


FOREWORD 

For some years  t h e  March i s s u e  of t h e  Lutheran 
has  presented t h e  Reformation lec-  

t u r e s  de l ivered  a t  Bethany Lutheran College and 
Seminary t h e  preceding f a l l .  However, t h i s  p a s t  
Reformation season t h e  l e c t u r e s  were not  given due 
t o  t h e  unexpected i l l n e s s  of t h e  l e c t u r e r  and it was 
too  l a t e  t o  make o t h e r  arrangements. 

We a r e  o f f e r i n g ,  though, an essay t h a t  c e r t a i n l y  
r e f l e c t s  Reformation theology, namely, t h e  doc t r ine  
of t h e  An t i ch r i s t .  It was w r i t t e n  by s e n i o r  seminar- 
i a n ,  David Thompson, a s  h i s  independent s tudy p r o j e c t .  
This doc t r ine  has  not  been s tud ied  i n  depth i n  our  
c i r c l e s  of l a t e  and t h e r e f o r e  we f e e l  t h a t  a  review 
can se rve  t o  re- inforce us i n  what we have confessed. 
W e  might a l s o  mention t h a t  t h e  w r i t e r  s t rugg led  with 
t h i s  doc t r ine  f o r  some time, but  a f t e r  a  thorough 
study he came t o  t h e  convict ion t h a t  t h e  Lutheran 
Confessions do indeed f a i t h f u l l y  and c o r r e c t l y  e x h i b i t  
what t h e  Holy Sc r ip tu re  teaches i n  t h i s  matter .  

The second a r t i c l e  i n  t h i s  i s s u e  of t h e  Quarter ly 
supp l i e s  our  readers  with some background ma te r i a l  
eva lua t ing  t h e  c u l t s ,  which a r e  s o  numerous and 
dangerous i n  ou r  soc ie ty .  The author ,  P a s t o r  William 
Kessel,  who is  an au thor i ty  on r e l i g i o n s  among t h e  
n a t i v e  Americans, has  a l s o  done much s tudy i n  t h i s  
a r e a  and we a r e  pleased t o  s h a r e  h i s  f ind ings  wi th  you. 

We a l s o  t ake  t h i s  opportuni ty t o  wish our  readers  
a  b lessed  Lenten Season and a j o y f u l  Eas t e r  i n  t h e  
Name of H i m  "Who was de l ivered  f o r  our  of fenses ,  and 
was r a i s e d  again f o r  our j u s t i f i c a t i o n "  (Romans 4: 25). 
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THE MTICMRXST AND THE PAPACY 

I ,  The subjec t  of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  is one t h a t  does 
no t  e x c i t e  many people today. And t o  claim 

t h a t  t h e  Pope is  t h e  An t i ch r i s t  seems even more un- 
popular ,  To most Lutherans ( inc luding  those  wi th in  
our c i r c l e )  t h e  Pope c o n s t i t u t e s  one of t h e  f a c t o r s  
which he lp  them de f ine  what they a r e  n o t .  Other 
than t h a t ,  i t  i s  gene ra l ly  a  mat te r  of i nd i f f e rence .  
The word "Pope" does not  t r i g g e r  danger s igns  o r  
h o s t i l e  ve rba l  d e s c r i p t i o n s  such a s  "Ant ichr i s t , "  a s  
i t  once d i d ,  And y e t  t h e  Lutheran Confessions have 
l i t t l e  good t o  say about t h e  Papacy i n  t h e i r  day, 
and claim i t  t o  be t h e  very A n t i c h r i s t .  

2.  It would be wrong f o r  Lutherans t o  c l o s e  t h e i r  
eyes t o  t h i s  teaching ,  a s  i f  i t  d i d  no t  e x i s t  o r  

d id  not  mat te r .  For whatever s t ance  is  taken toward 
t h i s  teaching i s  a s t ance  taken,  i n  p a r t ,  toward t h e  
Lutheran Confessions. I f  t h e  Papacy never was the  
A n t i c h r i s t ,  then t h e  Confessions e r r ;  i f  t h e  Papacy 
was t h e  A n t i c h r i s t ,  but  i s  no t  now, then t h e  Con- 
f e s s i o n s  i n  one teaching a r e  no t  app l i cab le  f o r  
today; and i f  t h e  Papacy was and s t i l l  i s  t h e  Anti- 
c h r i s t ,  then t h e r e  i s  t h a t  much more support  f o r  
t h e  un i ty  and t r u t h  of t h e  Lutheran Confessions. l 

l ~ e e i n ~  t h a t  t h e  Confessions do not  claim t o  
be t h e  source and norm of our f a i t h ,  but  r a t h e r ,  
the c o r r e c t  exeges is  of t h e  only source and norm 
(Holy S c r i p t u r e s ) ,  i t  becomes necessary f o r  those  
who confess  t o  be t r u l y  Lutheran t o  c a r e f u l l y  com- 
pare  t h e  exegesis  of t h e  Confessions wi th  t h e  Bible 
i n  order  t h a t  t h e i r  subsc r ip t ion  be a  "quia" and 
not  a  "quatenus" subsc r ip t ion .  I n  t h i s  way, con- 
f e s s ions  cont rary  t o  t h e  Book of Concord w i l l  be 
guarded aga ins t  and t h e  Lutheran Church w i l l  be 
t r u l y  Lutheran, 
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3 .  So t h e  ques t ion  is  whether o r  no t  t h e  Papacy 
is  t h e  h t i c k r i s t .  To answer t h i s  ques t ion  

t h r e e  a reas  have t o  be discussed:  t h e  marks of 
t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  found i n  t h e  Bible;  how t h e  Lutheran 
a p p l i c a t i o n  t o  t h e  Papacy i s  a r r ived  a t ;  and objec- 
t i o n s  t o  $h i s  app l i ca t ion ,  

I. The Marks of t h e  An t i ch r i s t  

4. When dea l ing  with t h e  marks of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t ,  
it f i r s t  has t o  be decided which a r e a s  of t h e  

Bib le  the  marks w i l l  be drawn from. I1 Thessalo- 
n i ans ,  I and XI John, Daniel,  and Revelation a r e  
t h e  books genera l ly  recognized a s  those  a r e a s ,  The 
marks found i n  I1 Thessalonians (2:3-10) and i n  
I and I1 John (I John 2:18,22,23; 4:2,3; I1 John 7)  
a r e  obvious re ferences  t o  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t .  However, 
the  marks i n  Daniel and Revelat ion a r e  no t  always 
s o  obvious. 

