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2017 Conference: The Papacy is Antichrist: Lecture 1: Why This Topic, Why Now?
WCF 25.6: There is no other head of the church but the Lord Jesus Christ: nor can the Pope of Rome in any sense be head
thereof; but is that antichrist, that man of sin, and son of perdition, that exalteth himself in the church against Christ, and
all that is called God.
Reason 1: The Scriptures call upon us to take time to remember.
This year we celebrate the 500th year of what most historians, secular and religious, recognize as the nail in the calendar, and door,
beginning the Protestant reformation—although it is arguable that this is what Dr. Luther had in mind at the time. Be that as it may,
the Scripture calls upon us to remember such events where the Kingdom of God is advanced by some singular providence of God.
Let us note just a few Scriptures to this effect:
1. Numbers 16.35-40: In the day when the Church was purged from a great rebellion, the rebellion of Korah, the brass censers
of those rebels were pounded flat, and placed upon the side of the altar, so that the children of Israel, every time they came
to offer an offering unto the Lord, would remember his rebellion, and the purging of the Lord.
2. Joshua 4.1-9; 20-24: Note here that these stones we specifically set up for a remembrance—not as an altar for worship, but
as a means to remember the might of the Lord, drying up the Jordan for the entrance into the land of promise, as He dried
up the waters of the Red Sea, for the Exodus out of Egypt.
3. Joshua 22.10-34: Again in Joshua, with the approval of the High Priest Phinehas, (although lately obtained) the children of
Israel that lived east of Jordan built an altar, not for sacrifice, nor for worship, but for a witness of covenant union between
themselves as those west of Jordan, specifically so that their children would remember the right way of worship—that it was
to be found on the other side of Jordan, and that they were to continue under the Commandments and judgments of the
Lord.
4. Time would fail if we were to trace out other places in Scripture where the people of God are told to “remember”, to speak
to their children and to relate to them all the mighty acts of the Lord.
a. The Lord has called upon one generation to advertise the mighty acts of His providence, redemption, and
deliverance to another:
i. Psalm 44.1-2; 145.3-4; Isaiah 38.19
b. The Godly have always held this as a desire—to show the greatness of the Lord to the next generation:
i. Psalm 71.18; 78.3-7
c. The Lord Himself has provided for this inter-generational conversation:
i. Exodus 12.26-27; 13.14-15; Deuteronomy 6.6-7
5. Our Confession of Faith is such a stacking of stones, a landmark for our children, an “Ed” providing covenant solidarity
and union with our reforming fathers, helping:
a. To remember the past times of ignorance and darkness, when the world groaned under the pronouncements from
the god who sat upon his throne in the city of the seven hills.
b. To remember the deliverance from that former bondage and ignorance under which many labored, having no
other system except for that tyranny of the Roman See.
c. To remember the blood spilled for our religious and Christian liberty, and to ready ourselves to advance that legacy,
even upon great, and similar cost.
d. To rejoice at such deliverance, when the Lord by His providence determined to send the fresh wind of His Spirit,
which had never been wholly stilled, and the light of His countenance, which had never been wholly extinguished,
in a large and reforming way, granting deliverance.
e. In our confession of faith, we have a stacking up of the stones of Bible Doctrine, witnessing to a great landmark
in the history of redemption—the Protestant Reformation, and its advance in the British Isles, and it behooves us,
no matter how many stones are taken off from the stack, to remember all the works of the Lord proclaimed in this
memorial, for they are indeed Biblical.
i. In bringing up this metaphor we acknowledge that many of our brothers have not assented to the clear
direction of our original Confession of Faith, either removing this statement concerning the Pope of
Rome altogether, or denuding it of Scriptural authority through other testimony or teaching. And while
our brethren have what they believe to be Scriptural reasons for so doing, the modern Presbyterian
Church has suffered because of it, and the Papacy has prospered in the wake of this (what we believe to
be) declension from sound doctrine.
ii. We are glad to see that vestiges of this doctrine remain. Some Presbyterian churches have retained the
idea that the Papacy is “an antichrist” if not “that antichrist”. And while this is better than a denial
altogether, still it falls short of the historical and Scriptural understanding that our Fathers did indeed set
as a Reformation Landmark, and this is what we intend to discuss in this brief time we have together over
the next few days.
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Reason 2: We live in an age of historical forgetfulness and grievous ignorance
The second reason we desire this topic at this time is because of the gross historical ignorance that envelops our culture and our
churches. We have forgotten how the visible Church appeared during the height of papal power and claim of rights, and the spiritual
darkness that reigned over Christendom. Let us bring a few things to relief that a few centuries of living under reformation principles
may have helped us to forget:
1. The Papacy has had a long war with the Bible itself. This we have forgotten.
a. Like the dark spiritual personality that animates it, the office of the papacy has long said concerning the Word of
God, “hath God said?” By perversion of interpretation, denial of access, elevation of its own authority not only to
authorize the Scripture itself, but to declare it as Scripture, and by the continuing claim of an infallible office which
makes unnecessary an infallible Bible, the Papacy has rightly earned the title antichrist, seen in every attempt it has
made over the centuries to replace the Word of Christ with its own doctrines, pronouncements, speeches from the
throne.
b. What we take for granted today: the opportunity to have a Bible in our own language competently translated, the
ability to study it with others, a minister of the Word to preach from it, speaking to us about doctrine and practice
directly from its pages, to have that preaching and teaching judged by others in case of error not from tradition or
bare authority, but also by appeal to Scripture—these things and many more that we take for granted as Biblebelieving Christians were alien to the Church of Luther’s day.
c. In the 16th and 17th centuries:
i. It was in many places illegal to possess a Bible among the laity, and worse if in one’s native tongue.
ii. It was almost impossible to find a Bible in a language that could be read and studied
iii. The Bible was often set aside by church tradition, papal pronouncement, as it continues today to be the
case, albeit with a tacit acknowledgement of Scripture as authoritative in some sense.
d. But this long war with the Bible is most dangerously seen in the perversion and setting aside of the Gospel of Jesus
Christ, and the doctrine of Biblical repentance for some other gospel which cannot save.
i. The roman antichrist has long set aside the Gospel of Jesus Christ and in its place he has provided a long
list of works, sacraments, pilgrimages, crusades, donations, indulgences, devotions, and all manner of
device to hold before the laity as essential to salvation, by which he has destroyed true faith in Christ, and
placed faith in himself and his church in Christ’s stead.
ii. Repentance from dead works to serve the living God has also been replaced by the very dead works that
biblical repentance recognizes as damning to the souls of men.
iii. Leaving the religion of the Old and New Testaments, the Roman Church has developed an elaborate,
deceptive, human, devilish, and fallen religion, complete with a gnostic system of intercessors that may
finally curry the favor of an indifferent savior, who must be convinced to save by the concerted efforts
of a galaxy of intercessors, yea, and of the righteous acts of the person himself who desires an audience.
e. This long war with the Scriptures also includes the claim of Papal infallibility, codified at the First Vatican Council,
1870:
i. We teach and define as a divinely revealed dogma that
1. when the Roman pontiff speaks EX CATHEDRA,
a. that is, when,
b. in the exercise of his office as shepherd and teacher of all Christians,
c. in virtue of his supreme apostolic authority,
d. he defines a doctrine concerning faith or morals to be held by the whole
church,
2. he possesses,
a. by the divine assistance promised to him in blessed Peter,
b. that infallibility which the divine Redeemer willed his church to enjoy in
defining doctrine concerning faith or morals.
ii. Therefore, such definitions of the Roman pontiff are of themselves, and not by the consent of
the church, irreformable. So then, should anyone, which God forbid, have the temerity to reject
this definition of ours: let him be anathema.1
iii. This is important, and strikes to the heart of what it means to be “antichrist”. When a minister of the
Gospel preaches the Word, we listen for the voice of Christ speaking therein, and following Him, we
submit to the Word of Christ.
1. But in this blasphemous doctrine, the Pope tells us that not only from 1870 forward, but
retroactively as well, it is not the voice of Christ, but another, his voice, the voice of the Pope,
that speaks with infallibility, able even to correct, or add to the voice of Christ, placing himself
in the stead of Christ.
2. The Papacy is admittedly antichrist in its own title as the vicar of Christ. This too, we have forgotten.
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We have forgotten that the prefix “anti” in the original language used by John the Apostle does not always, or even
most often mean “against” but “in the place of”. In that the papacy has arrogated to itself the title “Vicar of Christ’
or “Vice Christ” the papacy has placed itself before the world, as the on-earth office that stands in the place of
Christ, which could be translated as “antichrist” in the original, and in meaning, the same.
b. We have, through other systems of interpretation, some of which have derived their genesis from agents of the
papacy, been completely distracted as to this fact of the Papacy as antichrist.
i. Whether a kingly and base actor of the past, or a shadowy and ominous character of the future, the eyes
of many have looked before and behind, rather than to see that plain truth before them, that The
Antichrist is not a past personage, neither is he future ruler, but that the Bible and history show him to
be here—today, in these last days.
ii. Hear the Journal of the Evangelical Theological Society: The dispensationalism that now dominates
much of evangelical thought incorporated the futuristic exegesis of post-reformation Romanism.
Conceived by the Jesuit Francisco Ribera (1590) so as to relieve Rome of its Protestant
identification as antichrist, this futurism assigned most of the Book of Revelation, including the
antichrist, to an as yet unrealized future; it was first popularized in non—Romanist circles by S.
R. Maitland in 1826 and was assimilated into Plymouth Brethern dispensationalism.2
iii. As for Preterism, hear the Princeton Review: They who hold the Praeterist scheme, entertain the
opinion, that all the leading predictions of the book of Revelation, were fulfilled in the early
periods of the Christian church; and have relation particularly to the opposition made to the
gospel by Pagans and Jews, and to the sufferings and persecutions endured by Christians, from
these enemies; together with the deliverance wrought for the church, in the providence of God,
by the conversion of the Roman empire to Christianity. This scheme is said to have been invented
by Alcasar the Jesuit, and was adopted by Grotius and Hammond. It has, for obvious reasons,
been a favourite scheme with the Romanists.3
c. But it is not just a title, or a name by which to be known. The papacy claims not only the title or name of Christ,
but his authority as well. The power to forgive sins, to provide eternal felicity from the supposed treasury of merit,
to invent and canonize doctrines, create churchmen, to change the worship, to perform miracles, to regenerate, to
empty the Law of God of its meaning, and replace that law with precepts of his own invention etc. are all claimed
by the papacy. And we will see, this is in keeping with the Scripture predictions concerning him. But these
prerogatives belong to Christ, the Sole Head of the Church, alone.
We have forgotten the claims to papal power over the kings of the earth as well.
a. As our analysis of Scripture and history will show, the papacy has claimed not only this absolute spiritual authority,
but has claimed ascendancy over the kings of the earth as well, and often in history wielded that power. While true
ministers of Christ (note minister and not vicar) would never claim such authority, the Pope of Rome often has,
and often wielded that power:
i. Absolving its members from obedience to their temporal kings
ii. Bringing kings to their knees before its own papal throne
iii. Claiming a temporal tax, a monetary investment in the see of Rome in order to retain the favor of heaven.
b. Hear Pope Boniface VIII, 1302 in Unum Sanctum: We are informed by the texts of the gospels that in this
Church and in its power are two swords; namely, the spiritual and the temporal. For when the Apostles
say: 'Behold, here are two swords' [Lk 22:38] that is to say, in the Church, since the Apostles were
speaking, the Lord did not reply that there were too many, but sufficient. Certainly the one who denies
that the temporal sword is in the power of Peter has not listened well to the word of the Lord commanding:
'Put up thy sword into thy scabbard' [Mt 26:52]. Both, therefore, are in the power of the Church, that is
to say, the spiritual and the material sword, but the former is to be administered for the Church but the
latter by the Church; the former in the hands of the priest; the latter by the hands of kings and soldiers,
but at the will and sufferance of the priest.
c. However, one sword ought to be subordinated to the other and temporal authority, subjected to spiritual
power. For since the Apostle said: 'There is no power except from God and the things that are, are
ordained of God' [Rom 13:1-2], but they would not be ordained if one sword were not subordinated to the
other and if the inferior one, as it were, were not led upwards by the other.4

J. Barton Payne, “The Imminent Appearing of Christ,” Journal of the Evangelical Theological Society 2, no. 3 (1959): 10. This was also the view advanced
by Cardinal Bellarmine, during the Protestant Reformation.
3 “Review of Horae Apocalypticae, or A Commentary on the Apocalypse, Critical and Historical; Including, Also, an Examination of the Chief
Prophecies of Daniel, Illustrated by an Apocalyptic Chart, and Engravings from Medals, and Other Extant Monuments of Antiquity by E. B. Elliott,”
The Biblical Repertory and Princeton Review 19, no. 1–4 (1847): 142. See also James Durham, A Commentarie upon the Book of the Revelation (Glasgow: Robert
Sanders, 1680), 566.
4 http://www.papalencyclicals.net/Bon08/B8unam.htm; see also http://www.papalencyclicals.net/Pius09/p9syll.htm errors 39-55 (1864)
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Subsequent to this Boniface goes on to show, according to his conception, (now codified as infallible by the RC
Church) that the spiritual power is divine, supreme, and delivered into the hand of a man, the chair of Peter, for
its wielding over all temporal authority.
We have also forgotten the chameleon-like movements and changes in the appearance of the Papacy throughout the
centuries, and in different cultures, showing that it truly only has one common denominating factor—that of domination,
even in its patience to achieve its goal.
a. The papacy often appears as a friend and advocate of the downcast—speaking in favor of opening national borders,
accepting political and even religious refugees, in only to destabilize nations, that she may offer her unarguable
stability.
b. At other times in history she has not been so lamb-like, but has appeared as a lion, with fierce countenance and
destructive force, wielding the sword, and standing behind and animating those who do. Hear JA Wylie:
i. In few things is the genius of Popery more conspicuous than in this composition of forces,--this
combination of elements the most various; so that from the utmost diversity of action there is
educed at last the most perfect unity of result, and that result the aggrandizement of the Church.
That Church provides convents for the ascetic and the mystic, carnivals for the gay, missions for
the enthusiast, penances for the man suffering from remorse, sisterhoods of mercy for the
benevolent, crusades for the chivalrous, secret missions for the man whose genius lies in intrigue,
the Inquisition, with its racks and screws, for the man who combines detestation of heresy with
the love of cruelty, indulgences for the man of wealth and pleasure, purgatory to awe the
refractory and frighten the vulgar, and a subtile theology for the casuist and the dialectician.5
We have forgotten the blood of our spiritual ancestors, which was shed under the approval, order, and with promise of
temporal and eternal reward from the Roman Antichrist.
a. In the days of the RCC’s power and authority, the Papacy was fierce, violent, and devilish against opposition,
especially against what was first called “Lutheranism” or as we now know it, Protestantism. This is a history not to
be forgotten, especially by Reformed Presbyterians, who are the spiritual heirs of those deprived of property, lands,
loved ones, life and limb all for the cause of the Roman beast, and her devilish errors.
b. Revelation 17.1-6 is an apt prophecy of her, for she truly is drunken with the blood of the saints, who were slain
for their testimony of Jesus. Hear the Swiss Protestant Divine, Louis Gaussen:
c. The twelfth feature consists in his murderous hatred and persecution of real Christians. Daniel says, “I
beheld, and the same horn made war with the saints, and prevailed against them;” and he adds, “he shall
wear out the saints of the Most High.” Alas! here also the voice of history does but echo the lamentable
cry of the prophet. Every one of its pages, down to the last century, when alluding to the Popes, bears
witness to their unrelenting pursuit of those who were firm in living according to the Word of God, and
of their slaughter in the name of the holy Church! Words would be wanting to describe all that the
Popedom has shown forth of this appalling feature for centuries. Who can relate all the tragedies that
have been acted for six hundred years in the dungeons and at the auto da fè of the holy Inquisition, that
wonderful tribunal whose acts during that period were directed and legalized by the bulls of the court of
Rome? All other earthly powers have made men perish by thousands, for the foot of man is swift to shed
blood, but the Pontiff of Rome has killed the saints. His decrees curse and condemn to the stake those
who may be surprised in reading the Bible in the vulgar tongue! Let it be remarked here that it is no
contradiction of the accusation to bring forward the proofs of cruelty committed antecedently for the sake
of religion. The cruelties so committed are now condemned and abhorred in every existing communion;
but they cannot be so condemned in the communion of the Pope, for they not only form a part of his
history, but a part of his doctrine! The duty of executing heretics is inscribed amongst the infallible and
irrevocable decrees of his general councils,* in the same manner as those of the mass and purgatory; and
when Luther dared to declare “that it was contrary to the Holy Spirit to burn men convicted of error,” the
court of Rome, in its Bull Exsurgus, inserted this sentence in the number of the forty-one propositions
by which it condemned Luther, and ordered, under severe penalties, that he should be seized
(personaliter) and sent to the Pope.6
d. We have heard of the Spanish Inquisition, but we have not remembered its atrocities and tortures, which would
make the skin crawl. These devices were undertaken under command of the Roman Antichrist, with promise of
temporal and eternal reward for those who numbed their consciences enough through drink, drug, or copious
familiarity with such cruelty as is unspeakable in polite company in order to perpetrate such heinous acts. We will
not speak of them here, for they are too atrocious to describe.
i. However, let us also remember that there were inquisitions in France, Central America, Brazil, Peru,
Mexico, and Portugal. These purges were conducted against:

