and the Church’s dogma and statement of faith than the Bible and the guidance of the Holy Spirit for renewing their minds and discovering truth, along with accurate theology. It is widely acknowledged that pursuing truth is an important objective as a Christian, but how do we arrive at that truth? Should we consider interpretations of early Catholic popes and clergy as the “true” Gospel? If so, do we accept interpretations from those who have exhibited gross misconduct and who demonstrated ulterior motives? We must consider whether we should shape our theological perspectives for the rest of our lives based on popes who obtained the papacy through nefarious means, engaged in immoral acts, and initiated attempts to change the original Gospel.

			If you are Catholic, I invite you to honestly consider the following challenge:

			
					If individuals like Ted Bundy, John Gacy, and Bernie Madoff had been the early leaders of Catholicism, would you still adhere to your same doctrinal beliefs? 

					If, despite learning of their involvement, you chose to maintain your beliefs, at what point do you think your theology loses its credibility? 

					If you discover that mass murderers, child molesters, and master deceivers occupied the position of pope and were instrumental in shaping the theological foundations of much of your belief system, would you be willing to pause and do some deeper research? 

			

			The reality seems to be that the character of many of the popes we will examine bears striking similarity to that of leaders of cults over the decades. When we consider figures like David Koresh, Warren Jeffs, Marshall Applewhite, or, for those familiar with distant history, Jim Jones, most of us react with a mixture of anger and disbelief toward such egocentric villains, and astoundment and grief at the vulnerable who were tricked into following them. 

			With the exposure of these cults, it was deeply disturbing to witness the aftermath of individuals permitting their spouses and children to enter into marriages and engage in sexual relationships with these manipulative leaders, eventually succumbing to mass suicides, all under the guise of “Christ”. The point is that it is enraging to watch these leaders perpetuate the role of a messiah or prophet “directly appointed by God,” knowing that God is totally absent from the equation. I want to be clear in stating that I am not labeling the Roman Catholic Church a cult, but I do want to show some similarities  to cult leaders in how some of the Roman pontiffs operated.

			Unfortunately, too many times in the past, popes have deceived the vulnerable and misled their followers into believing the falsehood that they are the head of the entire Christian Church—that they are the vicars of Christ—they are infallible in proclaiming dogma, and therefore should be treated like “little gods”—all while committing grievous acts of abuse and immortality. Over the years, we’ve seen videos of popes being carried on thrones, adorned in robes and towering triple crowns made of gold, consumed with self-importance, with followers gazing at them adoringly. Have popes been guilty of robbing God of His glory? The evidence seems to suggest so.

			The Unfortunate Reality

			Let’s embark on the journey of exploring some of these successors at a time when the papacy was really off base from the biblical expectation of Christian leadership. This veering off course started happening intensely during the Middle Ages, but was prevalent from very early on. As we move forward, we have to keep in mind that popes are regarded as the “vicars” of Christ—the individuals who stand in place of Christ, claim to act in His stead, boast the throne of Peter, and when in power, have full, supreme, and universal authority over the entire Church, an authority that can be exercised without hindrance, and whose authority is sustained by our Heavenly Father.22 When reviewing the popes listed throughout these chapters, in fairness, honesty, and humility, consider taking a look at where Catholic theology developed and determine if these popes and the surrounding magisterium are reliable sources on which Christians can be comfortable basing a belief system on. 

			In full disclosure, I want to warn readers that the following two chapters are going to be shocking and disturbing, but it’s imperative for Catholics to understand what really happened in the history of the papacy. These events and characters were likely never disclosed in training classes at Church. The information that is going to be revealed is a very small sample of what actually happened with Catholic popes. There are dozens and dozens of popes, not mentioned for the sake of space, from the same time period referenced below who exerted similar behaviors. In fact, many times, the actions of those popes not mentioned was just a continuation of what had transpired with their predecessors. There is a distinct and disturbing pattern that will emerge as we near the end of this section after examining these papal selections. The following divulgences will require discipline and patience to get through, but Catholics will never see the papacy the same again.

			Pope (Bishop) Marcellinus (296-304?)

			Under pressure and persecution from the pagan Roman Emperor Diocletian, Marcellinus caved and surrendered copies of the Scriptures, and in full submission, offered sacrifices to the “gods.” He died shortly afterward, and the Church had no desire to acknowledge him after these occurrences.23

			Pope (Bishop) Damasus (366-384)

			Damasus’s election was contested by a rival pope (Ursinus), so in defiance, Damasus decided to “get rid of him with the help of the city police and a murderous rabble”.24 This was the start of an unfortunate pattern in the papacy of eliminating those who would interfere or compete for Peter’s throne. Eamon Duffy states that many popes came and went during the fourth and fifth centuries who were described as “potentates” (monarchs so powerful that they do not have to follow any rules). Ultimately, many during this time were ruthless rulers full of pride and worldliness.25

			Pope Vigilius (536-537)

			Vigilius, likewise, needed to address a problem with an existing pope and took extreme measures to do so. The story is quite outlandish: After joining Theodora (the wife of an emperor), and “Laden with bags of Theodora’s money for bribes,” he raced to Rome to manipulate and buy his way into the papacy. Upon his arrival, he realized a gothic king had already “installed” a pope (Silverius). Vigilius was not happy about the appointment, and he bribed an imperial general to have Silverius arrested on a trumped-up charge and banished to a small town. Vigilius was then elected to the throne. However, that small town took it upon itself to help Silverius return to Rome, but Vigilius had him arrested again and exiled him to an isolated island where he died of malnutrition shortly thereafter. 

			Vigilius was known as being a fraud, and as he left office and boarded a ship, the crowd threw stones at him from the dock for all the misfortunes he had caused the city and the dishonest means he used to become pope.26

			Pope Pelagius (556-561)

			Duffy describes Pelagius as a pope “determined to become pope by hook or crook.” His actions and means of operating the papal office were universally denounced in the West as “self-seeking treachery,” leaving the papal reputation in ruins.27

			Pope Stephen II (III) (752-757)

			It is almost certain that Stephen or part of his entourage was behind the fraudulent document called “Donation of Constantine”. This was a Roman imperial decree where the fourth-century Emperor Constantine supposedly transferred all-encompassing power and authority over Rome (and the whole Roman Empire) to the pope. With this declaration, the pope would inherit special privileges as well as the Lateran Palace. This forged document was a way to elevate popes to a level of supremacy over other bishops, especially those associated with Constantinople. 