5. Both Revelat ion and much of Daniel a r e  concerned 
wi th  prophecies of t h e  l a s t  days5* and f o r  t h i s  

reason i t  would be n a t u r a l  t o  f ind  references  t o  t h e  
A n t i c h r i s t  in them, But t h e s e  same prophecies,  be- 
cause of inherent  q u a l i t i e s ,  make i t  d i f f i c u l t  t o  
d i s c e r n  c l e a r  re ferences  t o  t h e  marks of t h e  Anti- 
c h r i s t .  For one th ing ,  t h e  prophecies a r e  i n  f i g -  
u r a t i v e  language which have l e d  t o  var ious  in t e rp re -  
t a t i o n s ,  Also, t h e  prophecies i n  both books have a 
tendency t o  leave  t h e  reader  hanging i n  midair s i n c e  
they a r e  sometimes b a f f l i n g  o r  very general .  F ina l ly ,  
some of these  prophecies i n  Daniel a r e  no doubt typo- 
l o g i c a l ,  i n  which case  t h e r e  is a problem i n  dec id ing  
which t r a i t s  apply t o  both t h e  type and t h e  a n t i t y p e ,  

2 t ' ~ a s t  days" o r  " l a s t  hour" does not  r e f e r  t o  
a s h o r t  time d i r e c t l y  before  t h e  second coming ( a s  
t h e  m i l l e n n i a l i s t s  i n t e r p r e t  i t )  bu t  r a t h e r  it 
r e f e r s  t o  the  period beginning with t h e  N.T. and 
ending wi th  Judgment Day ( c f .  I John 2:28), 

and which apply only t o  t h e  t y p e O 3  So when us ing  
passages from Daniel and Revelat ion t o  add t o  t h e  
d iscuss ion  of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t ,  i t  is  s a f e s t  t o  draw 
out  marks from them only when they can be used t o  
support  o r  he lp  exp la in  marks a l r eady  der ived  from 
John's  e p i s t l e s  and II Thessalonians. That is,  
when reading through t h e  p rophe t i ca l  p a r t s  of Daniel 
and Revelat ion,  and a s tatement  is made which con- 
cu r s  wi th  those  marks l i s t e d  i n  I and I1 John and 
I1 Thessalonians, i t  should be assumed t h a t  t h e s e  
s ta tements  support  and/or help exp la in  t h e  c l e a r l y  
designated marks i n  those  e p i s t l e s .  I n  o t h e r  
words, t h e  unclear  passages should be viewed i n  
l i g h t  of t h e  c l e a r e r  passages. 

6. With t h i s  hermeneutical p r i n c i p l e  i n  mind t h e  
s p e c i f i c  marks can now be discussed under sev- 

e r a l  ca t egor i e s .  

The Person of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  

7.  (1) The most obvious s t a r t i n g  po in t  f o r  de f in ing  
t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  is i n  t h e  name i t s e l f ,  The name 

"Ant ichr i s t t '  is  found only i n  I and I1 John. The 
Greek is  & v r d x p ~ o r o s ,  composed of t h e  noun xpL"orog 
and t h e  p repos i t ion  6 v - c ~ .  & V T L  o r i g i n a l l y  meant 

3 ~ e i l  i n  h i s  commentary on Daniel  d i sag rees  with 
a s t r i c t  t y p i c a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  and i n s t e a d  claims 
t h a t  t h e  circumstances i n  Daniel 11 "much r a t h e r  show 
t h a t  i n  t h e  prophet ic  contemplation t h e r e  is  compre- - - 

hended i n  t h e  image of one king what has  been h i s t o r i -  
c a l l y  f u l f i l l e d  i n  i t s  beginning by Antiochus Epiph- 
anes,  but  s h a l l  only meet i t s  complete f u l f i l l m e n t  
by t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  i n  t h e  time of t h e  end," Commentary 
on t h e  Old Testament: Ezekie l ,  Daniel ,  Vol. I X  (Grand 
Rapids: Eerdmans, r e p r i n t e d  1980), 462 -463. However, 
t h e  problem is exac t ly  t h e  same. 
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" in  t h e  p lace  o f , "  and l a t e r  on "against ."  The 
New Testament usage of t h e  prepos i t ion  when i t  i s  
used by i t s e l f  supports  t h e  former t r a n s l a t i o n .  But 
when i t  i s  combined wi th  a noun, i t  i s  more l i k e l y  
t o  mean "against" o r  "opposed I f  t h e  meaning 
i s  "in t h e  p lace  o f , "  t h i s  would s t i l l  i n d i r e c t l y  

t t 
imply opposed t o , "  s i n c e  one cannot seek t o  r ep lace  
Chr i s t  without opposing him. This  a l t e r n a t i v e  i s  
supported by t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e  o t h e r  marks s t a t e  
t h a t  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  both r ep laces  and opposes C h r i s t .  

