Jim,

   I appreciate your email which I believe you copied from some catholic apologetic site.  Regardless, I do wish to address many of your points below in your lengthy study.  I have already covered most of these issues on my site and obviously you did not look at those pages or you would have known and not included such a detailed list as you have.  I don’t mind discussing all these things with you but I have already addressed them many times over and feel like I am spending way too much time in redundant issues.  

However even though you did not do the study below on your own but rather copied it from another site I will address the errors.  I have left your email intact and will make my comments as I come to areas of disagreement (which would be most all of it but I will not address each issue due to time and the fact that as I said I have already addressed most all of these things on my site) by inserting my comments in red.  That is why I have attached this document in MS Word so that the distinction could be made, as it is lost in most email and server transitions.  I have not changed any of the content of your original email the only thing I have done is “Bolded” the topic headings so that it is clear as to what is being addressed.  

Thanks again for your patience with me in responding to this and without further delay, let us begin.

I want to start by listing several verses that I believe aptly apply to the catholic church:

Mark 7:7

"Howbeit in vain do they worship me, teaching for doctrines the commandments of men." 

Mark 7:9

"And he said unto them, Full well ye reject the commandment of God, that ye may keep your own tradition." 

Mark 7:13

"Making the word of God of none effect through your tradition, which ye have delivered: and many such like things do ye."

Colossians 2:8

"Beware lest any man spoil you through philosophy and vain deceit, after the tradition of men, after the rudiments of the world, and not after Christ." 
This is my brief assertion of what the catholic church and its leadership have done:

      It is easy to make erroneous doctrines when you pick and choose which parts of the Bible you want to believe or not.  When you take pieces of the foundation away, soon the whole building collapses.  By not accepting the final and complete authority of the Bible it opens the door for the catholic leaders to introduce any and all kinds of absurd doctrines and traditions that are totally opposed to the Biblical truth.  They justify their actions by saying that their “traditions” are necessary to subsidize “THEIR” version of truth.  The four scriptures above should be crystal clear to any honest observer and act as a mirror to perfectly display exactly what the catholic leadership is doing.       
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Question: Bible verses that support Catholic teachings

Peter was chosen the first leader of the church

Catholics have always called Peter the first leader of the church. The term "pope" is Italian and means "papa". The official title for the pope is the Bishop of Rome.

Catholics have always called Peter the first pope. Historical documents show that Peter died in Rome under the persecution of the Roman emperor Nero. Peter asked to be cruicified upside down as not be be cruicified in the same way as his Lord.

Jim

   The key word you used above is that “catholics” have always considered Peter to be the first pope.  To that I agree, it has always been just the “catholics” that believe that.  

Matthew 16: 17-20

Jesus said to him in reply,"Blessed are you, Simon son of Jonah. For flesh and blood has not revealed this to you, but my heavenly father. And so I say to you, you are Peter, and upon this rock I will build my church, and the gates of the netherworld shall not prevail against it. I will give you the keys to the kingdom of heaven.

Whatever you bind on earth shall be bound in heaven; and whatever you loose on earth shall be loosed in heaven. The he strictly ordered his disciples to tell no one that he was the Messiah.

Jim

   Anyone can take one section of scripture and twist what is being said and make a doctrine out of it.  This is the main pillar that catholics use as their grand statement that Peter was dubbed the first pope.  There are two words that need to be addressed here to clarify the error.  Jesus calls Peter “petros” which is a small stone, and then Jesus says on this ROCK which is “petra” meaning massive rock, I will build my church.  Jesus is that “massive ROCK” and Peter even agrees to that in his own book: 

1 Peter 2:4-8:

 4 As you come to him, the living Stone—rejected by men but chosen by God and precious to him— 5 you also, like living stones, are being built into a spiritual house to be a holy priesthood, offering spiritual sacrifices acceptable to God through Jesus Christ. 6 For in Scripture it says:

   "See, I lay a stone in Zion, a chosen and precious cornerstone, and the one who trusts in him will never be put to shame." 7 Now to you who believe, this stone is precious. But to those who do not believe, "The stone the builders rejected has become the capstone, 8 and, "A stone that causes men to stumble and a rock that makes them fall." They stumble because they disobey the message—which is also what they were destined for.

Peter does not claim to be the “rock” here, but is sure to clarify that Jesus is that rock.  Peter also says that those who “BELIEVE” in this ROCK, which is clearly Christ and not himself.  Peter tells us that we are to be “LIKE” living stones which involves us becoming as much like Christ as possible.  That was Jesus’ command to all of us.  Notice that even Peter directs us to imitate Christ and not himself.  What Jesus was saying He was going to build HIS church on if you read it in context was the profession of faith in what Peter said.  The fact that Jesus was the messiah, the son of the living God, this is the profession of faith the church is built on.  That was and is what the church is based upon, not a fallible man as Peter was, but a truth based on faith in Christ being the Messiah and the only Son of God.  

In fact you will never find Peter ever in the scripture claiming himself to be the head of the church.  Paul most certainly would disagree with that and does indeed in his own books.  Paul clearly states that the ROCK is Christ and not Peter.

1 Corinthians 10: 1-4

1 For I do not want you to be ignorant of the fact, brothers, that our forefathers were all under the cloud and that they all passed through the sea. 2 They were all baptized into Moses in the cloud and in the sea. 3 They all ate the same spiritual food 4 and drank the same spiritual drink; for they drank from the spiritual rock that accompanied them, and that rock was Christ.

You see Jim, the fact of the matter is that scripture does not agree with the catholic twisting of this scripture as to who the ROCK was referring to.  Paul makes it doubly clear in another scripture:

Ephesians 2:20

19 Consequently, you are no longer foreigners and aliens, but fellow citizens with God's people and members of God's household, 20 built on the foundation of the apostles and prophets, with Christ Jesus himself as the chief cornerstone.

Notice two things here, first Paul makes it clear that the foundation was built on “apostles and prophets” and both these are plural.  It was not on one man, Peter as catholic’s proclaim.  Once again it is verified by scripture also that Christ Jesus is the ROCK and not Peter.

Paul again clarifies that the church is headed by Christ and not Peter.

Ephesians 5: 22-32

22 Wives, submit to your husbands as to the Lord. 23 For the husband is the head of the wife as Christ is the head of the church, his body, of which he is the Savior. 24 Now as the church submits to Christ, so also wives should submit to their husbands in everything. 25 Husbands, love your wives, just as Christ loved the church and gave himself up for her 26 to make her holy, cleansing her by the washing with water through the word, 27 and to present her to himself as a radiant church, without stain or wrinkle or any other blemish, but holy and blameless. 28 In this same way, husbands ought to love their wives as their own bodies. He who loves his wife loves himself. 29 After all, no one ever hated his own body, but he feeds and cares for it, just as Christ does the church— 30 for we are members of his body. 31 "For this reason a man will leave his father and mother and be united to his wife, and the two will become one flesh." 32 This is a profound mystery—but I am talking about Christ and the church.

I don’t want to belabor the point but I want to show that scripture does not support the catholic teaching that PETER is the ROCK that was spoken of and that PETER is the HEAD of the Church.  Paul makes it clear again:

Ephesians 1:22

And God placed all things under his feet and appointed him to be head over everything for the church,

And again:

Colossians 1:18

And he is the head of the body, the church; he is the beginning and the firstborn from among the dead, so that in everything he might have the supremacy.

It is abundantly clear from the scriptures that the Bible does not agree with the catholic teaching of Peter being the “Rock” and the “Head” of the church.  I also find it ironic that catholic’s are quick to claim Peter as the first pope and leader of the church yet Paul seemed to be more qualified than Peter.  In fact Paul had to confront Peter because of a hypocritical error.
Galatians 2:11

When Peter came to Antioch, I opposed him to his face, because he was clearly in the wrong.

It is also worth noting that the Bible does not list a “pope” but rather lists the offices that Jesus requires in the church as:

Ephesians 4:11-12

It was he who gave some to be apostles, some to be prophets, some to be evangelists, and some to be pastors and teachers, 12 to prepare God's people for works of service, so that the body of Christ may be built up

Among these offices it does not even mention a “pope.”

To be fair though the Bible does speak of a Bishop along with a Deacon and it is clearly not what the catholic church has either.

1 Timothy 3:1-4 & 10-12

1 Here is a trustworthy saying: If anyone sets his heart on being a bishop he desires a noble task. 2 Now the bishop must be above reproach, the husband of but one wife, temperate, self-controlled, respectable, hospitable, able to teach, 3 not given to drunkenness, not violent but gentle, not quarrelsome, not a lover of money. 4 He must manage his own family well and see that his children obey him with proper respect. 10 They must first be tested; and then if there is nothing against them, let them serve as deacons. 11 In the same way, their wives are to be women worthy of respect, not malicious talkers but temperate and trustworthy in everything. 12 A deacon must be the husband of but one wife and must manage his children and his household well.