			The goal also seemed to be to boost Roman ecclesiastical politics and power, especially to use the Church as a weapon against emperors and anyone not acknowledging papal authority and supremacy. This false document was used for hundreds of years—all the way through the Middle Ages—until it was finally exposed as a forgery in the fifteenth century. Countless popes fed off of this forgery to their benefit. 

			“Donation of Constantine” was not the only fraudulent document in the Church’s possession. Another false decretal emerged called “Pseudo Isidore”, which was a series of letters from early popes, all forged, which happened to include the Donation of Constantine. Effectively, these letters and false claims were used to establish the papacy as the real source of power in the Church. They ultimately made the collection one of the most often cited reference books of the medieval Church despite being completely fabricated.28

			Pope Paul I (757-767)

			Pope Paul I, along with Stephen III, was challenged by anti-popes and was “sucked into a sordid whirlpool of internecine violence and betrayal, punctuated by blindings, torture and judicial murder.”29

			I think it can be safely assumed that most Catholics are probably not aware that popes engaged in murderous activities, but this was actually very common, and the stories get much worse.

			Pope Bonifacius VI (896-896)

			Bonifacius’s papacy lasted for only two weeks before he was murdered by Pope Stephen VI. Bonifacius did not have the opportunity to achieve any notable accomplishments during his brief time as pope, but became another murderous victim of “pope against pope.” 

			Pope Stephen VI (896-897)

			Pope Stephen VI decided he was so set on proving his position on a controversial issue, he had the late Pope Formosus exhumed from the grave, dressed him in papal attire, and put on trial for violating Church rules. Yes, Stephen put his rival’s lifeless body on the witness chair and continued with questioning. A deacon, reluctantly, spoke on behalf of Formosus’ dead body and answered all the questions. He was found guilty, and Stephen had three of Formosus’ fingers cut off, then he was stripped naked, dragged through the streets, and reburied in a mass grave.30 

			Stephen also engaged in brutal politics and was only promoted to the position of pope to seize control of Rome. His actions and behavior during his papacy indicate that he was not a “holy successor” in the truest sense. It is important to recognize that throughout history, there have been a huge number of instances where leaders within the Roman Catholic Church exhibited problematic behaviors or suffered from mental disturbances. Stephen VI is one such example. These, and many more cases to come, make a strong argument against God divinely appointing a leader of a central Church or ever allowing one individual to stand in the place of Christ.  

			Stephen was later imprisoned and ultimately strangled as a result of his actions.31 This is an undeniably shocking narrative, particularly when considering the subject is the pope—regarded as the highest position in the Roman Church that can ostensibly be traced back to Peter, and ultimately, Christ Himself. Their role is supposed to involve spreading the message of the resurrection to all future generations. Given these circumstances, it’s understandable that a sense of unease might arise. 

			Over the twelve months following Steven’s death, four potential popes hastily vied for “the bloodstained throne,” with some occupying it for mere weeks or even days before meeting their demise. In a span of approximately six years, seven popes emerged. In fact, by the ninth century, the popes were virtually meaningless pawns for the noble families that controlled them. Shockingly, there were twenty-four popes between 872 and 904.32 It would not take a renowned theologian to conclude something was terribly wrong with the Roman Church having twenty-four popes in a span of thirty-two years. Considering the belief that God is perpetually involved in the direct selection of the leader of the entire Christian Church, as He sustains this top position, one cannot help but question how things unfolded during that tumultuous period. One should start to wonder, what is really going on here?  

			Following these years, the Holy See entered a period called “The Dark Age of the Papacy”. This era dove the Roman Catholic Church even deeper into depravity with papal leadership. 

			Pope Sergius III (904-911)

			Another questionable pope, Sergius III supported the horrendous act that Stephen VII did to Formosus. In a shocking continuation of a similar event, Sergius had the late Formosus exhumed a second time, ten years after the first, and put him on trial again. As anyone can imagine, Formosus didn’t do too well at this court show, either. One can only imagine the smell in the courtroom. Sergius III, like Stephen VII, had three more fingers cut off Formosus’ dead body, then had him beheaded and dumped into a river, where his body was eventually caught in a fisherman’s net.33

			Despite this speechless spectacle, Sergius had two primary agendas after entering this coveted, holy, “vicar of Christ” position: to strangle and murder his predecessors (Pope Christopher and Pope Leo V) and spend “quality” time with a fifteen-year-old girl and her mother (both prostitutes). These prostitutes (Theodora and Marozia) highly influenced the papacy for decades. It is hard to grasp and comprehend that two prostitutes influenced the holy “office of the papacy” for this long, but that is simply what happened. It has been called the age of the “pornocracy popes,”34 naming a period of sixty-eight years of extreme immorality among the vicars and spanning the reigns of fifteen popes. Stories like these are obviously not told during Mass at the Catholic Church.

			“These Roman amazons [Theodora and Marozia] combined with the fatal charms of personal beauty and wealth, a rare capacity for intrigue, and a burning lust for power and pleasure … They turned the church of St. Peter into a den of robbers, and the residence of his successors into a harem. And they glorified in their shame. Hence this infamous period is called the papal Pornocracy or Hataerocracy.”35

			Sergius had lusted after Marozia since she was six years old, and her mother gave her to the pope when she was fifteen, and they had a son (the future John XI).36 What a story, but part of papal history. 