Wylie, J.A. (2010-07-05). The Papacy: Its History, Dogmas, Genius, and Prospects (Kindle Locations 6883-6890). . Kindle Edition.
* The third and fourth of Lateran.
6 L. Gaussen, Geneva and Rome: Rome Papal as Portrayed by Prophecy and History: A Discourse Addressed to the Students of the Theological School at Geneva
(London: W. H. Dalton, 1844), 44–45.
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The Waldenses, Hussites, French Huguenots, Protestants generally, even individuals such as
Galileo appeared before such “courts”.
2. This went on for 400 years easily, with all of its violence. And, in true “semper eadem” fashion,
this court still exists, now called The Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith.
a. Joseph Ratzinger (the former Pope) was prefect of this court.
b. John Paul II said: The proper duty of the Congregation for the Doctrine of the
Faith is to promote and safeguard the doctrine on faith and morals in the whole
Catholic world; so it has competence in things that touch this matter in any
way.7
e. But there is more than the inquisition. There are other acts of history regarding persecution of the saints, whereby
the Papacy carries out what was long prophesied of it in Daniel and in Paul. Like pagan Rome before her, holy
Rome has been no friend to the true faith, but a persecutor.
i. John Hus was burned after promise of safe passage by Emperor Sigismund. But, seeing that oath was
made to one adjudged a heretic by the Pope, it was not binding.
ii. St. Bartholomew’s Day Massacre (1572) where 30,000 protestants were slaughtered. Later, under Louis
XIV, upwards of 500,000 French Protestants are killed after the revocation of the edict of Nantes (1685)
iii. The reign of Bloody Mary (Tudor) in England
iv. Up to 900,000 Waldensian Christians of all ages were killed by the Papacy from 1540-1570, continuing a
long history of persecution of Christians in southern France beginning in the 13th century.
v. In the 20th century up to one million Serbian Orthodox by the Croat Ustashi, led by Roman Catholic
Priests, Monks, and Friars, in the field, themselves personally giving command.
f. Even the late “I’m sorry” by Pope Francis furthers his deceptive designs, for he seeks not an overturning of the
Roman Church and her errors, but an overturning of Protestantism, seeking to unite us again in the face of the
500th year anniversary of Wittenburg.
Reason 3: We live in a day when Spiritual things are minimized, and the Temporal is Maximized, thus making the papacy
harder to identify as antichrist.
It is a tragic yet true characterization of the west, that we have become lovers of material things. Our current attitude regarding desire,
having, indebtedness, our want of savings, and instant gratification make difficult the Spiritual and weightier matters of the truth. It
is in an environment like this that the attractions of popery are even more fetching. Making this worse, there is in our age a disdain
for precision and detail in religion, once again, making not only for ignorance, but attracting a greater number toward the outward,
the sacerdotal, the trite feeling, rather than the introspection and reality required by the Bible’s religion.
1. Doctrine, and doctrinal precision, holds no sway to the modern, western Christian, who admits to the validity of varied and
contradicting historical testimonies and traditions.
a. Such doctrines as we pursue here in this conference have no interest to much of modern Christianity, even modern
reformed Christianity, because spiritual things are driven by will, and not by Scripture. The only mortal sin of
evangelicalism is that of dissent, of intolerance, of working against the feel-good religion of the day, as if one would
dare to call someone else incorrect, or wrong.
b. This is true of worship, of eternal rewards, of right behavior and the Law of God, etc. We may go so far as to say
that we have set aside the Word of God not by our tradition, as the first century Jewish Church and the RCC, but
we have set it aside for our whim, our momentary and not-too-well-thought-out desire. If it matches our gut, our
feeling, our accepted affinity, it is thought to be good and acceptable before God, or if not, we find a mallet large
enough to pound that square peg of will into the round hole of religious acceptability.
c. Because this thoughtful doctrinal commitment is lacking, creeds, confessions, catechisms, statements of faith fall
into disrepair, even in places where they once were regarded as secondary standards. They remain as relics only,
not followed, speaking to a by-gone commitment. They are hallowed as relics are, but like those relics, never speak.
d. The hard and spiritual work of searching the Scriptures, discerning doctrines, practices and ways of thinking from
the Bible are not as easily pursued as a sensual liturgy, tailored more to the affection than the spiritual, and so the
form prevails, and the spirit suffers.
2. The western Christian is geared to the immediate—the instant accomplishment and gratification, rather than the deep and
continual spiritual work required by the Scripture.
a. In the Roman system repentance is achieved by sacerdotal and penitential doing, rather than spiritual conviction,
change of heart, etc. In other words, spirituality is replaced by carnal performance.
b. It is the feeling of being forgiven the worshipper is after, either by never acknowledging his sin, or by having some
authority pronounce it forgiven by a work—either way, there is no deep and spiritual work to be done.
3. The western Christian is attracted to the large, the opulent, the mega-Church. With such an attraction, Rome is eminently
consistent, and because so, the errors are minimized, if noticed at all. The present mindset does not look for the beauty of
holiness according to the Scriptures, but the beauty of the ceremony, the splendor, etc. The modern Church is like the
immature days of the disciples of Christ, when they marveled at the beauty of the buildings in the Herodian temple complex,
and the Lord told them that they were filthy, and about to be taken down block by block, stone by stone.
7
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In today’s throw away society there is a natural longing in the breast of man for antiquity, something that is lasting, and the
ancient errors of Rome, their carnal appeal, their ex opere operato efficacy provides this connection with something old—
this too satisfies the carnal longing, but not that which nourishes the soul through thoughtful and biblically directed
confession of sin, meditation of the righteousness of Christ alone, and what it means truly to be given to the Lord as a living
sacrifice.
5. Because of this foundation (the maximization of the temporal/carnal, and the minimizing of the Spiritual) and these
concomitant reasons, the dangers of Rome appear as dainties, her poisons as pearls, and her cursedness as the cream of
spirituality.
Reason 4: The Dangers of the RCC and the papacy are the same that they have been for centuries.
As we unfold our lectures, we pray we all will have eyes to see that what the Apostles and Prophets warned against, and history has
recorded, as still operative today, and threatening to the souls of men.
1. The deception: The Scripture statements concerning antichrist speak to his deception. But it is a deception not like any other
that has spread itself through history. This is a deception that has shown itself under the spotlight. It is a deception that
defies exposure, for it seems that it has already borne the scrutiny of the ages. As a trickster will give a view of his trick from
every angle except the one that that reveals its deception, as he performs under the spotlight, so also this deception is bold,
and daring.
2. The Papacy is characterized by deceit, by hiding in plain sight.
a. An enemy that is known as an enemy is more easily resisted, than one who comes in as a part of your forces, as
one of yourselves. There are many who would identify “Islam” as antichrist. But if Islam is the antichrist prophesied
in the Scriptures, where is the deceit? Islam is an open enemy of the Faith once for all delivered to the saints.
Antichrist however, is a deceiver, and so his movements and machinations are not easily discerned. See these
passages in light of this fact:
i. Acts 20.28-35: See in this passage the deceit of the enemy of which the Apostle speaks:
1. He is “among you” a wolf, and not a shepherd. What greater deception could there be, but to
place the wolf among the sheep not as a sheep, but as a shepherd.
2. They will rise out of the numbers of the Church, speaking perversity, and drawing away disciples
after them. Note again, deceit is the main strategy.
3. The answer to this is being commended to God, and the Word of His grace—to God and His
Word.
4. Note also that the Apostle declared another mark of a true Shepherd—he covets no man’s gold
or silver, laboring for his own necessities.
5. See also Matthew 7.15; 2 Peter 2.1
ii. 2 Corinthians 11.1-15: Among many important things in this passage, note this in connection with our
study:
1. There are those who teach another Gospel, Spirit, and Christ. Not all who use the terms are
teaching the truth.
2. The Apostle goes on to describe his practice of not taking wages from the Corinthians, against
the practice of his opponents who assaulted his ministry there. Note how he characterizes them:
a. False apostles
b. Deceitful workers
c. Transforming themselves into apostles of Christ
d. This is not to be wondered at—for Satan himself transforms himself into an angel of
light, and his ministers as ministers of righteousness.
3. Where are these ministers? They are in the Church, and so their deceit is much more dangerous than those who are open
enemies to Christ and His Church
a. Whoever would have thought that the greatest of deceptions would come proclaiming what is called truth?
b. Whoever would have thought that the greatest of evils would come proclaiming to stand for Christ?
c. Whoever would have thought that in order to deceive the Church he would rise up in the Church?
i. Of course, the answer is the Holy Spirit, speaking in His apostles and Prophets.
d. The Pope’s Gospel is a soul robbing doctrine, and adherence to his system makes men the sons of hell.
i. As the Pharisees of old, who had replaced the teaching of Scripture with the doctrines of men, making
them poisonous to the soul, so also those who take his bait become twofold more the son of hell as he.
Matthew 15.6; 23.15
e. The Romish view of sin and repentance is also twisted and dangerous, a grand deception.
i. In this system, penance is all that is needed for spiritual healing, not Biblical repentance, such that
adulterers and whoremongers, pedophiles and homosexuals, murders and man-stealers can get absolution
from sin apart from repentance. This stands directly against the Scriptures which state that those who
practice such things shall not inherit the kingdom of God.
ii. Galatians 5.19-21; Ephesians 5.5-6
f. The late proclamations of atonement available for Muslims and Atheists are proof enough of this soul-damning
doctrine.
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i. Francis on Atheists: “The Lord created us in His image and likeness, and we are the image of
the Lord, and He does good and all of us have this commandment at heart: do good and do not
do evil. All of us. ‘But, Father, this is not Catholic! He cannot do good.’ Yes, he can... “The Lord
has redeemed all of us, all of us, with the Blood of Christ: all of us, not just Catholics. Everyone!
‘Father, the atheists?’ Even the atheists. Everyone!”.. We must meet one another doing good.
‘But I don’t believe, Father, I am an atheist!’ But do good: we will meet one another there.”
ii. Francis on Muslims: Jesus Christ, Jehovah, Allah. These are all names employed to describe an
entity that is distinctly the same across the world. For centuries, blood has been needlessly shed
because of the desire to segregate our faiths. This, however, should be the very concept which
unites us as people, as nations, and as a world bound by faith. Together, we can bring about an
unprecedented age of peace, all we need to achieve such a state is respect each others beliefs, for
we are all children of God regardless of the name we choose to address him by. We can
accomplish miraculous things in the world by merging our faiths, and the time for such a
movement is now. No longer shall we slaughter our neighbors over differences in reference to
their God.”
iii. Vatican II: “But the plan of salvation also includes those who acknowledge the Creator, in the
first place among whom are the Muslims: these profess to hold the faith of Abraham, and
together with us they adore the one, merciful God, mankind’s judge on the last day.”
g. In our age of toleration, Rome will be tolerant. In an age of cruelty, Rome will be cruel. In an age of expansion,
Rome will syncretize other religions, co-opting their forms and devotion, but placing their own gods and
intercessors as the objects of the worship of the people.
His doctrine of supremacy over all other churches and even temporal institutions is unchanged.
a. As he has in the past, so also today, as is seen in the following:
b. First, he claims to the universal bishop of the Church, and as such, denies to all access to Christ and His graces
except through himself. Hear the Catechism of the Catholic Church: “For the Roman Pontiff, by reason of his
office as Vicar of Christ, and as pastor of the entire Church has full, supreme, and universal power over
the whole Church, a power which he can always exercise unhindered.”8 And “The Pope enjoys, by divine
institution, “supreme, full, immediate, and universal power in the care of souls”9
i. This power extends, according to him, to the dead as well as the living.
ii. He claims the right to open and shut heaven itself, by the force of his word or pronouncement, to all.
iii. This doctrine of spiritual supremacy has been wielded in the past with such ferocity that even the rulers
of the world have been brought to their knees before this claimed power and right.
c. Second, the doctrine of Ultramontanism is alive and well among the Roman Curia, which is the conviction that the
Papacy wields temporal power as well, over kings and monarchs.
i. That this is historically true cannot be gainsaid. Several instances of these claims will be shown in the
biblical prophecies concerning antichrist, and also historical examples of this grave error.
ii. That this doctrine continues is an interesting question, and sometimes modified in statement, but never
truly in practice. It would be a brief but correct analysis to assert that while the power of the papacy is
sometimes said to be only a spiritual power, that spiritual power is wielded against temporal forces with
such an absolute sway over their eternal and temporal lives and blessedness that this “merely spiritual”
power has, and continues to move temporal spheres of power in ways that differ little with the
ultramontanist claims of the middle ages.
iii. The current pope rises to that office out of the Jesuit order, which is long famous for its ultramontanism,
among other errors. Rather than putting distance between herself and these errors, the RCC is ensconcing
them, electing a Jesuit pope.
iv. 1911 Encyclopedia: [Ultramontanism]A second peculiarity of Ultramontanism is its confusion of
religion with politics; it claims for the Roman Catholic Church the functions of a political power,
and asserts that it is the duty of the secular state to carry out its instructions and wishes.
Ultramontanism regards the state, not as a divinely established order but, like its ancient
prototype, as a profane institution and, for that reason, not co-ordinate with, but subordinate to
the Church. Since the conditions of the age no longer allow the pope to depose a temporal
sovereign, the practical application of this conception of the relationship between the spiritual
and temporal powers has taken other forms, all of which, however, clearly show that the
superiority of the Church over the state is assumed. This may be seen in the attitude of
Ultramontanism towards secular law. It assumes that God has conferred on the individual and
on society certain rights and competences as inalienable possessions. This “natural law” ranks
above all secular law, and all state legislation is binding only in so far as it is in harmony with
that law. As to the provisions of this natural law, and the consequences they entail in individual
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cases, these can be decided only by the Church, i.e. the last resort, by the pope. This is to assert
the principle of the invalidity of all legislation conflicting with ecclesiastical interests and rules.
This was the attitude of Innocent III. when he annulled the English Magna Charta; of Innocent
X. when he pronounced the treaty of Westphalia null and void; of Pius IX. when he condemned,
the Austrian constitution (1868) and the ecclesiastical laws of Prussia so far as they affected the
circumstances of the Roman Catholic Church (1875). Thus, too, even at the present time, the
opinion is very clearly expressed in Ultramontane quarters that, in the event of the state issuing
laws contravening those of nature or of the Church, obedience must be refused. The attitude of
Ultramontanism, for instance, towards the right claimed and exercised by the state to make laws
concerning marriage is wholly negative; for it recognizes no marriage laws except those of the
Church, the Church alone being regarded as competent to decide what impediments are a bar to
marriage, and to exercise jurisdiction over such cases. Thus Ultramontanism disclaims any
moral subjection to secular authority or law, and will recognize the state only in so far as it
conforms its rules to those of the Church. An instance of this interference with the duties of the
individual citizen towards the state may be found in the fact that, till the year 1904, the Catholics
of Italy were prohibited by the pope from taking part in any parliamentary election.10
The Church herself, that is, the Confessing, Protestant Church, has weakened her stance against this danger.
a. From expunging the perversion of the doctrine of antichrist from our confessional commitments, to making league
with the RCC, and therefore the Papacy, and even in otherwise protestant Churches joining with her in common
cause for the culture and its morality (which is laughable and best, and cause for weeping when rightly understood)
the current protestant Church must be recalled to her reformation and confessional moorings.
b. The World Council of Churches, Evangelicals and Catholics Together, and other common cause efforts and
documents have muddied the waters and obfuscated the clear light of our mission as the Church, to preach
repentance toward God, and faith toward our Lord Jesus Christ and his pure Gospel. We cannot join with those
who would pervert the Gospel of Christ: Galatians 1.6-9; 2 Corinthians 11.1-5.
So then, as we bring this first lecture to a close, this is not off topic for the 21st century—it is as relevant today, in 2017, as
it was in 1517, as it was in 1073, (Hildebrand or Gregory VII) and in 1198, (Innocent III). And as we have shown, this office,
although while in our day may have suffered some diminishing compared to its former power, still poses a spiritual threat
full of all danger and subtlety.
a. This deception and subtlety is seen in the following:
i. The entrance of Federal Vision theology into Reformed Churches, which shares some of the errors of
Rome
ii. The perversion of worship, and the celebration of Romish holidays and elements of worship in churches,
especially Protestant and Reformed Churches.
iii. The removal of the statement in our Confession of Faith in 1903, that the Papacy is that son of perdition
and that man of sin, that antichrist, and the weakening of this understanding in later years in “common
cause” movements such as Evangelicals and Catholics together. When we hear from ECT: “As we are
bound together by Christ and his cause, so we are bound together in contending against all that
opposes Christ and his cause.”11 We remember the words of the Apostle Paul which states of
Antichrist, “Who opposeth and exalteth himself above all that is called God, or that is worshipped;
so that he as God sitteth in the temple of God, shewing himself that he is God.12” we must scratch
our heads in wonder how it is that the wolf, who was identified as such during the days of the Protestant
Reformation, is now, at our own behest, given a sheep-skin to wear in our midst. (See Acts 20.28-30)
To close this lecture, let us remember that the Papacy, according to our Confession of Faith, is Antichrist. The questions we
must ask ourselves are:
a. Should we derive our doctrinal foundations from Antichrist?
b. Should we learn how to worship from Antichrist?
c. Should we direct our prayers as Antichrist tells us we should?
d. Should we treat the Scriptures as Antichrist tells us we should?
i. Ask any believer, who believes that Antichrist either exists or shall come, and he would say, “NO!” This
is a good answer to the question.
ii. But, my friends, this is exactly what the Protestant Church has done, and is doing. You ask, “why this
topic, why now?” I say, the answer is clear—we must return to our reformed, Biblical roots, and eschew
Antichrist and expunge all his errors from the Church of Jesus Christ. The end of Antichrist is sure, as is
that which strikes against him—it is the breath of the mouth of Christ—His Word.

https://en.wikisource.org/wiki/1911_Encyclop%C3%A6dia_Britannica/Ultramontanism
http://www.leaderu.com/ftissues/ft9405/articles/mission.html
12 The Holy Bible: King James Version., electronic ed. of the 1769 edition of the 1611 Authorized Version. (Bellingham WA: Logos Research Systems,
Inc., 1995), 2 Thess. 2:4.
10
11