According to the Biblical office the “bishop” can be married and I would even say that it is better if they are.  It also says that “anyone” can set his goal on being a bishop.  Quite a contrast to the catholic church that forbids any leaders to marry or have a family.  Why is it so hard for catholic’s to see what the Bible clearly says and how their “church” is violating scripture so blatantly?  Look at what Timothy says and see if it does not apply to exactly what the catholic church is doing.
1 Timothy 4: 1-3

1 The Spirit clearly says that in later times some will abandon the faith and follow deceiving spirits and things taught by demons. 2 Such teachings come through hypocritical liars, whose consciences have been seared as with a hot iron. 3 They forbid people to marry and order them to abstain from certain foods, which God created to be received with thanksgiving by those who believe and who know the truth.

Not only does this describe the catholic teachings but look at what the Bible says is directing these doctrines!
I did not intend on spending so much time on your first scripture reference but it is important to expose the error.  I believe all the scriptures I listed clearly expose those errors as associated with the way the catholic church interprets the verse in question.  

John 21: 15-17

When they had finished breakfast, Jesus said to Simon Peter, "Simon, son of John, do you love me more than these?" He said to him, " Yes, Lord, you know that I love you." He said to him, "Feed my lambs (followers)." He then said a second time, " Simon, son of John, do you love me?" He said to him,"Yes, Lord, you know that I love you." He said to him, "Tend my sheep (priests)" He said to him the third time, " Simon, son of John, do you love me?" Peter was distressed that he had said to him a third time "Do you love me?" and he said to him, "Lord, you know everything; you know that I love you." Jesus said to him, "Feed my sheep."

Acts 15:7

After much debate had taken place, Peter took the floor and said to them, "Brothers, you know well enough that from the early days God selected me from your number to be the one from whose lips the Gentiles would hear the message of the gospel and believe."

I would like to address the scripture you use above in John 21.  First of all I see you inserted priests in the second time Jesus asked Peter the question.  That is not accurate and this whole scene has nothing to do with Peter’s leadership position but rather his heart.  Jesus asked him three times to remind him of the three denials.  It was Jesus’ way of letting Peter know that it was necessary to put that behind him now and focus on evangelizing the world.

As for the second scripture from Acts 15, that does not establish Peter’s leadership role either.  He was simply stating what God had called him to do and it was actually Paul that would become the greatest missionary to the Gentiles not Peter.  Peter was used first to reach them but it was later taken over by Paul and he was the one that established all the Gentile churches, not Peter.    
Jesus gives Peter and his disciples the power to forgive sins

Jesus gave his disciples the ability to forgive sins which has been passed down to other bishops in the church who passed it down to the priests. The passing down from disciples to bishops to priests over the centuries is called apostolic procession.

Matthew 16 :19 

(to Peter) I will give you the keys of the kingdom of heaven. Whatever you bind on earth shall be bound in heaven; and whatever you loose on earth shall be loosed in heaven.

John 20:21-23

(to his disciples) Jesus said to them again, "Peace be with you. As the father has sent me, so I send you. And when he said this, he breathed on them and said to them, "Receive the holy spirit. Whose sins you forgive are forgiven them, and whose sins you retain are retained.

John 17

Prayer for the disciples

James 5:16

Declare your sins to one another and pray for one another that you may find healing.

I want to start by asking a question.  When Jesus sent out the disciples did He give them power to forgive sins?  They had power to heal, cast out demons, and perform miracles yet they did not forgive sins!  

Nowhere in Matthew 10:1-8, Mark 6:7-13, Luke 9:1-6 or Luke 10, do you find they were given power to forgive anyone's sins.  Their message and commission was to preach that..."the kingdom of heaven is at hand."
The reason the Kingdom was "at hand" was because the King was here. 
Matthew 1:21 

"He (Christ) shall save his people from their sins." John the Baptist proclaimed in John 1:29, behold the Lamb of God who takes away the sins of the world.

The Seventy in Luke 10 were given the same power to perform miracles (verses 9,17,19,20).  Notice carefully, as you read Luke 10, NOWHERE do you find the Seventy being given the power to forgive sins.  Their message to their own nation was that Jesus Christ was their Saviour and Messiah.  
Luke 2:11

"For unto you is born this day in the city of David a SAVIOUR, WHICH IS CHRIST THE LORD."
Christ's crucifixion and resurrection was God's payment for our sins.  Paul declared this to the Ephesians...

Ephesians 1:7
"In whom we have redemption through his blood, the forgiveness of sins, according to the riches of his grace." 
THE "KEYS" AND "BINDING AND LOOSING"

The same guarantee of God backing up His Word from Heaven, is in Christ's Words to Peter in Matthew 16:19

"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."

Vine's Expository Dictionary of Greek New Testament Words has this to say in reference to the word "bind":

"The Lord's words to the Apostle Peter in Matthew 16:19 as to binding, and to all the disciples in 18:18 signify, in the former case, that the Apostle, by his ministry of the Word of life, would keep unbelievers outside the kingdom of God; and admit those who believed."

The "keys" spoken of in Matthew 16:19 were first used by Peter on the day of Pentecost, as recorded in Acts 2.  Nowhere did Peter or the Eleven ever even HINT that they could or would forgive anyone's sins!  The whole chapter is a testimony concerning Christ, the resurrection and His forgiveness.  Here are Peter's words in verse 21;
Acts 2:21

" And it shall come to pass, that whosoever shall call on the name of the Lord shall be saved." 

They were saved because of the Word of God Peter preached.  They were then baptized as a public testimony of their faith.  Notice Peter's words in 
Acts 2:41
"Then they that gladly received his word were baptized: and the same day there were added unto them about 3,000 souls."

Peter used the "keys" (symbolic of God's Word) again in Acts 10.  God sent Peter to the Gentile named Cornelius, to show the Jews that the Gentiles could be saved also.  Read Chapter 10 and nowhere do you find Peter EVER claiming the power to forgive anyone's sins.  Peter directed the lost to Christ and Him alone.  Here are Peter's Words in 
Acts 10:43

"To him (Christ) give all the prophets witness, that through his (Christ's) name whosoever BELIEVETH IN HIM (Christ) SHALL RECEIVE REMISSION OF SINS."

When God's servants preach His Word on earth, it will divide and those who believe it are saved and those who do not are lost.  His Word is so powerful it will divide as a sharp two-edged sword (Hebrews 4:12).  Isaiah 55:11 declares that His Word will not return unto Him void and empty.  Those in Matthew 16:10 that are bound on earth are those who have believed the Word and are saved.  They have the promises of the Lamb of God (who takes away the sins of the world who happens to be Jesus), that in Heaven He will make good the promises that He gave on earth.  The same goes for those who reject God's Word (John 3:36).  Even though many do not believe in Christ, the Word of God or Hell, it will not alter God's faithfulness to His Word when they face Him and He pronounces their end sentence in 
Matthew 25:41

"...Depart from me, ye cursed, into everlasting fire, prepared for the devil and his angels."
Then they will realize that, not in all the New Testament nor in Peter's two epistles, was there the notion or claim of Peter forgiving anyone's sin.  Who will you believe man or God?  
Romans 3:4 makes it perfectly clear concerning God's Word

"God forbid: yea, let God be true, but every man a liar..."
Again, God’s word is very clear that there is no need for a priest to be a mediator for Jesus.  There is no mediation necessary because Jesus has fulfilled all things.

1 Timothy 2:5
"For there is one God, and ONE MEDIATOR between God and men, the man CHRIST JESUS."
  

Romans 8:34
"Who is he that condemneth? It is Christ that died, yea rather, that is risen again, who is even at the right hand of God, WHO ALSO MAKETH INTERCESSION FOR US.
  

John 14:6
"Jesus saith unto him, I am the way, the truth, and the life: NO MAN COMETH UNTO THE FATHER, BUT BY ME."
  

Hebrews 7:25
"Wherefore he is able also to save them to the uttermost that come unto God by him (Christ), seeing he (Christ) ever liveth to MAKE INTERCESSION FOR THEM."
  

1 John 2:1
"My little children, these things write I unto you, that ye sin not. And if any man sin, we have an ADVOCATE with the Father, JESUS CHRIST the righteous:
  

Isaiah 53:12
"...and he (Christ) bare the sin of many, and made INTERCESSION FOR THE TRANSGRESSORS." 

One would have to outright deny the Word of God and call Jesus Christ a liar by not acknowledging that Christ is the only mediator and He alone is the only One Who can forgive our sins.  Isaiah describes the lost condition of man and what our Wonderful Saviour did for us.  
Isaiah 53:5-6

"But he (Christ) was wounded for our transgressions, he was bruised for our iniquities: the chastisement of our peace was upon him (Christ); and with his stripes we are healed.  All we like sheep have gone astray; we have turned every one to his own way; and the LORD hath laid on him (Christ) THE INIQUITY OF US ALL."

The only One who can forgive sins is the One Who paid for our sins and that is Jesus Christ.  The only true and absolute peace a person can posses concerning eternal life comes from Jesus Christ and His payment for sin.  Paul makes this perfectly clear in 
Romans 5:1

"Therefore being justified by faith, we HAVE PEACE with God through our Lord Jesus Christ."

Scriptures are all that is necessary for those who have a sincere desire to know the truth.  Let me list some more that emphasize that Jesus is the only one to forgive sins.  
Mark 2:10
"But that ye may know that the Son of man (Christ) hath power on earth to forgive sins..."
  

Luke 5:20
"And when he (Christ) saw their faith, he (Christ) said unto him, Man, thy sins are forgiven thee.
  