			Cardinal Baronius, one of the first papal historians, concluded about Pope Sergius III that a monster had been unleashed against the church. He stated:

			“A wretch, worthy of the rope and of fire … flames could not have caused this execrable monster to suffer the punishments which he merited.”37

			Author James S. Packer says of Sergius III that he was malignant and ferocious, slaughtering his enemies with a private army. Additionally, Jewish scholar Walter Ullmann, an authority on medieval political thought, describes this pope as a typical representative of the House of Theophylact, concerned with power and sexual liaisons.38

			Sergius attempted to seize the papacy forcefully but was ultimately driven out and expelled from Rome. It is perplexing to try and understand why God would unleash a monster against the Church if you accept papal succession and divine appointments. However, unleashing a “monster” would not be accurate. Monsters (plural) would be far more factual, as we will soon see. The truth is that God does protect His Church, but one has to understand what the precise definition of “Church” really is in God’s economy. As discussed in Chapters 4 and 5, Christians have to question whether today’s Roman Catholic Church still should be labeled the sole, “one, holy, catholic, and apostolic Church of Jesus Christ” matching God’s original intention. The early catholic Church, for the first 250 years (maybe less), certainly seemed much more aligned with apostolic teachings.

			Pope John XII (955-964)

			Pope John XII acquired his special appointment at the ripe old age of seventeen or eighteen. Undoubtedly, he lacked the maturity to lead the Church the way God would have intended (were that God’s intent.) He acquired the title of being “the most immoral Pope in Catholic history.” 

			John shunned his mandate to advance this “one, holy, catholic, and apostolic Church of Jesus Christ” by turning his papal residence into a brothel, and would even rape women in the cathedral. In addition, he had a habit of calling out to pagan gods while gambling at parties flooded with alcohol and was accused of homicide, perjury, and incest.39 

			There seemed to be no sin John XII would not commit. He slept with his father’s mistress and even his own mother. He stole from the church’s treasury, rewarding his lovers after nights of passion. Women were warned to stay away from the cathedral as John was always on the prowl for new women. He was extremely violent, blinding one cardinal and castrating another, causing his death. A Holy Roman Emperor actually wrote a letter to John, stating:

			“Everyone, clergy as well as laity accuse you, Holiness, of homicide, perjury, sacrilege, incest with your relatives, including two of your sisters and with having, like a pagan, invoked Jupiter, Venus, and other demons.”40

			In spite of John’s threat of ex-communication, the emperor Otto deposed John, and Pope Leo VIII was put in his place. This enraged John, who returned to Rome, threw Leo out, and carried out vengeance on all responsible for his exile. John had the skin flayed off one bishop, cut off the nose and two fingers of a cardinal and gouged out his tongue, and decapitated sixty-three members of the clergy and nobility in Rome.41 Once again, it’s truly hard to imagine a pope qualifying as a torturer or murderer, but John XII was one of many.

			John was able to draw upon the revenues of the Papal States to maintain armed gangs and was successful in terrorizing the citizens of Rome. The dark element of his nature allowed him to test the utmost extent of his corrupt power.42

			Pope John XII was eventually killed by the husband of one of his lovers. This would not be a leader that the Church would be proud of or want to lay claim to. He was an absolute train wreck as a holy father but the Roman Catholic Church still considers him to have been the vicar of Christ.  

			Pope Benedict V (964-964)

			Benedict V, yet another contentious pope with a brief reign, abruptly fled to Constantinople after seducing a young girl and stealing the church treasury. When he ran out of money, he returned to Rome, reverting to his previous pattern of maintaining multiple mistresses. Eventually, he met a gruesome end at the hands of a jealous husband, who mercilessly stabbed Benedict more than a hundred times.43 

			Pope Benedict VIII (1012-1024)

			Benedict VIII worked in close harmony with Emperor Henry II to attack Byzantine southern Italy, breaking off the fragile relations between the Churches of Constantinople and Rome.44

			Pope Benedict IX (1032-1044)

			As if John XII had set a good example of a mature Christian leader at age eighteen, Benedict IX took over the top position for the entire Christian Church at the age of just twenty.45 (Though some historical reports have Benedict at just fourteen when he acquired the papacy!)46 His father paid off some officials of Rome in order for him to become pope. Barely an adult, possibly just a child by some accounts, he found himself in a vicar role, and it turned out to be quite a spectacle. Two of his uncles preceded him in holding the papal position, and he had a family with plenty of political, military, and papal muscle.47

			One can only wonder about his ability, fortitude, leadership, and experience to shepherd millions of Christians as an immoral youth. Most individuals that age are still navigating the fundamental aspects of life, barely out of puberty, and do not possess the capacity to govern anything, much less an entire religious system. He would certainly not carry the wisdom to interpret, scrutinize, theorize, and assimilate biblical truths to influence your theology or the theology of hundreds of millions of Christians in the future. 

			Benedict IX held the papacy three separate times.48 He even sold the position to his godfather during one of those reigns, who later became Pope Gregory VI. Later, this transaction drained the Church’s treasury. Benedict set off for a life of leisure and pleasure at one of his castles in the country and had no interest in spreading the news about the resurrection of Christ.49 Is it logical to think that God was distracted around 1032-1044 in allowing him to acquire this position three separate times? As with all papal selections, I believe many will see it is safe to conclude God was not involved. Nevertheless, Benedict got in, so let’s continue and see how he did. 

			Labeled “a demon from hell,” described as “feasting on immorality,”50 and a known homosexual, Benedict IX was recognized for his extreme cruelty and debauchery.51 It even stunned the citizens of Rome, who were used to all types of depravity and degeneracy. He was accused of rape, murder, adultery, and sodomy (bestiality to be more specific, but no desire to envision).52 There was an array of wickedness every place he went. He held multiple orgies in Rome, as sexual perversion was a common theme with the vicars of Christ back then. 

			He was finally driven out of Rome by a group run by Pope Sylvester III. A few months later, however, Benedict returned with an army and recaptured the papacy, reinstating himself on the throne. He then decided to sell the papacy to his godfather so he could officially marry his second cousin. 

			Benedict’s imminent marriage didn’t materialize, so once again, he marched back in with an army in order to get the papacy back, but Sylvester III did not let go of the title. Although there were three simultaneous claims for the papacy, Clement II got the coveted position before he died suddenly. Benedict tried to get the papacy again, but the title was denied. He was finally excommunicated, which in some respects is ironic, considering that excommunication was a constant and imaginary card played by popes to childishly get their way and maintain control. What a crazy story! What a papal mess!