8. (2) I n  I1 Thessalonians 2:3 t h e  An t i ch r i s t  is 
c a l l e d  6 $ v $ p w ~ o ~  ( t h e  man), Thus it  can be 

concluded t h a t  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  t akes  t h e  form of a 
human be inge5  It can only be s a i d  t o  take  t h e  form 
of a human being, and n o t  a human being i n  and of 
i t s e l f ,  s ince  i t s  l i f e  span w i l l  surpass  t h a t  of any 
known human l i f e .  The A n t i c h r i s t  had i t s  beginning 
a t  l e a s t  by t h e  time of Pau l ' s  and John's wr i t i ngs :  
"For t h e  mystery of lawlessness is  a l ready a t  
work ..." ( I 1  Thess. 2:7);  " . . . the  s p i r i t  of t h e  
A n t i c h r i s t ,  which you have heard i s  coming and even 
now is a l r eady  i n  t h e  world" ( I  John 4:3);  "...many 
dece ivers  went out  i n t o  t h e  wor ld . , . t h i s  (group) is... 
t h e  An t i ch r i s t "  ( I 1  John 7) .  And i t s  ending w i l l  not  
be u n t i l  Chr i s t  comes again:  " , . . ( t h e  lawless  one) 
whom t h e  Lord Jesus  w i l l  overthrow with t h e  b rea th  
of H i s  mouth and des t roy  by t h e  splendor of H i s  com- 
ing" ( I 1  Thess. 2 :8, NASB) . This means t h a t  t h e  
A n t i c h r i s t  i s  a l ready over 1,900 yea r s  o ld .  I f  t h e r e  

4 ~ .  Young, Analy t ica l  Concordance t o  t h e  Bib le  
(Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1970), appendix p. 60. 

5 ~ h e  word 6 ~ 9 ~ w r r o s  never r e f e r s  t o  anything 
e l s e  i n  t h e  N.T. bes ides  human beings (R. Young, 

were any such person s t i l l  a l i v e ,  he would quickly  
be suspected of being t h e  A n t i c h r i s t .  But s i n c e  no 
such person e x i s t s ,  and keeping i n  mind t h a t  i t  has 
t o  t ake  human form, t h e r e  seem t o  be l e f t  only r e l a -  ,, 

t i v e l y  f e w  p o s s i b i l i t i e s .  

9. One p o s s i b i l i t y  i s  a succession of l eade r s  wi th in  
one s p e c i f i c  es tab l i shment ,  whether t h a t  es tab-  

l ishment be a sovereign s t a t e ,  a bus iness  company, 
an i n s t i t u t i o n ,  a household, o r  any o t h e r  type of 
organized establ ishment  which c a l l s  f o r  some s o r t  
of l eade r sh ip ,  A second p o s s i b i l i t y  i s  an o rde r ly  
movement of t he  A n t i c h r i s t  from one person t o  
another ,  depending on how long a c e r t a i n  person 
is use fu l  (or  a l i v e )  a s  t h e  human form of t h e  Anti- 
c h r i s t .  With t h i s  method t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  i s  not  
n e c e s s a r i l y  connected wi th  any one establ ishment .  
A t h i r d  p o s s i b i l i t y  is a'combination of t h e -  f i r s t  
two, where t h e  An t i ch r i s t  would make bser ,of  one 
establ ishment  and i t s  l eade r s  f o r  a t ime,  and then 
would move on t o  another .  - 

10.  I n  order  t o  corns t o  a conclusion concerning 
these  p o s s i b i l i t i e s ,  i t  f i r s t  has t o  be decided 

whether o r  not  an establ ishment  is implied by t h e  
t e x t s .  I n  I1 Thessalonians 2:6,7 t h e r e  i s  shown 
t o  be a development of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t ,  f o r  i t  i s  
"held backtt6 f o r  a time u n t i l  " the one who holds i t  
b a c k , - , i s  taken out  of t h e  way," "in o rde r  t h a t  he 
may be revealed a t  t h e  proper  t ime . " , , ,  Several  pas- 
sages i n  Daniel a l s o  support  t h i s  development: 

6 ~ h i s  word, "hold back" (wa-rC~w) , has var ious  
meanings, but  he re  i t  has t h e  idea  of h inder ing  t h e  
An t i ch r i s t "  progress .  The t i m e s  when t h i s  r e s t r a i n -  
i ng  f o r c e  is taken ou t  of t h e  way is no t  necessa r i ly  
t h e  same time t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  w i l l  be revea led ,  r a t h e r  
t h e  r e s t r a i n i n g  f o r c e  i s  taken out  of t h e  way f o r  t h e  
purpose of r evea l ing  ( c i s  ~6 6nonahvrp8fiva~) t h e  Anti.- 
c h r i s t  . 
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" . , .ou t  of one of them came another  horn, which 
s t a r t e d  small  but  grew i n  power t o  t h e  south and 
t h e  e a s t  and toward t h e  Beau t i fu l   and" ( 8 ~ 9 ,  NIT); 
"It prospered ..." ( 8 ~ 1 2 ,  NIV); "He w i l l  become very  
s t rong  ..." ( 8 ~ 2 4 ,  NIV). It has  been suggested t h a t  
such a  development could t ake  p lace  only wi th in  one 
establ ishment .  That i s ,  i f  t h e  An t i ch r i s t  does not  
move from one l eade r  t o  another  wi th in  t h e  same 
es tab l i shment ,  t h e  immense development demanded by 
t h e  marks t o  t h e  h t i c h r i s t  could no t  be reached. 