Matthew 9:6
"But that ye may know that the Son of man (Christ) hath power on earth to forgive sins..."
  

Ephesians 4:32
"And be ye kind one to another, tenderhearted, forgiving one another, even as God for Christ's sake hath forgiven you."
  

Colossians 2:13
"And you, being dead in your sins and the uncircumcision of your flesh, hath he quickened together with him (Christ), having forgiven you ALL TRESPASSES."
  

1 Corinthians 15:3
"For I delivered unto you first of all that which I also received, how that Christ died for our sins according to the scriptures."
  

1 Peter 3:18
"For Christ also hath once suffered for sins, the just for the unjust, that he (Christ) might bring us to God, being put to death in the flesh, but quickened by the Spirit."
  

John 1:29
"The next day John seeth Jesus coming unto him, and saith, Behold the Lamb of God, which taketh away the sin of the world." (I don't see anything in this verse that indicates the priest is the one who takes away sin).
  

Romans 11:27
"For this is my covenant unto them, when I (Christ) shall take away their sins."
  

Acts 13:38
"Be it known unto you therefore, men and brethren, that through this man (Christ) is preached unto you the forgiveness of sins." 

NOWHERE in the New Testament can you find one case where any of the Apostles ever forgave anyone's sin.  They always pointed their listeners to Jesus Christ.  If not one of the Apostles ever made that claim, then those today claiming that power have placed themselves above the Apostles, and equal with Jesus Christ Himself.  What a dangerous place to be when you claim to be as God, it seems to me that Lucifer did the same thing.
It is abundantly clear in scripture that ONLY Christ alone has the power to forgive sins.

Luke 7 

47 "Wherefore I (Christ) say unto thee, Her sins, which are many, are forgiven..." 
48  Christ assures this woman her sins have been forgiven:

"And he (Christ) said unto her, THY SINS ARE FORGIVEN."
  

In vs.50 the Lord gives the reason the woman's sins were forgiven.  It is on the same basis that our sins are forgiven, our FAITH IN HIM, and not in a priest.  No priest ever died for your sins, but Christ did.

50  "And he (Christ) said to the woman, Thy FAITH hath saved thee; go in peace." 

The Lord Jesus Christ forgave sins while He was on the earth, and is still the only One who can forgive sins today.  Every priest is a sinner themselves, and needs forgiveness.  Notice God's indictment on mankind in 
Romans 3:23

"For all have sinned, and come short of the glory of God."
The Bible says "ALL have sinned"; and I cannot find where it says, "ALL, but priests."  "Coming short of the glory of God" literally means falling short of being as righteous as God, Himself.  Therefore, Romans 3:24&25 tell us how and why we have remission of sins...

Romans 3:24-25
"Being justified freely by his grace through the redemption that is in Christ Jesus: Whom God hath set forth to be a propitiation through faith in his (Christ's) blood, to declare his righteousness for the remission of sins that are past, through the forbearance of God."
Where do you find anything about a priest being able to remit your sins?  Ask your priest if he is trusting Jesus Christ as the payment for his sin.  The leaders go to Heaven the same way the congregation does; that is through Christ and Him alone.  If the answer is "Yes," then ask him why you cannot go directly to Christ the same as he does?

The only One Who can forgive sin is the One Who is sinless.  
2 Corinthians declares that Christ was without sin

2 Corinthians 5:21
"For he hath made him (Christ) to be sin (i.e. the payment for sin) for us, WHO KNEW NO SIN; that we might be made the righteousness of God in him."
Would any priest dare to claim they are sinless?  Remember, only the One Who is without sin can forgive those who are sinners, and that is Christ Jesus.  By making the claim they can forgive sins, they are actually placing themselves on equality with Christ and being sinless themselves.  
1 John 1:8-10
"If we say that we have no sin, we deceive ourselves, and the truth is not in us." 9 "If we confess our sins, he (Christ) is faithful and just to forgive us our sins, and to cleanse us from all unrighteousness." 10 "If we say that we have not sinned, we make him a liar, and his (Christ's) word is not in us." 
Who are we to confess sins to?  Answer: Jesus Christ.
  

Who is faithful to forgive our sins?  Answer: Jesus Christ.
  

Who is able to cleanse us from all unrighteousness?  Answer: Jesus Christ.
  

Should any priest even hint that they, themselves, are without sin, God says they are SELF DECEIVED (v.8), and make God a liar (v.10). 

Christ encountered these same types of religious leaders in His day and levied a stern rebuke against them.  
Matthew 23:13

" But woe unto you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites! for ye shut up the kingdom of heaven against men: for ye neither go in yourselves, neither suffer ye them that are entering to go in."
Fact: The priest who asks you to trust him as God's representative to forgive your sins has placed himself as mediator between you and God.  God's Word clearly states that there is only ONE mediator between man and God and it is Jesus, not a priest. 

1 Timothy 2:5
"For there is one God, and ONE MEDIATOR between God and men, the man Christ Jesus."
If you are one who is trusting the catholic priest to forgive sins, instead of Jesus Christ, you will spend eternity separated from God according to Matthew 23:13.  

Christ called the Scribes and Pharisees "Hypocrites" because they were aware that what they were teaching the people was not true.  Christ knew this and that is why He labeled them correctly.  Your priest may appear to be very humble and sincere on the surface, but when he tells you that he can forgive your sins, his true character is then exposed.  Christ had this to say in Matthew 23:27 

"...for ye are like unto whited sepulchres, which indeed appear beautiful outward, BUT are within full of dead men's bones, and of all uncleanness."
If you believe the false teaching of today's modern "scribes and pharisees," you will not enter the Kingdom of Heaven.  "...For ye shut up the Kingdom of Heaven against men..." (Matthew 23:13)
  

These false teachers are not saved and will not enter the Kingdom of Heaven themselves either.  "...For ye neither go in yourselves..." (Matthew 23:13) 

Who do these priests confess their sins to?  Do they forgive themselves?  Have you ever heard one of these priests telling their congregation who they profess their sins to?  Why not ask them?
  

In Luke 23:43, it was Jesus Christ Who forgave the thief on the cross next to Him.  He didn't call for the religious leaders or the priest, did he?  Only Christ could assure this thief that his sins were forgiven and give him the absolute assurance that "TODAY SHALT THOU BE WITH ME IN PARADISE."  Who are you going to trust for your salvation, the Catholic priest, or JESUS CHRIST?
  

There is only one Person Who can forgive your sin.  There is only one Person Who paid for your sin.  There is only one Person Who is your Mediator, and there is only one Person Who can give you eternal life.  That Person is the LORD JESUS CHRIST.  Whether you go to Heaven or Hell depends on who you want to believe, the Catholic priest, or THE LORD JESUS CHRIST.

John 14:6
"Jesus saith unto him (or you), I am the way, the truth, and the life: no man cometh unto the Father, but by me." 
1 John 5:13
"These things have I written unto you that believe on the name of the Son of God; that ye may know that ye have eternal life, and that ye may believe on the name of the Son of God." 

Again, I did not intend to get so in-depth with this and I can see it is going to be hard to keep this short.  I cannot abbreviate the truth though and it is vitally important that you and all catholics see what the Word of God says regarding the many errors in this doctrine. 

Salvation, Faith and Good Works

Many christian churches believe that is by "faith alone" that we are saved by God.  The word "alone" was added into the book of Romans in the bible by Martin Luther during the reformation and created a new doctrine. The "works" mentioned in the book of Romans refers to the works of the Jewish law such as dietary and circumcision, not works of christian charity. In Romans 3:28 says "For we consider that a person is justified by faith apart from "works of the law"." 

Catholics have always believed that you must believe in Christ and live as Christ asked us to before you are admitted to heaven and if that is not accomplished, salvation can be lost. Although "works" by themselves will not get a person eternal life, they are included along with faith as being necessary for eternal life. 

The one big difference in how protestants and catholics see salvation is when

salvation actually begins. In the protestant belief, a person accepts christ at a given moment and is saved and no matter what he does he can not lose salvation. In the catholic church, salvation begins at a given point in time and a person must continue to strive to follow Christ throughout their entire life with salvation coming at the end of their life. A person can lose salvation if they reject Christ or his teachings. It is interesting to note that the concept of "once saved always saved" is not in the bible. 

Matthew 5:17-20

Do not think that I have come to abolish the law or the prophets. I have not come to abolish the law but to fulfill the law. Amen, I say to you, until heaven and earth pass away, not the smallest letter or the smallest part of a letter will pass from the law, until all things have taken place. Therefore, whoever breaks one of the least of these commandments and teaches others to do so will be called least in the kingdom of heaven. But whoever obeys and teaches these commandments will be called greatest in the kingdom of heaven. I tell you, unless your righteousness surpasses that of the scribes and Pharisees, you will not enter into the kingdom of heaven.

Luke 10:25-28

"Teacher what must I do to have everlasting life?" Jesus answered him, "What is

written in the law?" He replied, " Love God with all your heart and soul." Jesus said, "Correct. Do this and you shall live."

Luke 18:18-27

"Good teacher. What must I do to share in everlasting life?" Jesus said, "You know the commandments, you shall not commit adultery; you shall not kill; you shall not steal; you shall not bear false witness; honor your mother and father." And he replied, " All of these I have observed from my youth." When Jesus heard this he said to him," There is one thing left for you; sell all that you own and give to the poor and you will have treasure in heaven. Then come follow me." 