			As an obvious and repetitive reminder, the Roman Catholic Church claims this super important, critical leadership position of the papacy is a succession from Jesus Christ, succession from Peter, the holiest of positions, the head and authority of the Church, the holy father, part of the Holy See, and in authority over every Christian on the planet, with God right in the middle of these “divine” appointments. The Church holds the position that the pope is the actual vicar of Christ who stands in place of Christ and acts on behalf of Christ with complete supremacy.

			God clearly does not seem to be even remotely visible regarding the office of the papacy, and there is a reason Jesus never addressed the topic, or made this Roman Catholic claim. There was never a plan for a God-ordained papacy or papal succession. Although this position is so highly regarded in the Roman Catholic Church, the papacy is simply not substantiated anywhere in the Scriptures. Here is a critical, but simple, historical observation: the papacy was not part of the original catholic Church. 

			To claim that these popes were advancing the simple Gospel of Jesus Christ is truly hard to imagine. A holy succession instituted and governed and sustained by God seems virtually impossible based on the track records of the popes that have been examined so far; and not surprisingly, there are more to come. 

			Pope Nicholas II (1058-1061)

			Nicholas had the backing of the German court which allowed him to have access to imperial troops. This, along with lavish gifts he gave to the population of Rome drove Pope Benedict X out of town.53 The competition to obtain the Roman throne and exert power over the population was intense. The rivalry for the papacy has always been, even from the very beginning, as “cut-throat” as political contentions have been. Duffy states, “Every new pope had to spend huge sums on lavish gifts to the citizens to ensure acceptance of his election, a use of Church funds which brought bitter criticism.”54 This common practice of purchasing one’s way into the papacy is in total conflict with Jesus Christ having someone stand in His place. Those actions are irreconcilable with the true Gospel, yet this was a customary practice in the Roman Church. Should this give a Catholic reason to pause and consider that maybe the pope is not the Vicar of Christ? What have been the motives of so many that have sat in this Vicar position? 

			Duffy confirms this level of corruption by saying, “From Innocent IV [in the thirteenth century] onwards many of the popes forfeited moral credibility by using some of the most solemn spiritual weapons of the reform papacy for purposes which were blatantly political.”55 Of course, as we have already seen, the forfeiture of moral credibility has always existed in the papacy. There are many more disclosures to come.

			Pope Boniface VIII (1294-1303)

			Boniface VIII was another pope obsessed with power who constantly used his throne to acquire personal wealth. He demanded everyone acknowledge him as the ruler of the whole world and would retaliate against anyone who opposed him. He consistently used threats to get his way, as he did against the University of Paris in stating that he would use the power of Rome to destroy them if they continued to prove uncooperative.56 He even took revenge on a previous pope (Pope Celestine) and sent armed guards to bring him back to Rome where he could imprison him. He was successful in doing so, and Celestine died a few months later.57

			Like many popes of the past, he engaged in the crimes of simony and nepotism, determined to use the wealth of the Church to fund his family fortune. He had a terrible temper and on the news of the death of his brother and his nephew, he burst into bitter accusations, cursing God for bringing these things on to him.58

			He had a fascination with being showy and being publicly admired. He appeared several times in robes yelling out, “I am Caesar; I am emperor.” The crown that he wore contained forty-eight rubies, seventy-two sapphires, forty-five emeralds, and sixty-six large pearls. He had a ceaseless hunger for gold and would boast that he presided over kings and kingdoms in all affairs, deeming himself a god on earth. 

			Boniface wasn’t exactly beloved. After his election in 1294, he erected statues of himself all over Rome and said that sleeping with women and boys was no more problematic than rubbing one hand against the other. His most flagrant offense? The entire city of Palestrina was destroyed on his orders—all because of a personal political feud.59 Boniface VIII was another executioner among the vicars of Christ. In a separate incident, he absolved his followers of sin for those who sacked the Colonna property in Rome to steal their possessions. He was part of the Crusades (discussed later) and when he attacked the Colonna people, women and children were not spared but were executed or sold into slavery. 

			Excommunication was often exercised by any pope to maintain power. Boniface VIII, as an example, threatened any ruler who tried to tax the clergy. He demanded absolute and humble obedience, otherwise, he would inflict the utmost injury on their citizens and merchants, causing their property to be pillaged and confiscated in all parts of the world. According to many, the god that the world saw Boniface worship was the god of power. Even cardinals, who came into contact with him daily learned to hate him with personal bitterness.60 

			In the middle of controversial leadership and the motive to control all kings and emperors, Boniface made the most extreme papal claim: “It is altogether necessary for every human being to be subject to the Roman Pontiff.”61 He was opposed, however, by King Phillip and the pope fled like a coward into hiding. Phillip found and imprisoned him until he died a few weeks later. 

			This false papal claim by Boniface that every human being be subject to the Roman Pontiff (The Pope) is a window into the minds of these godless leaders who have sat on a throne that was never meant to exist. However, this claim becomes another chapter in Rome’s desperate attempt to usurp authority over every Christian, when Christians are only subject to our Heavenly Father. Even today, the pope is treated like a little god on earth and it is expected that every Christian is under his authority (CCC 937). It’s the worst type of dupery. 

			Urban VI (1378-1389)

			The Roman Catholic historian and diplomat Ludwig Von Pastor summarized the character of Urban VI:

			“He lacked Christian gentleness and charity. He was naturally arbitrary and extremely violent and imprudent, and when he came to deal with the burning ecclesiastical question of the day, that of reform, the consequences were disastrous.”62

			After a controversial election to the throne, he had a conflict with the French cardinals who invited Urban to an ancient city near Rome with the intention of having him imprisoned and murdered. Urban avoided the capture and the cardinals proceeded to overthrow him and elect a militant pope (Clement VII). Urban did what he had threatened to do for a long time: he created his own set of cardinals, in effect erecting another Sacred College to take the place of that which had abandoned him. 