11. There i s  a l s o  an argument from h i s t o r y  which 
would no t  seem t o  al low f o r  movement from one 

person t o  another a p a r t  from one establ ishment .  But 
such an argument would be c i r c u l a r  a t  this t i m e .  7  

12. But most convincing i s  the  r evea l ing  of t h e  
i d e n t i t y  of t h e  An t i ch r i s t  t h a t  i s  t o  t ake  

p lace .  Both t h e  grammar and t h e  context  of I1 Thess- 
a lonians  2:6-8 show t h a t  t h e r e  w i l l  be only one re- 
vea l ing  (or  d i sc losu re )  of t h e  An t i ch r i s t  which w i l l  
l a s t  u n t i l  t h e  Lord's coming: " ~ n d  now you know what 
holds him back i n  order  t ha t  he may be revealed a t  
t h e  proper time. ..And then the lawless  one w i l l  be 
revea led ,  whom t h e  Lord w i  ll... deswoy  by t h e  splerr- 
dor of his comingegq8 When t h i s  revea l ing  takes  p lace ,  
t h e  h t i c h r i s t  can be kr1own from t h a t  time on through 
t h e  eyes of f a i t h  wi th  c e r t a i n t y .  I f  t h e  An t i ch r i s t  
were t o  move randomly from person t o  person a p a r t  
from one es tab l i shment ,  it seems t o  fol low necessa r i ly  

7 ~ h i s  argument i s  developed i n  par .  158. 

8"~evea led"  (2 :6) i s  an a o r i s t  i n f i n i t i v e  and 
t h e r e f o r e  p u n c t i l l i a r ;  t h a t  i s ,  a  one-time event .  
This event w i l l  happen a t  " the proper time," no t  
"times" o r  "from time t o  t i m e . "  Also, t h e  "lawless 
one" who i s  "revealedgf is t h e  same one who i s  t o  be 
destroyed a t  t h e  Lord's coming. 

t h a t  more than one r evea l ing  would then  be necessary.  
And s i n c e  Scr ip ture  al lows f o r  only one r evea l ing ,  a 
random movement from person t o  person,  o r  even from 
establ ishment  t o  establ ishment ,  would not  be allowed. 
Nevertheless ,  an a r t i c l e  from Present  Truth o p t s  f o r  
t h i s  p o s s i b i l i t y :  "As h i s t o r y  moves on, t h e  church 
i s  challenged t o  see  t h e  conf igu ra t ion  of a n t i c h r i s t  
i n  h i s  most cu r ren t  form of oppos i t ion  t o  t h e  gospel  
of Jesus  Chr i s t .  The a n t i c h r i s t  beas t  of t h e  Revela- 
t i o n  has seven heads, which symbolize t h e  d i f f e r e n t  
forms he has assumed i n  h i s  oppos i t ion  t o  God's t r u t h  
from one age t o  another .  l t9 The problem wi th  such a 
view is t h a t  it has a  tendency t o  mix "many a n t i -  
c h r i s t s "  with "the A n t i c h r i s t , "  which a r e  c l e a r l y  
d i s t ingu i shed  i n  I John 2:18. The r e s u l t  can be 
i d e n t i f y i n g  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  wi th  something t h a t  is 
no t  a s  d e f i n i t e  a s  t h e  marks demand, e .g . ,  a  c e r t a i n  
philosophy, heresy ,  o r  simply de-emphasizing t h e  
c e n t r a l  d o c t r i n e  of j u s t i f i c a t i o n  i n  one ' s  own l i f e .  10  

13.  (3)  The next  ques t ion  t o  be answered i s  whether 
t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  w i l l  t ake  t h e  form of one o r  

many persons a t  t h e  same time.'' The major i ty  of 
t h e  passages speak of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  i n  t h e  s i n g u l a r  
wi th  such phrases a s ,  "the man," " the lawless  one," 
"he," " the l i a r , "  " t h i s  one," "the A n t i c h r i s t , "  and 
o the r s .  However, i n  11 John 7 (and poss ib ly  I John 
4 : 3 )  t h e r e  is  a mixing of t h e  p l u r a l  and s i n g u l a r  
which would most l i t e r a l l y  give t h i s  t r a n s l a t i o n :  

9 " h t i c h r i s t  1975, I' P resent  Truth ,  4 ( ~ p r i l  
1975),  15. 

1°1bid., pp. 15-16, 19-20. 

l l § c r i p t u r e  does d i s t i n g u i s h  between "many a n t i -  
Chr is t"  and " the  A n t i c h r i s t "  ( I  John 2:18). However, 
I am no t  speaking  of t h e s e  two c l a s s e s ,  bu t  only of 
t h e  A n t i c h r i s t ,  - 
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t h e  A n t i c h r i s t ,  - 



"...many dece ive r s  have gone ou t  i n t o  t h e  world. . .  
This (group of many dece ive r s )  i s  t h e  Deceiver and 
t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  . " I2  The many i n d i v i d u a l  members of 
t h i s  group, u n l i k e  t h e  success ion  descr ibed  i n  t h e  
prev ious  mark, a l l  make up the  A n t i c h r i s t  a t  t h e  same 
t i m e .  l3 I d e n t i f y i n g  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  wi th  "many" who 
a r e  a c t i v e  a t  t h e  same t i m e ,  does no t  seem t o  harmo- 
n i z e  w i th  t hose  s e c t i o n s  which imply a s i n g l e  person. 
Most a r t i c l e s  and commentaries on t h i s  s u b j e c t  make 
no mention of t h e  problem, o r  d e a l  w i th  i t  i n  such 
a  way so  t h a t  t h e  d e t a i l s  of the  Greek a r e  ignored.  1 4  

1 2 ~ h e  N I V  t r a n s l a t e s  8 u ' ~ o g  LOTLV.. . : "any such 
man is .  . . ' I  They do e s s e n t i a l l y  t h e  same th ing  wi th  
t h e  exac t  same Greek phrase  i n  I John 2:22b ("such 
a  man is  t h e  Antich~-ist") . The words t r a n s l a t e d  
"any such man" and "such a manfq a r e  mis lead ing  be- 
cause i t  l eaves  t h e  s ta tement  somewhat i n d e f i n i t e ,  
i . e . ,  i t  could be  t h i s  man o r  t h a t  man a s  long a s  
he was "such a man." The Greek 6 u r o s ,  however, i s  
very  d e f i n i t e  and can  only  r e f e r  t o  " t h i s  man" (com- 
pa re  wi th  o t h e r  usages of 8 u r o s ) .  I n  o rde r  t o  t r a n s -  
la te  i t  "such a  man," t h e  c o r r e l a t i v e  pronoun r o ~ 6 u r o g  
would have been used. 