Matthew 19:16-22

"Teacher what good must I do to possess everlasting life?" Jesus replied "If you wish to enter into life, keep the commandments."

John 5:24

I solemnly assure you the man who hears my word and has faith in him who sent me (God) possesses eternal life. 

John 12:44-50

Jesus cried out and said, "Whoever believes in me believes not only in me but also in the one that sent me and whoever sees me, sees the one who sent me. I came into the world as light, so that everyone who believes in me might not remain in darkness. And if anyone hears my words and does not observe them, I do not condemn him, for I did not come to condemn the world but to save the world. Whoever rejects me and does not accept my words has something to judge him: the word that I spoke, it will condemn him on the last day, and because I did not speak on my own, but the Father who sent me commanded me what to say and speak. And I know that his commandment is eternal life. So, what I say, I say as the Father told me.

Romans 2:6-8

God will give to each person according to what he has done. To those who by

persistence in doing good seek glory, honor and immortality, he will give eternal life. But to those who follow evil, there will be wrath and anger.

John 3:16 

For God so loved the world that he gave his only begotten son that whoever believes on him should not perish but have everlasting life.

James 2:14 -26

My brothers, what good is it to profess faith without practicing it?

Such faith has no power to save has it? You must perceive that a person is justified by his works and not by faith alone. Be assured that faith without works is as dead as a body without breath.

Luke 6: 46-47

Why do you call me Lord, Lord but not do what I command? I will show you what

someone is like who comes to me, listens to my words and acts on them.

Matthew 7:21

Not everyone who calls me "Lord, Lord" will enter the kingdom of heaven, but only the one who does the will of my Father in heaven. Many will say to me on that day, "Lord, Lord, did we not prophesy in your name? Did we not drive out demons in your name? Did we not do mighty deeds in your name? Then I will declare to them solemnly, "I never knew you. Depart from me, you evildoers."

Revelations 22:12

Behold I am coming soon. I bring with me the recompense I will give to each

according to his deeds.

Phillipians 2:12

Work out your salvation with fear and trembling.

Matthew 10:22

He that endures to the end will be saved.

Matthew 22:14 

"Many are invited, but few are chosen."

Luke 13:24

Strive to enter through the narrow gate for many, I tell you many will attempt to enter but will not be strong enough.

Jim,

   I agree with every scripture you listed above and apparently you have not looked at my site at all.  If you had you would know that I most certainly do not believe in “eternal security/salvation” as many Protestant churches do.  In fact you will find that doctrine is mainly in the Baptist churches.  However, I do not agree with you on the “works” part of your doctrine.

   There are many scriptures that clearly tell us that our salvation is solely based on our faith in Christ alone.  You also promote a lie by claiming that Martin Luther inserted the word “alone” in Romans.  Regardless, I do not wish to argue about that point here.  I do agree that our faith is a process that starts when we accept Christ as our Lord and Savior and ends at death when we have faithfully followed Him the best we can.  
    The moment you attach “works” to your salvation you have immediately taken away from the work of Jesus on the Cross.  It was His work alone that saves us and His Blood alone that cleanses us.  The “works” that we do as a Christian are solely a result of our obedience to His will and not for reward.  I would like to list some of the scriptures that are very clear on this issue.

Ephesians 2:8-9

“For by grace are ye saved through faith; and that not of yourselves: it is the gift of God: Not of works, lest any man should boast.” 

Romans 11:6

“And if by grace, then is it no more of works: otherwise grace is no more grace. But if it be of works, then is it no more grace: otherwise work is no more work.” 

2 Timothy 1:8-9

“…according to the power of God, Who hath saved us, and called us with an holy calling, not according to our works, but according to his own purpose and grace, which was given us in Christ Jesus before the world began…” 

Paul said that if people rely on good works for their salvation, then the death of Jesus Christ does not benefit them. If we could be saved by following the law, then it would not have been necessary for Christ to die for us. 
Paul said: 

Galatians 2:21

“I do not frustrate the grace of God: for if righteousness come by the law, then Christ is dead in vain.” 

The problem with trying to fulfill the law is that it is impossible. Nobody can fulfill all of it all of the time. 
Galatians 3:10-13
“For as many as are of the works of the law are under the curse: for it is written, Cursed is every one that continueth not in all things which are written in the book of the law to do them. But that no man is justified by the law in the sight of God, it is evident: for, The just shall live by faith. And the law is not of faith: but The man that doeth them shall live in them. Christ hath redeemed us from the curse of the law, being made a curse for us: for it is written, Cursed is every one that hangeth on a tree…” 

According to the Bible, our righteousness can only come from Jesus Christ, not from our own efforts to make ourselves righteous. If we try to earn our salvation by means of our own good works, then we wind up rejecting the salvation that God wants to freely give us. The righteousness of Christians comes through Jesus Christ. We are not capable of establishing our own righteousness by fulfilling the law, or by doing good works. 
Romans 4:3-8
“For what saith the scripture? Abraham believed God, and it was counted to him for righteousness. Now to him that worketh is the reward not reckoned of grace, but of debt. But to him that worketh not, but believeth on him that justifieth the ungodly, his faith is counted for righteousness. Even as David also describeth the blessedness of the man, unto whom God imputeth righteousness without works, Saying, Blessed are they whose iniquities are forgiven, and whose sins are covered. Blessed is the man to whom the Lord will not impute sin.” 

Romans 10:2-4
“For I bear them record that they have a zeal of God, but not according to knowledge. For they being ignorant of God’s righteousness, and going about to establish their own righteousness, have not submitted themselves unto the righteousness of God. For Christ is the end of the law for righteousness to every one that believeth. 

The Apostle Paul discussed the problem of “Judaizers.” These men said that circumcision was necessary for salvation, and that Christians should follow the Jewish law. Paul called that slavery. He said that the end result is that people fall from grace, and Christ’s death on the cross does not benefit them. Paul exhorted the Christians in Galatia, saying: 

Galatians 5:1-4

“Stand fast therefore in the liberty wherewith Christ hath made us free, and be not entangled again with the yoke of bondage. Behold, I Paul say unto you, that if ye be circumcised, Christ shall profit you nothing. For I testify again to every man that is circumcised, that he is a debtor to do the whole law. Christ is become of no effect unto you, whosoever of you are justified by the law; ye are fallen from grace.” 

The Catholic Church has some things in common with the Judaizers. It says that, in order for people to be saved, in addition to having faith in Jesus, they must also obey laws (official declarations of popes and church councils) and participate in religious rituals (the sacraments). 

Purgatory

The catholic belief about purgatory is that the soul must be perfectly cleansed of all unforgiven sin after death before it can stand before God. Purgatory is a temporary place of cleansing to purge the soul of unforgiven sin. All people inherit original sin from the sin of Adam and Eve. Psalm 51:7 says "True I was born guilty, a sinner, even as my mother conceived me." When Adam and Eve sinned, they broke the covenant with God and therefore died without being eternally with God. When Jesus died on the cross, his death was to reconnect the covenant with God so once again we could have eternal life. Jesus death didn't mean that christians wouldn't have to pay some penalty for unforgiven sin but that the sin wouldn't cause then not to have eternal life one day. 

Revelations 21:27

(nothing unclean shall enter heaven) Nothing profane shall enter it nor anyone who is a liar or has done a detestable act. Only those shall enter whose names are inscribed in the book of the living lamb.

Matthew 5:48

You must be perfect as your heavenly father is perfect.

Matthew 5:8

(Jesus tells us that only the pure of heart will see God.)

Blest are the pure hearted for they shall see God.

1Cor 3:15 

The work of each will come to light, for the day (judgement) will disclose it. It will be revealed with fire (fires of purgatory). And the fire will test the quality of each one's work. If the work stands that someone built upon the foundation (Jesus) that person will receive a wage. But if someone's work is burned up, that one will suffer loss, the person will be saved (and have eternal life) but only as through fire (paying a penalty in purgatory).

1 Peter 3:18-20

(Jesus doesn't need to go to the spirits in heaven and won't go to the spirits in hell. This passage refers to a third place that Jesus goes.)

"It was in the spirit also that he went to preach to the spirits in prison who had disobeyed long ago."

In the Apocrapha are the following passages.

2 Maccabees 12:46

Judas Maccabees was sent to Jerusalem to obtain prayers for the dead so that they would be delivered from their sins. (If the soul is in hell, prayers won't do any good.)

Sirach 7:33 

Do not withhold kindness even for the dead.

Jim,

  We definitely have some issues here:  This doctrine actually is one of the worst because it nullifies the work of Jesus and in my opinion this is outright heresy.  I most certainly will address this topic and with plenty of scripture to prove it is serious error.  I have addressed this on my site with another catholic that emailed me about it.  You can find that information here: http://www.bibleheadquarters.org/Purgatory.html   and I do encourage you to read it as well.  I will be addressing it further below also.
Jesus is ALL THAT IS NEEDED and His one-time sacrifice alone saves us to an eternity with God. Jesus nailed our sins to the cross. He took care of business and left none of it undone. 

1 John 1:7

...the blood of Jesus Christ his Son cleanseth us from all sin. 