9

“Rejecting Gamaliel’s Counsel: Antichrist’s Response to the Reformation”
(Conference Lecture # 2)
Rev. Justin B. Stodghill
“And now I say unto you, Refrain from these men, and let them alone: for if this counsel or this work be of
men, it will come to nought: but if it be of God, ye cannot overthrow it; lest haply ye be found even to fight
against God,” (Acts 5.38-39, Authorized Version (AV)).
With the rejection of the Messiah, Jesus Christ our Lord, the Sanhedrin created a new religion contrary to
that of their biological forefathers. While the true Religion (commonly referred to now as “Christianity”)
continued unabated, and “…the Word of God grew and multiplied,” (Acts 12.24), Judaism and its apostate
leaders sought to exterminate the doctrine and the adherents of the true Faith. They could not accept the
Lord Jesus Christ, the God-Man, the eternal Son of God, and so rejected the God-revealed and only true
Religion, preferring to invent a new one to replace the faith of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob. They abhorred
the reality that their own works and rituals could not save them and that only that saving faith in the Savior
Jesus Christ and true repentance unto life could be the God-given means of their salvation. Instead of
hearing the One sent by God—“God…hath in these last days spoken unto us by His Son,” (Hebrews 1.1
&2)—they stopped their ears, gnashed their teeth, and rushed upon Him at Calvary. Resurrected and
ascended into heaven, the Lord Jesus Christ is the now and reigning King, but the Jews immediately turned
on His disciples. They had a wise counsellor in the person of the Pharisaical professor, Gamaliel, but they
ignored him…to their own destruction.
Seeds of the Reformation of the Church began during the late Medieval period but, in God’s good
providence, budded forth in the fifteenth century, came to the flower in the sixteenth century, and reached
its full beauty in the seventeenth century. From the days of Wycliffe and Hus, to the First Reformation of
Luther, Zwingli, Calvin, and Knox, the full fruit arrived in the Second Reformation era of the English
Puritans, Scottish Covenanters, and Dutch Nadere Reformatie divines. Rome was given every opportunity
for reformation, and she was presented with “many infallible proofs,” but she insisted on the phantasms of
her own twisted mind and belched out the blasphemies fermented in her demonic soul. She neither
responded to Christ’s clarion call to repent, nor would she sit idly by while Christ raised up His Church out
of the superstitious quagmire of long centuries of darkness. Rome rose up to her full height, rejecting
Gamaliel’s counsel, and used every hellish war machine in her arsenal to try to stamp out the Word of God
from Europe. Galvanized in her hatred for the King of kings and Lord of lords, and spurred on by the
devious machinations of her leader, the popish antichrist, Rome attacked and shed the blood of Christ’s
people across Europe. Where her physical reach could not extend because of Christ’s appointment of
Christian civil magistrates, Rome insinuated herself with propaganda. She raised a new banner, and
unmasked her real leader the antichrist himself, when she carved her blasphemous dogma on the stones of
Trento, in Northern Italy.
Raised in response to the Protestant Reformation, the Council of Trent (“Concilium Tridentinum”—hence
“Tridentine”) was the embodiment of Rome’s “Counter-Reformation.” It is this author’s firm belief that,
whatever possibility of actual reform there was for the Church of Rome prior to the Council, she decidedly
and authoritatively rejected Christ and His Word and, like the Sanhedrin so long before, created a new
religion apart from the true Faith in this highly publicized event. The purpose of this lecture is to present a
brief historical overview of the Tridentine Council and then consider seven key dogmas that characterize
Romanism and distinguish it as a wholly different entity than the true Christian Church.
_______________________
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I. Rome’s Response to the Reformation at the Council of Trent
A. Historical Overview:
The Council of Trent was held in twenty-five sessions between 1545 and 1563, in the city of Trento in
Northern Italy (except for Sessions 9-11, held in Bologna).13 Paul III convoked the council, on 13 December
1545, and presided (by the way of papal legates) over sessions 1-8 (1545-47). Julius III presided over
sessions 12-16 (1551-52), and Pius IV presided over sessions 17-25 (1562-63). Among the major outcomes
of the council were the standardization of the Latin Vulgate as the official Bible of Rome (with the
apocryphal books on par with Scripture) [completed in 1590/92], the propagation of the Tridentine Creed
(13 November 1565), and the Tridentine “mass,” which would be the standard form for the next 400 years.
The convocation of the council was a direct result of Luther’s call (in 1520) for a Church Council, apart
from the pope, to consider the basic tenets of the Reformation. Charles V, then Emperor of the Holy Roman
Empire, pushed for the council and made it clear that the pope could not personally attend and that
representatives of the Reformation should be allowed to attend. When the council finally took place in
1545, however, the vast majority of the representatives were Italians and Spaniards (with the French arriving
toward the end of the final session). While the pope did not attend personally, he oversaw/directed the
whole affair by means of several papal “legates”.
There are three distinct periods to the council: first (1545-47), second (1551-52), and third (1562-63). The
emperor expected this to be a truly “ecumenical” council of the Church and insisted that representatives of
the Reformation be invited. It was not, however, until session 13, during the second period of the council
(1551-53) that the invitation was sent to Germany, with the promise of safe conduct and privilege of the
floor (but NO vote). Philip Melanchthon and Johannes Brenz set out for the council, but never arrived. By
the third period, the Jesuits were in full and control and held the council under their firm grip. William
Cunningham observes: “But the importance of the Council of Trent, in a more directly theological point of
13
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view, depends upon the considerations, that its records embody the solemn, formal, and official decision of
the Church of Rome…upon all the leading doctrines taught by the Reformers; that its decrees upon all
doctrinal points are received by all Romanists as possessed of infallible authority; and that every popish
priest is sworn to receive, profess, and maintain everything defined and declared by it.”14
The main objectives were, first, to condemn and “anathematize” the principles of the Reformation. Second,
(purportedly) to effect reforms within Rome’s discipline and administration [I say, “purportedly,” because
it was clearly stated—from the start—that any reforms proposed would be relegated to committees to decide
upon, and then the final say be assigned to the papal legates…with the pope alone expected to
implement/reject whatever he felt was best.] Third, to affirm and maintain that Rome is the ultimate and
final interpreter of Scripture, based on the premise that Scripture and Roman “tradition” were equally and
independently authoritative. Fourth, to settle and propagate Rome’s view of “justification.” Fourth, to
define and reaffirm the validity and use of indulgences, pilgrimages, and the veneration of saints, relics and
Mary.
Some may argue that everything with Rome has changed since Vatican II. Nothing could be further from
the truth! Instead, if anything, Rome has simply become more deceptive in propagating the false authority
of antichrist. At Vatican II, John XXIII said, with respect to the Council of Trent, “What was, still is.” In
fine, Trent defined Rome has the source and propagator of a wholly different religion opposed to the
authority of King Jesus as the Alone Head of His Church. At Trent, the pope was declared by the Romanists
to be both antichrist and their god!
B. Canons and Decrees:
The dogmatic decisions of Trent are divided into Decrees (decretals) (positive statements of the Roman
religion) and Canons (canones) (condemnations of Scriptural/Reformation doctrines, each one concluding
anathema sit (i.e., “let him be anathema”).
1. Reaffirmed the Niceno-Constantinopolitan Creed (3rd Session).
2. Definitively insisted that the apocryphal writings were on par with the Books of Sacred Scripture; that
the Vulgate is the only official Bible of the Church; and, insisted/maintained that Church “tradition” is equal
to Scripture as the rule of faith (4th Session).
3. Defined justification as something offered by God on the basis of human cooperation with Divine grace
and affirmed that God’s grace could be forfeited if a “mortal” sin was committed (6th Session).
4. Insisted that ordination by Rome imprints an unalterable character on the soul of the recipient and that
the Roman priesthood replaces and continues the OT Levitical priesthood; consent of the people not allowed
for the installation of priests (23rd Session).
5. Reaffirmed celibacy of the priesthood (24th Session).
6. Reaffirmed and codified the Romanist myths of purgatory, invocation of saints, veneration of relics,
propriety of pilgrimages, prayers to Mary, and the efficacy of indulgences (25th Session).
At the conclusion of the council, the decrees and canons were presented to Pius IV for his approval. He did
so on 26 January 1564, adding the pronouncement that the pope alone was the sole interpreter of the
council’s decisions. As a result, he issued the Tridentine Creed (13 November 1565), and his successor,
Pius V, issued the Catechism (1566), the Breviary (1568), the Missal (1570), and (later, in 1590/92) the
papacy reissued the revised Vulgate.
14
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When the decrees and canons were published by Rome, they were openly acknowledged in Italy, Portugal,
Poland, and by the Catholic princes in Germany; Philip II of Spain accepted them for Spain, the Netherlands,
and Sicily. The King of France accepted the doctrinal portions (since they did not interfere with his
reign/authority). No attempt was made to present them in England. However, Pius IV sent them, with a
personal letter, to Mary, Queen of Scots, on 13 June 1564, requesting that she publish them in Scotland.
Mary was no idiot, however…in the face of John Knox she did not dare publish the canons and decrees of
Trent!
C. The Tridentine Creed:
Presented in the form of an oath to be taken by officials and adherents to Romanism (“I, N., with a firm
faith believe and profess each and everything which is contained in the Creed which the Holy Roman
Church maketh use of. To wit:”). The first paragraph is, essentially, a recapitulation of the NicenoConstantinopolitan Creed. The second paragraph has the oath-taker declare his firm acceptance of the
traditions, observances, and constitutions (“…I firmly admit to and embrace.”). Third paragraph, “I also
accept the Holy Scripture according to that sense which holy mother the Church hath held, and doth hold,
and to whom it belongeth to judge the true sense and interpretations of the Scriptures.” Fourth: “truly and
properly seven sacraments…baptism, confirmation, eucharist, penance, extreme unction, holy orders, and
matrimony,” with Rome alone as the administrator of these. Fifth: embrace and accept what Trent says
about original sin and justification. Sixth: “I profess, likewise, that in the Mass there is offered to God a
true, proper, and propitiatory sacrifice for the living and the dead…that…there is truly, really, and
substantially, the Body and Blood, together with the soul and divinity, of our Lord Jesus Christ; and that a
conversion takes place of the whole substance of the bread into the Body, and the whole substance of the
wine into the Blood….” Seventh: I affirm…purgatory…saints in heaven to be honored and invoked, and
that they offer prayers to God for us, and that their relics are to be venerated…that the images of Christ,
Mary, the saints, ought to be kept and retained and venerated. Eighth: Indulgences are “…most wholesome
to Christian people.” Ninth: Rome the only true Church, repository of Truth, interpreter of Scripture, under
the infallible and absolute sovereignty of the pope. Tenth: I receive all the decisions of councils, especially
Trent, and particularly whatever they said that makes the pope supreme and infallible. Eleventh: I will
keep this faith without question or wavering and will do everything in my station to propagate it.
II. An Examination of Key Doctrines
A. The Papacy:
Loraine Boettner states, “Disprove the primacy of Peter, and the foundation of the papacy is destroyed.
Destroy the papacy, and the whole Roman hierarchy topples with it. Their system of priesthood depends
absolutely upon their claim that Peter was the first pope at Rome, and that they are his successors.”15
However, there is no real manifestation of a “pope,” in any solid sense of that term, until 590, with the
accession of Gregory I (“the Great”). He is one of the chief architects of the papal system.
Let’s examine the evidence and weigh this myth of “Pope Peter.” The whole Biblical argument, used by
Rome, in favor of Peter as the first pope, rests on only one passage of Scripture: Matthew 16.13-20.
13
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some, Elias; and others, Jeremias, or one of the prophets. 15 He saith unto them, But whom say ye
that I am? 16 And Simon Peter answered and said, Thou art the Christ, the Son of the living God. 17
And Jesus answered and said unto him, Blessed art thou, Simon Barjona: for flesh and blood hath
not revealed it unto thee, but my Father which is in heaven. 18 And I say also unto thee, That thou
art Peter, and upon this rock I will build my church; and the gates of hell shall not prevail
against it. 19 And I will give unto thee the keys of the kingdom of heaven: and whatsoever thou shalt
bind on earth shall be bound in heaven: and whatsoever thou shalt loose on earth shall be loosed in
heaven. 20 Then charged he his disciples that they should tell no man that he was Jesus the Christ.
Note, verse 18 is the key. Looking at the Greek, Christ calls Simon, “Peter” [Gr. Πέτρος / piece of a rock
/ masc. / name] and, in a play on words refers to Peter’s confession as the Rock [Gr. πέτρα / immovable
stone, foundation / fem.]. Change of gender denotes a change of subject. Had Christ been referring to
Peter, rather than his confession, He would have said, “and upon you I will build My Church,” rather than,
“upon this rock [Confession] I will build My Church.” It was this confession, this true and real saving faith
in Christ Himself as the God-Man, Immanuel, Redeemer of His people from their sins, against which the
gates of hell could never prevail. But Peter was a man “with like passions” as you and I, and fully capable
of error and weakness. He most assuredly was not considered to be endowed by God with infallibility, or
the sole interpreter of Scripture. By Romanist logic, not only should Peter be called “pope,” he also should
immediately be called satan (see the immediate context of this chapter, verse 23: “But He turned, and said
unto Peter, ‘Get thee behind Me, satan: thou art an offence unto Me: for thou savourest not the things that
be of God, but those that be of men’.”). Peter would be found sleeping at Gethsemane and could not even
wait with the Lord for “one hour.” Yet, he was the impetuous fellow who cut of Malchus’ ear, John 18.10
(bringing yet another rebuke from the Lord). This same Peter denied Christ three times, with oaths and
curses…and he was still a feeble, and very fallible man, when Paul publicly rebuked him to his face
(Galatians 2.11). That the passage in Matthew 16.18 refers to the confession of Peter, rather than to Peter
himself, was the prevailing view of the Church fathers up to, and including, Augustine and Jerome. Nor
were the “keys” reserved/committed to Peter alone. For, in Matthew 18.1, 18, the keys are said to be equally
entrusted to all of the apostles (notice, “you” and “ye,” plural/not singular). The keys (the Word preached
and Biblical administration of Church discipline) were part of the Church since its formation, and remains
a part of the Biblical Church to the present day—never restricted to but one man! Peter never calls himself
“pope,” but refers to himself as “an apostle” (I Peter 1.1) and a “fellow-elder”/ “presbyter” (I Peter 5.1-3).
Instead, when Cornelius fell at Peter’s feet, Peter lifted him up and protested: “I myself also am a man”
(Acts 10.25-26). Note that the Presbytery appointed Matthias to fill the twelfth seat left vacant by Judas
Iscariot. Note that Peter did not send apostles and missionaries abroad, but the Presbyteries did—Presbytery
in Jerusalem sent Peter and John to Samaria (Acts 8.14) – not very respectful of the poor “pope”! At the
General Assembly in Jerusalem (Acts 15), Peter spoke, as did Paul and others, but James (not Peter) was
the Moderator, and the decision was the unanimous consent of the General Assembly (not Peter’s first
“papal bull”). In fact, Peter is never again mentioned in the Book of Acts after the Jerusalem General
Assembly.
There is no New Testament evidence that Peter ever was in Rome (if at all, perhaps for a period of 10 days
prior to his martyrdom…but even this is a major stretch, for which there is no evidence). Peter himself, in
his two epistles, makes it clear that he was in Babylon…and we have no right to think that he meant anything
but Babylon (where a large number of Jews remained after the return from exile during the days of Cyrus
of Persia). In fact, Paul makes it clear that he was appointed by God to be the apostle to the Gentiles, in the
same way that Peter was appointed to be the apostle to the Jews…why, then, would Peter ever be in Rome?
Certainly, there is no evidence that Peter was there, ruling as “pope” for 25 years (from 42-67). Paul’s
journey to Rome is recorded in Acts 27-28…but there’s no mention of Peter traveling there. In fact, the
first recorded “evidence” of this idea was in Jerome’s Latin translation of Eusebius’ Greek work, The
Ecclesiastical History. In the original Greek of Eusebius, no mention of Peter being in Rome can be found.
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But, in Jerome’s translation, there is an addition stating that Peter was the first bishop of Rome, reigning
from 42-67. Yet, when Paul went to Rome, he mentions others being there…but no mention of
Peter…surely strange for Paul to be there two whole years, in his own rented house, and never visit, let
alone even mention, the current pope! (No mention in Ephesians, Philippians, Colossians, Philemon, or II
Timothy 4.6-11!). Boettner concludes (emphasis added): “The Roman church thus builds her papal system,
not on New Testament teaching; nor upon the facts of history, but only on unfounded tradition.”16
Titles of the pretentious pope:
1. Pontifex Maximus, or Pontiff: This title was not used until long after the 4th century fall of Rome, when
the Roman bishops began to use this term for themselves. Note the history of the term: it was a term for
the high/chief priest of the pagan Roman religion, first acquired as an Imperial Title by Julius Caesar, and
later appropriated by the Roman bishops after Rome was sacked.
2. Pope: Latin, papa, meaning “father.” This title was first offered to Gregory I (“the Great) in 604, by
the Emperor Phocas, but Gregory declined it. His second successor, however, Boniface III, accepted the
title, pope, from Phocas. But note what Christ says: “And call no man your father upon the earth: for One
is your Father, Which is in heaven,” (Mt. 23.9).
3. Vicar of Christ: But Christ said that the Holy Spirit would be His Vicar on earth until His return…not
Peter, and not any Roman figurehead (see John 14.26).
4. Mediator Between God and Man: But Christ alone holds this position and shares it with no man. “For
there is one God, and one Mediator between God and men, the Man Christ Jesus,” (I Timothy 2.5. “And
[God] hath put all things under [Christ’s] Feet, and gave Him to be the Head over all things to the Church,
which is His Body, the fullness of Him that filleth all in all,” (Ephesians 1.22-23). “And [His dear Son] is
the Head of the Body, the Church: Who is the beginning, the Firstborn from the dead; that in all things He
might have the preeminence,” (Colossians 1.18). Again, Christ the Head…not Peter…certainly no “pope”!
Interestingly, there is nothing about the primacy of the bishop of Rome until the rise of Gregory I in 590.
Oh, and by the way, Peter was married (not a good celibate pope at all!).
Declaration by the presiding cardinal when a pope is enthroned: “Receive the tiara adorned with three
crowns, and know that thou art the Father of Princes and Kings, Ruler of the World, the Vicar of our Savior
Jesus Christ….” Even worse: from the New York Catechism: “The pope takes the place of Jesus Christ on
earth…he is the infallible ruler, the founder of dogmas, the author of and judge of councils; the universal
ruler of truth, the arbiter of the world, the supreme judge of heaven and earth, the judge of all, being judged
by no one, God Himself on earth.” In his encyclical, “The Reunion of Christendom,” Leo XIII stated that
the pope holds “…upon the earth the place of God Almighty.”17
Pope in Rome “…is that Antichrist, that man of sin, and son of perdition, that exalteth himself, in the
Church, against Christ and all that is called God.”18
B. The Sacraments:
In the “Tridentine Creed,” or the “Creed of Pope Pius IV,” which summarizes the major tenets of the
Tridentine Council’s Canons and Decrees, the Romanist sacerdotal system is clearly presented. For them,
there are seven sacraments (baptism, confirmation, eucharist, penance, extreme unction, holy orders, and
16
17
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matrimony), which are “necessary for the salvation of mankind.” 19 That Rome’s system of mystical
sacraments is essential for salvation, rather than the salvific cross work of Christ alone, is a point that cannot
be overemphasized. But, to add to this blasphemy, the Romanists continue by claiming that their priesthood
must perpetually re-crucify Christ in order to continually apply fresh coats of saving virtue to their
adherents! This is clearly evident from their diabolical “mass” ritual, which, by their own profession,
“…there is offered to God a true, proper, and propitiatory sacrifice for the living and the dead; and that in
the most holy sacrament of the Eucharist there is truly, really, and substantially, the Body and Blood,
together with the soul and divinity, of our Lord Jesus Christ; and that a conversion takes place of the whole
substance of the bread into the Body, and of the whole substance of the wine into the Blood, which
conversion the Catholic Church calls Transubstantiation.”20
This denial of the sufficiency of Christ’s once-and-for-all salvific cross work, along with the defense of a
papal “priesthood” that must daily and continually mediate with God on behalf of the living and the dead,
is such an abomination that one needs to look no further than this point to see that Rome is a completely
different religion that is contrary to the Biblical and true religion of Christ. Hence, the Westminster divines
rightly observe: “In this sacrament [the Lord’s Supper], Christ is not offered up to His Father; nor any real
sacrifice made at all for the remission of sins of the quick or dead; but only a commemoration of that one
offering up of Himself, by Himself, upon the cross, once for all: and a spiritual oblation of all possible
praise unto God for the same: so that the Popish sacrifice of the mass (as they call it) is most abominably
injurious to Christ’s one, only sacrifice, the alone propitiation for all the sins of His elect.”21 Only the
Reformed position, taken entirely and exclusively from Scripture alone, retains and presents the Biblical
nature of the two sacraments only (baptism and the Lord’s Supper), against all the superstitious blasphemy
of the popish sacerdotalism.
C. Original Sin:
Trent actually made a not-too-bad confession of original sin (so much so, that Calvin did not object to the
language of the first part). However, they went further so that what they did was to insist that indwelling
sin in the regenerate is not, in fact, sin. In the Fifth Session (17 June 1546), they stated (in Decrees 5 & 6):
“5. If any one denies that, by the grace of our Lord Jesus Christ, which is conferred in baptism, the guilt of
original sin is remitted; or even asserts that all that which has the true and proper nature of sin is not taken
away, but says that it is only erased, or not imputed,--let him be anathema. 6. …this concupiscence, which
the apostle sometimes calls sin, the holy synod declares that the Catholic Church has never understood to
be called sin, as being truly and properly sin in those born again, but because it is of sin, and inclines to sin.
And if any one is of a contrary opinion, let him be anathema.”22
Against this position, the Westminster divines rightly understood that, “This corruption of nature, during
this life, doth remain in those that are regenerated; and although it be, through Christ, pardoned and
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mortified, yet both itself and all the motions thereof are truly and properly sin.”23 Since sin is, properly
speaking, “…any want of conformity unto, or transgression of, the law of God,”24 and since Scripture
plainly states that, “If we say that we have no sin, we deceive ourselves, and the truth is not in us,” (I John
1.8), it is absurd to side with Trent—against the Reformers and the clear teaching of Scripture—in the belief
that, once baptized, a person ceases from sin but only commits acts that “appear to be” sin.
D. Justification:
It is clear from the “Canons and Decrees,” that the Romanists—at Trent, and to the present day—had no
clear understanding of the Biblical doctrine of justification. Their lack of understanding is further
aggravated by their strange mixture of the doctrines of justification and sanctification together. To further
complicate matters, while the “official” position of Rome remains fixed against the heresy of Pelagius, they
are—at best—semi-Pelagian in doctrine and practice, whereby they espouse the false notion that man must
cooperate with God for man’s salvation. On 13 January 1547, during the Sixth Session, they maintained
that: “If any one shall say, that by faith alone the impious is justified; so as to meant that nothing else is
required to co-operate in order unto the obtaining the grace of justification, and that it is not in any respect
necessary that he be prepared and disposed by the movement of his own will; let him be anathema,”25 and,
“If any one shall say, that the commandments of God are, even for a man that is justified and constituted in
grace, impossible to keep; let him be anathema.”26
Against this position, the Westminster divines relied upon Scripture (rather than bare tradition) and that
God justifies sinners, “…not by infusing righteousness into them, but by pardoning their sins, and by
accounting and accepting their persons as righteous, not for anything wrought in them, or done by them,
but for Christ’s sake alone; nor by imputing faith itself, the act of believing, or any other evangelical
obedience to them, as their righteousness, but by imputing the obedience and satisfaction of Christ unto
them, they receiving and resting on Him and His righteousness by faith; which faith they have not of
themselves, it is the gift of God.”27 It is this “accounting and accepting their persons as righteous…for
Christ’s sake alone,” that the Romanists simply could not accept. For them, there must be some cooperation
on man’s part and, especially, the control of salvation resting in the papal, sacerdotal system of Rome, rather
than resting entirely in God’s Hands. Further, Rome could never accept that their sacerdotal system was
incapable of magically “perfecting” a person. Based on their ideology, if men could continue to actually
“sin” after baptism and confirmation, then their system of “sacraments” was obviously ineffective and their
concept of justification deeply flawed. The Westminster divines were correct, however, in recognizing, as
Scripture teaches, that there are two distinct graces given by God to His elect in justification and
sanctification. Thus, “Justification is an act of God’s free grace unto sinners, in which he pardoneth all
their sins, accepteth and accounteth their persons righteous in his sight; not for any thing wrought in them,
or done by them, but only for the perfect obedience and full satisfaction of Christ, by God imputed to them,
and received by faith alone.”28 In addition to justification, God sanctifies those whom He justifies. Thus,
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“Sanctification is the work of God’s grace, whereby they whom God hath, before the foundation of the
world, chosen to be holy, are in time, through the powerful operation of his Spirit, applying the death and
resurrection of Christ unto them, renewed in their whole man after the image of God; having the seeds of
repentance unto life, and all other saving graces, put into their hearts, and those graces so stirred up,
increased, and strengthened, as that they more and more die unto sin, and rise unto newness of life.”29 But
that these are two distinct graces is made evident as they observe that, “Although sanctification be
inseparably joined with justification, yet they differ, in that God in justification imputeth the righteousness
of Christ, in sanctification his Spirit infuseth grace, and enableth to the exercise thereof; in the former, sin
is pardoned; in the other, it is subdued; the one doth equally free all believers from the revenging wrath of
God, and that perfectly in this life, that they never fall into condemnation; the other is neither equal in all,
nor in this life perfect in any, but growing up to perfection.”30
While Rome relied upon her own sacerdotal authority to perfect men in this life—not by Christ’s
righteousness imputed, nor the Spirit’s gracious working in the lives of the redeemed—thereby robbing the
Triune God of His sole right to the salvation of sinners, the Reformers relied upon Scripture alone, in which
they clearly understood that God alone saves sinners—He justifies them once and for all by accounting
them righteous by accounting Christ’s righteousness to their account and then, He fits them for heaven
through that powerful sanctifying work of the Holy Spirit within them. All of which is entirely the grace
of God to His elect, for His own glory and their everlasting benefit. Rome would place herself upon God’s
own throne and thereby demonstrated her real role as the kingdom of antichrist.
Conclusion:
On that great and terrible Day of the Lord, the beast and the false prophet (pope) will be “…cast alive into
the lake of fire burning with brimstone,” (Rev. 19.20). “Even so, come, Lord Jesus!” (Rev. 22.20).
_______________________
“Of old, Rome was indeed the mother of all churches; but after it began to become the see of Antichrist, it
ceased to be what it once was.
“To some we seem slanderers and railers when we call the Roman pontiff “Antichrist.” But those who
think so do not realize they are accusing Paul of intemperate language, after whom we speak, indeed, so
speak from his very lips. And lest anyone object that we wickedly twist Paul’s words (which apply to
another) against the Roman pontiff, I shall briefly show that these cannot be understood otherwise than of
the papacy.…Now, [Paul] designates Antichrist by this mark, that he will deprive God of his honor in order
to take it upon himself [II Thess. 2:4]. We ought consequently to follow this as the chief indication in
searching out Antichrist, especially when such pride leads even to the public scattering of the church. Since,
therefore, it is clear that the Roman pontiff has shamelessly transferred to himself what belonged to God
alone and especially to Christ, we should have no doubt that he is the leader and standard-bearer of that
impious and hateful kingdom.”31
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Lecture 2: Introduction, Antichrist of Old Testament Prophecy (Conf. Lecture # 3)
As we begin this lecture, we must develop our understanding of the term, “antichrist”. The prefix “anti” in the original, does not need
to mean, that which is against, but as the older English would have it, “over against” or, in place of. So, while certainly as we understand
the concept of Antichrist we will see that he is opposed to Christ, there is a particular strategy in his working in which he appears in
the place of Christ—he appears as an anti-messiah, one who places himself in the fore, climbing up some other way, arrogating to
himself powers that belong to Christ alone, and henceforth declaring himself to be God.
1. He places his word in the place of the Word of Christ.
a. Was this not the strategy of the tempter in the garden? Was it not to substitute his word for the Word of their
Creator, Christ? First in is leading question, “Hath God said?” and then in his bolder, “thou shalt not surely die”
we have that working which throws doubt upon the Word of Christ, and places another Word in its stead.
b. This is specially seen in the ignorance of the Scriptures themselves inculcated by the Roman Church, in order
replace the Word of Christ with the word of the Papacy.
2. He arrogates powers, authority to himself that belong to Christ.
3. He takes titles to himself that belong to Christ
4. So here in this first portion, let us understand that Antichrist is opposed to Christ, but that in a particular way—he places
himself ahead of, instead of Christ, in the place of Christ.
a. This is what the term “vicar” means. It is a Latin term that means, “in the place of”. Terms such as vicarious, viceas in viceroy, vice-president, etc. all come from this Latin root.
b. When the pope claims to be the vicar of Christ on earth, he places himself in Christ’s stead, arrogating to himself
Christ’s authority, receiving the honors of Christ, the titles of Christ, the rights of Christ. This is what the term
“vicar of Christ, or “antichrist” means.
c. Certainly this is in opposition to Christ, for He simply cannot be replaced, none can stand in for Him, or substitute
for Him. But this is the papal claim. Hear this claim from the Catechism of the Catholic Church:
882 The Pope, Bishop of Rome and Peter’s successor, “is the perpetual and visible source and foundation of the unity both
of the bishops and of the whole company of the faithful.” “For the Roman Pontiff, by reason of his office as Vicar of Christ,
and as pastor of the entire Church has full, supreme, and universal power over the whole Church, a power which he can
always exercise unhindered.”32
VICAR OF CHRIST: A title given to St. Peter, head of the Twelve Apostles, and to his successors, the popes (882); “vicar”
means one who stands in for or acts for another.33
That the prefix “anti” is used in the Bible for this meaning is undisputed. When it stands alone as a preposition, this is its use in the
majority of instances. See the following references:
• Matthew 2.22; 5.38; 1 Thessalonians 5.15; Hebrews 12.2, 16 (note the opposites, Esau and Christ)
• In the LXX, it has the same usage: Genesis 2.21; 4.25; 22.13; 30.2; See Genesis 36.33-39; Deuteronomy 2.21-23; This word
is used 387 times the LXX, and the majority of those instances are as we have seen in these few.
• As we look then at this title, we must understand its import:
o When we read of our Savior in Scripture, He is made known to us as the Lord Jesus Christ. We understand that
these are names and titles.
§ Lord—speaking of His divinity, this is the title that in the OT Scriptures speaks of Him being our Master,
head, superior, king, etc. as well as Yahveh, the Second Person of the Trinity.
§ As Jesus, we learn that He is our Savior, and that he is also a man, the incarnate Son.
§ As Christ, we learnt of Him as our Mediator—the anointed One. And, as our Mediator, Christ exercises
the offices of Prophet, Priest, and King of the Church. Hear the WLC: Question and answer 42:
Q. 42. Why was our Mediator called Christ?
A. Our Mediator was called Christ, because he was anointed with the Holy Ghost above measure; and so set apart, and
fully furnished with all authority and ability, to execute the offices of prophet, priest, and king of his Church, in the estate
both of his humiliation and exaltation.34
• When the papacy claims to be the vicar of Christ, or Vice-Christ, it takes to itself these titles and authority, which is truly
clear for all to see.
o As Prophet, the papacy seeks to speak from the throne, or infallibly in matter of Christian doctrine or practice, and
thus replacing the teaching of Christ, and often speaking contrary to Him and His Apostles.
o As priest, the papacy claims to offer sacrifices, atone for sin, dispense merit, etc. as the impostor, the vicar of Christ,
and places himself as the mediator between God and men.
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As King our Lord Jesus Christ rules in the Church, and over all authority for the sake or advancement of the
Church. As the vice-Christ, the papacy claims this power for itself, to rule over all others in the Church, and over
all temporal authority itself.
We see in this brief analysis how apt a title antichrist is, for it, in one word, brings together the vicarious and opposite nature
of the papacy to Christ Himself, as He opposes Christ, and places himself in the place of Christ to augment that opposition.
o

•

We now move in our study to a look at the relevant OT passages that prophesy of Antichrist. It is necessary to understand the nature
of prophecy when we do so, so that we are not led away to various errors. When we read prophecies of the OT, there is a tendency
to import our own historical situation into those narratives that will lead us not toward a proper understanding, but away from it. The
prophecies themselves are often clouded as it pertains to the level of detail, while at the same time revealing the concepts and truths
necessary to an understanding that would be comforting, or even corrective to the recipients. The book of Daniel contains such
prophecies, as the people of God were comforted under Daniel’s ministry, having been carried away captive, and wondering about
the future, what would be the state of their nation, the redemptive purposes of God, etc. seeing that in their day much of that appeared
to be lost.
Hear the OT Scholar Edward Joseph Young on the purpose of the prophecy of Daniel:
The book of Daniel seeks to show the superiority of the God of Israel over the idols of the heathen nations. Although these
nations had been God’s instruments in punishing Israel, nevertheless they themselves will in time pass from the scene. In
the latter days the God of heaven will erect a kingdom that will never be destroyed. Although the end of the indignation
will be a time of persecution for God’s people, the Messiah will come, and the eternal kingdom will be established. Daniel,
then, may be said clearly to teach the sovereignty of God in His dealing with human kingdoms.35
So as we think about the book of Daniel, and prophecy in particular, we must place ourselves in the situation of those who received
it, to take the comfort and instruction they ought to have taken from what they heard from the prophetic visions. This helps us to
understand the purpose, and see the broad strokes of the predictive prophecies as they come to us.
For a brief outline of the book itself, we must content ourselves in dividing it into two section: The historical, and the visionary. The
first six chapters comprise the historical portion, and the visions begin in chapter 7, and continue with some historical narrative,
penitent prayer, commentary and explanation, to the end of the book. Beginning at the beginning of the vision, chapter 7, we will
hear the prediction, dark as it is, yet simple in its explanation, of antichrist to come.
1.

2.