I31n I1 John 7  t h e  Greek does no t  a l l ow  t h e  
"many dece ivers"  t o  fo l l ow  one ano the r  i n  success ion  
s o  t h a t  only one of t h e  many dece ive r s  i s  a c t i v e  a t  
a t i m e ;  r a t h e r  they  a l l  seem t o  be a c t i v e  a t  more o r  
less t h e  same t ime,  The Greek r eads :  ... ~ o h h o c  n A d v o ~  
6 ~ f i h 8 o v  i ~ s  r b v  ~ d o p o v . .  . 6 u r o s  C o r ~ v  . . .d & V T Z ~ ~ L O T O ~  
( l i t e r a l l y :  "...many dece ive r s  went ou t  i n t o  t h e  world,  
. . . t h i s  is.  . . t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  ") . The v e r b  ic t jh30v  
("went out") i s  a o r i s t ,  meaning t h a t  t h e  many dece ive r s  
had a l r e a d y  gone ou t  p r i o r  t o  t h e  w r i t i n g  of  t h i s  
e p i s t l e  (dated sometime i n  t h e  l a t t e r  h a l f  of t h e  f i r s t  
c en tu ry ) .  This  would mean tha% t h e r e  would n o t  be 
enough t i m e  f o r  dece ive r s  t a  e x i s t  one a t  a  t i m e  s o  
t h a t  t hey  could be  c l a s s i f i e d  as "many." 

14cf .  I. H .  Marsha l l ,  Lenski ,  Wes tco t t ,  Ross. 

14. Taking i n t o  account f i v e  f a c t s  a l r e a d y  men- 
t i a n e d ,  one can come t o  a  s imple and probable  

harmony. F i r s t ,  on t h e  b a s i s  of  a l l  t h e  s e c t i o n s  
speaking of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  (with t h e  except ion  of 
one and poss ib ly  two v e r s e s ) ,  one would come t o  t h e  
conc lus ion ,  and r i g h t l y  so ,  t h a t  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  
w i l l  e x i s t  i n  t h e  form of one person a t  a  t i m e  
(11 Thess. 2:3-9; I John 2:18,22; Daniel  7 ,8 ,9 ,11;  
Rev. 13,17) .  Second, accord ing  t o  I1 John 7 ,  t h e  

A n t i c h r i s t  i s  desc r ibed  a s  a group of "many d e y ~ i v -  
ers" p r i o r  t o  t h e  t i m e  t h e  e p i s t l e  is written.'- '  
Thi rd ,  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  i s  descr ibed  as "coming i n  
t h e  t u t u r e "  (I John 2:18; 4:3).  Fourth,  t h e  Anti-  
c h r i s t  is  descr ibed  a s  having a l r eady  come ( I 1  Thess. 
2 : 7 ;  I John 4:3, I1 John 7 ) .  F i f t h ,  t h e r e  w i l l  be  a  
development of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  (I1 Thess.  2:6-7; Dan. 
8:9,12,24) .  P u t t i n g  them toge the r  i n  a  sequence, 
t h e  harmony would be descr ibed  i n  t h i s  way: The 

A n t i c h r i s t  p r i o r  t o  t h e  t i m e  of John ' s  second 
e p i s t l e  t akes  t h e  form of a  group of "many dece ivers . "  
There i s  a  development and evolving of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  
u n t i l  it t a k e s  t h e  form of one person,  wie ld ing  t o  
t h e  f u l l  e x t e n t  t h e  marks of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t .  

15. The s e c t i o n s  on t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  do n o t  s tate 
e x a c t l y  t h a t  i t  would be  soon a f t e r  t h e  N.T.  

pe r iod  s i n c e ,  accord ing  t o  t h e  w r i t i n g s  of John and 
e s p e c i a l l y  Paul ,  C h r i s t i a n s  a r e  i n s t r u c t e d  t o  be 
looking  f o r  t h e  one-person form of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t ,  
and not  a  group. I f  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  remained a  group 
f o r  c e n t u r i e s ,  i t  would be  d i f f i c u l t  f o r  C h r i s t i a n s  
t o  i d e n t i f y  i t  because t hey  would most n a t u r a l l y  be  

I 5 ~ h e  o 6 r o s  most n a t u r a l l y  and on ly  can r e f e r  
back t o  n h d v o ~  ("many dece ivers" ) .  Attempts have 
been made t o  r e f e r  i t  t o  one person  (e .g .  by Hamann, 
Lenski ,  Marsha l l ,  Wes tco t t ,  Ross, and o t h e r s ) ,  bu t  
t h e r e  is no one person i n  t h e  contex t  o r  e p i s t l e  t o  
whom it could r e f e r .  The same o b j e c t i o n  holds  t o  
t h e  NLV t r a n s l a t i o n  ( s ee  foo tno te  1 2 ) .  
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oking f o r  one i n d i v i d u a l ,  and Paul  ob 
t ends  hi's w r i t i n g s  of  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  