Colossians 2:14

[Jesus] Blotting out the handwriting of ordinances that was against us, which was contrary to us, and took it out of the way, nailing it to his cross. - 

Hebrews 10:14

For by one offering he hath perfected for ever them that are sanctified. - 

Colossians 1:14

In whom we have redemption through his blood, even the forgiveness of sins. - 

Jesus said that His crucifixion completes the payment for sin. He hung suspended between the earth and heaven for six hours taking the brutal payment for your wickedness and mine. After He had taken on the sins of this whole wicked world, He said these words just before He died, 

John 19:30

"It is finished."


Everytime a person says, "I gotta go to purgatory to pay for the rest," he calls Jesus a liar. Out of a love that cannot be comprehended, Jesus died for every sin, past, present and future. All we have to do is believe on Him. He said, 

John 6:29
This is the work of God, that ye believe on him whom he hath sent. 

You cannot pay for your sins against God for they are eternal in nature. THAT is why Jesus came. The Everlasting God shed His blood which eternally blots out your transgressions if you'll believe on Jesus Christ. If you think you have anything to offer God outside of believing on Jesus, read on about yourself: 

Isaiah 64:6

But we are all as an unclean thing, and all our righteousnesses are as filthy rags; and we all do fade as a leaf; and our iniquities, like the wind, have taken us away.  

To say, "We must purify ourselves" negates the work that Jesus did and puts our salvation in your own hands. You'll NEVER make it in on your own. Turn while there is time. Believe on the Lord Jesus Christ and thou shalt be saved.

Nowhere in Scripture does it say one will have to undergo "purification" after death. There is no detour to heaven. 

Heb. 9:27

"And as it is appointed unto men once to die, but after this the judgement." -

No amount of purification is necessary in a fictitious place called purgatory. When one accepts Jesus Christ as his Lord and Saviour, he gets the "free gift" of Salvation, and is immediately justified. Justified means to "declare free from blame." If you are a born again believer, your justification is by the BLOOD (not a limited time in purgatory). There is no punishment for sin in the afterlife. 

Rom. 5:9

"Much more then, BEING NOW JUSTIFIED BY HIS BLOOD, we shall be saved from the wrath through him." 

Rom. 5:18

"...by the righteousness of one [Jesus] (THE FREE GIFT) came upon all men unto JUSTIFICATION of life." 

Rom. 3:24

"Being JUSTIFIED FREELY by his grace through the redemption that is in Christ Jesus:" 

Cor. 6:11

"And such were some of you: but ye are WASHED, but ye are SANCTIFIED, but ye are JUSTIFIED in the name of the Lord Jesus.." 

To insist that one must go through purification after death before one can get to heaven, is to say the sacrifice of Christ on the cross was insufficient. This would wipe out many passages in the New Testament which tells us of our stand before God now, and after death. God says if you believe on Him, you will not come into condemnation: 

John 5:24

"...He that heareth my word, and believeth on him that sent me, HATH EVERLASTING LIFE, and SHALL NOT COME INTO CONDEMNATION; but is passed from death to life." 

For a born again believer, to die is to gain and to be present with the Lord, not a limited time in purgatory: 

Phil. 1:21

"For me to live is Christ, and to die is gain." 

2 Cor. 5

"We are confident, I say, and willing rather to be absent from the body, and to be present with the Lord." 

Should you worry about a place called "purgatory?" Can it be found in the Bible? No. The Catholic Church itself ADMITS that it is their own invention. The Council of Trent took place in 1545 and approved this superstitious belief along with many others. The decrees were made by the council of MEN, not the God of the Bible. And those who would refuse to believe the decrees of Rome were under the threat of "anathema," and the curse has not yet been lifted to this day while they cry for unity with Bible believing Christians. 

This Catholic idea of "being purified" is interesting, because the church has yet to define exactly how many prayers, masses, and good works it will take to get one out of purgatory. What kind of contact does the Roman Catholic church have with God in order to know who made it to heaven and those who are still being purified? How do they know? Who keeps the lists?
To believe in a man-made doctrine is to refuse to believe God, who told you eternal life is a free gift. No where did He say you would have to suffer in the afterlife to get it. You get it NOW by BELIEVING ON JESUS CHRIST and what He did for you on the cross. Your sins were taken care of at the cross: past, present, and future. Before Jesus took His last breath, He cried, "IT IS FINISHED." You have been bought with a price, and that price required the BLOOD of God. 

1 Cor. 6:20

"For ye are BOUGHT WITH A PRICE: therefore glorify God in your body, and in your spirit, which are God's." 

Acts 20:28

"...feed the church of God, which he hath PURCHASED WITH HIS OWN BLOOD." 

It’s quite simple really, Jesus is God. He came down from Heaven and became a man to pay the price for your sins. He has no need for a place called purgatory, because He did it all! It only required ONE SACRIFICE, not yours in purgatory. Ask Jesus into your life to be your Lord and Saviour. Once you do, you will be purged NOW of all sin. 

Heb. 1:3

"...when he had by himself PURGED OUR SINS, sat down on the right hand of the Majesty on high." 

Rom. 8:1

"There is therefore now NO CONDEMNATION to them which are in Christ Jesus,"
I want to end this topic with a question for you.  The thief on the cross did not serve God and was in fact a law breaker and was about to die for his crimes.  He believed at the last moment of his life and was neither baptized nor able to accomplish any “works” according to your doctrine.  How is it then that he got a ticket straight to heaven?  Jesus simply said, “today you will be with me in paradise.”  Jesus did not say, “you must be further cleansed in this mystical place called purgatory and when that is accomplished which who knows when that might be, I will see you in paradise.”     

Oral Traditions and the Bible

When the church was starting, there was no New Testament book to use. The early

christians thought Jesus' return was going to be immediately after his resurrection, but as time went on and the disciples were martyred or died, there was a need to write the stories of Jesus down. The earliest books written down were probably Paul's epistles. The earliest gospel written down was Mark in around 70ad. The New Testament books weren't put together in book form until 397ad. Prior to that time, everything that was passed down to the early christians was done so orally.

The catholic church has always maintained that oral traditions as well as the bible, came together to make up the information the church was to follow. The idea of "sola scriptura" or "the bible only" began during the reformation when Martin Luther wanted to get rid of the oral traditions the church had passed down. Nowhere in the bible does it say the bible is the sole source of information Christians were to follow.

1 Timothy 3:15 

The church (not the bible) is the pillar and foundation of truth.

John 21:25

There are still many other things that Jesus did, yet if they were written about in detail I doubt there would be enough room in the entire world to hold the books.

2 Thess 2:15

Stand firm and hold fast to the traditions that you were taught either by oral

statements or by a letter of ours.

1 Cor 11:2

I praise you because you remember me in everything and hold fast to the traditions just as I handed them on to you.

2 Tim 2:2

What you have heard from me through many witnesses entrust to faithful people who will be able to teach others. (this passage refers to oral traditions that were heard.)

2 Thess 3:6

Now we command you, brethren in the name of our Lord Jesus Christ that you keep away from any brother who is living in idleness and not in accord with the tradition that you received from us.

Jim,

  Of the scriptures you listed above only three of them discuss “traditions” and I would be wrong to say that the Bible does not speak of these traditions.  However there is a big difference in what the catholic church has done with their self-imputed liberty and what the scriptures actually say.  With the liberty the catholic church has taken, many doctrines have been "revealed" or introduced to the Church over the centuries. For example, there is the veneration of Mary, her immaculate conception and her bodily assumption into heaven. There is also the Apocrypha, transubstantiation, praying to saints, the confessional, penance, purgatory, and more.  
   I also disagree with you about when the New Testament was compiled.  Regardless, we both know that all of the letters written by Paul were circulated throughout the churches of that day and that was as early as 49 AD.  This is still not the real issue; the real issue is whether or not the “traditions” spoken of in the Bible are grounds for introducing doctrines that are contrary to the written Word.  The answer is obviously a resounding NO.  Nothing gives consent to introduce whatever doctrine you wish and support it under the guise of the few scriptures you list.

    The “traditions” Paul was speaking of in the scriptures you listed never gave permission to stray from the written Word.  The catholic church uses the “tradition” clause to invent, introduce, and manipulate scriptures to make new and erroneous doctrines.  
In fact Paul warned sternly about anyone introducing any other doctrine than what was intended.

Galatians 1

6: I marvel that ye are so soon removed from him that called you into the grace of Christ unto another gospel:

7: Which is not another; but there be some that trouble you, and would pervert the gospel of Christ.

8: But though we, or an angel from heaven, preach any other gospel unto you than that which we have preached unto you, let him be accursed.

9: As we said before, so say I now again, If any man preach any other gospel unto you than that ye have received, let him be accursed.

When Jesus was speaking to the Pharisees in Matthew 15:1-6, He reprimanded them for not understanding God's word. They were appealing to the tradition of the elders, those who had passed down oral and written tradition. Jesus, on the other hand, exposed their error by citing scripture. 