35

Chapter 2: Verses 1-45, especially beginning in verse 31.
a. Yet, even beginning here in chapter 7 we must digress to chapter 2 in order to give a full account, even if in a few
lines only.
b. The dream of Nebuchadnezzar’s colossus is not a dream that came to Daniel, but to the king. This bears the
understanding that it concerns not ecclesiastical things, but civil things. The dream is a witness to the king, a mercy
from the Lord if you will, not to trust in his might.
c. He is a man, he will pass away, as will his kingdom, and it will be succeeded by other kingdoms.
i. He is the head of Gold—Babylon
ii. That which comes after is the kingdom of the Medes, combined with the Persians—the breast and arms
of silver.
iii. That which comes after this is the Greek kingdom of Alexander, which is represented as the third
kingdom, of brass extending from the belly to the hips and thighs of brass.
iv. And after him shall come another kingdom, more diverse than the rest, if iron mingled with clay, and
dividing itself as it were finally into 10 toes—this is the diverse and fierce Roman kingdom, prosecuted
by the Caesars.
v. But in the days of this final kingdom there shall come another kingdom not made with hands, a heavenly
kingdom, a stone cut out of the mountain, which itself shall break all other kingdoms, and shall fill the
earth.
d. It would be a misuse of this dream to gather up anatomical details and question why Nebuchadnezzar was the head
of gold, and why the others were chosen for any other reason than the chronology. The current kingdom is at the
top, and as time descends, so also does the kingdom, with the exception of an unspecified superiority. Let us not
read too much into this.
i. This dream came to Nebuchadnezzar, as the rest of his career will be described by Daniel, to cause him
to call upon the God of heaven, Daniel’s God, for there is no other God save Him, and the kingdoms of
the world are as nothing to Him—He takes them down, and sets them up.
Moving not to chapter 7, we have the following things to point out concerning antichrist:
a. First, note that this is a vision given to Daniel, and so has a different context and referent to what we saw in chapter
2. This is given to Daniel, as a comfort for the Church, and not to Nebuchadnezzar, as a mercy to him. This vision
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b.

c.

is given to Daniel, who is greatly beloved, and comes for the encouragement and comfort of the captive people, as
all of the visions of Daniel do. So this is ecclesiastical and not civil, and is given so that the people of God might
know that while their “warfare is not yet accomplished” its victory is secure in their God, and in their Messiah.
The four winds of heaven strove upon the great sea:
i. The four winds striving upon the great sea indicates that it is the Lord, (the one who sends the wind) who
controls the rise and fall of kingdoms.
ii. We have already settled this in the book of Daniel, after Nebuchadnezzar declared in 4.35, after his beastlike exile. Remember that this is the great theme of the book of Daniel, especially as we consider the
visions of Daniel.
iii. The sea is often set as the mass of humanity considered generally, and that especially as the unbelieving
kingdoms of the earth.
iv. So the 4 winds of heaven striving upon the great sea indicates to the people of God that the Lord is in
control of human kingdoms, and they rise of fall according to His irresistible influences and sovereign
direction. It is He, the Lord, who is causing these kingdoms about to be symbolized to rise and fall. Think
of the comfort this must have been to a people in captivity.
It is clear that we have a succession not of kings, but of kingdoms as we had in Chapter 2. Further, there are four,
and it is the same historical progression as we have in chapter 2. Note the chart below:

CHART OF THE VISIONS OF DANIEL, THE KINGDOMS CONSIDERED
KINGDOM

CHAPTER 2

CHAPTER 7

CHAPTER 8

BABYLON

HEAD OF GOLD

LIKE A LION, WITH EAGLE'S
WINGS, BECOMING MAN-LIKE

NOT MENTIONED

MEDES/PERSIANS

ARMS AND BREAST OF
SILVER

LIKE TO A BEAR,
DIFFERENTIATING ONE SIDE
FROM ANOTHER

RAM WITH TWO HORNS, ONE
HIGHER THAN THE OTHER,
FROM THE EAST, PUSHING
WESTWARD

GREECE

BELLY, HIPS, AND THIGHS
OF BRASS

LIKE A LEOPARD, WITH 4 WINGS
AND 4 HEADS

HE GOAT, FROM THE WEST,
PUSHING EASTWARD. THE
GREAT HORN WAS BROKEN,
AND 4 TOOK ITS PLACE

ROME

LOWER LEGS AND TOES
OF IRON MINGLED WITH
CLAY

DREADFUL, IRON TEETH,
STAMPING FEET, 10 HORNS

NOT MENTIONED

As we look at chapter 7 we have several things to point out.
1. We’ll not spend much time on the first three kingdoms—they have come and gone, and the 4th king, the Roman Empire,
rises to power. That we can identify this kingdom with the 4th kingdom of chapter 2 is indicated in the following:
a. Iron teeth, and Iron mingled with clay
b. The ten toes, representing a multiplicity of kings in composing of this kingdom, so also in the 10 horns.
i. The commentators divide themselves into a few camps here, but they all agree that the 10 toes represent
a parallel to the 10 horns. Whether this relates to diverse kingdoms that come out of the Roman Empire,
or the assimilation of all the kingdoms of the known world (represented by the number 10) into the
Roman Empire, still we have the identification of the Civil Rome as the 4th beast rising out of the sea,
moved by the 4 winds of heaven.
2. But we also note something strange about these horns, which represent ruler-ships—that they are succeeded by another
“little horn”
a. Who shall pluck up by the roots three kings.
i. The candidates for this plucking up are difficult to determine with certainty, but seeing that the Roman
Empire had subdued the whole world, and assimilated many kingdoms, we would be induced to look for
a particular conflict closer to the ascension and succession of this little horn.
1. Gaussen: The Barbarians, Ostrogoths, and Lombards, all defeated at the behest of the Church,
after the fall of the Roman Empire, and that vacuum of power being filled by the Roman Bishop,
on his way to becoming the Supreme pontiff.
2. Some have seen it as Syria, Egypt, and Africa
3. Some Egypt, Libya, and Ethiopia (Irenaeus, Hippolytus)
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4. Some Ravenna, Lombardy, and Rome
5. Some even England, Scotland, and Ireland
ii. Many writers see this threefold victory symbolized in the “triple crown” of the Papal tiara.
1. Heaven, Earth and Hell
2. Prophet, Priest, and King
As we move to the identity of the little horn itself, there are several things to take note of. (verses 7-8)
a. It is characterized not a great horn, but a little horn.
b. This little horn has eyes like the eyes of a man
c. This little horn also has a mouth speaking great things.
See also verses 11-12:
a. The little horn speaks some great words, and this is instrumental to the destruction of the 4th beast
b. The kingdoms are not utterly destroyed, but continue living for a time.
When we move down to the interpretive portion of the vision, the little horn has these characteristics: 19-28
a. He shall be diverse from the first
b. He shall subdue three kings
c. He shall speak great words against the Most High
d. He shall wear out, wear away, use up, abuse the saints of the Most High
e. He shall think (attempt) to change times and laws
f. They shall be given into his hand for a time, times, and dividing of a time—(3.5 units)
As we draw all of these together into a single fabric and teaching we have the following comforts from the Prophet to the
people of God.
a. First, this kingdom under which they are currently held and oppressed will be succeeded by three other kingdoms,
and then another diverse from the prior kingdoms. The oppression of the people of God is not yet over, and they
will continue to be plagued by the beasts—the bestial government that is apart from God. It is bestial because it
rules not in its proper place, but prosecutes its authority sinfully, apart from God who has given it its life and
authority.
b. There is, in the 4th beast, a diversity that is different from the rest, and this is seen in the 10 toes of the colossus,
and the 10 horns of this 4th beast. As we have said, this is the Roman Empire, that kingdom of diversity, which
held other kingdoms in such a way so as to allow them to retain much of their original practices and culture.
c. We note that out of this beast, among the horns, there arises another little horn, displacing three others as he rises.
i. First of all, he is a little horn because he does not appear to be so powerful, especially at the first. As he
appears among the other horns, he appears to be small, unassuming, no threat.
ii. However, note that in his rising, he displaces three other horns. As we saw above, there is a division
among faithful Bible scholars as to what three horns we’re speaking of, but for our purposes here, it is
important to note that while he is a little horn, it would be an underestimation of his power to think that
his size dictates his ability—three are uprooted right away.
iii. The rest of the kingdom, all of the horns, will eventually come under the sway of this little horn as he
rises to the height of his power. He is antichrist, who will, after the demise of the Roman Empire, flow
into that vacuum of power, and exalt himself over all the temporal power of the known world.
iv. The little horn has the eyes of a man: Not just eyes, but the eyes of a man.
1. As the other thrones were bestial, because they were heathen, godless, this one, still a beast,
appears not to be so. He has eyes like a man.
2. In other words, there is something different about him—he does not identify himself with a
bestial godlessness, disconnected from its creator, and therefore while beast-like, he has the eyes
like a man—in appearance he is not bestial, but human-divine-ruling in the fear of God. If
godless governments are bestial—described as beasts—this horn, rising out of the beast and still
maintaining the characteristics of beastliness, appears not to be a persecuting beast, oppressing
and threatening the people of God.
v. Note also that he has a mouth speaking great things.
1. We learn from the interpretive portion of the chapter that these “great things” are proud,
blasphemous things, against the most High God and against His saints.
2. From verse 11 we hear that these great words are instrumental in his demise—this manner of
blasphemous speech is why the beast is judged. Remember, this horn rises out of the beast and
is still “bestial” in that sense, but with his eyes and mouth, he seems to align more with godly
government. But it is his words that draw him into judgment.
d. When we descend to the interpretive portion of the chapter, these details are added to what we already know:
i. His look was “more stout” than his fellows. His fellows are the other kingdoms assimilated into the
Roman Empire. But as he rises, this horn, antichrist, takes on an aspect more stout, stronger—no longer
an amalgamation of ten horns, as he rises his consolidation of power, uniformity, and autocracy is clear.
He is more stout than his fellows.
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ii. This same horn: Made war with the saints, and prevailed. (verse 21) In verse 25 he is said to “wear out”
the saints. This might be translated as wear down, use up or consume, abuse, etc. There are many ways
to make war, but as the history of the Church makes clear, Rome has engaged in a long war with the saints
of the Most High.
1. In making war against their earthly existence with confiscation of goods, denial of position, and
greater, torture and death, this little horn has made war with the saints.
2. This horn has also conducted a deceptive, subversive campaign against the souls of the people
of God through false doctrine, as we have already seen, as angels of light, pouring forth their
deceptions as unclean things coming from that mouth which speaks great things.
iii. He shall think to change times and laws:
1. This prediction is fulfilled in the perversion of the worship of God, the Law of God, and the
changing of “times” that is, by the liturgical calendar, neglect of the set times of the Lord for
His worship, and the arrogation to himself these prerogatives, which belong to the Lord
Himself, and to Christ, the King of the Church. He is antichrist, and so, as Christ, he must
legislate times and laws in the place and prerogative of Christ he has sinfully arrogated to himself.
2. Note that the context of the passage wraps this phrase with reference to the saints. In other
words, his making war with the saints, and in the prediction that “they shall be given into his
hand” forms the bookend for his changing times and laws. This is one of the means of that
oppression. The changing of times, and of the law of God, (this word is used in Daniel 6.6 to
speak to Daniel’s devotions) is the means of wearing out, or consuming the saints. Antichrist
makes war with the saints by arrogating to himself rights of changing the way, and the times
God is worshipped—this perversion of doctrine, of worship, and of the time of worship is truly
a waging war against the people of God.
iv. They (the saints) shall be given into his hand for a time, times, and half a time.
1. As most of you know, I interpret statements like these to refer to the limitation of these powers
by the sovereignty of God. There are parallel expressions: 42 months, 1260 days, etc. Note that
if there is a kind of delineation, it is that this oppression begins, seems to grow in duration and
intensity, and is then cut short by the interposition of the Lord, shortening the war that antichrist
makes with the saints. See the parallel passages in Revelation 11.2-3; 12.6-14; 13.5-7
As we move into chapter 8 we have some things similar, some different.
a. There are only two kingdoms mentioned, the Medo-Persians, and the Macedonian, or Greek. This is confirmed by
the interpretation given in verses 20-21.
b. Verse 23 introduces a person of interest for our study here. There is a strong consensus among commentators,
with which I am in agreement, that this is a prophecy of Antiochus Epiphanes, who is introduced into our narrative
here as a type of Antichrist. He is not antichrist, it is understood, because he rises not out of the 4th kingdom,
Rome, but out of the third kingdom, the remnants of the Macedonian, after it had divided into four upon the death
of Alexander. He is a type of antichrist in that he appears in our prophecy as a “little horn”. He is not antichrist,
because as we saw in the last chapter antichrist rises out of the 4th kingdom, the Roman Empire.
i. For our purposes in this lecture series, we must remember that chapter 8 does not speak of antichrist
proper, but of the oppression of the Jews during the intertestamental age, and the deliverance under the
hand of the Maccabean revolt.
c. As Christ has His types in the OT, so also does antichrist.
i. And so, this little horn which rises not of the Roman Kingdom, but of the remnants of the Macedonian,
prophetically represents Antiochus Epiphanes, or as he was called by some, Antiochus Epimanes.
ii. He is like antichrist:
1. He is presented as a little horn—he has small beginnings, that grows into a great reign
2. He persecutes the people of God, and this because of transgression on the part of the saints
3. He operates under the providence of God, and this for the comfort of the people, for the Lord
pursues a holy course in this man’s rise and career.
4. He understands dark sentences: Literally, “skilled in riddles”. “a master of dissimulation, able
to conceal his meaning under ambiguous words, and so disguising his real purposes.36”
d. Dr. Young in his commentary does not acknowledge Antiochus to be a type of antichrist. He declares, “There is
no warrant for regarding the horn of chapter 8 as typical of the little horn of chapter 7.”37 I am inclined toward
this view, while at the same time I acknowledge that there are some similarities that may or may not rise the level
of a “type of antichrist”. These similarities do seem to be intended by the Prophet.

S. R. Driver, The Book of Daniel with Introduction and Notes, The Cambridge Bible for Schools and Colleges (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
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37 Edward J. Young, The Prophecy of Daniel, a Commentary (Grand Rapids, MI: William B. Eerdmans Publishing Company, 1957), 171.
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A brief examination of chapter 11 is now in order, and it is a very difficult chapter, too difficult for a detailed analysis here.
I would commend your study to several of the good commentaries available. As we have seen above, Dr. Young is very
conservative in his interpretation of these prophecies. There are others as well that share his conclusions that as we come to
chapter 11 we have primarily a prophecy concerning Antiochus yet again. However, let us also see that even the conservative
Dr. Young, when coming to verses 36-45, is pressed to acknowledge that these detailed prophetic statements cannot apply
to Antiochus, but to antichrist. And, while Dr. Young does not share our understanding of the Papacy as antichrist (his is
an older, amillenial position) still we agree with him that antichrist is prefigured in these comments, and here, Antoichus
takes on that type, even as several of the details depart from him properly, and look forward to antichrist himself.
a. Hear Dr. Young on this matter: “It is by no means clear that the description [of the king described in 21-35
and that of the one described in 36-45-(TR)] is continuous, and because it is by no means clear, many
commentators believe that there is a change in the subject. Again, when [S.R.] Driver asserts that there
is no indication of a change of subject, it may be replied that the very fact that the description seems to
transcend in large measure what might be applied to Antiochus appears to many earnest expositors to be
a very sufficient indication of such a change.”38
b. Hear Matthew Poole: The sum is this: Though it is granted some of these things are applicable to
Antiochus, yet the angel speaks of him here and henceforward but by the by and very lightly; his main
scope is antichrist, as will appear in the interpretation.39
c. Keil and Delitzsch: These circumstances also are not satisfactorily explained by the remark that the
prophecy regarding Antiochus glances forward to the Antichrist, or that the image of the type (Antiochus)
hovers in the image of the antitype (Antichrist); they much rather show that in the prophetic
contemplation there is comprehended in the image of one king what has been historically fulfilled in its
beginnings by Antiochus Epiphanes, but shall only meet its complete fulfilment by the Antichrist in the
time of the end.40
d. Dr. Ian Duguid: There is no clear shift in the language of Daniel 11 that marks the transition from
Antiochus to the final king, perhaps because Antiochus forms a model with which to compare the
ultimate ruler. One striking difference between them, though, lies in the events surrounding the king’s
death in verses 40 to 45, which do not fit what we know of the death of Antiochus. He met his end during
a relatively minor campaign against Persia in 164 B.C., not between the sea and Jerusalem after a grand
and successful assault on Egypt. Particularly when compared to the precision of fulfillment of the
previous verses of Daniel 11, therefore, these verses seem still to be looking for a greater fulfillment that
is yet to come.41
e. Also hear Thomas Goodwin: But in the 11th chapter of Daniel, where this Antiochus is prophesied of, he is
in this made the type of Antichrist; and therefore after that the prophet had thus set forth and ended that
his tyranny at ver. 35 of that chapter, he begins, ver. 36, to set out the Pope and his tyranny unto the end
of the chapter: so passing from the type to the antitype…42
f. It is true that many solid Bible exegetes do not see this as we do. Calvin, for instance, did not, but saw these verses
as prophetic of the Roman government itself, later to come. We might point out here that even that learned divine
departed from Antiochus as the subject of the latter part of the chapter.
Let us look at these transcending descriptions, as Dr. Young has described them:
a. He is a king—this antichrist to come will not be content ecclesiastical titles only. He claims the power of a king.
b. He will do according to his will
i. This speaks to his casting off all restraint of the Law of the Lord, and doing according to his own will
ii. Will worship, changing times and laws, etc. He will not take his direction from the God of Scripture, but
will do according to his own will instead, and will call that holy.
c. He shall exalt himself, and magnify himself against every god
i. See above, and remember this passage when we come to our study of 2 Thessalonians 2.4
d. He shall speak marvelous things against the God of gods
i. This is that mouth of Daniel 7 which speaks great things
e. He shall prosper until the indignation be accomplished
i. He shall rise according to the indignation of the Lord, who will send such delusion, that those who do
not love the truth shall be condemned.
f. He shall not regard the God of his fathers
i. He has some historical tie to the true God—either by birth or ecclesiastical predecessor
g. He shall not regard the desire of women