0 s  t h e  purpose of i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ,  

sanc tuary  of God,,." (I1 Thess* 2 :  
u s e s  t h e  word "sanctuary9$ ( v a o " ~ )  i n  two 

t i n  %h 
4 1 ,  Pa 

senses  

sed 

F i r s t ,  h e  uses  i t  t o  r e f e r  t o  t h e  i nd iv idua l  bodies  
of b e l i e v e r s  i n  which " . , , t h e  S p i r i t  of God dwel l s , . "  
(I  Cor. 3:16,17; 6:19,20; II Cor. 3:16). Second, 
he u se s  i t  t o  r e f e r  t o  t h e  Church ( 'una s a n c t a ' ) :  
". . .you a r e  f e l l ow-c i t i zens  w i th  t h e  s a i n t s  and 
are of God's household, having been b u i l t  upon t h e  
foundat ion of t h e  a p o s t l e s  and prophets .  C h r i s t  
J e s u s  be ing  t h e  co rne r  s t o n e ,  i n  whom t h e  whole 
b u i l d i n g ,  being f i t t e d  t oge the r  i s  growing i n t o  a 
holy  sanc tuary  i n  t h e  Lord" (Eph. 2:19-21). The 
meaning, "heathen sanc tuary ,"  i s  no t  used by Paul ,  
n e i t h e r  would i t  make any sense.16 So e i t h e r  t h e  
A n t i c h r i s t  t akes  up res idence  w i th in  t h e  body of 
b e l i e v e r s ,  which r i g h t f u l l y  belongs t o  God; o r  he 
sets up h i s  kingdom among or ia t h e  midst  of be- 
l i e v e r s ,  As f o r  t h e  f i r s t  p o s s i b i l i t y ,  t h e r e  is  no 
evidence w i th in  t h e  contex t  t h a t  sugges ts  such a 
s p i r i t u a l  indwel l ing .  The contex t  on ly  speaks of 
t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  gerformiqg external  a c t s .  

I 6 ~ s  Lenski p o i n t s  ou t  i n  h i s  
of S t .  P a u l P  

9 

t o  Tim., t o  T i t u s  and Philemon (Columbus: Wartburg, 
1946) ,  p e  411: "The whole a c t i o n  would t h u s  t r an -  
f p i r e  i n  t h e  world of paganism, And s i n c e  t h e r e  i s  
a l a r g e  number of pagan s a n c t u a r i e s ,  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  
would occupy only  one of them and would dwindle down 
t o  one i n  t h e  pagan pantheon." The fo l lowing  phrase  
i n  t h e  v e r s e  a l s o  suppor t s  this--"showing himself  t o  

I 

be God1'--for he would c e r t a i n l y  no t  be showing him- 
self t o  be t h e  God if he was i n  a heathen sanc tua ry ,  
bu t  only a god of t h e  hea thens ,  

17.  There is one argument found a g a i n s t  t h e  second 
p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  r u l e s  i n  t h e  

midst  of b e l i e v e r s .  Leon Morris sugges t s  t h a t  t h i s  
concept would make t h e  Church cease  t o  be a C h r i s t i a n  
~ h u r c h . ~ ~  But t h i s  argument assumes t h a t  t h e  Anti-  
c h r i s t  would be  a p a r t  of t h e  temple,  which of course  
could n o t  be s i n c e  i t  i s  genuine b e l i e v e r s  ( t hose  who 
do n o t  oppose ~ h r i s t )  t h a t  a r e  o r  make up t h e  temple. 
The A n t i c h r i s t  is  only s a i d  t o  be  " in  t h e  temple," 
n o t  a p a r t  of it.  It i s  perhaps b e s t  t o  understand 
" in  t h e  templet'  i n  t h e  same sense  t h a t  t a r e s  a r e  among 
t h e  wheat (Matt. 13:24-30); o r  b e t t e r  y e t ,  i n  t h e  
sense  t h a t  f a l s e  prophets  "have c r e p t  i n  unnoticed" 
among b e l i e v e r s  (Jude 4 ; cf . a l s o  Gal. 2 : 4)  . I n  t h i s  
c a s e  t h e  on ly  d i f f e r e n c e  would be t h a t  t h e  f a l s e  
prophets  (o r  a n t i c h r i s t s )  have done t o  a lesser ex- 
t e n t  what t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  ha s  done t o  t h e  maximum 
among C h r i s t i a n s  o r  t h e  Church. 

18. (5) The A n t i c h r i s t  w i l l  be  "demonstrating t h a t  
he himself is God" which he w i l l  do by "opposing 

and e x a l t i n g  himself ag i ins t  everyone c a l l e d  God and 
a g a i n s t  every  o b j e c t  of r e l i g i o u s  worship" (I1 Thess. 
2 : 4 ) .  Paul  makes t h i s  s ta tement  a s  gene ra l  and com- 
prehens ive  as poss ib l e .  Thus, t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  w i l l  
condemn t h e  f a l s e  gods of o the r  r e l i g i o n s ,  whether 
t hey  be  d e i f i e d  emperors and pharoahs,  o r  Zeus, 
Allah,  and Buddah. "He w i l l  e x a l t  and magnify him- 
s e l f  above every god ... H e  w i l l  show no regard  f o r  
t h e  gods of  h i s  f a t h e r s  o r  f o r  t h e  one des i r ed  by 
women, nor  w i l l  he regard  any god, b u t  e x a l t  himself 
above them a l l "  (Daniel  11:36,37, NIV). 

19.  "Every o b j e c t  of r e l i g i o u s  worship (og~acrpa)  
i nc ludes  t hose  t h i n g s  which a r e  worshipped by 

every r e l i g i o n .  I n  t h e  H e l l e n i s t i c  c u l t u r e  t h i s  

l 7 ~ h e  New I n t e r n a t i o n a l  Comentarv  on t h e  N .T.  : 
The F i r s t  and Second E p i s t l e  t o  t h e  Thessalonians 
(Grand Rapids : Eerdmans , 1959) , 22 3.  
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b u i l d i n g ,  being f i t t e d  t oge the r  i s  growing i n t o  a 
holy  sanc tuary  i n  t h e  Lord" (Eph. 2:19-21). The 
meaning, "heathen sanc tuary ,"  i s  no t  used by Paul ,  
n e i t h e r  would i t  make any sense.16 So e i t h e r  t h e  
A n t i c h r i s t  t akes  up res idence  w i th in  t h e  body of 
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l i e v e r s ,  As f o r  t h e  f i r s t  p o s s i b i l i t y ,  t h e r e  is  no 
evidence w i th in  t h e  contex t  t h a t  sugges ts  such a 
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t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  gerformiqg external  a c t s .  