			Urban also excommunicated Queen Joan of Naples and had her murdered shortly after. He was later imprisoned by King Charles III in Nocera, where he daily and furiously declared damnations on his captors. With help, he escaped to Genova where he had six cardinals seized, tortured, and put to death. Urban later complained that he did not hear enough screaming as they were being tortured.

			The cardinals’ wealth was enormous during those days. Acquiring gifts from European monarchs, the cardinals were directly connected to a system which sucked gold from all over Europe. Boniface was jealous of this wealth. Petrarch commented on the great wealth of these cardinals living in their palaces:

			“Instead of the Apostles who went barefoot we now see satraps (governors of provinces) mounted on horses decked with gold and champing golden bits and whose very hoofs will soon be shod of gold if God does not restrain their arrogant wealth. They could be taken for kings of the Persians … who demanded to be worshipped and into whose presence must no man come empty-handed.”63

			Throughout the centuries, popes and cardinals thrived on power and wealth and conquered lands to increase their territories and enhance their families’ affluence. They murdered and pillaged and used spiritual threats to accomplish their mission. The vision that most Catholics have of a godly, honest, ethical, holy, religious Roman Catholic Church—occupied with the successors of Peter and the apostles—does not seem to be the actuality. This religious institution, instead, has historically paralleled the conquests of many militant leaders with the same unethical motives for dominance and power. 

			Urban VI fit this role as well. He was extremely violent and disrespectful to his cardinals, once yelling out, “I can do anything, anything!” Nobody knew what his mood might be when they came into his presence. He would launch into fits of rage at any moment and his verbal attacks steadily worsened, culminating in physical attacks upon the cardinals.64

			Pope Julius II (1503-1513)

			Thecollector.com describes Julius II:

			“Also known as the angry or Warrior Pope, Julius II did not choose his papal name in honor of Pope Julius I, but rather wanted to emulate Julius Caesar. A fiercely efficient pope, he spearheaded the Italian Wars, the creation of the Vatican Museums, and the reconstruction of St Peter’s Basilica. Although he is remembered for his patronage of the arts, he had characteristics that were very un-Christian. He had a violent temper and treated his subordinates and servants very badly. He fathered several children before becoming pope and was accused of sexual misconduct.”65

			Philosopher and Dutch theologian Erasmus wrote a satire called “Julius Excluded from Heaven” that focuses on his sexual misconduct. In it, Julius II is described as a drunken pope trying (and failing) to persuade St. Peter to open the gates of Heaven for him. Julius II tries to bribe him with money, and when that does not work, he resorts to threatening him with armies, just as he had done on Earth. St. Peter is disgusted and ultimately turns him away.66

			Having become a cardinal through the nepotism of his uncle, Pope Sixtus IV, Julius was known as a violent and harsh pope. At one point twenty-five members of the Sacred College met in a conclave and were unanimous as to the type of pontificate they desired—the exact opposite of Julius II. They were tired of marching and counter-marching across the face of Italy. They simply wanted someone who ruled in a civilized manner. Julius II hated the French and Spanish as well, although that hatred didn’t seem to measure up to the character expectation of a pope. 

			In 1506, Julius promised indulgences to people who paid money to him to construct St. Peter’s Basilica. Preachers were sent out by the Roman Church with the intention of scaring Catholics into giving their money so that they might get loved ones out of Purgatory faster. This was a despicable practice and played a big part in prompting the Great Reformation in the 1500s. 

			Indulgences are a “remission before God of the temporal punishment due to sins whose guilt has already been forgiven, which the faithful Christian who is duly disposed gains under certain prescribed conditions through the actions of the Church” (CCC 1471). Indulgences do not exist in the Scriptures, were not part of the early Church, and started to formally develop in the eleventh century as a con to get followers to go to war. It has to be noted that Jesus never set up a system of indulgences or Purgatory because His sufficiency at the cross eliminated our need to have to be purified before we enter Heaven. God already sees every Christian as righteous because He sees Himself inside of us. He took our place on the cross. He took the punishment in our place. He left nothing for us to reconcile. This topic is addressed extensively later in the book. 

			It’s very sad and disappointing theology to have the Church offer indulgences as a salve for the consequences of sin when Jesus already “paid in full” the penalty for all of them and eliminated the eternal consequences of sin. Yet, the Roman Catholic Church hangs onto a shocking list of things that yield an indulgence, including the useless muttering of dozens and dozens of phrases, prayers, and songs on specified days. This is something that would never be condoned by God, and the apostles would be appalled at such accretions (developments over time) in the Church. 

			Julius, like so many others, had accumulated massive wealth from his nine years as the papal leader. He fathered a child out of wedlock before his pontificate and was alleged to have been a bi-sexual. He drank a lot and was accused of spilling Christian blood to increase the temporal power of the papacy. He by all accounts neglected spiritual matters and was focused on military control. An editorial on a book by Christine Shaw called Julius II: The Warrior Pope states:

			“Shaw succeeds in presenting a portrait of ‘a plain spoken, short tempered, vigorous, impetuous, man of action’, but a prince warrior rather than the religious leader of a Christendom in need of a renewal.”67 

			One report about Julius II states:

			“By far his worst feature was his severe case of Syphilis, contracting it via prostitutes. It was documented that on Good Friday, his feet were so covered by sores that no one was able to kiss them.”68

			Pope Sixtus IV (1471-1484)

			Historical records indicate that Sixtus IV was involved in homosexual activities, which is so prevalent among popes that it is reminiscent of the influence social media has had in normalizing and promoting homosexuality among young people today. Unfortunately, the reign of Sixtus was just one of many questionable periods in papal history. During this era, popes seemed to be more preoccupied with family affairs and political ambitions than fulfilling their spiritual responsibilities as leaders of the Church, and as a result, nepotism was no problem for Sixtus either. 