Matthew 15:1-6
"Then some Pharisees and scribes came to Jesus from Jerusalem, saying, 2'Why do Your disciples transgress the tradition of the elders? For they do not wash their hands when they eat bread.' 3And He answered and said to them, 'And why do you yourselves transgress the commandment of God for the sake of your tradition? 4'For God said, "Honor your father and mother," and, "He who speaks evil of father or mother, let him be put to death."5'But you say, "Whoever shall say to his father or mother, 'Anything of mine you might have been helped by has been given to God,' 6he is not to honor his father or his mother." And thus you invalidated the word of God for the sake of your tradition.'"
Whatever might be said about this passage, at least one thing must be observed:  The tradition of the religious leaders was subject to the Word of God.  The catholic leadership feels they are above this standard set out by Jesus Himself.  Catholics object and say that the Pharisees didn't have apostolic authority and succession that was ordained by the apostles as does the Catholic Church and, therefore, Matthew 15:1-6 cannot be used to nullify Sacred Tradition.

But the issue in Matthew 15:1-6 is not succession of authority but the traditions of men being used in opposition to the truth of the Word of God. Essentially, the Pharisees were seeing the Word of God "within" their sacred tradition. Jesus, in contrast to this, cited the Word of God to judge their traditions. The apostles, likewise, continuously admonished their people to check their teaching against the Scripture (Acts 17:11), thereby substantiating the position that even what they taught was subject to God's Word. After all, no doctrinal teaching should contradict biblical revelation and the Word of God was and is the final authority in all things spiritual.  The Catholic Church's position and teaching as based on Sacred Tradition are no different. They must be compared to Scripture.

When you think about this issue in light of what the catholic church has done you can see why any “tradition” that is introduced as doctrine must comply with the written word of God.  If not then anything can be introduced and corrupt the simplicity of the truth of the Gospel.  
Mary

One of the greatest concerns non-catholics have about catholic beliefs is the role of Mary in the church. Catholics do not worship Mary as many non-catholics believe, but instead they honor her as the mother of our Lord. When catholics speak of prayers to Mary, what they are really doing is requesting her to pray for them.

One very common Marian prayer is the "Hail Mary". The words to the "Hail Mary" come from the bible, and are mentioned in the angel Gabriel's greeting to Mary in Luke 1:28 ("Hail Mary, full of grace, the Lord is with you") and in Elizabeth's greeting to Mary in Luke 1:42 ("Blessed are you among women and blessed is the fruit of your womb"). The rest of the Hail Mary goes "Holy Mary mother of God, pray for us sinners now and at the hour of our death".

Another common prayer is the rosary. The rosary is a set of prayers that meditate on the life of Jesus. 

Luke 1:26-30

In the sixth month, the angel Gabriel was sent from God to a town of Galilee called Nazareth to a virgin betrothed to a man named Joseph of the house of David, and the virgin's name was Mary. And coming to her, he said, "Hail favored one! The Lord is with you. But she was greatly troubled at what was said and pondered what sort of greeting this might be. Then the angel said to her, "Do not be afraid, Mary, for you have found favor with God."

Luke 1:41-42

When Elizabeth heard Mary's greeting, the infant leaped in her womb, and Elizabeth, filled with the holy spirit, cried out in a loud voice and said, "Most blessed are you among women and blessed is the fruit of your womb."

Revelations 12

(The following chapter talks of a woman who is about to give birth to a son

as she is persued by a dragon (devil). Although some interpret the woman as the

nation of Israel, others interpret the woman as Mary. The problem with the woman being the nation of Israel is that the nation of Israel rejected Christ.) Some interpret the woman as the church, but that doesn't fit either since Christ gave birth to the church, the church didn't give birth to Christ.

A great sign appeared in the sky, a woman clothed with the sun, with the moon under her feet, and on her head a crown of twelve stars. She was with child and wailed aloud in pain as she labored in the sky…She gave birth to a son, a male child destined to rule all the nations with an iron rod. Her child was caught up to God and his throne. The woman herself fled into the desert where she had a place prepared by God, that there she might be taken care of for twelve hundred and sixty days. When the dragon (devil) saw that it had been thrown down to the earth, it pursued the woman who had been given birth to the male child. But the woman was given the wings of the great eagle (symbol of swiftness of divine help) so that she could fly to her place in the desert, where, far from the serpent, she was taken care of for a year, two years and a half year…Then the dragon became angry with the woman and went off to wage war against the rest of her offspring, those who kept God's commandments and bear witness to Jesus…

Jim,

    Once again you are so blinded by the doctrine you believe that you cannot see the clear and blatant error of it according to scripture.  In your opening statement you say that catholics do not worship Mary, yet the doctrine of your church says otherwise.  I would like to list some things from your catechism and other catholic material that promote Mary to a much higher level than the Bible or Jesus ever does.
“She remained a virgin after the birth of Christ (Catechism of the Catholic Church,” paragraph 510). 

"The liturgical feasts dedicated to the Mother of God and Marian prayer, such as the rosary, are an epitome of the whole Gospel" (par. 971). 

Mary, "...when the course of her earthly life was completed, was taken up body and soul into the glory of heaven..." (par. 974). 

"Mary has by grace been exalted above all angels and men to a place second only to her Son" (Vatican Council II, p. 421). 

"Preserved free from all stain of original sin" (Catechism, par. 966).  

It is interesting how that each doctrine was introduced over periods of time.  Here are some dates to the progressive elevation of Mary in the catholic church.
Mary is called the Mother of God                    AD 431

Prayers offered to Mary                             AD 600 
Immaculate Conception (that she was sinless)        AD 1854
Assumption of Mary                                  AD 1950

Mary Proclaimed Mother of the Church                AD 1965

You claim catholics do not worship Mary but the doctrine says otherwise.  Some more quotes from your own catechism.

“By Mary's prayers, she delivers souls from death” (par. 966). 

"...when she [Mary] is the subject of preaching and worship she prompts the faithful to come to her Son..." (Vatican Council II, p. 420)

"This mother...is waiting and preparing your home for you" (Handbook for Today's Catholic, p.31). 

When Mary is elevated to the same level as Jesus there is a real problem, yet the masses of faithful catholics see no problem with it because they are blind to what the Bible really says.  ALL of the quotes above have absolutely NO Biblical support yet it is accepted by catholics because they elevate man-made “traditions” above the written Word of God.
A few more quotes from catholic material that elevates Mary to a level of that equal with Jesus.

“According to the Roman Catholic Church, Mary's participation in the incarnation was only the beginning of her role in salvation. The Church teaches that "it was God's design that the Blessed Virgin Mary, apparently absent from the public life of Jesus, should assist him when he was dying nailed to the Cross."   United with Christ, Mary offered Him as a sacrifice to God on the cross:” Pope Benedict XV, Inter Sodalicia
“According to the Church, Mary's sufferings were so intense that they brought her to the very threshold of death. She, says the Church, "participated with Jesus Christ in the very painful act of redemption"  Pope Pius XI, Explorata Res
“Mary suffered and, as it were, nearly died with her suffering Son; for the salvation of mankind she renounced her mother's rights and, as far as it depended on her, offered her Son to placate divine justice; so we may well say that she with Christ redeemed mankind.” - - Inter Sodalicia
“Finally, the Roman Catholic Church teaches that when Mary's life on earth was completed, God miraculously took her into heaven. There He crowned her Queen of Heaven and Earth” [966]:
“The Blessed Virgin Mary is to be called Queen not only on account of her divine motherhood but also because by the will of God she had a great part in the work of our salvation. . . . In this work of redemption the blessed Virgin Mary was closely associated with her Christ. . . . Just as Christ, because he redeemed us, is by a special title our King and Lord, so too is Blessed Mary, our Queen and our Mistress, because of the unique way in which she co-operated in our redemption. She provided her very substance for his body, she offered him willingly for us, and she took a unique part in our salvation by desiring it, praying for it, and so obtaining it. . . .” - - Ad Coeli Reginam

Jim,

   These are only a few of the hundreds of claims by the catholic church elevating Mary to a place where scripture NEVER authorized nor Jesus.  Once again I reiterate: ALL of the quotes above have absolutely NO Biblical support yet it is accepted by catholics because they elevate man-made “traditions” above the written Word of God.
1. The scriptures teach that Mary was like other women, subject to the same laws and weaknesses, Luke 2:22.

2. Jesus gave Mary no special recognition and only considered her to be human, Matt. 12:46-50, Mark 3:31-35, Luke 8:19-21, John 2:3-5.

3. Mary realized Jesus was her Savior, Luke 1:47. You wouldn't think the "Mother of God" would need a Savior.

4. The angels directed the shepherds to "the babe", not Mary, (Luke 2:12) and the worship was directed to Jesus not Mary, (Luke 2:15-20).

5. Mary did not hold any position of authority in the first church, Acts 1:4.

6. Mary commands men to follow Jesus, not her, John 2:5.

Here are some facts that the catholic church must consider:

1. NOWHERE in scripture are we directed to pray to or seek prayer from Mary.

2. NOWHERE in scripture are we told of any other redeemer other than Christ.

3. Jesus did not elevate her, in fact He said anyone that followed Him was just as important as she was.

4. Mary never sought to be elevated, it was done by man aside from the scriptures.  

SCRIPTURAL RESPONSES

Eucharist

Jn 6:32-58 ... long discourse on Eucharist.

Mt 26:26 "Take and eat; this is my body." it doesn't say this is a symbol of my body or like my body

Mk 14:22 "Take it; this is my body."