38Edward
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i. Note the reference to 1 Timothy 4.3, and prestian celibacy—the desire of women is officially disregarded
by the Roman clergy
h. He shall magnify himself above all
i. Our historical and doctrinal portions will reveal this
i. He shall honor the “god of forces” or warfare in his estate
i. The God of forces—of armies, of warfare, is the opposite to the Lamb, the Prince of Peace. This is Satan
himself, the dragon, who makes war with the saints.
10. All that remains in our OT study now is to look briefly at Daniel 9, descriptive not of antichrist, but of Christ, and His work
as the Messiah. And, in looking at this, we will also see the opposition and “in the place of Christ” nature of antichrist. See
Daniel 9.24: Seventy weeks are determined upon thy people and upon thy holy city, to finish the transgression,
and to make an end of sins, and to make reconciliation for iniquity, and to bring in everlasting righteousness, and
to seal up the vision and prophecy, and to anoint the most Holy.43
a. Finish the transgression, Make and end of sins, Make reconciliation for iniquity
i. These first three speak to the work of Christ in His earthly ministry, and its completion. In Christ
transgression is finished in its reign and power—it is effectively restrained in those who are in Christ. Sin
is removed out of sight, and no longer witnesses against the believer in Christ. Reconciliation, or covering,
atonement, is accomplished.
ii. But according to antichrist, transgression is not finished, sin is not put out of sight, and the reconciliation
is not accomplished, but there is yet work to be done, and that by the one who places himself in Christ’s
stead, who dispenses merit, himself forgives of sin, and offers a continual sacrifice in the mass.
b. Bring in everlasting righteousness, Seal up vision and prophecy, Anoint the most holy
i. The everlasting righteousness of Christ for all His people is replaced by a counterfeit that profits no one.
The vision and prophecy are not sealed up, because there is a living oracle residing in Rome that speaks
ex cathedra, and the most holy is not anointed, because rather than a Christ that has entered once for all
into the Holy place to accomplish eternal redemption, the christ of Rome slaves for her priests and Pope,
coming down every time piece of bread is elevated, to accomplish yet again and again his redemption,
ever working, but never accomplishing that for which He came.
11. Summary:
a. The term “anti” in the OT, and how it speaks of that which is put in the place of another.
b. Starting in chapter 2, we sought to unravel the riddle of the succession of kingdoms.
c. Having done so, we learned the following about antichrist:
d. In Chapter 7:
i. He rises from the 4th kingdom, the Roman Empire. This means that his career does not start until the
days of the New Testament, after the demise of the 4th beast.
ii. He is different from other kingdoms, having the pretensions of godliness, rather than the bestial qualities
of other kingdoms
iii. He is proud, boastful and speaks beyond his station
iv. He speaks against the most high
v. He makes war with the saints of God
vi. He changes, augments, replaces the Law of God, and the times, namely the times and ways of worship
vii. The saints shall be subdued by him for a time, a doubling of the time, and then for the dividing of the
time.
e. In Chapter 8: We saw that we do not have a prophecy of antichrist, but of a type or example of some of his policy,
Antiochus Epiphanes. We have the following:
i. He also is a little horn
ii. He also persecutes the saints of God
iii. He is skilled in riddles, a master of dissimulation
f. In chapter 11, after clearing away some of the difficulties, we saw antichrist beginning at verse 36:
i. He is a king, willful, pressing his own will against the will of God.
ii. He exalts himself against every god
iii. He speaks against the God of gods—the most high, and overturns His very Word
iv. He shall prosper, like Antiochus, until the Lord has accomplished his indignation.
v. He shall not regard the God of his fathers—that is, in some sense, he can call the faithful his predecessors,
or his fathers
vi. He shall not regard the desire of women—we have here the celibacy of the priests
vii. He shall exalt himself over all—including temporal princes
viii. He shall honor Satan himself, the god of forces, who makes continual war with the saints
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Lecture 3: Antichrist in Paul’s Epistles: Early NT Writings (Conference Lecture # 4)
2 Thessalonians 2:1-16; 1 Timothy 4.1-5; 1 Timothy 3.16
• In order to place the most important passage at the first, we will spend the bulk of our lecture in 2 Thessalonians Chapter
2. If there is time at the end, there are a few other passages to handle that will be important to our topic as well. But 2
Thessalonians is a very important passage, with much to say about antichrist.
• At the outset, it is acknowledged that the term “antichrist” is not used in this passage. Actually, the term only appears in the
epistles of John the Apostle in the New Testament. But if all the marks, characteristics, tenets, practices, and evil of antichrist
is present, that is, as the one who sets himself in the place of Christ, why would we quibble about the absence of the title?
We have already seen this same kind of procedure in the Prophecy of Daniel.
• Although it would be possible to multiply quotations from our Reformed Fathers, yea, even from some authors who found
themselves in the Church of Rome, we will not do so save for just a few at the beginning of our lecture. I want to spend as
much time as possible of what we have together in the Scriptures, unfolding what these dark sentences mean, and giving
some brief account of how they apply to the Papacy.
First, let us remember our Confession of Faith: 25.6
There is no other head of the church but the Lord Jesus Christ:n nor can the Pope of Rome in any sense be head thereof;
but is that antichrist, that man of sin, and son of perdition, that exalteth himself in the church against Christ, and all that
is called Godo.44
The Savoy Declaration (1658)
IV. There is no other head of the church but the Lord Jesus Christ; nor can the pope of Rome in any sense be head thereof;
but it is that Antichrist, that man of sin, and son of perdition, that exalteth himself in the church against Christ, and all
that is called God, whom the Lord shall destroy with the brightness of His coming45
The London Baptist Confession (1677)
4. The Lord Jesus Christ is the Head of the church, in whom, by the appointment of the Father, all power for the calling,
institution, order or government of the church, is invested in a supreme and sovereign manner (Col. 1:18; Matt. 28:18–20;
Eph. 4:11–12); neither can the pope of Rome in any sense be head thereof, but is that Antichrist, that man of sin, and son
of perdition, that exalts himself in the church against Christ, and all that is called God; whom the Lord shall destroy with
the brightness of His coming (2 Thess. 2:3–9).46
To this we might add the confessions of faith written by William Farel 1529, Theodore Beza 1560, John A’Lasco 1551, The Confession
of the Waldenses 1530, 1560, Zwingli, 1531. See also The Synod of Bern, (1532), The Bohemian Confession 1535, The Hungarian
Confession 1562, the Confessions of Tarcal and Torda (Hungary and Romania) 1562-3 among many others.
Vallerandus Poullain: The Confession of the Glastonberry Congregation:
Moreover I renounce the Pope as the Roman Antichrist, and his whole doctrine and religion: in particular, touching
transubstantiation of the bread in the Eucharist; touching the invocation of saints, trust in the righteousness of works that
belongeth unto ourselves or unto any other whomsoever save Christ, free will, purgatory, and any satisfaction for sins other
than the blood of Christ; and finally, touching all the image-worship and all other such-like human inventions that are
contained in his religion and doctrine.47
Let us now dive into 2 Thessalonians 2, and endeavor to understand the instruction given by the Apostle to the Church.
1. As introductory comments, we must first see that the Apostle had spoken to them about the end of days and the coming of
Christ both in his visits and in his letters, and there was yet some confusion over these comments. This ought not to surprise
any of us, as we look upon the landscape of the Church in our day—there is much confusion over the end of the ages and
what it will entail.
a. 1 Thessalonians 4 speaks of the coming of Christ, and the Church being gathered to Him.
b. 1 Thessalonians 5 calls upon the Christians there to make a right use of this doctrine, enjoining them to
watchfulness, and to remain busy in their callings until Christ returns.
c. 2 Thessalonians 1 speaks to them about rest from persecution at the coming of Christ
d. 2 Thessalonians 2 speaks to some details concerning Christ’s coming:
Col. 1:18; Eph. 1:22.
Mat. 23:8-10; 2 Thess. 2:3-4; 8-9; Rev. 13:6
44 Westminster Assembly, The Westminster Confession of Faith: Edinburgh Edition (Philadelphia: William S. Young, 1851), 140.
45 James T. Dennison Jr., Reformed Confessions of the 16th and 17th Centuries in English Translation: 1523–1693, vol. 1 (Grand Rapids, MI: Reformation
Heritage Books, 2008–2014), 484.
46 Ibid. 562.
47 Ibid, 662.
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i. He reminds them of his prior teaching among them
ii. He tells them of some intervening events
iii. He comforts them with the power of God to keep them to the end, through His gracious election
e. In 2 Thessalonians 3 he reinforces the point of watchfulness and keeping busy in one’s calling, even speaking about
those who have foresworn working.
With these comments it would be safe to say that the topic of the end of the ages, and the knowledge of some intervening
events necessary to come first, necessitating instruction to watchfulness and busyness in calling makes up a very large portion
of the Apostle’s Word to the Church of the Thessalonians, in Macedonia, the North of modern day Greece.
Moving to the text, we begin with verses 1-2:
a. Having introduced the topic of the coming of Christ in the last chapter, he now begins with some detail to speak
to them about the broad timing of the events of history to come, and especially those important things that must
take place before Christ comes again for His people, and to give them rest from their adversity and persecution.
b. There seems to be an error, prevalent with some, and being spread abroad, that the coming of Christ is at hand,
and there also seems to be a pseudepigraphical letter from Paul to that effect.
i. Against this error, Paul now speaks, and as he does, references that he has already spoken to them about
this. (see verse 5)
ii. His declaration implies that seeing he had already spoken to them while present with them that they
should have been able to call a false letter false when it came telling them something different. This speaks
to the veracity and consistency of the Apostolic teaching, for it was inspired, and therefore will not
contradict itself.
c. The conclusion is that in their day, the day of Christ was not at hand. That day described in the prior chapter was
not about to arrive on the scene.
i. Therefore, they should not be troubled, as if it was at hand.
ii. Seeing that this would be a comfort, the trouble seems to be a denial or dereliction of keeping
watchfulness in their daily callings. Another trouble would be a daily keeping watch and therefore
disappointment, because the Lord did not come “today”, which might lead to discouragement and even
apostasy.
Verse three:
Note that your AV’s have a smoothing phrase inserted—an ellipsis by the Apostle, filled in by the translators. This is not an
addition to the sense of the text, but an elucidation of the Word of the Apostle. They are not to be deceived by any means—
that day will not come before something else intervenes.
What is to intervene is very important: First, the Apostasy
a. The apostasy. I hope you understand that I have great regard for the AV. But here, our translators might have done
a better job. They have rendered the definite article indefinite, and this is a mistake. The apostasy spoken of is
definite, and known among the Thessalonians as part of that prior teaching spoken of in verse 5.
b. There is a definite, understood apostasy coming upon the Church (note here that we’re not speaking of a local
phenomenon, but a church-wide, phenomenon. See 1 Timothy 4.1-5: Note here that the Greek term used is the
same, it is the same word from which we get our English word “apostasy”.
i. The Apostasy, this definiteness, coupled with verse 5 where the Apostle declares that he has already spoken
to the Thessalonian Church, indicates that the Apostle had spoken to them about this before, that they
ought not to expect the return of Christ until after these events.
ii. The Apostasy will be a great departure, with a wide swath cut through the Church, such that it will be
unmistakable as “The Apostasy” or if you will, The Great Apostasy. This is what the definiteness of the
article adds to our understanding.
c. Note that in 1 Timothy 4.1-3 that the Apostle speaks about this apostasy as well—the same Greek word is used,
and in the context it is clear to see that He speaks of the same event.
i. Speaking lies in hypocrisy: Note here that it is hypocrisy—this is in keeping with the false profession of
belonging to Christ.
ii. Conscience seared with a hot iron: This means that they are liable to all kinds of wickedness, because the
conscience has ceased to cry out, as a witness against this apostasy.
iii. Forbidding to marry: While there are many sects in history that have forbidden marriage against Scripture,
which institution has continued to forbid marriages to their ministers, and continues to do so today?
1. Rome might change this policy in the future, but it does nothing to erase her past, and the
identification of the Apostle.
iv. Commanding abstinence of certain foods, which we have seen, although this is not much enforced at the
present time.
v. The gist of this is that this apostasy manifests itself in things that the Roman Church has invented, and
called tenets of her faith—there is no arguing about these things.
d. 1 John 2.18-19 also speaks to this Apostasy.
i. First we have those many antichrists, even that existed in John’s day.
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ii. Then we have their characteristics—they went out from us. That is, they departed, fell away from the
Apostolic doctrine and practice, and set themselves up in opposition and in the place of Christ. It is
apostasy from sound doctrine, apostolic practice that John references here, as well as the Apostle Paul.
Hear Manton: But to make this more evident to you, let us consider what the kingdom of Christ is. The gospel
kingdom is a kingdom of light, life, and love. Opposite to light is ignorance and error; to life, a religion that
consists of shows, dead rites, and empty ceremonies; to love, uncharitableness, malice, and especially hatred of
the power of godliness. Now where these prevail eminently, there is an opposite kingdom set up to the kingdom
of Christ; certainly a falling off from his kingdom: that is to say, where, in opposition to light, error is taught, and
ignorance is counted the mother of devotion, and people are restrained from the means of knowledge, as if the
height of Christian faith and obedience did consist in an implicit believing what the church believeth; and where,
instead of life, men place their whole religion in superficial rites and ceremonies, and some trifling acts of seeming
devotion and exterior mortifications; and instead of love to God and souls, all things are sacrificed to private
ambition; and forcing consciences with the highest penalties and persecutions to submit to their corruptions—
there is a manifest subversion of the interests of Christ’s kingdom. In short, God’s witnesses were ‘slain in that
city which spiritually is called Sodom and Egypt, and where our Lord was crucified,’ Rev. 11:8; that city which
answereth to Sodom for impurity, to Egypt for idolatry, and to Jerusalem for persecution of the saints; there may
you find the great apostasy.48
Next we have the identity of Antichrist, the one who leads this rebellion: First, we must see the definiteness of the revelation.
a. As we have a definiteness in the apostasy, we also have in the names or titles given to its leader. The original could
hardly be more definite—the phrases used reveal that same kind of definite style as we have in the Apostasy itself.
b. Secondly, he is “revealed”. The word order in the original places his revelation first, and then his titles magnified
by appearing in order. The Thessalonians are instructed here that this figure will be revealed to be who he is—
there is a definite revelation of him.
c. He is called the “man of sin”—Literally, “The man of the sin”.
i. In being known as the man of sin, he is foreshadowed and typified by Antiochus Epiphanes, who himself
bore that title among the Jews, for his replacing the true religion with another, and for his open support
of and compelling to sin. That is, changing of times and laws, as we saw in our OT lecture.
ii. Let us also remember that this need not be a single individual in history, but a series of men occupying
the same office, and representing themselves as one man, with one voice, throughout their history.
1. We saw this in the beasts of Daniel, as these beasts were not one man, these horns not one
individual, but a class, a dynasty of men, occupying the same office.
d. He is called the “son of perdition”
i. There is only one other in Scripture called the Son of Perdition. In John 17.12, during His prayer for His
Church, Christ identifies the Son of Perdition to be Judas. Note that Judas began his career among the
Apostles, he was known as a disciple of Christ.
ii. Among them, yet a traitor, giving up Christ for money.
iii. Perdition means destruction, lost-ness, and is thus epitomized by Judas, who, despite being near Christ,
was lost.
iv. So Antichrist is the son of perdition, being like Judas:
1. In profession, a disciple of Christ
2. In office, a governor of the Church
3. In sentiment,
a. A betrayer of Christ,
b. A pretended friend, part of his deception.
c. Covetous, the keeper of the bag
v. Hear Manton: The Pope boasteth that his seat is apostolical, his chair is Peter’s chair, and that
he is the successor of the apostle. Grant it, but there is an error of the person—not of Peter, but
of Judas.49
Verse 4: Moving from titles, the Apostle now reveals the practices of Antichrist, and thus we must look for someone who
not only fits regarding the titles, but in the actions and practices of this enemy of Christ.
a. The first is that he is an opposer—He opposes, according to the Apostle, those very authorities and governments
the Lord has set up in His Word. This son of perdition is not subject to authority, but in his own efforts seeks to
rule over all.
b. First, this is seen in his opposition to, and self-exaltation over all that is called god, or given reverent honor—
namely, civil magistrates.
i. Remember that in Scripture earthly, civil rulers are called gods, because they stand in the place of God
with the power of life and death over their subjects, and themselves are subject to God and His rule.
ii. See Psalm 82.1-2; 138.1; Exodus 22.8; John 10.35
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iii. Although her present course is to soften this declaration, the papacy has long taught, and advanced the
idea, in her practices and dogmas, that the vicar of Christ possesses temporal, civil power over the rulers
and nations of this world. This is simply a matter of settled history. When, on December 25th, 800AD,
Leo III laid the crown on the head of Charlemagne, the die was cast. Hear Norwich:
iv. But if Leo conferred a great honor on Charles that Christmas morning, he bestowed a still greater
one on himself: the right to appoint, and to invest with crown and scepter, the Emperor of the
Romans. Here was something new, even revolutionary. No pontiff had ever before claimed for
himself such a privilege— not only establishing the imperial crown as his own personal gift but
simultaneously granting himself implicit superiority over the emperor whom he had created.50
v. Hear Manton again: Now, we find in history no less than twenty kings and emperors trampled
under foot by the Pope of Rome, some of whom he had excommunicated and deposed from their
kingdoms, and their people dispensed withal in denial of their subjection to them; others brought
to cruel, shameful deaths, and their kingdoms miserably rent and torn, to the destruction of
millions of men, by their means. He that hath any knowledge of the histories in Christendom
cannot but know these things; how he treadeth on their necks, kicketh off their crowns with his
feet, and hath brought them to the vilest submissions.51
vi. Hear from Pope Paschal II this damnable doctrine: “When Pope Pascal II. vindicates for the
Clergy an exemption from being tried for such crimes as robbery, adultery, and murder, by the
civil magistrate, like other citizens, "It is a most execrable thing," he says, "that those hands
which have received a power above that of angels-which can, by an act of their ministry, create
God himself, and offer him for the salvation of the world-should ever be put into subjection to
the hands of kings.”52
vii. The very fact that the Papacy, and the Vatican, retains statehood, and is the only Church in the world that
does, is testimony to its pretensions to civil authority. When she makes her Concordats with other
sovereign states often it is at the expense the citizens of that state, if not Roman Church members, for
often those civil Concordats:
1. Ensconce the Catechism of the Catholic Church as the teaching of their public schools
2. Prevent of civil police to trespass upon Church Property and districts
3. Annul Marriages, according to Church dictates
4. Remember that the Vatican enjoyed a Concordat with Nazi Germany
5. The Concordat with Croatia in 1996 and its resulting bloodshed at the hands even of Monks
against the Orthodox is a matter of historical record.
viii. As the Apostle John declared, Revelation 17, she is the Harlot that rides upon the beast, the civil authority.
In the next phrase it is not only civil authority over which this man of sin exalts himself, but over divine authority
as well. First, as God, he sits in the temple of God
i. In the Temple, is understood as in the Church. (1 Corinthians 3.16-17; 2 Corinthians 6.16) In other words,
there must be some recognition of him as belonging to the Church of Jesus Christ, operating in the
Church.
1. That the papacy is recognized as the Christian church by the world around us is obvious. Rome
and her popes are often referenced as the modern understanding what is Christian, Rome’s view
reported as the view of Christendom, and the beliefs and practices of Rome are assumed to
speak for the Christian Church. This is all that this passage requires. When Bible believing
Christians think of Rome, they rightly think of her as the synagogue of Satan, and her Pope as
antichrist, opposed in every particular to Christ, the Pope placing himself in the place of Christ,
and so all who think of him as the chief pastor of the Church are deluded, and are in danger of
eternal punishment. If there are Christians (that is, members of the invisible Church) in Rome,
they are counseled to come out of her, and they are there in spite of what Rome teaches, not
because of it. In my view there is nothing of the Gospel left but the name.
2. But for the uninformed world of unbelievers, or for ignorant and erring professing Christians,
Rome is the face of Christianity, and in that sense antichrist appears in the Temple of God. He
sits in the Temple of God, speaking of his office—his authority, his seat of judgment. It is in
that sense that Antichrist appears in the temple of God.
ii. This is a decisive description of the Apostle here, and excludes many so-called competitors to the title of
Antichrist, because these competitors do not sit in the temple of God. Antichrist is a Churchman—that
is, he must be recognized, as was the Son of Perdition, as being in the Church.
Note that more than “appearing” in the Temple of God, he “sits”.
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i. This is indicative of his kingly, royal status in the Temple of God, the Church. Now, let us be clear here,
it is Christ that “sat down upon the majesty on high”, ruling His Church from there. (Psalm 110.1;
Ephesians 1.20-22; Hebrews 12.2; 1 Peter 3.22) This Antichrist however, places himself in the room or
position of Christ, as vice-Christ, and sits in the Temple of God. This sitting is indicative of his kingly, or
royal assertion of himself.
Further, this is his intention—he manifests himself that he is god. He does so by taking divine prerogatives to
himself.
i. The power to forgive sins, which is a divine prerogative: See Matthew 9.6; Mark 2.10; Luke 5.18-26—on
the title “Son of Man”, see Daniel 7.13-14
ii. The power to invent worship ordinances: In this, it is necessary to frame our thinking along the lines of
how the Lord has clearly regulated His Worship from the beginning of our race, and then how the Roman
Antichrist, in the place of Christ, has usurped or arrogated that authority to himself:
1. In elevating days of worship above the Sabbath Day
2. In adding 5 sacraments to the 2 that Christ instituted
3. In perverting those two sacraments that Christ gave us as our King in the Church, such that
they no longer in fact resemble those true sacraments, but are pseudo-sacraments, both formally,
and materially—as they are perverted in their form—by addition, subtraction, superstition, etc.
and in Rome’s teaching on them, as to what they do, and how and when they do it, reducing
them to execrable idolatry.
4. In taking away the ordinance of the Preaching of the Gospel, and removing the Word of God
from the worship service
iii. He shows himself to be God in the way he ordains, “creating bishops” as if one could be created a bishop
by a man, such that he cannot be “un-made”.
iv. Even Francis, the current pope claims that he is the “protector of Christ”—does Christ need protecting
from a man of the earth?
v. By inventing doctrines, such as the doctrine of purgatory, the treasury of merit, the intercession of Mary
and other departed believers called “saints” and especially by speaking infallibly, claiming divine authority
when he speaks “ex ctathedra”, from the chair of Peter.
He also presents himself to be God in that he receives divine honors:
Hear the learned men of the Princeton Review, 1854:
i. In proof that the Church of Rome gives to creatures honours due to God alone, we may cite the
titles and powers ascribed to the pope. In a great Lateran Council, one member called the pope
“Prince of the world;” another, “king of kings, and monarch of the earth;” another said of him
that “he had power above all powers of heaven and earth.” Bishop Newton says: “He is styled,
and pleased to be styled, ‘Our Lord God the Pope, Another God upon earth, King of kings, and
Lord of lords.’ The same is the dominion of God and the pope. The power of the pope is greater
than all created power, and extends itself to things celestial, terrestrial, and infernal. The pope
doth whatsoever he listeth, even things unlawful, and is more than God.” Bellarmine says: “If
the pope could or should so far err as to command the practice of vice, and to forbid virtuous
actions, the Church were bound to believe vices to be good, and virtues to be bad.” 53
Thomas Morton, C of E Bishop of Coventry and Litchfiedl, writing in 1626:
i. IF your Popes had thought these former Titles sufficient, then without question would they not
have affected other Attributes far more transcendent, which of later times are given unto them
by their Parasites, and swallowed up of themselves, as their spirit and vital breath, which you
may find in the 809 footnotes, as I. Pope Innocentius the eight to be called in Royalty and Unction
CHRIST above his fellows; an Attribute proper unto Jesus Christ himself, Heb. 1.9. II. Pope
Paulus the second to be called a Celestial Majesty; which all know to be proper to God. III. Pope
Pius the fourth to be called The voice and Oracle of Truth, proper also to Christ, who saith, I am
the truth, John, 14.6. IV. Again, Pope Innocent the eight to be called One abode all Principalities
and powers, and whatsoever is named in this or in the other world; plainly proper to Christ,
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Ephes. 1. V. Pope Sixtus Quintus called The corner-stone in Sion, proved, precious, and chief
foundation; proper to Christ, Isa. 28.14. and 1. Pet. 2. as is confessed by your own 810 Expositors.
VI. Pope Gregory the thirteenth (stop your ears) called Power, Might, or Majesty of God upon
earth; and again, Our Lord God the Pope.54
i. Many other citations are available to manifest that he has showed himself, presented himself to be God by his
arrogating divine titles, divine honor, and divine prerogatives to himself.
Verse 5: This is a reiteration of what we have said above—only to say here, this was not an unknown teaching to the first
century Church, having heard it preached when Paul was there in Thessalonica, and that very early in his ministry, the second
missionary journey, and reiterating it here to dispel fears of Christ’s immanent return.
a. This was not deemed unimportant teaching then, nor should it be now, especially when Antichrist has appeared.
Verse 6-7: That which withholds
a. As any good world history will reveal, upon the fall of the Roman Empire there was a vacuum of power created in
Europe and north Africa, such that there was a fair bit of chaos and tumult. As we saw in the OT portion, we can
expect this certain character to rise out of the 4th beast—that is, as it were, from his ruins. When Rome falls to the
barbarians in the early 5th century, it is but the development of 150-200 years to see the Papacy rise out of those
ruins with the ability to assert herself more and more, until, growing steadily in power, she takes great authority in
the 10th century.
b. That which holdeth, in our text, that which will let or hinder, is the Roman Empire, under the Caesars.
c. Hear Manton: But what was this impediment? The ancients generally determined it to be the Roman
empire; for so Tertullian—the empire of Rome, which was to be divided into ten kingdoms; and reason
showeth it, because the man of sin could not rise to his greatness as long as the Roman empire stood.
Why? Because he that was to exalt himself above all that is called God, and above all that is august, could
not bring his designs to pass as long as the Roman empire retained its majesty; but when once that was
eclipsed and removed, then he was to be revealed in his time: all things have their time, and so the man
of sin. Well, then, it was the Roman empire that stayed the manifestation of Antichrist, he being to build
his tyranny on the ruins and wreck thereof; and therefore the primitive Christians prayed pro mora finis,
that it would please God to defer the fall of this empire, fearing worse things upon the dissolution
thereof.55
d. This impediment then agrees with our understanding of Daniel 7, where we saw the little horn emerging from the
4th beast, a horn different from the rest, because he possessed eyes and a mouth speaking great things, rising out
of the ruins of the 4th beast, plucking up three horns as he rises to prominence, the three kingdoms of the
barbarians.
i. He changes times and laws, persecutes the saints, speaks great words against the Most High, etc. This is
the same antichrist of our passage here, and truly Paul seems to be drawing upon Daniel 7 in his discourse
to the Thessalonians.
ii. In this he is the wicked one, the man of iniquity and lawlessness—he thinks himself under no law.
Remember Daniel 11.36: He shall do according to His will.
The mystery of iniquity: This is a very important phrase for our understanding, for it brings to light a contrast, and in that
contrast also a parallel to the Apostle John’s writing. Because I plan to speak of this more fully in the final lecture, please
excuse only brief comments here.
a. The mystery of iniquity is the opposite, and stands in the place of the mystery of Godliness. These two are opposite
to one another in several ways, Scripturally, but most properly pertaining to the doctrine and work of Christ. Paul
is here detailing the mystery of iniquity—the doctrine of antichrist, and in 1 Timothy 3.16ff he details the mystery
of Godliness.
b. So, as John said that even when he was writing there were many antichrists, so also Paul says, “the mystery of
iniquity doth already work”—that is, even today there are many antichrists, but they exist not as “the antichrist”
but that doctrine that destroys, replaces the doctrine of Christ with its errors. The mystery of iniquity is opposed
to the mystery of godliness, and the mystery of iniquity stands in place of the mystery of godliness. It is the relation
of Christ and antichrist.
c. This mystery of iniquity will continue, hidden—for it is a mystery—until that which holds it in check will be taken
out of the way. These many antichrists, and the spirit of antichrist will continue until that which restrains falls, and
then the full flower of the mystery of iniquity will come to its fruition, no longer mystery, but revealed as the man
of sin and the son of perdition.
Verse 8:
a. Then shall the iniquity be revealed, literally. Mystery no more, he shall be revealed as the man of iniquity,
lawlessness, etc.
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Note however that there are two weapons that the Lord will bring to bear upon this enemy:
i. First, He shall wear him away, ἀναλίσκω, with the breath, or Spirit of His mouth. This speaks to the use
of God’s Word, the Word of Christ, which is the primary weapon against Antichrist. The weapon was
wielded mightily at the Reformation, when the errors and perversions of Antichrist were made known by
the manifestation of the Word of Christ, by the Sword, the breath of His mouth. This is a common
metaphor in Scripture for the Word of God, that which brings salvation to his people, and judgment to
His enemies.
1. 2 Corinthians 2.14-17 See that this Word of Christ, the Knowledge of Christ, is that which is a
sweet savor unto God, but two different savors to men—to one, unto death, to the other, unto
life.
2. Then there are the metaphors of the word, the sword, the rod, and the breath that proceeds
from the mouth of God that judges, heals, etc.
a. Of Judgment: Job 4.7-9; Psalm 18.15; Isaiah 11.4; Hosea 6.5; Revelation 1.16; 2.16;
19.15
b. Of salvation: Psalm 45.2-5; 107.20; Isaiah 49.1-6; Isaiah 55.11-12; Ephesians 6.17
ii. Second, He will destroy him with the brightness, or manifestation of His Parousia, His appearance.
1. This tells us that antichrist will be with us until the return of Christ. He will be worn down, used
up, consumed more and more as the Word of God is applied as the chief weapon against him,
and will fully and finally be destroyed at the coming of Christ, as 2 Thessalonians 1 tells us.
14. Verse 9: More description of Antichrist by the Apostle, how he gets and keeps his power:
a. His coming (note, original παρουσία) is after the working of Satan
i. He too, has a Parousia, for he must imitate Christ as antichrist. But this power, this appearance is after
the working of Satan.
ii. For the working of Satan, note first that this is after the pattern of our enemy:
1. He was a liar and a murderer from the beginning John 8.43-44
2. As it was in the beginning, he was a liar, and his lies led to the soul-murder of Adam and his
descendants.
3. He casts doubt upon God’s Word, sets his own word in its place, and calls men to believe the
lie.
4. 2 Corinthians 11.1-4, 13-15: Note here that the ministers of Satan have another Jesus, Gospel,
and Spirit, and all of these are of a piece in the lie of the enemy, and in the teaching of Rome.
5. It is no wonder then that the Satanic strategy of Antichrist is to present himself as a minister of
righteousness, all the while taking away the Word of God and placing his lies and doctrines in
its place.
b. Will all power, signs, and lying wonders: As Christ came with His signs and miracles, and gave His Apostles “the
signs of an apostle (2 Corinthians 2.12) so also Antichrist, the one who advances himself in the place of Christ,
must also have his signs, his miracles, albeit lying signs.
i. What are these powers?
1. The power to forgive sin in the confessional, through indulgences, and in the mass.
2. The power to change a piece of bread into the very body, soul, blood, and divinity of Christ
3. The power to blow upon water to infuse the Holy Spirit into it in the baptismal font.
4. The power to wash away original sin in baptism
5. The power to create a churchman, a bishop
6. The Papacy claims to hold the very power of spiritual life and death over its adherents
ii. Then there are the pretended miracles, wrought by the great sleight of hand and machinery of Rome,
whether it simply is the gullibility of her people to religious rumor, or even more sinister machinery, tricks,
to make statues appear to weep or bleed, etc. these lies delude those followers of her deceptions, so that
they rush headlong into hell.
iii. Replacing the Word of God with this kind of superstition and foolery is indeed the stock and trade of the
Papacy. And, while many priests downplay some of the more superstitious rumors and stories of statues
and pictures bleeding, moving, weeping, even making sound, remember that these were all manufactured
during the middle ages to keep the ignorant in awe, and some have never been refuted, and only supported
by the Roman curia.
15. Verse 10:
a. With all deceivableness of unrighteousness in them that perish. This phrase speaks to how deceivable, or gullible
are those who themselves come into this world speaking lies, and that unless the Lord intervene, are left under this
spell, slaves to these bonds.
i. The devil is the spirit that now works in the children of disobedience. Ephesians 2.1-3
ii. The doctrines of merit, superstition, purchase of righteousness by money, the earning by silly acts
forgiveness of sins—these things and all other superstitions come naturally to the unrighteous—they are
so very deceivable in these things, because this is how they come into the world.
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iii. This is true spiritual darkness, not light. It is the working of Satan, these are, as the Apostle calls them,
“doctrines of devils.” He also told us 2 of those perverse doctrines:
1. Forbidding to Marry
2. Forbidding certain meats, foods
3. We remember that these are two doctrines Rome has taught for centuries, forbidding marriage
to their priests, and certain food at certain times to their people.
iv. But this is a small part of the deception perpetrated upon those who are characterized as those who are
governed by the “deceivableness of unrighteousness”. The more ridiculous, the farther from Christ and
His truth, the better, until the Lord break in with the love of the truth.
16. Verses 11-12 finish our lecture, and they are by a logical following of what we have already seen:
a. The Lord God Himself will send them strong delusion, that they should believe a lie
i. Let us not draw back from this as the prerogative of the Lord, who is mentioned by name in their liturgy,
professed by name in some of their prayers.
1. Lip-service is done to Christ, His Word, especially by the modern Papacy
2. But she replaces the truth with her lies, after the working of Satan
3. She replaces salvation with a false gospel, spirit, and christ
4. She calls upon departed saints, sets up idol images, and those idols are nothing else that devilspawned worship, the worship of devils:
a. 1 Corinthians 10.19-22
ii. Truly, what we ought to marvel at is not the anger of the Lord for these things, but His patience, even
calling many since the days of the reformation out of her bounds, and into the Light and Life of Jesus
Christ.
b. They believed not the truth; rather, they believed a lie.
i. Note how this applies to Rome, who has, in the Scripture, the repository of the truth. The Bible is the
Word of God, and it is present in the bounds of the Roman Antichrist.
1. How did Luther find His way out? By his study of Scripture, the Lord blessing that study.
c. Then we note finally—that they had pleasure in unrighteousness.
i. In the lies
ii. In being deceived
iii. Like Israel of old:
iv. 25 Your iniquities have turned away these things, and your sins have withholden good things from
you. 26 For among my people are found wicked men: they lay wait, as he that setteth snares; they
set a trap, they catch men. 27 As a cage is full of birds, so are their houses full of deceit: therefore
they are become great, and waxen rich. 28 They are waxen fat, they shine: yea, they overpass the
deeds of the wicked: they judge not the cause, the cause of the fatherless, yet they prosper; and
the right of the needy do they not judge. 29 Shall I not visit for these things? saith the LORD: shall
not my soul be avenged on such a nation as this? 30 A wonderful and horrible thing is committed
in the land; 31 The prophets prophesy falsely, and the priests bear rule by their means; and my
people love to have it so: and what will ye do in the end thereof?56
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A BRIEF HISTORY OF THE PAPACY
(Conference Lecture # 5)
By Thomas Allie