			On the website Vaticancitytours.it, it is revealed that he taxed prostitutes and priests with mistresses. He did little for the Church, but made time to have six illegitimate children, with one being conceived by his sister!69 

			He was pope during a time of the inquisitor’s quest to be rid of witches, and although he had a change of heart because of the brutal torture methods that were used, King Ferdinand blackmailed Sixtus and reapplied the pressure to continue, so he caved in and withdrew his papal bull that attempted to stop the Inquisitions in Spain.70  

			He tried to instigate numerous wars, but his primary focus remained the enhancement of his family. His numerous relatives were given high offices, and his nephews constantly solicited the pope to attack and siege other cities.  He had some of his nephews and nieces marry into the great Italian dynasties to gain political control and wealth.

			Innocent VIII (1484-1492)

			Innocent VIII made no attempt to hide the fact of his numerous illegitimate children and had no qualms about loading them up with riches. Offices and pardons of every description were frankly and openly for sale.71 He engaged in nepotism as we have seen with many popes, and as part of a business deal made a fourteen-year-old a cardinal.72 His spending habits were disastrous for the Holy See and reduced Rome to anarchy after his death. 

			In his papal Bull Summis desiderantes in 1484, Innocent VIII ordered harsh measures to be taken against witches and magicians in Germany. Even if individuals denied charges of heresy or witchcraft this would prove the charge to be true. It was a no-win situation for those who were accused. This insane policy even applied to bishops, theologians, and other church officials as much as it did to the lowliest serf or peasant. 

			This witch hunt became nothing short of a massacre that would be led by two Dominicans specifically chosen for the task by the pope himself. They published a manual called The Witches’ Hammer that would be used for identifying and punishing witches. This manual could actually be found in courtrooms and was used by judges and magistrates well into the eighteenth century. The whole topic of witchcraft depended on gossip and superstition, particularly at the height of the campaign of hunting and burning witches.73

			In his book, A Dark History: The Popes, Chamberlain states what happened as a result of the two Dominicans being unleashed by Innocent VIII in a vicious assault against witchcraft:

			“Armed with ideas like this and with a brief from Pope Innocent giving them the power to do virtually as they pleased, Kramer and Sprenger set off across Germany to root out witchcraft and heresy wherever they could find it. This was a no-holds-barred expedition and the inquisitors used lies, maltreatment and psychological pressure along with physical torture to get the convictions they wanted. They flogged their victims until the blood ran. They used the rack, thumbscrews and crushers of various kinds. But these were just the preliminaries. … The real refinements, which came later, were listed on a tariff of tortures drawn up by Herman IV of Hesse, Archbishop of Cologne. One option involved cutting out a victim’s tongue and then pouring hot metal into their mouth. Another entailed cutting off a hand and nailing it to the gallows, presumably before the condemned witch was hanged.”74 

			Innocent VIII finally realized the error of his ways and was unnerved by the savagery and cruelty he had unleashed and tried to put the manual on a list of prohibited books, but the witch hunts continued and the damage persisted. This pope became a deranged killer fitting the title given to almost too many popes to count. After coming to this realization, Catholic attendees of Sunday Mass would certainly understand why the true history of popes could never be discussed. In fact, some Catholics leave the Church after they are informed of this appalling history and learn about the atrocities that have been committed. Individuals who convert to Catholicism are never told about this heritage, either, and have no idea how bad the Church’s past has been.

			Alexander VI (1492-1503)

			The next pope and espoused role model for the Catholic Church—someone who is not perfect, not sinless, but at the very least is expected to have accountability and ethics, morals, and a good heart—was Alexander VI. Instead, he used bribery to work his way into the papacy and was a member of the notorious crime family, the Borgias. He was known for being a sex addict and being flashy with his affairs—fathering at least seven illegitimate children by three or four mistresses and supporting them from the Church treasury. One of his affairs included his daughter, and he celebrated his sixties by having an affair and cohabiting with a teenage girl. 

			Alexander VI was probably the most controversial pope ever to have reigned and remains infamous today. He obtained the papacy dishonestly by using his great wealth. He was able to dispense enormous bribes that could buy the vote of cardinals to win the position. One example was a bribe he offered Cardinal Ascanio Sforza, to whom he offered his position as Vice-Chancellor; but more importantly, a fabulous palace by the River Tiber opposite the Vatican. The cardinal managed to resist the offer for about five days but finally succumbed. The dilapidated palace still stands today.75  

			Rodrigo Borgia, now Pope Alexander VI, despite all the bribes barely won the election. He stood on the balcony of the Vatican and proclaimed, “I am Pope and Vicar of Christ … I bless the town, I bless the land, I bless Italy, I bless the world.” 

			This claim to stand in the place of Christ could not be further from the truth based on his character. Case in point: according to one of his ceremonial staff, the noted chronicler Johann Burchard, the Vatican occasionally hosted parties that were ultimately deemed “unrestrained orgies.”

			“On the last day of October, [the pope’s son] Cesare Borgia arranged a banquet in his chambers in the Vatican with 50 honest prostitutes, who danced after the dinner with those present, at first in their garments, then naked. After dinner, the candelabra were taken from the tables and placed on the floor and chestnuts were strewn around, which the naked prostitutes picked up, creeping on hands and knees between the chandeliers, while the Pope, Cesare, and [the pope’s daughter] Lucretia Borgia looked on. Finally, prizes were announced for those who could perform the act [of sexual intercourse] most often with the courtesans, such as tunics of silk, shoes, barrettes and other things.”76

			A pretty shocking activity for a pope to engage in, but behaviors like these seemed quite fitting for many popes in those days. Alexander’s wasteful finances put the Apostolic See on the verge of bankruptcy, but he resolved to accuse wealthy citizens of crimes to extort money from them and to supplement that, he and one of his sons poisoned cardinals and took over their assets. This “leader” (a Catholic vicar) actually poisoned his own cardinals to steal from them.