Lk 22:19 "This is my body, which will be given for you; do this in memory of me."

1 Cor 11:26-30 ... sinning against the body and blood.

11:27 Therefore whoever eats the bread or drinks the cup of the Lord unworthily will have to answer for the body and blood of the Lord.

11:28 A person should examine himself, and so eat the bread and drink the cup.

11:29 For anyone who eats and drinks without discerning the body, eats and drinks judgment on himself.

Gen 14:18; Ps 110:4; Heb 7:1-17 ... Melchizedek.

Acts 2:42 ... breaking of bread.

The Lord does not say it is a remembrance, but rather do this is remembrance of me. 
Jim,

   When Jesus said He was a vine (John 15:1) and a door (John 10:9), He did not become a literal vine or door.
The Lord's Supper commemorates a "FINISHED" sacrifice, Luke 22:19

Repeating of Christ's sacrifice is strictly forbidden, Hebrews 6:6, 9:25-26, 10:11-12

The Lord's Supper is not a sacrifice, but a remembrance, 1Cor. 11:26.

In the year 1215A.D. Pope Innocent III decreed the doctrine of transubstantiation. This is the Roman Catholic doctrine that states the priest has the ability to perform the miracle of changing the wafer into the body of Jesus Christ for all Catholics to receive as communion. Five years later in 1220A.D. Pope Honorius sanctioned the adoration and or worship of the wafer as doctrine. 

In essence, the Roman Catholic church is declaring that it has the power to change normal bread and wine into the body and blood of Jesus Christ, the Creator of all that is seen and unseen. They truly believe the host (Eucharist) is in fact the TRUE body and blood of Jesus Christ Himself, and is in fact worthy of worship and adoration. Since they think this, do you suppose this doctrine will cause them to believe they are above the Creator?  I would like to list some quotes from catholic material that supports this heresy.
"...the power of the priest is the power of the divine person; for the transubstantiation of the bread requires as much power as the creation of the world. ...thus the priest may be called the creator of the Creator..." -The dignity of the priesthood by Liguori, p. 33

"If anyone says that in the holy sacrament of the Eucharist (communion wafer), Christ, the only begotten Son of God, is not to be adored with the worship of latria, also outwardly manifested, and is consequently neither to be venerated with a special festive solemnity, nor to be solemnly borne about in procession according to the laudable and universal rite and custom of the holy Church, or it not to be set publicly before the people to be adored and the adorers thereof are idolaters, let him be anathema." Canons and Decrees of the Council of Trent. Original text with English translation, by Rev. H.J. Schroeder, O.P., B. Herder Book Co. 1960, Canon 6  

The Roman Catholic priests have literally been brainwashed into thinking they are not only above the Creator. They are taught they ARE the "creator of the Creator." They stand by this doctrine to such an extent that they have actually killed hundreds of millions of people that denied the Eucharist was Jesus Christ incarnate during the Reformation era. In fact, to this day it is placed in writing by the Vatican itself that those who do deny this doctrine, or any doctrine of Rome, should be damned, persecuted, sent to the flames, or whatever, as is apparent in the following quotes.

"If anyone denies that in the sacrament of the most Holy Eucharist (communion wafer) are contained truly, really and substantially the body and blood together with the soul and divinity of our Lord Jesus Christ, and consequently the whole Christ, but says that He is in it only as a sign, or figure or force, let him be anathema." (An exhausted definition of "Anathema" = To be damned and put to death) p.79, Canon 1. 


By the consecration the transubstantiation of the bread and wine into the Body and Blood of Christ is brought about. Under the consecrated species of bread and wine Christ himself, living and glorious, is present in a true, real, and substantial manner: his Body and his Blood, with his soul and his divinity (cf. Council of Trent: DS 1640; 1651). From the Catechism of the Catholic Church.1413

"Experience teaches that there is no other remedy for the evil, but to put heretics (Protestants) to death; for the (Romish) church proceeded gradually and tried every remedy: at first she merely excommunicated them; afterwards she added a fine; then she banished them; and finally she was constrained to put them to death." -Cardinal Bellarmine famous champion of Romanism cited by Schumucker p. 76 

" 'The church,' says [Martin] Luther, 'has never burned a heretic.' . . I reply that this argument proves not the opinion, but the ignorance or impudence of Luther. Since almost infinite numbers were either burned or otherwise killed, Luther either did not know it, and was therefore ignorant, or if he was not ignorant, he is convicted of impudence and falsehood,--for that heretics were often burned by the [Catholic Church may be proved from many examples."--Robert Bellarmine, Disputationes de Controversiis, Tom. II, Lib. III, cap. XXII, 1628 edition [Bellarmine is one of the most respected Jesuit teachers in the history of the Gregorian University in Rome, the largest Jesuit training school in the world].

"The church may by Divine right confiscate the property of heretics, imprison their persons, and condemn them to the flames." -Vatican II  

It totally baffles my mind how that the catholic church and the followers in it can truly believe that Jesus is promoting cannibalism.  It is clear to anyone with common sense that this is a spiritual analogy Jesus is using and scriptures support and prove it.  You cannot say it is literal in this sense yet not apply the same logic making Jesus a “Door” and “Vine.”  That is how absurd this notion is.  As I said early in this study that it is easy to make erroneous doctrines when you pick and choose which parts of the Bible you want to believe or not.  When you take pieces of the foundation away, soon the whole building collapses.  By not accepting the final and complete authority of the Bible it opens the door for the catholic leaders to introduce any and all kinds of absurd doctrines that are totally opposed to the Biblical truth.  They justify it by twisting once again and saying that their “traditions” are necessary to subsidize “THEIR” version of truth.    
Papacy/infallibility

Mt 10:1-4; Mk 3:16-19; Lk 6:14-16; Acts 1:13; Lk 9:32 ... Peter always mentioned first, as foremost apostle. 

Mt 18:21; Mk 8:29; Lk 12:41; Jn 6:69 ... Peter speaks for the apostles.

Acts 2:14-40 ... Pentecost: Peter who first preached.

Acts 3:6-7 ... Peter worked first healing.

Acts 10:46-48 ... Gentiles to be baptized revealed to Peter. 

Jn 1:42 ... Simon is Cephas (Aramaic: Kepha for rock).

Mt 16:18-19 ... "on this Rock ... keys ... bind ... loose"

Is 22:22; Rev 1:18 ... keys as symbol of authority.

Jn 21:17 ... "feed my sheep"

Lk 22:31-32 ... "Simon ... strengthen your brethren".

Lk 10:1-2, Lk 10:16; Jn 13:20; 2 Cor 5:20; Gal 4:14; Acts 5:1-5 ... "vicars"

(substitutes) of Christ. 

Mk 6:20; Lk 1:70,2:23; Rom 12:1; Act 3:21, 1 Cor 7:14; Eph 3:5; Col 1:22 ... humans can be holy ("call no one holy").  "Ubi Petrus, ibi ecclesia" Where Peter is, there is the church.

Jim,

     Not one of the scriptures you listed supports anything to do with “infallibility.”  Just because Peter is mentioned first in the list of disciples does not make him infallible and certainly is not grounds to crown him pope.  Because Peter preached first or performed a miracle is not grounds for infallibility or popeness either. 

It is rather odd that the idea of infallibility didn’t even surface until 1870!  

PAPAL INFALLIBILITY (declared in 1870 AD).

Definition: When a pope is speaking in his official position on any issue of faith or morals, he is speaking infallibly, meaning without error. 

Answer: The apostles never regarded any man to be infallible, only the Word of God is regarded as without error. 

If Peter was pope, which the Bible says he was not, then he made mistakes as in Galatians 2:11-14 when he was deceived by Judaizers. "But when Peter came to Antioch, I withstood him to the face, because he was to be blamed."

The following events from history show the error of papal infallibility.

1. Pope John XII, in the "Liber Pontificalis" the Catholic publication discussing the lives of the popes, said that "He spent his entire life in adultery." 

2. Popes Innocent III, Gregory XI, Clement IV, Hadrian VI, and Paul IV all disagreed with papal infallibility. 

3. Pope Stephen VI (896) had the dead pope Formosus (891-6) tried, questioned, fingers hacked off, dragged through Rome and thrown in the Tiber river. 

4. Pope Hadrian II (867) declared civil marriage to be valid, but Pope Pius VII (1800-23) declared it to be invalid. 

5. Pope Eugene IV (1431) had Joan of Arc burned alive as a witch, but later Pope Benedict IV in 1919 declared her to be a saint. 

6. Pope Pius XI in 1929 endorsed Fascism and called Mussolini "a man sent by God." However, before World War II, he warned people against Mussolini. 

7. The Vatican advised the German Catholic Party to vote for Nazi candidates. In 1933, the Vatican and Hitler signed a concordat, where the Catholic church swore allegiance to the Nazi government. Later on Pope Pius XI condemned Hitler. 