Holy Roman Emperor Henry IV submitting before Pope Gregory VII at Canossa in 1077
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Outline of the History of the papacy
I.
II.
III.
IV.
V.
VI.
VII.

The Non-Papacy up to 337
The Germinating Papacy 410-632
The Budding Papacy 732-814
The Mature Papacy 910-1303
The Divided Papacy 1303-1417
The Pagan Papacy 1417-1521
The Apostate Papacy 1545-1563

INTRODUCTION
1. This is a brief narrative overview of the rise of Papal power, not the Reformation.
2. Other false churches possess some marks of Antichrist, but Rome holds them all. Deplorably
many who consider themselves evangelical today bear many marks. Sadly it may now be truly
3.
4.
5.
6.

said, post lucem tenebrae.
It was said of Martin Bormann, head of the Nazi party, that he was either at your feet or at your
throat. So it may be said of Rome.
It should be noticed that the Popes, as the Anglican Archbishops, are “enthroned”.
This narrative stops at Trent, 1563. A period of 1500 years. 4 minutes per century!
While attempting to avoid oversimplification, papal development can be described thus:
a. Constantine’s new capital in Byzantium conceived the Papacy.
b. The Empire’s fall in the west propagated the papacy.
c. Frankish alliance with the popes nursed the papacy.
d. Feudalism educated the papacy.
e. The crusades and papal sanctions matured the papacy.
f. The renaissance debauched the papacy.
g. The reformation unmasked the papacy.

A Brief history of the Papacy
I.
The Non-Papacy 68-337
A. Equality of authority-a prominence of cultural and political capitals such as Jerusalem,
Antioch, Alexandria, Rome and later Constantinople.
1. These called Patriarchal cities.
2. Rome quickly gained the preeminence. Among other reasons are:
a. Her political centricity.
b. Her Education and administrative abilities.
c. Her early acts of charity and support.
d. Her location as the stage of Christian martyrdom and their burial sites.
B. Constantine and the Edict of Milan 313. In hoc signo vinces; εν τοΰτω νΐκα
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1. Upon his conversion and the avowal of christianity he promoted the bishops, as
Kennedy said; a rising tide lifts all boats.
a. Soon they became more opulent and ceremonial-strongly organized.
2. Constantine moves the capital to Byzantium, the Nova Roma.
a. A civil administrator set up in Ravenna.
b. The Roman Bishop, by position, gifts, courage and daring increased in authority,
respect and power.
3. Constantine retained the title Pontifex Maximus and called Nicaea (325).
a. Constantine baptized very near his death by Arian Bishop Eusebius of Nicomedia
in 337.
C. The effective division of the Empire left Rome weakened and vulnerable.
a. Soon a rivalry developed between the Roman Pontiff and Eastern Patriarch.
b. The teachings of some of churchmen such as Irenaeus, Tertullian, and Cyprian

II.

empowered the Roman Pope as The center of truth and authentic unity.
c. The growth of heresies, the squabbles of churchman, ecclesiastical councils further
strengthened the position of the pope in practical ways.
The Germinating Papacy 410-632
A. The further strengthening of the Roman Papacy
1. Leo I (d. 461) and Gregory I (d. 604)-only popes styled “great”, contributed to papal
growth with their gifts, abilities and their zeal for their seat in the west.
a. Leo is the first pope in the real sense of the term, though many bishops used the
name. In him dwelt the old Roman spirit (he was of an aristocratic family) of
dominion and authority. He pressed hard for supremacy in the west and equality if
not preeminence regarding the east. But the Patriarch of Constantinople along with
those in Gaul withstood his claims at Chalcedon in 451.
b. He claimed (unsuccessfully) universal authority through the apostle Peter.
i)
He was not the first to use this argument. Used since 2nd century.
c. His Tome at Chalcedon important to right view of hypostatic union.
d. Gregory called himself the Servus Servorum Dei (which incidentally is part of the
Hamitic curse in Genesis 9:25) and is the first to have broad political powers. First
to become pope from a monastic background
e. Born of a patrician family (his father was a senator), he had strong administrative
abilities.
f. He greatly contributed to Roman (and eastern) worship and liturgy.
g. He contributed to sending out missionaries.
2. One of the four Doctors of the church, along with Ambrose (d. 397), Augustine (d.
420), and Jerome (d. 420).
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3. The respect which the waves of barbarians, who swept into Italy and Rome, had for the
popes.
a. Leo I personally deterred Attila the Hun and Geiseric (Genseric) the Vandal
b. From the first incursions of the barbarians until the fall of Rome in 476 was a
period of 100 years.
4. The missionaries that Rome sent out strengthened the mother church.
a. Augustine of Canterbury sent by Gregory I to Britain.
b. Boniface to Germany in 754.
B. The fall of the Western Empire in 476, Augustulus surrenders to the arian Odacer.
1. Rome surrounded on all sides by Germanic invaders, Visigoths, Ostrogoths, Vandals
and Lombards; all Arian and still quite pagan in the masses.
2. Gregory I would eventually persuade the Lombards to Orthodoxy. Their king would
receive the “Iron Crown”. They continued to be a threat to Rome.

III.

C. In 451 at the Battle of Chalons Attila was stopped from entering Gaul.
1. Merovech installed as the Frankish king. A very important battle.
2. In Gaul about this time these great tribes of the Franks were united under Clovis who
became their king and accepted orthodox christianity in 496.
1. This became the Merovingian Dynasty, in time securing Rome’s prominence.
D. Pope Boniface III (d. 607) seeks and obtains a decree from the emperor Phocas that the
See of the apostle Peter (Rome) should be the head of all the churches. This successful
usurpation of Universal bishop frustrated the Eastern Patriarch.
1. Although he reigned less than a year, the formal starting point of the papacy may be
placed here.
E. A new scourge- the birth and meteoric rise of Islam in 622. In 100 hundred years they will
surround the ancient world.
1. The ancient patriarchal cities of Jerusalem, Antioch and Alexander fall to Islam.
The Budding Papacy 732-814
A. The rise of the Frankish kingdom
1. The muslims stopped in Gaul in 732 by Charles Martel, Mayor de la Palace.
2. Pepin the Short, son of Martel, asks the pope an enticing question:
Who is the rightful and true king, the one who bears the mere title or the one who
actually holds the power?
a. Pope Zachary (d. 752), saw the meaning, and in true quid pro quo fashion
legitimizes the dispossession of the lawful king Childeric III and, in the person of
Boniface, the apostle to the Germans, crowns Pepin King of the Franks at Soissons
in 752. Very important event. Zachary dies shortly afterwards. He was the last pope
of the Byzantine Empire.
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b. Stephen II (d. 757), Zachary’s successor, implores Pepin to deliver Rome from
Lombardic control. Pepin is reconsecrated by Stephen II and named Patrician of
the Romans.
c. In two campaigns Pepin wrested control from the Lombards the territory formerly
belonging to the Exarchate of Ravenna.
i.
This territory given to the Pope and became the Papal States. This also
called the “Donation of Pepin” in 756.
ii.
This formally marks the Temporal power of the Pope.
iii.
The pope begins to take feudal power with and over civil rulers.
iv.
These were lost to pope circa 1870 with Italian Nationalism.
d. Pepin and his descendants become Roman-Papal protectors though without
submitting their offices and persons as vassals of the Pontiff.
e. By this act of Zachary and especially Stephen the Eastern Empire is practically
disenfranchised in the west, being replaced by the Franks.
3. Charlemagne, son of Pepin, becomes so ruler in 777 and Confirms Donation.
a. At this time two false documents appear to hoodwink the Franks:
i.
The Donation of Constantine
ii.
The Isodorian Decretals
b. Rome, with it’s false decretals, donations, miracles and traditions should bring to
mind one of Churchill’s quotes: truth is so precious that she should always be attended
by a bodyguard of lies.
B. The Rise of the Holy Roman empire

1. On Dec. 25th in 800 at St. Peters in Rome Pope Leo III crowned Charlemagne Holy
Roman Emperor, making a further breach with the eastern empire.
2. This important event gave the papal pretext for papal primacy over secular-civil
authority. Any legitimate rule must come through the Papacy.
a. These claims are not quite realized at this period, but the foundation has been laid.
b. Charlemagne is very capable of holding papal power in check, opposing and even
rebuking the papacy when necessary.
i.
During the iconoclastic controversy.
ii.
During the Filioque controversy.
3. Papal ambitions further pressed by Nicholas I (d. 867) wherein papal power is claimed
as the supreme power over all temporal rulers.
IV.

The Mature Papacy 910-1303
A. The struggle of papal and civil power furthered in the Cluny movement.
1. Archbishops, bishops, abbots et al., through the decades and centuries became great
land holders, possessing great feudal power.
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a. The first half of the 10th century is known as the pornocracy. The popes of this
period were of a most reprobate character wherein the grossest kind of crimes were
not too small for their involvement. Emperor Otto I (d.973) put a stop to their
furtherance in 963.
b. However when these offices became vacant, a power struggle over who had the
appointment of the vacancy occurred. This had great political significance.
2. Cluny’s objective was to enforce celibacy, stop simony, and especially lay-investiture
a. Simony- to prevent the offices of the church from being controlled by the wealthy
and powerful.
b. Celibacy- to prevent the offices of the church from being controlled and defined by
a dynasty or lineage.
c. Lay-Investiture- to prohibit the civil powers from wresting control over and from
the pope/church.
3. Among the Cluny supporters within the papacy were:
a. Leo IX (d.1054) used the spurious Donation of Constantine against the Eastern
Patriarch Michael Cerularius to prove absolute papal supremacy.
I.
This pope opposed Berengar of Tours (d. 1088) who denied
transubstantiation as did also Ratramnus of Corbie (d.870) earlier.
b. Nicholas II (d. 1061) changed the election of popes, taking it out of the control of
the Italian nobles and foreign powers.
i.
A college of Cardinal Bishops to elect future popes.
c. Gregory VII (d. 1085), Hildebrand, pope of the greatest pretensions.
i.
He sought to establish the papacy as God’s Theocracy over all.
ii.
Declared the Latin Vulgate not to be translated into the vernacular since
the right of interpretation belongs exclusively to the office of teacher-and
ultimately the pope.
iii.
A great battle between Gregory and H.R.E. Henry IV.
a) Henry invests three bishops into office.
b) Gregory had decreed that any church official who receives any
ecclesiastical office from any civil (temporal) power is to be
excommunicated.
c) Gregory excommunicates Henry and puts an interdict on his dominions.
d) This act releases the population and nobles from obedience.
e) This act shut the doors and services of church until the subject king or
noble submits to the papal sanction.
iv.
Henry is forced to submit at Canossa in 1077,
v.

Later in 1080 Henry again comes under the interdict but this time
ineffectual. Gregory must seek aid from wrath of Henry.
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vi.

Gregory appeals to the Normans of southern Italy and Sicily, who deliver
the pope and brutally sack Rome. Gregory, now hated, must flee with the
Normans dies.
B. Papal conflicts outside and inside the Empire.
1. Seljuk Turks displace Arab muslims. Ancient patriarchal cities lost to christian
pilgrims; Jerusalem, Antioch and Alexandria. This ignites crusading fervor.
2. Within the empire the nobles and lords continually quarrel and war.
3. Urban II (d.1099) promotes the First Crusade to address both problems.
a. The pope offers a plenary indulgence to participants.
b. Jerusalem is recaptured and held for 88 years.
i)
Overall 8 crusades and 1 debacle children’s crusade.
4. Further conflicts between Alexander III-excommunicates Barbarossa in 1159
a. Barbarossa makes peace with pope Gregory VIII and goes on 3rd crusade.
i)
He dies in route.
C. Innocent III (d.1216) a high point of real papal power.
1. Pope supreme, regains Patrimony of St. Peters (papal states) from Italian nobles
2. Innocent puts interdict upon king John of England over civil power dispute
a. John loses support and must submit. King John becomes a papal vassal
b. The popes choice of archbishop, Stephen Langton, must be received..
c. This event so weakened the king that the people, with the support of the new
Archbishop, impose upon the crown the Magna Carta (1215).
3. Innocent initiates the Fourth Crusade
a. Crusaders diverted from Jerusalem and instead sack Constantinople.
i.
Innocent outraged and puts the crusaders under excommunication.
ii.
Constantinople never fully recovers, full results in 1453.
b. Innocent sends a crusade also to eradicate the Albigensians.
c. Jews to wear distinctive clothing.
4. The Kings of France begin to stridently resist papal power and control.
a. Nationalism coming into view
5. The Fourth Lateran Council- the zenith of the medieval papacy.
a. 71 primates, 400 bishops, 800 abbots, priors et al clergy.
b. Establishment of the Dominicans and Franciscans.
i)
Many of the Scholastics come from these orders.
c. The doctrine of Transubstantiation officially recognized.
d. Many religious and political decisions. Only Trent replaced some things.
D. Gregory IX (d.1241) introduced the Papal Inquisition and anti-jewish laws.
E. Boniface VIII (d.1303) grossly arrogant papal claims
1. Power struggle with France’s Phillip IV
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V.

2. Declares absolute authority over souls of men, no hope outside union from pope.
3. Declares first papal jubilee in 1300. Cash cow for pope. Declares the bull Unum
Sanctum (1302) giving universal remission of sins to those visiting the pilgrim sites.
Divided papacy 1303-1417
A. Upon the death of Boniface VIII, Phillip IV of France moves papal curia to Avignon in
France. All popes Frenchmen for this period.
1. Remains at Avignon for 70 years, 1303-1377. French controlled.
2. This called the Babylonian captivity.
3. Gregory XI (d.1378), a french pope, moves papal court back to Rome.
a. Upon his death in Rome both Rome and Avignon elect rival popes.
b. This division continues about 40 yrs through many popes on both sides.
c. There had been dueling popes before but what made this such a conundrum is that
both were elected by the same College of Cardinals.
d. Gregory XI also issued the five bulls against John Wycliffe (d. 1384)

VI.

B. Three reformatory councils meet to heal schism et al.
1. First at Pisa 1409. The council deposes the two opposing popes and elects third
a. The result is that now there are three popes.
b. The third pope elected to heal schism dies and John XXIII then elected.
i)
John calls for a new council at Constance.
2. Second council at Constance 1414-1418
a. All three removed and a new pope, Martin V (Italian) elected. This ends schism.
Note that a council decided the papal schism.
b. Also John Huss betrayed by the pope and burned in 1417. Wycliffe, who died in
1384, condemned.
3. Third council at Basel 1431-1449
a. Met to suppress the Hussite movement.
b. Met to suppress the strong and growing conciliar movement.
i)
Pope Eugene IV disbands this council to stop conciliarism.
c. Many learned Greeks from Constantinople to Italy seeking aid from Turks
i)
A temporary healing of east-west schism
ii)
Greek language and learning bring new learning to Italy.
iii)
Constantinople falls in 10 years.
THE PAGAN PAPACY 1417-1521
A. Revival (Renaissance) in Italy of Pagan (classic) Roman and Grecian culture.
1. The popes in this era are patrons of the renaissance and give themselves to remodeling
Rome according to the old pagan values. (Other aspects of the renaissance are not
included here.)
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a. It was called renaissance by the men of that movement, who styled the thousand
years preceding as the middle age, being an intermission between the classical
period and their own. They styled as Gothic, or barbarian, the culture which
characterized much of that intermittent period.
b. Extreme moral degeneracy and nepotism characterizes many popes.
2. Alexander VI (Rodrigo Borgia, d.1503) one of the most villainous.
a. He continues the sequential name of Alexander; an anti-pope.
b. Savonarola burned in Florence under him in 1498
3. Julius II (d. 1516)
a. Called the “Warrior Pope”- led at least two battles in person. He chose his papal
name after Julius Caesar and not a predecessor.
b. Commissioned the rebuilding of St. Peters and the decoration of the Sistine
chapel by Michelangelo. The Sistine chapel was named after pope Sixtus IV the

VII.

uncle of Julius II.
c. Morally degenerative as well.
4. Leo X ( a de Medici, d. 1521)
a. Under this gifted but wicked man the western church was split.
b. To him belongs the quote, God has given us the papacy, now let us enjoy it.
c. Owing to his outrageous building and cultural projects, he issued the most flagrant
papal indulgences.
d. In 1516 Erasmus printed the first western Greek NT.
e. In 1517 Martin Luther (d.1546) posted his 95 thesis at Wittenberg
where he taught as Doctor of Theology.
i)
Leo called it a “monkish squabble”.
ii)
Luther burned the papal bull against him and the Canon law.
iii)
Ultimately Leo excommunicated Luther in 1521.
iv)
Emperor Charles V hears Luther’s case instead of executing the popes
decree. This very important message from Charles to Leo.
v)
The accumulation of papal corruptions saw its result in a permanent,
perpetual and necessary disruption never to be healed.
The Apostate Papacy 1545-1563
A. Successive popes fail to respond biblically nor called to repentance.
1. Clement VII (1523-34, another de Medici as Leo X)
a. For political disputes with Charles V Rome was sacked by imperial lords as
terribly as any ancient barbarian invasion.
b. Under this pope Henry VIII withdrew England from the papacy in the Act of
Supremacy (1534).
c. Thus under two Medici’s Rome was doubly divided.
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2. The Anti-Reformatory Council of Trent 1545-1563.
a. It met during three periods with an overall 25 sessions.
i)
Under Paul III (pope 1534-1549) 1545-1547
a) Jesuit order 1534, anti-reform order, loyalty to pope
(i)
Himmler pattern SS after this organization.
b) Calvin’s Institutes published 1536
ii)
Under Julius III 1551-1552
iii)
Under Pius IV 1562-1563
b. Results:
i)
Anti-reformed, anti-christian Tridentine Creed.
ii)
Papal-Romanist Catechism
iii)
Correction of abuses
iv)
Vulgate becomes the official biblical canon
v)

And many other acts and decisions not to be entered here.