			For Alexander VI, the papacy was a business to be milked and exploited for gain, and a great deal of it. A historian and another contemporary wrote of him as pope:

			“There was in him and in full measure, all vices both of flesh and spirit … There was in him no religion, no keeping of his word. He promised all things liberally, but bound himself to nothing that was not useful to him. He had no care for justice since, in his days, Rome was a den of thieves and murderers. Nevertheless, his sins meeting with no punishment in this world, he was to the last of his days most prosperous. In one word, he was more evil and had more luck than perhaps any other pope for many ages before.”77

			He was also responsible for a war between France and Portugal and had a role in another war between France and Naples.78 He was another profane individual, but a Roman Catholic vicar. In fact, Alexander VI and all the popes from the mid-fifteenth century on represent what was called the “Renaissance Papacy.” Duffy describes the popes from this time period:

			“The Renaissance papacy evokes images of a Hollywood spectacular, all decadence and drag. Contemporaries viewed Renaissance Rome as we now view Nixon’s Washington, a city of expense-account whores and political graft, where everything and everyone had a price, where nothing and nobody could be trusted.”79

			In discussing Alexander VI specifically, Duffy states,

			“The bribery at his election was not much worse than at many others … That such a man should have seemed a fit successor to Peter speaks volumes about the degradation of the papacy.”80

			So, it becomes very difficult to have confidence and trust in Catholic theology and tradition when the head of the food chain is dishonest, shady, and unholy like the popes that have been mentioned. Obviously, one cannot conclude that all 266 popes have been corrupted on the level that has been mentioned so far; however, almost 40% of them will be referenced throughout this and the next two chapters and this will only cover a fraction of the true story. All this while keeping in mind that the Vatican has always been laced in secrecy: one can only wonder about the actions of popes not mentioned and what else occurred among those who have been. 

			Too many popes fit a profile of totalitarianism, greed, power, monarchy, and sexual deviancy to be dismissed. Most would agree they should have never been allowed to rule over any religious institution, and critical thinkers have to question where their theology, traditions, and interpretations of the Scriptures really come from. It is a valid question for an honest Catholic to ask if they are willing to set their pride on the sidelines while seeking out the truth. 

			Defending the Papacy

			Incidentally, when you hear Catholic leaders like Scot Hahn, Jimmy Akin, Brian Mercier, Bishop Baron, and many more defend the papacy at all costs, and casually discuss these popes who have been profiled (when directly asked), they simply excuse them with the admission that popes can be sinful too, and make objectionable assertions that God will override fallible popes and make them infallible.81

			Imagine if a man was charged with a bunch of crimes, hauled into court, and responded like this: “Good morning, Judge, I know you are not happy that I murdered that group of people and kidnapped all the kids, but God has overridden these acts and has made me perfect. There should be no consequences for my actions. Am I free to go?”

			Everyone would demand justice to be served for these actions. The excuses put forward by Catholic defenders in an attempt to justify or downplay the level of corruption are unacceptable. Their efforts to defend a title, position, or leader that lacks legitimacy in the eyes of God are evident, and one can observe the embarrassed expressions on their faces as they try to conceal the extent of the corruption. For those who do the research, it becomes clear that there is no validity to the notion of the office of the papacy, but where does that leave the Catholic Church? 

			What are the implications for its dogmas, doctrines, beliefs, and traditions that have been passed down through the centuries if a divine papacy has been false all along? Yet the truth is that many of these teachings have been shaped and influenced by individuals who were simply not credible, using their power to advance their own agendas and fulfill their financial interests.    

			The Catholic List

			With just a glimpse into the truth of the Catholic papacy out in the open, it warrants a few questions to Catholic attendees. First, when was the last time you attended Mass and the priest spent any significant time chatting about the extensive historical corruption of the Roman Catholic Church? Not in the sense of merely casual references, or unacceptable apologies from representatives and spokespeople for the Catholic Church, like Archbishop Piero Marini, who stated: “Given the number of sins committed in the course of twenty centuries, [reference to them] must necessarily be rather summary.”82

			When were you instead told the factual, verifiable truth regarding the corruption of the priesthood, cardinals, and popes on a massive scale—leaders who adversely affected the lives of hundreds of thousands of people and caused irrefutable damage to countless others? 

			The facts show that popes with little nobility were part of the “theology” handed down from generation to generation. Wouldn’t it be fair to Catholic devotees to discuss, in detail, that the “Christ-oriented,” perpetual flow of authority was often controlled by ungodly authoritarians that have little resemblance to the original Church leaders or our Savior? 

			If priests and other leadership did discuss this in their messages, would that dialogue destroy and debunk the credibility of the claim “one, holy, catholic, and apostolic church” and the entire office of the papacy? Maybe it would even allow them to question why the Roman Catholic Church looks very little like the original catholic Church of the first century. 

			If priests did inform the parish of the massive corruption and taught honestly about criminal popes and Church corruption, it seems the question that follows is, “What will you do with that truth?” After all, Catholic teachings have been changing and evolving since its opening day, and there must be some logical explanation for why today’s Roman Catholic Church has doctrines and dogmas that look nothing like what Paul and the other apostles taught in the primitive Church. 

			Maybe the fear is that when all the pieces are put together, you’ll realize that today’s Roman Catholic Church far more resembles the results of a secular institutional history than a Christ-centered history; or at the very least, a blend of the two.

			Could there ever be a Catholic priest or official (even one) who was honest enough, when finally realizing that today’s Roman Catholic Church is not in alignment with the early Church and that most of the traditions, man-made doctrines, and dogmas are not accurate, would immediately teach that a reversal should be made? A reversal of everything falsified since Constantine (around AD 315) threw Christianity, politics, and paganism into one blender (something we’ll look at more closely in Chapter 5).