I 6 ~ s  Lenski p o i n t s  ou t  i n  h i s  
of S t .  P a u l P  
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t o  Tim., t o  T i t u s  and Philemon (Columbus: Wartburg, 
1946) ,  p e  411: "The whole a c t i o n  would t h u s  t r an -  
f p i r e  i n  t h e  world of paganism, And s i n c e  t h e r e  i s  
a l a r g e  number of pagan s a n c t u a r i e s ,  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  
would occupy only  one of them and would dwindle down 
t o  one i n  t h e  pagan pantheon." The fo l lowing  phrase  
i n  t h e  v e r s e  a l s o  suppor t s  this--"showing himself  t o  

I 

be God1'--for he would c e r t a i n l y  no t  be showing him- 
self t o  be t h e  God if he was i n  a heathen sanc tua ry ,  
bu t  only a god of t h e  hea thens ,  

17.  There is one argument found a g a i n s t  t h e  second 
p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  r u l e s  i n  t h e  

midst  of b e l i e v e r s .  Leon Morris sugges t s  t h a t  t h i s  
concept would make t h e  Church cease  t o  be a C h r i s t i a n  
~ h u r c h . ~ ~  But t h i s  argument assumes t h a t  t h e  Anti-  
c h r i s t  would be  a p a r t  of t h e  temple,  which of course  
could n o t  be s i n c e  i t  i s  genuine b e l i e v e r s  ( t hose  who 
do n o t  oppose ~ h r i s t )  t h a t  a r e  o r  make up t h e  temple. 
The A n t i c h r i s t  is  only s a i d  t o  be  " in  t h e  temple," 
n o t  a p a r t  of it.  It i s  perhaps b e s t  t o  understand 
" in  t h e  templet'  i n  t h e  same sense  t h a t  t a r e s  a r e  among 
t h e  wheat (Matt. 13:24-30); o r  b e t t e r  y e t ,  i n  t h e  
sense  t h a t  f a l s e  prophets  "have c r e p t  i n  unnoticed" 
among b e l i e v e r s  (Jude 4 ; cf . a l s o  Gal. 2 : 4)  . I n  t h i s  
c a s e  t h e  on ly  d i f f e r e n c e  would be t h a t  t h e  f a l s e  
prophets  (o r  a n t i c h r i s t s )  have done t o  a lesser ex- 
t e n t  what t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  ha s  done t o  t h e  maximum 
among C h r i s t i a n s  o r  t h e  Church. 

18. (5) The A n t i c h r i s t  w i l l  be  "demonstrating t h a t  
he himself is God" which he w i l l  do by "opposing 

and e x a l t i n g  himself ag i ins t  everyone c a l l e d  God and 
a g a i n s t  every  o b j e c t  of r e l i g i o u s  worship" (I1 Thess. 
2 : 4 ) .  Paul  makes t h i s  s ta tement  a s  gene ra l  and com- 
prehens ive  as poss ib l e .  Thus, t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  w i l l  
condemn t h e  f a l s e  gods of o the r  r e l i g i o n s ,  whether 
t hey  be  d e i f i e d  emperors and pharoahs,  o r  Zeus, 
Allah,  and Buddah. "He w i l l  e x a l t  and magnify him- 
s e l f  above every god ... H e  w i l l  show no regard  f o r  
t h e  gods of  h i s  f a t h e r s  o r  f o r  t h e  one des i r ed  by 
women, nor  w i l l  he regard  any god, b u t  e x a l t  himself 
above them a l l "  (Daniel  11:36,37, NIV). 

19.  "Every o b j e c t  of r e l i g i o u s  worship (og~acrpa)  
i nc ludes  t hose  t h i n g s  which a r e  worshipped by 

every r e l i g i o n .  I n  t h e  H e l l e n i s t i c  c u l t u r e  t h i s  

l 7 ~ h e  New I n t e r n a t i o n a l  Comentarv  on t h e  N .T.  : 
The F i r s t  and Second E p i s t l e  t o  t h e  Thessalonians 
(Grand Rapids : Eerdmans , 1959) , 22 3.  



inc luded  i d o l s ,  c u l t s ,  gods, and t h e  laws ordained 
by them.18 I n  o the r  words, f a l s e  gods a r e  a l s o  
contained wi th in  o b j e c t s  of r e l i g i o u s  worship. It 
i s  i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  n o t e  t h a t  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  opposes 
and e x a l t s  himself over  those t h i n g s  which a r e  n o t  
t o  be worshipped, a s  does t h e  one t r u e  God. 