VIII. CONCLUSION
1. While there are promises held out to the Jews for their eventual recovery, there are none
held out to the Antichrist. In the Directory for Public Worship we are to pray for “the fall
of Antichrist” and in the WCF XXV we are taught that the papacy is “that antichrist, that
man of sin, and son of perdition”. His end is destruction, not salvation. Unlike Darth
Vader who comes to the light in the end, Antichrist will not. Origen taught the
reclamation of the Satan. This is not so.
2. One reason Rome was able to accomplish so much was due to her solidarity, though in
some respects it was merely external. The Reformed churches will continue to be..
overlooked and bypassed until we can, to some practical extent, pull together in biblical
unity and be a force to be reckoned with.
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Lecture 4: Antichrist in John’s Epistles and the Apocalypse: Later NT Writings
(Conference Lecture # 6)
In prosecuting this lecture it will be our aim to place our focus upon the epistles of John, and what He teaches in them pertaining to
Antichrist, and if we have some time, will move to the Revelation of John for some more detail. However, I desire to show some
things that I believe are often neglected in the Epistles first, because they closely parallel some of what we have seen in the Apostle
Paul.
It is in this book alone that we have the term “antichrist” used. It is used both generally, and definitely in the corpus of John’s epistles,
and the way he uses it is helpful in several ways. The first passage is 1 John 2.18ff.
1. 1 John 2.18-19
a. In verse 18 John begins with “it is the last hour”. Note that John considered his days the last days—this is a Biblical
description that we see in the Apostles, and it ought not to surprise us.
b. There are many who proclaim that these are not the last days, but that the last days are coming. In response let us
say that the Apostles considered the days in which they lived to be the last days:
i. Acts 2.14-21; Hebrews 1.2; 1 Peter 1.20; Jude 1.8-22; These passages, and more that could be cited show
that the last days are these days. That is not to say that all the last days are the same, as if there will be no
times that change, but it is to say that these are the last days, especially when we consider the context into
which the Apostles wrote.
c. So John tells us that we can understand our days as the last days, because “many antichrists” have come. If we
define these last days as the days of Christ, the Messiah, then with the OT prophecies we have already looked at it
is clear that antichrists will not arise until Christ has come. The last days are the days after Messiah’s appearance—
this is evident because now antichrist has appeared, as a foil, as one who stands in the place of Christ. If these were
not the last days, there could be no antichrists.
d. However, note also that John tells of The Antichrist as well. This Antichrist is to be distinguished from the other
antichrists that are already in the world.
i. This is yet another way that Antichrist can be a peculiar class or office of men, in distinction to these
other antichrists that rise up throughout this age. He can be considered singularly, as one peculiar office,
distinct from the many antichrists, although made up of many men—just as we can consider a dynasty of
kings severally, and individually.
e. There are many antichrists: In this John, by the Spirit of God, is looking over the landscape of his own day and
seeing those who possess some of the tenets of antichrist, and identifying those characteristics. What does he say
in the passage itself:
i. They “went out from us”.
1. Note first that this must mean that their career began, at least, in the Church. One of the
characteristics then is necessarily apostasy, and a departure from Apostolic doctrine.
2. Let us understand that this departure out of the Church is not necessarily a departure in name,
but in truth. In other words, it is possible to depart from the Church while remaining in her, as
John makes plain in other places:
a. 3 John 1.9ff: Note that Diotrephes, while continuing in the Church, has departed, even
excommunicating and refusing the Apostles themselves, as well as others. We note
further that in typical antichristian fashion, he “loves to have the preeminence”—that
is, to usurp authority in the Church.
b. Revelation 3.1: See that the Church in Sardis had a name that she was a living, true
Church, but truly was dead.
c. The Church of the Jews, in the first century, was such a Church as well. Revelation 2.9;
3.9—remember that this was the Church in its day, but had become a synagogue of
Satan, such that the true saints of God should come out of her.
2. The second passage is 1 John 2.20-24. Generally, this short section speaks to the antithetical nature of the truth and error.
Pastorally, this is given as is much of 1 John, to keep John’s little children from coming under the influence of the devil, the
father of lies, and he who is opposed to the truth.
a. See especially verse 22: Who is the liar? This is the literal interpretation. When asked that question as a stand-alone
question, what would be your answer? The obvious answer is Satan himself. See John 8.44
b. Now this is not to say that John has Satan himself in mind in asking this question, but certainly the denial that
follows is the denial of Satan himself, as he manifests himself in antichristian thought.
c. Note also that the denial of Christ is a denial of the Father and the Son, and is “antichrist”.
i. It is here that many reject the doctrine of the Papacy as the Antichrist, because, it is claimed by Rome,
that they do acknowledge Jesus as the Messiah, as the Christ. I will dispute that claim later in this lecture.
For now, let it be seen that if one denies that Jesus is the Christ, he denies the Father as the Father.
1. To err on the doctrine of Christ, formally (in name or profession) or materially, (by substituting
some other christ for the true Christ, doctrinally) is to deny that Jesus is the Christ, and then
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3.

according to John, this entails a denial of the Father ads well. To err on the doctrine of Christ is
to err on the Godhead generally. We have already seen this in 2 Corinthians 11, where the
Apostle Paul declares that an error in the doctrine of Christ is also an error in the nature of the
Spirit of Christ, and also of the Gospel itself. There are formal errors, and material errors. Both
of these are included here. If our doctrine of Christ is such that it is a denial of His essential
nature and work, we have denied Christ, and this is the antichristian mindset.
2. This is especially important regarding the context of the professing Church—unbelievers
obviously err in this regard, but are not antichristian in that they offer nothing in the place of
Christ—antichrists always do, and the antichrist places himself in the room, in the place of
Christ.
d. So then, John finishes this section with a statement about abiding in the doctrine we have heard from the beginning:
i. That is, the beginning of the Gospel, the teaching of Christ:
1. 1 John 2.7; Luke 1.2; John 8.25; Philippians 4.25; 2 John 1.5-6
ii. There should be no departure, no going out, no apostasy from that doctrine which we have heard from
the beginning.
The second passage is 1 John 4.1-6; for comparison see also verses 14-15
a. At the outset, this passage bears many similarities to the passage we have already studied in chapter 2.
i. We hear of the antithesis between truth and error, here identified as:
1. The spirit of God vs. the Spirit of antichrist
2. The spirit of truth vs. the spirit of error
3. We are to judge, or separate those spirits—thought forms—into their proper identification
b. There is also the similar statement regarding the doctrine of Christ, that the one confessing Christ, in this instance
his incarnation, is of God, and a denial of that is not of God.
i. As before, we must examine not just a formal confession, but a material confession as well. Here it is
stated that we are to “try the spirits.” In other words, if we’re talking to one who is an atheist, he will
deny the formal incarnation—that Jesus Christ is God manifested in the flesh.
ii. However, if we’re speaking to a member of the Church of the Latter Day Saints, they will have a formal
profession of the incarnation, but not a material confession of it.
1. They deny the deity of Christ, believing that he was a created being.
2. The same is true of the Jehovah’s Witnesses, while formally confessing the virgin birth and
incarnation. Their error on the Person of Christ and His work makes that formal profession a
lie, not being founded in the Christ of Scripture.
iii. In this, we see that there are “many antichrists” as we heard back in chapter 2.
c. Another similarity with chapter 2 is that John states that antichrist is already in the world—the antichristian
principle, as we heard earlier, is already in the world, and by this John said before that we can identify that we are
in the last days. We should also expect “The Antichrist” to come, but not then in John’s day.
d. There are a couple of new elements as well:
i. Note that there are “many false prophets”, just as there are “many antichrists”. This false prophet is
related to antichrist, in that his word is the word of antichrist, denying either formally, or materially, that
Jesus is the Christ, has come in the flesh. Note in this that as there are many false prophets, so we also
can anticipate “The False Prophet”, to be manifested as one of the names of Antichrist, in Revelation
16.13; and 19.20. In other words, there is a parity between the concept of having, in John’s day, “many
antichrists, and many false prophets, and then later in that age, The Antichrist, and The False Prophet.
ii. This antichristian principle is described as being “of the world”. Note that it is in the Church:
1. False Prophet
2. Gone out into the world—apostasy, either formal or material
3. But it is “of the world”, although in the Church, and so its desires, goals, doctrines, ends, etc. all
are worldly in their final design.
4. Because they are of the world, the world hears them.
a. There is a connection, as we saw before, between those who are in the world to this
worldly kind of Church, where worldliness is taught. Don’t think of worldliness here
necessarily as profane behavior, although that is involved, but specifically that the
religious tenets of this system are “of the world”.
i. The offense of the Cross is eliminated, for man is now meriting his favor with
God by some means, such that at the end of days he has a right to expect and
even to demand entrance into God’s favor.
ii. Certainly Rome has no monopoly on this kind of thinking, but this is the core
of her religion codified in her creeds and catechisms, and her anathemas
against the Gospel of Christ.
e. Finally in this section, see that the people of God are protected by the Spirit of God:
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4.

5.

6.

i. Greater is he that is in you—the Spirit of God, than he that is in the world, the Spirit of antichrist. Note
then that this is a promise to believers in Christ that they will not be deceived into following antichrist.
We move to the third passage, 2 John 1.7ff and then to a comparison to Paul. We must first knit together the statements of
John such that they form a coherent whole, and then we will be able to compare to the Apostle to the Gentiles.
a. We first note the close relationship between truth and love found in John. Rather than being divisive, the unified
witness of the Apostles is that truth and love go together as hand and glove. To withhold the truth is to fail of love,
and to allow one to go on in lies, and in sin, is to hate your brother in your heart (Leviticus 19.17). Some are
uncomfortable with direct and confrontational topics. Let us remember that confront is one potential translation
of the Greek word from which we get “nouthetic” counseling. We can confront, apart from being confrontational.
This topic, because it has the potential to stir up strong emotion, must be handled carefully. Remember what we
learned earlier in Paul—it is the Word of God which wears out and uses up Antichristian doctrine. Speak the truth
in love, with care, and confront in that loving way.
b. In verse 7, we have a similar statement to what we saw before in chapter 4. Here they are introduced as “deceivers”.
They are characterized by “denying that Jesus Christ is come in the flesh”. Although there is a change in the verb
tense, I believe we have materially the same statement as in 1 John 4.
i. 1 John 4 may refer to Christ’s earthly ministry
ii. 2 John 1.7 is probably a prophetic title—the One Coming in the Flesh—more a title, than a description,
so there is little difference in the meaning overall.
iii. Note also here, as well as 1 John 4 that he uses “Jesus Christ” emphasizing Christ’s two natures. This is
an important detail in the text, as we will see later.
c. Note however that we can do better in the translation. Literally, John says, “The is the deceiver and the antichrist”.
Note that John ascends from the general to the particular. Beginning with deceivers, he ends with “the deceiver”
and the Antichrist.
d. Secondly, John gives us a greater clue as to what he’s speaking about regarding the teaching concerning Christ:
i. He then goes on to say in verse 9, “whosoever transgresseth, and abideth not in the doctrine of Christ,
hath not God.
ii. See here that he has brought the argument into its full relief here—not just the incarnation, but the
doctrine of Christ Himself. Let us look at his progression:
1. 1 John 2.18-20: Whosoever denies that Jesus is the Christ
2. 1 John 4.2: Every spirit that confesseth not Jesus Christ has come in the flesh
3. 2 John 1.7: Deceivers, who confess not that Jesus Christ is come in the flesh
4. 2 John 1.9: Whosoever transgresseth, and abideth not in the doctrine of Christ
iii. In these statements John is presenting to his readers what antichrist fails to confess:
1. That Jesus is the Christ
2. That Jesus Christ is come in the flesh
3. The [orthodox] doctrine of Christ, characterized as a part for the whole, in the incarnation. We
see here that for John, the doctrine of Christ, that Jesus is the Christ, is of tantamount
importance, and that both in a formal and material confession. Not in name only, but in truth.
4. Further, we see that John places the incarnation as key to the doctrine of Christ, such that both
formally, and materially, one must confess the incarnation, and all that it entails.
To understand this rightly, let us, to save the effort of reinventing the wheel, make use of the Larger Catechism, questions
37-40. In these 4 questions we see, in brief, how the proper understanding of the incarnation is central to the “doctrine of
Christ” because all other things relate and pertain to His incarnation. It would be impossible to exaggerate the incarnation,
which is the hub of all of Christ’s atoning work. So it is easy to see why John picked the incarnation as the doctrine placed
for the whole of Christ’s work—it is the first step in our understanding the atoning work of Christ. To err here, either
formally or materially, is to err fatally. Further, to deny the effects of the doctrine of the incarnation—that is, to confess it,
but to take away its accomplishment, the work that was wrought because of the incarnation, is also to err fatally.
It is here that we often hear from Roman Catholic apologists, addressing the historic view of the Papacy as Antichrist, “We
cannot be associated with such a title, for we confess that Christ was and is ‘God-Man’. You protestants got that doctrine
from us.” In response, several things are in order:
a. First, a simple declaration of the incarnation does not rise to the level of John’s requirement here. As we have said,
it must be a formal—that is, a proper form of confessing the incarnation. In this, Jehovah’s witnesses, Sabellian or
Unitarian Petecostals, Mormons, Schwenkfelders, etc. are excluded.
b. Second, it must contain the content, the material confession of the incarnation as well. This is two-fold, as we saw
in John’s full statement of Christ.
i. Not only must Christ be truly God-Man in the confession of the confessor, but it must also proclaim the
“doctrine of Christ”, as we have set it forth in our brief look at the Larger Catechism.
ii. There are certain effects, results, works that Christ undertook as God-Man, and if these works are denied,
replaced, other works substituted in the place of Christ’s work as God-Man, this is also a denial of the
“doctrine of Christ” or put simply, of the import and work of the incarnate Christ.
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iii. In this, I believe, the Papacy denies the doctrine of Christ, the incarnation of Christ, and therefore rather
than being cleared of the charge of Antichrist, she is convicted of it. But before we take up that argument,
let us see the comparison between Paul and John:
7. We have said that Paul has drawn a contrast between the Mystery of Iniquity, and the Mystery of Godliness. The latter is
described in our prior study in 2 Thessalonians 2. The mystery of Godliness is described in 1 Timothy 3.16ff:
a. God was manifested in the Flesh
b. Justified in the Spirit
c. Seen of Angels
d. Preached unto the Gentiles
e. Believed on in the world
f. Received up into glory.
i. In this brief description, we have a statement of the doctrine of Christ, as that which is to be proclaimed
by the Church of the living God, the pillar and ground of the truth.
ii. This mystery of godliness stands in direction contradiction to the mystery of iniquity, described in 2
Thessalonians 2, that form of antichristian teaching that was already in the world, but would be made
manifest in its due time, after “that which withholds” is taken out of the way.
iii. The mystery of iniquity is the doctrine of antichrist, and the mystery of godliness is the doctrine of Christ,
the part (incarnation) being put for the whole. While being “justified of the Spirit” probably refers to His
resurrection, understand that this is still hinged upon the incarnation.
8. John has the same categories, but he has them under different names:
a. He uses the terms Christ and Antichrist. Remember that Antichrist stands in the room of, in the place of Christ as
a vicar, a substitute, one who presents himself in the place of Christ.
9. The doctrine of Christ is centered upon the incarnation, for both John and Paul, and that to which the preaching must
conform, and as the doctrine is confessed—not formally, but materially as well. In order for us to confess Christ, we must
confess His Person, His Natures, His work in the days of His incarnation, His work now, His work to come. To err in these,
and to place others, or another in His stead, is to err upon this very foundation, the confession that “Jesus Christ has come
in the flesh”. Has Rome done this? She most certainly has, and that in several ways.
10. First, and this is not a strong argument, but it is one, that in Christ’s incarnation as described by the Apostle Paul in
Philippians 2, He is said to take on the form of a servant—that is, He humbled Himself.
a. When we consider what we have seen regarding the Papacy, we can see that the vicar of Christ, who claims to
stand for Christ, in this regard nothing like the incarnate Christ.
b. The posture the Papacy has taken regarding earthly splendor, power, and glory resembles Christ’s exaltation, and
not His incarnation, such that there has been nothing too good for the Papacy, while Christ in His incarnation had
“nowhere to lay His head”. The Papacy bears little resemblance to the incarnate Christ, if any at all. It is as if Christ
was never at all humbled.
11. The second argument has to do with the Mass as an “gross idolatry” and “abominably injurious”. (See WCF 29)
a. For those of you that are unaware, there is a moment in every Mass where a priest, and agent of Antichrist, raises
bread into the air and declares, “This is my body”. At that moment, what was a piece of bread, a wafer, becomes
the very body of Christ, and Christ is said to be present in that wafer, “body, soul, blood, and divinity, and there
he is to be worshipped and glorified.”
b. Not only so, but the whole Christ is present in every part of the bread, so that the breaking of the wafer does not
divide Christ (CCC 1377).
i. 1377 The Eucharistic presence of Christ begins at the moment of the consecration and endures
as long as the Eucharistic species subsist. Christ is present whole and entire in each of the species
and whole and entire in each of their parts, in such a way that the breaking of the bread does not
divide Christ.207; 57
1. So, upon consecration, we have an incarnate Christ that is to be worshipped and glorified in
“every piece of bread consecrated. The priest claims to make Christ incarnate.
ii. Catholic Answers: “The authentic Catholic understanding of the Eucharist, by contrast, is not a
repetition of the Incarnation but an extension of it. Christ is not hypostatically united to bread,
but the one hypostatic union of divinity and humanity is presented to us under the appearances
of bread and wine.”58
c. So, we no longer have one Christ incarnate, but a thousand, a million Christs, who are to be worshipped and
glorified as God-Man, the hypostatic union come down again to mankind.
d. Remember John’s warning? “Whosoever confesseth not that Jesus Christ is come in the flesh is antichrist.” This
error of the incarnation is certainly a denial of the Biblical doctrine of the incarnation.

Cf. Council of Trent: DS 1641.
Catholic Church, Catechism of the Catholic Church, 2nd Ed. (Washington, DC: United States Catholic Conference, 2000), 347.
58 https://www.catholic.com/qa/isnt-consubstantiation-more-incarnational-than-transubstantiation
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12. The third argument, in my estimation, truly seals this point of Rome’s denial of the incarnation, for it makes clear the material
denial of it. In every point of the necessity of the incarnation, the Papacy has replaced Christ with another, doing the work
instead of Christ. In Rome’s conception of the work of Christ:
a. The incarnate Christ, in his earthly perfection, procured “everlasting righteousness.” But according to the Papacy,
He did not procure a perfect righteousness for the people of God. Rather, he, and others along with Him, have
contributed to a treasury of merits, to be dispensed by the Pope, which can be bought, traded for, and earned. In
other words, Christ’s merits must be supplemented by the merits of the saints. This is a denial of the doctrine of
the incarnation, for Christ came to magnify the law, make it honorable, and to procure a perfect righteousness for
His people by His own obedience. His obedience as God-man is for men, that they might be righteous in God’s
sight, not by their own merits, or the merits of other men, but by the very righteousness of God, which is imputed
by faith in Christ alone. Romans 5.17-19. To add the merits of other human beings, or our own merits, it to make
superfluous or even inadequate the righteousness and merit which Christ procured by His perfect obedience in the
days of his incarnation. Hear the Catechism of the Catholic Church:
i. 1477 “This treasury includes as well the prayers and good works of the Blessed Virgin Mary. They
are truly immense, unfathomable, and even pristine in their value before God. In the treasury,
too, are the prayers and good works of all the saints, all those who have followed in the footsteps
of Christ the Lord and by his grace have made their lives holy and carried out the mission the
Father entrusted to them. In this way they attained their own salvation and at the same time
cooperated in saving their brothers in the unity of the Mystical Body.”89 (969)
ii. Obtaining indulgence from God through the Church
1478 An indulgence is obtained through the Church who, by virtue of the power of binding and
loosing granted her by Christ Jesus, intervenes in favor of individual Christians and opens for
them the treasury of the merits of Christ and the saints to obtain from the Father of mercies the
remission of the temporal punishments due for their sins. Thus the Church does not want simply
to come to the aid of these Christians, but also to spur them to works of devotion, penance, and
charity.90 (981)
iii. 1479 Since the faithful departed now being purified are also members of the same communion of
saints, one way we can help them is to obtain indulgences for them, so that the temporal
punishments due for their sins may be remitted. (1032)59
b. The incarnate Christ, in His cross work, finished the transgression—sacrificed Himself, and died the once-for-all,
propitiatory sacrifice for our sins. One great purpose for His incarnation was to die for the sins of His people, and
finish that work. Rome however denies this, and each time the Eucharistic bread is broken, another propitiatory
sacrifice is offered, denying the work of Christ’s incarnation. Hear the CCC again:
i. 1367 The sacrifice of Christ and the sacrifice of the Eucharist are one single sacrifice: “The victim
is one and the same: the same now offers through the ministry of priests, who then offered
himself on the cross; only the manner of offering is different.” “And since in this divine sacrifice
which is celebrated in the Mass, the same Christ who offered himself once in a bloody manner
on the altar of the cross is contained and offered in an unbloody manner … this sacrifice is truly
propitiatory.”190 (1545)60
ii. So then, according to this doctrine, the incarnation is perverted to exclude the once for all propitiatory
sacrifice, and instead, millions of Christs are sacrificed upon millions of altars with no end in sight for the
remission of sins until this is all brought to an end by the final judgment. There is no lasting pardon of
sin, but only temporal, and the incarnation of Christ accomplished only a temporal propitiation, needing
repetition, over and again, daily, weekly, monthly, yearly, decade by decade, century by century, millennia
by millennia. The enormity of this perversion of the sacrifice of Christ is indeed a denial of it, of it efficacy
and work.
iii. Further, according to the Papacy, the sacrifice of Christ does not take away sin fully, for after death there
are a host of sins for which the Pope’s followers need cleansing and expiation after their deaths, in
purgatory. If the death of the incarnate Christ is fully propitious, fully efficacious for the expiation of our
guilt, then why must there be a purgation after death? How are these sins forgiven? By the sacrifice of
Christ? No, but by indulgences, by further sacrifices for the dead—that is, masses for the dead, etc. So
the incarnate work of Christ is denied its efficacy.
iv. 1 John 3.5 tells us that “he was manifested to take away our sin”. Rome denies this necessity of the
incarnation, and declares that Christ did not put away, or take away sin—it remains, and must be purged
by the merits of saints, by masses, by indulgences, etc. This is also a material denial of the incarnation.
Indulgentiarum doctrina, 5.
Cf. Indulgentiarum doctrina, 5.
59 Catholic Church, Catechism of the Catholic Church, 2nd Ed. (Washington, DC: United States Catholic Conference, 2000), 371–372.
190 Council of Trent (1562): Doctrina de ss. Missae sacrificio, c. 2: DS 1743; cf. Heb 9:14, 27.
60 Catholic Church, Catechism of the Catholic Church, 2nd Ed. (Washington, DC: United States Catholic Conference, 2000), 344.
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v. 1 John 1.7 declares that the blood of Jesus Christ cleanses us from all sin—this is His incarnate work. But
the Papacy teaches that sins are cleansed by work other than the blood of Christ, which must be
considered, and supplemented by these other things. This is a material denial of the incarnation of Christ.
The incarnate Christ, by means of His incarnation, is that “days-man betwixt earth and heaven, between God and
us. (Job 9.27-35).” The Apostle declares, “There is one mediator between God and men, the man Christ Jesus”. (1
Timothy 2.5) Note that this is a fruit of His incarnation—for he is the “man” Christ Jesus. The Scriptures are
abundantly clear on this point, that Christ, as God-Man is alone qualified to mediate for His people.
i. But in the doctrine of the Papacy, there is a host of mediators, again, negating the work of Christ’s
incarnation. Hebrews 7.25 declares that Christ ever lives to make intercession for us. Hear the catechism
of the Catholic Church:
1. 2683 The witnesses who have preceded us into the kingdom, especially those whom the
Church recognizes as saints, share in the living tradition of prayer by the example of
their lives, the transmission of their writings, and their prayer today. They contemplate
God, praise him and constantly care for those whom they have left on earth. When they
entered into the joy of their Master, they were “put in charge of many things.” Their
intercession is their most exalted service to God’s plan. We can and should ask them to
intercede for us and for the whole world. (956)61
2. 2677: Pray for us sinners, now and at the hour of our death: By asking Mary to pray for
us, we acknowledge ourselves to be poor sinners and we address ourselves to the
“Mother of Mercy,” the All-Holy One. We give ourselves over to her now, in the Today
of our lives. And our trust broadens further, already at the present moment, to surrender
“the hour of our death” wholly to her care. May she be there as she was at her son’s
death on the cross. May she welcome us as our mother at the hour of our passing to lead
us to her son, Jesus, in paradise.62
ii. And so again, by sleight of hand, and in pious sounding but deceptive words, the Papacy takes away
Christ’s incarnation and places another in his stead, to intercede for us.
1. In the encyclical titled Ineffabilis Deus (1854) Pope Pius IX declared that Mary was immaculately
conceived—that is, free from original sin. Because of this conception, he goes on to declare, by
Papal authority:
2. “All our hope do we repose in the most Blessed Virgin -- in the all fair and immaculate
one who has crushed the poisonous head of the most cruel serpent and brought salvation
to the world: in her who is the glory of the prophets and apostles, the honor of the
martyrs, the crown and joy of all the saints; in her who is the safest refuge and the most
trustworthy helper of all who are in danger; in her who, with her only-begotten Son, is
the most powerful Mediatrix and Conciliatrix in the whole world; in her who is the most
excellent glory, ornament, and impregnable stronghold of the holy Church; in her who
has destroyed all heresies and snatched the faithful people and nations from all kinds of
direst calamities; in her do we hope who has delivered us from so many threatening
dangers. We have, therefore, a very certain hope and complete confidence that the most
Blessed Virgin will ensure by her most powerful patronage that all difficulties be
removed and all errors dissipated, so that our Holy Mother the Catholic Church may
flourish daily more and more throughout all the nations and countries, and may reign
"from sea to sea and from the river to the ends of the earth," and may enjoy genuine
peace, tranquility and liberty. We are firm in our confidence that she will obtain pardon
for the sinner, health for the sick, strength of heart for the weak, consolation for the
afflicted, help for those in danger; that she will remove spiritual blindness from all who
are in error, so that they may return to the path of truth and justice, and that here may
be one flock and one shepherd.”63
We understand from the Scriptures that the Son of Man hath power on earth to forgive sins. (Matthew 9.6). That
is, not only as God but as man—He is the Son of man (a divine title) who is “upon earth”, speaking of His
incarnation. He is the judge of all the earth, and all judgment has been placed into His hands. John 5.22-23
i. But again, the incarnate Christ is robbed of His work, because another, namely the Pope, has entered into
His office, with the power to forgive sins. Hear again CCC:
ii. 1461 Since Christ entrusted to his apostles the ministry of reconciliation, bishops who are their
successors, and priests, the bishops’ collaborators, continue to exercise this ministry. Indeed