How can a supposedly infallible man make so many errors of judgment, and even contradict other so-called infallible popes? Surely this disproves papal infallibility to any honest, open-minded person.
I would like to quote an article regarding this issue and the author of the article gives permission for copy. 
According to Roman Catholic doctrine, popes and Catholic church councils are infallible. This means that whenever they make official declarations concerning matters of faith or morals, God supernaturally protects them from making errors. Infallibility applies to all Roman Catholic popes and church councils: past, present, and future. [Note 1] 

"Webster's Dictionary" defines "infallible" as "not capable of erring". It says that "infallible" as used by the Roman Catholic Church means "incapable of error in defining doctrines touching faith or morals". 

What happens if a pope or a Catholic church council makes an "infallible" declaration which directly contradicts the "infallible" declaration of another pope or church council?

Truth does not contradict truth. Therefore, if the "infallible" pronouncements of the popes and Catholic church councils really are infallible, they will never contradict other "infallible" pronouncements. So if there is even one contradiction, then the doctrine of infallibility cannot be correct.

The claim for papal infallibility does not stand up to the test of history. Pope Zosimus (417-418 A.D.) reversed the pronouncement of a previous pope. He also retracted a doctrinal pronouncement that he himself had previously made. Pope Honorious was condemned as a heretic by the Sixth Ecumenical Council (680-681 A.D.). (This means that Honorious made doctrinal statements which are contrary to the Roman Catholic faith.) He was also condemned as a heretic by Pope Leo II, as well as by every other pope until the eleventh century. So here we have "infallible" popes condemning another "infallible" pope as a heretic. In 1870, the First Vatican Council abolished "infallible" papal decrees and the decrees of two "infallible" councils. [Note 2]

The doctrine of the Assumption of Mary was officially declared to be a dogma of the Roman Catholic faith on November 1, 1950. This means that every Roman Catholic is required to believe this doctrine without questioning it. However, as we will see, the teaching of the Assumption of Mary originated with heretical writings which were officially condemned by the early Church.

In 495 A.D., Pope Gelasius issued a decree which rejected this teaching as heresy and its proponents as heretics. In the sixth century, Pope Hormisdas also condemned as heretics those authors who taught the doctrine of the Assumption of Mary. Here we have "infallible" popes declaring a doctrine to be a heresy. Then on November 1, 1950, we have Pope Pius XII (another "infallible" pope) declaring the same doctrine to be official Roman Catholic doctrine, which all Catholics are required to believe. [Note 3]

So before November 1, 1950, any Catholic who believed in the Assumption of Mary was a heretic (because of "infallible" declarations of popes). But after November 1, 1950, any Catholic who failed to believe in the Assumption of Mary was a heretic (because of the "infallible" declaration of Pope Pius XII).

In 1864, Pope Pius IX "infallibly" declared that the idea that people have a right to freedom of conscience and freedom of worship is "insanity," "evil," "depraved," and "reprobate". He also declared that non-Catholics who live in Catholic countries should not be allowed to publicly practice their religion. In 1888, Pope Leo XIII "infallibly" declared that freedom of thought and freedom of worship are wrong. These encyclicals are available on-line. [Note 4 gives addresses for them.]

The Second Vatican Council (1962-1965) produced a document entitled "Declaration on Religious Liberty" which states that all people have a right to freedom of religion. [Note 5]

Now I certainly agree with the idea of freedom of religion. However, it totally contradicts the "infallible" declarations of Popes Pius IX and Leo XIII. It also contradicts the anathemas of the Council of Trent, the killing of "heretics," the Inquisition, the burning of people who translated the Bible into the language of the common people, and the persecution of Protestants.

Freedom of religion also contradicts modern Canon Law (1988). Canon 1366 says that parents are to be punished with "a just penalty" if they allow their children to "be baptized or educated in a non-Catholic religion". The reference to baptism shows that this refers to Christian religions which are not Roman Catholic. [Note 6] (During the Inquisition, "a just penalty" included things like torture and being burned at the stake. The Inquisition was based on Canon Law.) (See the article "Hunting 'Heretics'".)

Here the Catholic Church is on the horns of a dilemma. If it says that people have a right to freedom of religion, then it admits that it is not infallible. If it says that it is infallible, then it admits that it really does not believe that people have a right to freedom of religion.

The Catholic Church can claim infallibility, or it can claim that it has seen the error of its ways and it now supports freedom of religion. But it can't have it both ways.

Two Roman Catholic organizations have found contradictions between "infallible" doctrinal declarations of the Second Vatican Council and "infallible" doctrinal pronouncements of Pope Pius IX. [Note 7 gives addresses of on-line articles dealing with these contradictions.]

The conservative group (True Catholic) concludes that, therefore, the Second Vatican Council must not be legitimate. The liberal group (Women Priests) concludes that, therefore, Pope Pius IX taught "errors". Either way, there are contradictions between official doctrinal declarations of an "infallible" pope and an "infallible" church council.

True Catholic also claims that Pope John Paul II has taught 101 things which are contrary to "infallible" Catholic doctrines which were declared by "infallible" popes and church councils. They conclude that John Paul is therefore a heretic, which, according to Canon Law, means that he is not a valid pope. So they call him an anti-pope. [Note 8 gives the address of an on-line article.]

If John Paul II is not a valid pope, then the papal chair has been vacant. In order to rectify this situation, True Catholic has elected a pope. On May 20, 1998, Pope Pius XIII was elected. [Note 9 gives the address of an on-line article.]

So we now have two men who claim to be Pope: John Paul II and Pius XIII. It seems that having two popes at the same time is not confined to the Middle Ages.

SUMMARY

There are "infallible" doctrinal declarations which contradict one another. Therefore, the doctrine of infallibility is not valid.

The contradiction of "infallible" doctrines has caused some very conservative Catholics to believe that John Paul II is not a valid pope, and the Second Vatican Council was not a valid council. It has also caused some very liberal Catholics to believe that Pope Pius IX taught doctrinal errors.

USE OF THIS ARTICLE
I encourage you to link to this article. You have permission to quote from this article, as long as you do it fairly and accurately. You have permission to make copies of this article for friends and for use in classes.
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2. William Webster, "The Church of Rome at the Bar of History" (Carlisle, Pennsylvania: The Banner of Truth Trust, 1995), pages 63-71.
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4. Pope Pius IX, “Quanta Cura” (“Condemning Current Errors”), December 8, 1864. The “error” is given in Section 3, second paragraph. (Most numbered sections consist of only one paragraph. This section has two paragraphs.) The condemnation of all of the “errors” described in the encyclical is given in paragraph 6. [To read this online, search for “Pius IX” + “quanta cura”] 

Pope Pius IX, “The Syllabus of Errors,” December 8, 1864, paragraphs 15, 77, and 78. The “Syllabus of Errors” accompanied the encyclical “Quanta Cura”. In reading it, remember that Pius condemned every statement that you are reading. [To read this online, search for “Pius IX” + “syllabus of errors”] 

Pope Leo XIII,”Libertas Praestantissimum” (“On the Nature of Human Liberty”), June 20, 1888, paragraph 42. [To read this online, search for “Leo XIII” + Libertas] 
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8. Patrick John Pollock, "101 Heresies of Anti-Pope John Paul II." Internet article.

http://www.truecatholic.org/heresiesjp2.htm
9. Lucian Pulvermacher, "Papal Election," "Caritas Election News #1". Internet article.
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It seems quite clear from the material and from the Scriptures that the concept of infallibility is not true and therefore a false doctrine once again.
Summary

Jim,

   I appreciate your email and the scriptures you sent with each topic.  It is actually quite sad to me that people can be so blinded and not see the simplicity of the truth.  The Mormons, Jehovah’s Witnesses, Buddhists, Hindu’s, and all the other beliefs can present their arguments as well for their faith.  What it comes down to is this:  God left us HIS Word and it is truth, and it is INFALLIBLE, and it is the only foundation we must have.                         

      Jesus is exactly what He said He would be; a divider.  All people have their own concepts and versions of “God.”  It is when you speak of “JESUS,” that is when the divisions come.  Jesus divided all other ways and made it clear that HE ALONE is the ONLY way to heaven.  Jesus brings so much peace and comfort to those that accept who He really is.  He brings division to those that don’t believe and is just as the scripture proclaims, “a stumbling block” to them.  They “Stumble” over the answer to all Life’s problems and questions.  
      In much the same way all false doctrines must alter who Jesus is in some way whether little or big.  They create some other alternative and that is exactly what happens when you question the authority of the Word of God.  You see, JESUS is the Word made flesh.  In the beginning was the WORD and the Word was with God and the WORD was GOD!  When you start picking and choosing which parts of that “WORD” you accept or believe then you start down the road to “DECEPTION.”

      Jesus said, “Search the scriptures and in them you will find they speak of me.”  We are to “Study to show ourselves approved,” and Jesus said that man would fail us be He always remains the same.  

     Questioning the Word of God is not something new, it started all the way back in the Garden.  Read the creation account and see how the serpent caused Eve to question what God really said.  His tactics have not changed today and that is exactly what the catholic church has done.  They undermine scriptural authority and replace it with “THEIR” traditions.  I challenge you and anyone that is reading this to open your heart and eyes and pray and ask God to show you the truth in HIS Word.  I guarantee you that if you seek with an honest and open heart that Jesus will reveal HIS truth to you.  He promised that He would, so if you truly seek Him and want to server Him as even in your faith you say you do, then ask Him to truly open your eyes to HIS truth, not man’s.  

Sincerely in Christ, Adam Bartlett 