			I would be completely sympathetic with most Catholics, who would be downright fearful ever to entertain that perhaps the theology, doctrine, dogma, and Rome’s interpretation of Sacred or Ecclesial Tradition passed on from generation to generation (trickling down from the leadership of some of the popes who have been mentioned) must be drawn into question. Yet, the truth has to be shown. At the risk of being offensive to many Catholics, against that backdrop it’s impossible to ignore that these practices on the “Roman Catholic List” below are institutionally manufactured, not in alignment with the Scriptures, not glorifying to God, and were not practiced by the original catholic Church:

			
					The perpetual, unbiblical role assigned to Mary (Queen of Heaven/Queen of the Universe and much more)

					An unhealthy obsession with Mary

					Attempting to introduce Mary as a Co-Redemptrix

					Mary as a mediatrix

					Statues of Mary

					Mary depicted on the throne with God in Catholic art

					Mary titled “The Mother of God”

					Mary’s Immaculate Conception

					The Assumption of Mary

					The Perpetual Virginity of Mary

					Aspirations of Mary

					Mariolatry

					The Rosary

					Tradition and magisterium being equal authority with the Scriptures

					The Office of the Papacy

					The authority of the pope

					Infallibility of the pope in the matter of faith and morals

					Kissing the pope’s foot

					The priesthood

					Penance dictated by a priest

					Confession to a priest in a dark booth

					The forced celibacy of priests

					Infant baptism

					The veneration of icons and images

					Beautification 

					Canonization of a deceased person 

					Participating in Lent

					Aspects of the Mass

					Transubstantiation

					Withholding communion from the laity

					Purgatory

					Masses for the dead to reduce time in Purgatory

					Indulgences (especially the selling thereof)

					Treasury of Merit

					The Doctrine and Dogma of the Sacraments as a necessity for Salvation

					Ex-communication for political purposes

					Monks, nuns, convents, and monasteries

					Unbiblical systems and procedures

					Behaviors, works, and obtainment of graces to be in right standing with God

					Fish Day

					Meat Day

					Saint Celebration Day

					Blending Judaism with Christianity (Old Covenant with the New Covenant)

					The Catechism

					Canons

					Military force to spread the Gospel (Crusades)

					Utilizing torture methods to get confessions (Inquisitions)

					Forced baptism upon cultures

					Self-seeking motives to dominate Christendom

					A fatiguing list of requirements and human effort to maintain salvation (yet, still with no security)

			

			To mention just a few, referred to often in this book as “The Catholic List”.

			These proclamations and manifestations were not a part of the original Gospel, first-century Church, or patristic teachings, and have no biblical support. This might come as a surprise to many Catholics. However, Jesus and the early apostles would never have given a second of attention to anything on the list above and these practices, doctrines, dogmas, and ecclesiastical laws are not found when looking at the history of the early Church, especially in the first two centuries. 

			The Shocking News

			The shocking and revealing news is that nothing on The Catholic List above came from our Lord and Savior, Jesus Christ. Instead, these doctrines and practices resulted from religious leaders who ventured far away from keeping the focus of Christianity solely on Christ. This list is in direct opposition to God’s plan for believers and the original apostles, who were specifically assigned to spread the good news that Jesus was the Christ, Jesus was the Son of God, Jesus came to save the world from the penalty of sin, Jesus came so we could never thirst or hunger again, Jesus died on a Cross, Jesus rose again, and the assignment was and still is to spread the good news of the resurrected Jesus to every part of the world. This assignment came as He appeared to hundreds of eyewitnesses, with scripture after scripture saying not to add anything to this original Gospel. Jesus alone was the focal point of the early Christian Church. It was entirely about Jesus fulfilling all the righteous requirements so we would not have to. 

			“I warn everyone who hears the words of the prophecy of this book: if anyone adds anything to them, God will add to him the plagues described in this book. And if anyone takes words away from this book of prophecy, God will take away from him his share in the tree of life and in the holy city, which are described in this book” (Revelation 22:18-19).

			“See that you do all I command you; do not add to it or take away from it” (Deuteronomy 12:32).

			“Do not add to his words, or he will rebuke you and prove you are a liar” (Proverbs 30:6).

			“I am astonished that you are so quickly deserting the one who called you by the grace of Christ and are turning to a different gospel—which is really no gospel at all. Evidently some people are throwing you into confusion and are trying to pervert the Gospel of Christ. But even if we or an angel from heaven should preach a gospel other than the one we preached to you, let him be eternally condemned” (Galatians 1:6-8).

			In Galatians, Paul is adamantly saying that even if you are awakened in the middle of the night and an angel is standing at your bedside with wings that expand the width of your master bedroom with a spiritual proclamation that differs even the tiniest amount from the Gospel we have preached, you better roll back over and go back to sleep! The Gospel we are teaching right here, right now, will never, ever be changed. Don’t add to it, don’t take away from it, don’t come up with your own system—everything you need for salvation is already contained in these pages, and it’s not changing. 

			The original Gospel was not the good news about Mariolatry, not the good news about confession to a priest, or adoring a pope, or standardized procedures, or working your way into the kingdom, or participating in the salvation process. It was not about sacraments, penance, or indulgences. On the contrary, life, hope, peace, salvation, righteousness, justification, unconditional love, and forgiveness (all being a one-time gift) come from the unexplainable, undeserved, unmerited, sustaining Grace of our Heavenly Father, through Jesus Christ, with perpetual guidance from the Holy Spirit. 

			Our only focus should be Jesus and nothing on The Catholic List above. That’s the original Gospel. Religious leaders came with personal agendas, added erroneously to the original Scriptures, and handed them down to subsequent generations by sinister popes and clergy for centuries without any accountability. 

			This includes many, if not most, Protestant churches as well. Protestants are not off the hook. For those denominations that have changed the original Gospel with a substitutionary, deceitful Gospel as we see with the “name it and claim it” prosperity Gospel, or a Gospel that teaches just to sign on the bottom line, pray this prayer, and you are good to go—and many other examples that could be used—the consequences to the abandonment of the original Gospel will be dramatic. 

			For those denominations that are driven purely by emotions, running the aisles speaking in tongues, wildly dancing, and collapsing on the stage, you will not be in the same ballpark of replicating the original Church. For those who embrace a secular, feel-good, cotton candy, “positive thinking” gospel absent of any New Covenant teaching, you would be following a wide path going in the wrong direction. 

			Whether Catholic or Protestant, who do you think Jesus really is and what is His message? The Jesus promulgated by the Roman Catholic Church or many of the Protestant denominations in existence now is not the Jesus of Scripture who simply said, “Follow me.”
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