Ibid., 645.
Ibid., 644.
63 http://www.papalencyclicals.net/Pius09/p9ineff.htm; Ineffabilis Deus (1854)
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bishops and priests, by virtue of the sacrament of Holy Orders, have the power to forgive all sins
“in the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Spirit.”64
iii. Acts 5.31 shows that Christ alone has power on earth to forgive sins, and this because of His exaltation
as God-Man, as a Prince and Savior exalted on High. That the Papacy has obtruded into this office, with
power to forgive sins is a material denial of the incarnation, and the entire doctrine of Christ.
iv. And, while it is true that the Lord has given authority to the elders of the Church to retain or remit sins,
it is clear that this is a ministerial and declarative function of the officers, as our Confession of Faith
details:
1. WCF 30.2: To these officers the keys of the kingdom of heaven are committed, by virtue
whereof they have power respectively to retain and remit sins, to shut that kingdom
against the impenitent, both by the word and censures; and to open it unto penitent
sinners, by the ministry of the gospel, and by absolution from censures, as occasion shall
require.65
The incarnate Christ is a “high priest touched with the feeling of our infirmities. He “tabernacled among us” and
came to earth under circumstances of “more than ordinary abasement”. These and many other passages from
Scripture, and our Catechisms teaching Scripture doctrine, although the almighty Creator, and King of the Church,
is a man of sorrows, acquainted with grief, meek and lowly of heart, and came as a servant, and that as an example.
i. Christ Himself, and the Apostles warned of those in who would be elevated to positions of leadership in
the Church that they should never “lord it over” that is, behave themselves as lords, masters, over the
heritage of the Lord—the Church. See the following Scriptures:
1. John 13.1-17; 1 Peter 5.1-4; Matthew 25.20-28; 23.8-12 In these passages it is clear that being
elevated as lords over the people of God is indeed not the design, nor the example of the
incarnate Christ. Truly, His instruction to His disciples after His resurrection must have included
such instruction, because they exhibited this kind of leadership, mutual submission, etc. during
their earthly ministries.
ii. But in the Revelation of John, we have, in the letters to the seven Churches, a particular error that is
identified under two names, one Greek, and one Hebrew:
1. Nicolaitian
2. Baalam
3. The meaning of both of these terms is the same—one who elevates himself over the people,
becoming lords over the flock of Christ. While scholars are divided as to what these errors might
be, the meaning of the terms lends strong support to an error of elevation of officers over the
people, and thus dividing the rights and privileges, blessings and usefulness of the people in the
Church between clergy, and laity, creating an unholy, unscriptural division in the Church, and a
spiritual hierarchy that neither Christ nor His Apostles sanctioned.
iii. However, this is exactly what the Roman clergy does, taking to itself rights and privileges as lords over
the earth, and over the people of God. Truly as many in the RCC have said, there have been times when
the shepherds fed upon the sheep, instead of feeding them, sacrificially, etc.
1. It is interesting to note that both John and Paul spoke of antichrist being already at work in the
first century—I believe this is one of the details they had in mind.
2. Another perhaps is Diotrephes, of 3 John. Note what he did:
a. He loves to have the preeminence
b. He prates against the Apostles
c. He has excommunicated the Apostle John, and those who are his disciples, and placed
himself in that room, but with an unholy preeminence, truly, we might think, a
Nicolaitian preeminence.
d. The Apostle Paul declared that the Mystery of Iniquity was already at work.

Ibid., 367.
Westminster Assembly, The Westminster Confession of Faith: Edinburgh Edition (Philadelphia: William S. Young, 1851), 154.
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PARALLELS BETWEEN JOHN AND PAUL REGARDING ANTICHRIST USED IN OUR STUDY

TEACHING

REFERENCE IN PAUL

REFERENCE IN JOHN

ANTICHRIST TO APPEAR IN THE
LAST DAYS

2 THESS. 2.3

1 JOHN 2.18

INSTRUMENTAL AND
COINCIDENTAL IN APOSTASY

2 THESS. 2.3

1 JOHN 2.18

ANTICHRIST ALREADY AT WORK,
YET TO HAVE A FULLER,
DEFINITIVE MANIFESTATION AND
PERSONIFICATION LATER

2 THESS. 2.7

1 JOHN 2.18; 4.3

TRUE AND FALSE DOCTRINE OF
CHRIST CONTRASTED: CHRIST
VERSUS ANTICHRIST

TRUE DOCTRINE OF CHRIST:
MYSTERY OF GODLINESS, 1
TIMOTHY 3.16FF; FALSE
DOCTRINE OF ANTICHRIST:
MYSTERY OF INIQUITY 2 THESS.
2.7

TRUE DOCTRINE OF CHRIST: THE ONE
CONFESSING CHRIST (1 JOHN 2.22),
CHRIST HAS COME IN THE FLESH (1 JOHN
4.2), THE DOCTRINE OF CHRIST (2 JOHN
1.9); FALSE DOCTRINE OF CHRIST: DENIAL
OF ALL THE ABOVE

THE STRATEGY OF DECEIT

2 THESS. 2.9-10

2 JOHN 1.7

13. In this study we have endeavored to show how it is that while the Papacy maintains a profession of the incarnation of Christ,
she denies it materially, in denying to Christ the fruit of His incarnation:
a. His once-for-all sacrifice
b. His continual intercession as Mediator
c. His righteousness, which is imputed to those who believe in Him (plus nothing) which He earned, and procured
in the days of His flesh
d. In His unique office as the Judge of all the earth, as God-man.
i. In all four of these incarnation-doctrines and issues, Christ is denied His work by the RCC, and another
stands in His place to do what Christ does as God-Man.
ii. It is in this way that John speaks of antichrist and his denial of the incarnation.
1. In John’s day, there was a formal denial, and in ours, there is a material denial in the RC Church,
denying to Christ all of His work wrought as God-Man.
e. And in His servant leadership, which by Rome is perverted to a lordly leadership, with divine powers.
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Pertinent Quotations

Westminster Confession of Faith (1646)
There is no other head of the church but the Lord Jesus Christ:n nor can the Pope of Rome in any sense be head thereof; but
is that antichrist, that man of sin, and son of perdition, that exalteth himself in the church against Christ, and all that is called
Godo.66
The Scottish Confession, or Nation Covenant 1639:
And therefore we abhor and detest all contrary religion and doctrine; but chiefly all kind of Papistry in general and particular
heads, even as they are now damned and confuted by the word of God and Kirk of Scotland. But, in special, we detest and
refuse the usurped authority of that Roman Antichrist upon the scriptures of God, upon the kirk, the civil magistrate, and
consciences of men; all his tyrannous laws made upon indifferent things against our Christian liberty; his erroneous doctrine
against the sufficiency of the written word, the perfection of the law, the office of Christ, and his blessed evangel; his corrupted
doctrine concerning original sin, our natural inability and rebellion to God’s law, our justification by faith only, our imperfect
sanctification and obedience to the law; the nature, number, and use of the holy sacraments; his five bastard sacraments, with
all his rites, ceremonies, and false doctrine, added to the ministration of the true sacraments without the word of God; his cruel
judgment against infants departing without the sacrament; his absolute necessity of baptism; his blasphemous opinion of
transubstantiation, or real presence of Christ’s body in the elements, and receiving of the same by the wicked, or bodies of men;
his dispensations with solemn oaths, perjuries, and degrees of marriage forbidden in the word; his cruelty against the innocent
divorced; his devilish mass; his blasphemous priesthood his profane sacrifice for sins of the dead and the quick; his canonization
of men calling upon angels or saints departed, worshipping of imagery, relics, and crosses; dedicating of kirks, altars, days; vows
to creatures; his purgatory, prayers for the dead; praying or speaking in a strange language, with his processions, and
blasphemous litany, and multitude of advocates or mediators; his manifold orders, auricular confession; his desperate and
uncertain repentance; his general and doubtsome faith; his satisfaction of men for their sins; his justification by works, opus
operatum, works of supererogation, merits, pardons, peregrinations, and stations; his holy water, baptizing of bells, conjuring of
spirits, crossing, sayning, anointing, conjuring, hallowing of God’s good creatures, with the superstitious opinion joined
therewith; his worldly monarchy, and wicked hierarchy; his three solemn vows, with all his shavellings of sundry sorts; his
erroneous and bloody decrees made at Trent, with all the subscribers or approvers of that cruel and bloody band, conjured
against the kirk of God. And finally, we detest all his vain allegories, rites, signs, and traditions brought in the kirk, without or
against the word of God, and doctrine of this true reformed kirk; to the which we join ourselves willingly, in doctrine, faith,
religion, discipline, and use of the holy sacraments, as lively members of the same in Christ our head: promising and swearing,
by the great name of the LORD our GOD, that we shall continue in the obedience of the doctrine and discipline of this kirk,*
and shall defend the same, according to our vocation and power, all the days of our lives; under the pains contained in the law,
and danger both of body and soul in the day of God’s fearful judgment67
Westminster Directory for the Public Worship of God (1645) (Of Public Prayer before the Sermon)
To pray for the propagation of the gospel and kingdom of Christ to all nations; for the conversion of the Jews, the fulness of
the Gentiles, the fall of Antichrist, and the hastening of the second coming of our Lord; for the deliverance of the distressed
churches abroad from the tyranny of the antichristian faction, and from the cruel oppressions and blasphemies of the Turk; for
the blessing of God upon the reformed churches, especially upon the churches and kingdoms of Scotland, England and Ireland,
now more strictly and religiously united in the Solemn National League and Covenant; and for our plantations in the remote
parts of the world:68
George Whitefield, on the preaching of justification by faith alone:
“Because it is the chiefest cause and means to discover and suppress the Romish antichrist, popery, &c. and all other
superstitions, sects, errors and schisms out of the land; and to establish unity, peace and concord in matters of religion, and of
assurance of free salvation, and makes every man to keep in a lawful vocation, and to do it profitably in love. Gal. 5:13.69
George Gillespie:
Forasmuch, then, as kneeling before the consecrated bread, the sign of the cross, surplice, festival days, bishopping, bowing
down to the altar, administration of the sacraments in private places, &c., are the wares of Rome, the baggage of Babylon, the
Col. 1:18. Eph. 1:22
Mat. 23:8-10. 2 Thess. 2:3-9; Rev. 13:6.
66 Westminster Assembly, The Westminster Confession of Faith: Edinburgh Edition (Philadelphia: William S. Young, 1851), 140.
* The confession which was subscribed at Holyrud-house the 25th of February, 1587–8 by the King, Lennox, Huntly, the chancellor, and about
ninety-five other persons, hath here added, “agreeing to the word.” Sir John Maxwell of Pollock hath the origina barchment.
67 Ibid. 455–456.
68 Ibid. 484.
69 George Whitefield, The Works of the Reverend George Whitefield, vol. 4 (London: Edward and Charles Dilly, 1771), 154.
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trinkets of the whore, the badges of Popery, the ensigns of Christ's enemies, and the very trophies of antichrist,—we cannot
conform, communicate and symbolize with the idolatrous Papists in the use of the same, without making ourselves idolaters
by participation. Shall the chaste spouse of Christ take upon her the ornaments of the whore? Shall the Israel of God symbolise
with her who is spiritually called Sodom and Egypt? Shall the Lord's redeemed people wear the ensigns of their captivity? Shall
the saints be seen with the mark of the beast?70
Paul is so far from praying for Alexander the copper-smith, that he imprecates the vengeance of God upon him, 2 Tim: 4. 14.
wee may not pray for the Pope who is the great Antichrist and son of perdition; neither may we pray for, but against Babylon,
especially after the people of God are out of her.71
Wilhelmus A’Brakel:
Among the enemies which the church has here upon earth, the antichrist is the most significant and primary cause of all the
persecutions of the church.
The word “antichrist” consists of two words: ἀντὶ (anti), which, depending on the context, can mean either against or for, and
Χριστὸς (Christos). Thus the word “antichrist” pertains to someone who is against Christ but who nevertheless creates the
impression as if he were for Christ.
Sometimes this word is used as pertaining to every heretic, who opposes the Person and the doctrine of Christ. “As ye have
heard that antichrist shall come, even now are there many antichrists; whereby we know that it is the last time” (1 John 2:18).
Generally, however, it pertains to the great antichrist, the head of the multitude who oppose the doctrine and professors of
Christ. That such a person will come is confirmed by many texts in the Holy Scriptures and is a fact which is not denied by
anyone. Question: Who is the antichrist? Answer: With all Protestants we reply: The pope of Rome.72
William Perkins:
The consideration hereof, is of special use: for, it may be, we shall see Kings, and people of great power and number, to make
revolt from the Gospel of Christ, and to fall to Antichrist, embracing popery: hereat indeed, we must be grieved, but yet withal,
here is good cause of comfort unto vs; for wee must know, that Satan’s kingdom must be battered down, not so much by the
power of Kings, as by the breath of GOD’s mouth: not so much by the sword of flesh, as by the sword of the spirit. So it is said,
that the man of sin, even Antichrist must bee abolished: not by the power of Princes; yea, let all the princes & potentates in the world
do their best for him, yet his kingdom must [fall] down in God’s good time; for God will consume him with the breath of his mouth,
and abolish him by the brightness of his coming, 2 Thess. 2.8. that is, by the preaching of the word, in the mouths of his Ministers,
who are men void of all worldly power and policy.73
Hugh Latimer:
In this first Sermon is declared, & taught the godly election of a king, and a rule of godly living as touching his own person. We
here do prove our most excellent king Edward, to be our most lawful king both by nativity, and country, yea, & now appointed
in these our days to deliver vs from the danger and captivity of Egypt and wicked Pharaoh, that is from [tyranny] and ignorance
and the devilish antichrist the Pope of Rome.74
John Calvin:
What occurred in the days of Saul is visible in these days, God’s bitter enemies most wickedly and shamefully occupying his
sanctuary. The Pope would not be Antichrist if he did not sit in the temple of God, (2 Thess. 2:4.) Having, by his vile pollutions,
converted all temples into brothels, let us endeavour as much as we can to purge them, and prepare them for the pure worship
of God.75
Henreich Bullinger:
But the pope’s champions dispute, that it is for the profit and salvation, yea, necessary for the church, to have some one bishop
to have preeminence over the other, both in dignity and power. But let them dispute and set forth this their idol as they please:
they which will simply confess the truth must needs freely acknowledge, that the pope is antichrist; for that which these men
babble of the supremacy of the pope is flatly repugnant to the doctrine of the gospel and of the apostles.76
George Gillespie, A Dispute Against the English Popish Ceremonies (Dallas, TX: Naphtali Press, revised 2013) 172
George Gillespie, A Treatise of Miscellany Questions Early English Books Online (Edinburgh: Gedeon Lithgovv ... for George Svvintoun, 1649), 281.
72 Wilhelmus A’Brakel, The Christian’s Reasonable Service, ed. Joel R. Beeke, trans. Bartel Elshout, vol. 2 (Grand Rapids, MI: Reformation Heritage
Books, 1993), 43–44.
73 William Perkins, A Cloud of Faithfull Witnesses, Leading to the Heauenly Canaan, Or, A Commentarie Vpon the 11 Chapter to the Hebrewes Preached in Cambridge
by That Godly, and Iudicious Divine, M. William Perkins Early English Books Online (At London: Humfrey Lownes, for Leo. Greene, 1607), 469–470.
74 Hugh Latimer, 27 Sermons Preached by the Ryght Reuerende Father in God and Constant Matir [sic] of Iesus Christe, Maister Hugh Latimer Early English
Books Online (Imprinted at London: By Iohn Day, dwelling ouer Aldersgate. Cum gratia & priuilegio Regiae Maiestatis, per septennium, 1562), 22.
75 John Calvin and James Anderson, Commentary on the Book of Psalms, vol. 4 (Bellingham, WA: Logos Bible Software, 2010), 387.
76 Henry Bullinger, The Decades of Henry Bullinger: The Fifth Decade, ed. Thomas Harding (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1852), 122.
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Martin Luther:
We should also place before our eyes this admonition of the 78th Psalm, and should thoroughly consider the example of the
children of Israel, who so soon forgot their deliverance out of Egypt. For we also may well rejoice, that now, in our days, we
have restored to us again God’s Word gloriously bright and clear; so that we should shew this inestimable treasure to our
children’s children, and how we are delivered and freed from the kingdom of Antichrist, the Pope of Rome, and from the
traditions of men, which was a right Egyptian captivity, yea, a Babylonian imprisonment; in which our fore-fathers were worse
tormented and plagued than the children of Israel were in Egypt.77
John Knox:
The Pope is an Antichrist, and so is no member of Christis misticall body.78
the Realm of Scotland (all praise to God) has refused the Pape, that Roman Antichrist; and not only be preaching, bot also be
the public laws, has dampened his tyrannical laws, his odious superstitions, and usurped jurisdiction.79
Thomas Adams:
I hope they will not confess their Pope Antichrist, to have us grant them a true church. Therefore some of them have affirmed,
Hominem non Christianum posse esse Romanum pontificem. And would not he be a strange head of Christ’s church that is not a true
member of Christ’s body? But, howsoever, their argument holds not; for it is one thing to be in the church, another thing to
be of the church. Antichrist sits in that place, not as a member of the church, but as a usurper. So the pirate sits in the merchant’s
ship, yet hath no right to it.80
Thomas Goodwin:
And this man of sin he means is antichrist, the pope and his deceiving clergy, the whole body of them, who for so many ages
should be able to deceive the whole world, as their multitude, those deceived, are termed, Rom. 13:3, and to continue and
prevail throughout many and many ages after these Thessalonians should be in their graves, being at this day, and to make up
the greater part of the European world.81
Thomas Boston:
That the Pope is Antichrist, and that man of sin, who shews himself as if he were God, by commanding things contrary to and
inconsistent with the moral law, 2 Thess. 2:3, 4. The Papists add canons and traditions to the moral law, as if it were in itself an
imperfect rule of manners. This is taxing God’s wisdom and goodness, as if he knew not to make his own laws, or would not
give a sufficient and complete rule to his creatures. This is a provoking sin in the sight of God; and a most dangerous thing it
is to add to or impair his holy law. See Rev. 22:18, 19.82
Ebenezer Erskine:
If Christ be the sole manager of his Father’s house, and doth all the glory of it hang upon him? then it ill becomes any crowned
head to wear the jewel of supremacy in and over the church, which is the house of the living God, save he only whom God
hath anointed King over his holy hill of Zion. The Pope, or Antichrist, pretended to this supremacy; and when King Henry
VIII. of England renounced the Pope’s jurisdiction, he took that jewel of the crown of Christ, and set it in his own crown, and
got himself proclaimed head in all causes, not only civil, but ecclesiastic, and the oath of supremacy imposed in consequence
thereof upon the subjects of England, and there it stands to this day.83
Princeton Theological Review:
The pope is Antichrist for this reason chiefly, that, unlike Lucifer, who wished only to be on an equality with God, he arrogates
to himself the exclusive right to interpret the Scriptures and therefore places himself above God.84
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78 John Knox, The Works of John Knox, vol. 1 (Edinburgh: J. Thin, 1854), 194.
79 Ibid. 487.
80 Thomas Adams and Joseph Angus, The Works of Thomas Adams: Being the Sum of His Sermons, Meditations, and Other Divine and Moral Discourses, ed.
Thomas Smith, vol. 2, Nichol’s Series of Standard Divines: Puritan Period (Edinburgh; London; Dublin: James Nichol; James Nisbet and Co.; W.
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George and Robert King, 1848), 64–65.
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