20 .  But most impor tan t ly ,  t he  A n t i c h r i s t  w i l l  
oppose and e x a l t  himself a g a i n s t  t h e  one t r u e  

God and h i s  word, which a lone  are t o  be worshipped. 
The t e x t  h e r e  i n  Thessalonians imp l i e s  t h i s  f o r  t h e  
s imple f a c t  t h a t  t h e  one t r u e  God is  among those  
who a r e  "ca l led  God," and God's word is among those  
t h ings  which a r e  c a l l e d  "objec ts  of r e l i g i o u s  wor- 
sh ip ."  Furthermore, t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  would ha rd ly  
be "demonstrating t h a t  he  himself is  God" un le s s  
he opposed and exa l t ed  himself a g a i n s t  God. Daniel  
and Revelat  ion  c l a r i f y  t h i s  very  d e f i n i t e l y  : "He 
w i l l  speak a g a i n s t  t h e  Most High ..." (Dan. 11:36, 
NIV) ; "He opened h i s  mouth t o  blaspheme God, and t o  
s l ande r  h i s  name and dwel l ing  p l ace  ..." (RW. 13:6,  
NIV) . 
2 1 ,  I n  view of t h e  teaching  t h a t  i t  is by t h e  Word 

a lone  ( ' soba  S c r i p t u r a l )  t h a t  God r e v e a l s  him- 
s e l f ,  i t  fo l lows  t h a t  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  w i l l  e i t h e r  
have t o  confound o r  d e s t r o y  God's word. And i f  t h e  
A n t i c h r i s t  is t o  demonstrate  himself  t o  be  God, he  
w i l l  have t o  come wi th  a s u b s t i t u t i o n a r y  (and f a l s e )  
r e v e l a t i o n ,  That i s ,  some o t h e r  source  bes ides  
S c r i p t u r e  w i l l  be s e t  up along s i d e  o f ,  above, o r  
i n  p l ace  of S c r i p t u r e  a s  God's word. For a l l  t h e s e  
reasons  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  i s  c a l l e d  " the  man of law- 
l e s s n e s s . "  

N.T. Theology, ed. Col in  Brown, (Grand Rapids: Zon- 
dervan,  1976) ,  IS ,  92,  

22. (6)  More s p e c i f i c a l l y ,  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  man i f e s t s  
i t s  lawlessness  i n  s e v e r a l  ways. The one be ing  

most prominent i s  desc r ibed  i n  ~ o h n ' s  e p i s t l e s :  "Who 
is t h e  L i a r  i f  n o t  t h e  one who d e n i e s  t h a t  J e s u s  i s  
t h e  C h r i s t ?  T h i s  is  t h e  h t i ~ h r i s t . ~ , "  (John 2:22);  
 very spirit wkich con fe s se s  J e s u s  C h r i s t  ha s  come 
i n  t h e  f l e s h  is  from Gad; and every s p i r i t  which 
does n o t  confess  J e sus  is  n o t  from God, and t h i s  is 
t h e  s p i r i t  of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t "  (1: 2 ,3)  ; I 1 .  . . t h e  ones 
who do n o t  confess  J e s u s  C h r i s t  coming i n  t h e  f l e s h ;  
t h i s  i s . . . t h e  A n t i c h r i s t "  ( I 1  John 7) .  

23. There is  no doubt t h a t  John i s  a t  least r e f e r -  
r i n g  t o  a  f a l s e  view of t h e  person of C h r i s t .  

Cer in thus ,  who l i v e d  i n  t h e  second h a l f  of t h e  f i r s t  
c en tu ry ,  promoted such a  f a l s e  t each ing  which Luther  
recognized:  "Accordingly, John s m i t e s  Cer in thus  who 
was denying t h e  d i v i n i t y  of t h e  n a t u r e  of ~ h r i s t  ."l9 
And aga in :  "That man, of course ,  i s  Cer in thus .  And 
t h e r e  a r e  more, t hose  who fo l low,  i n  h i s  f o o t s t e p s .  
C h r i s t  i s  made up of t h e  humanity and t h e  d i v i n i t y .  
Those who deny H i s  humanity deny t h e  whole C h r i s t .  
Likewise t hose  who deny H i s  d i v i n i t y .  "20 Cer in thus  
be l ieved  t h a t  J e s u s  w a s  t h e  son of Joseph. The 
" ~ h r i s t "  descended upon J e s u s  a t  h i s  bapt ism,  bu t  
then  depar ted  from J e s u s  b e f o r e  h i s  s u f f e r i n g  and 
c r u c i f i x i o n .  Hence, t h e  pe r sona l  union was denied.  
It is recorded by I renaeus  t h a t  John u t t e r l y  opposed 
Cer in thus  and would n o t  even ba the  a t  t h e  same bath- 
house i n  Ephesus w i th  t h a t  "enemy of t h e  t r u t h "  f o r  
f e a r  t h a t  t h e  roof might cave in .21 

1 9 l u t h e r ' s  Works : The Ca tho l i c  E p i s t l e s  , ed . 
J .  PePikan, Vol. 38 ( S t .  Louis :  Concordia, 1967),221. 

2 0 ~ u t h e r ' s  Works, 258. 
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2 4 .  An important ques t ion  t h a t  must be answered is 
what does it mean t o  say t h a t  one den ie s  o r  

does no t  confess  Jesus  C h r i s t  a s  coming i n  t h e  f l e s h ?  
More s p e c i f i c a l l y ,  can one who subscr ibes  t o  t h e  
c o r r e c t  teaching  on t h e  person of C h r i s t ,  but  denies  
some o t h e r  e s s e n t i a l  d o c t r i n e  (e .g. ,  t h e  work of 
C h r i s t ) ,  be l ab led  a s  one who den ies  Je sus  C h r i s t  
as coming i n  t h e  f l e s h ,  and hence t h e  ~ n t i c h r i s t ? ~ ~  

25. A c l o s e r  look a t  t h e  Greek w i l l  help.  The 
two passages which speak of Chr i s t  coming i n  

t h e  f l e s h  are I John 4:2 and I1 John 7. Both words 
t r a n s l a t e d  "comingf' a r e  p a r t i c i p l e s .  23 This con- 
s t r u c t i o n  wi th  t h e  p a r t i c i p l e  g ives  a  d i f f e r e n t  
thought from t h a t  of an i n d i c a t i v e  o r  i n f i n i t i v e .  
"It does no t  express  t h e  acknowledgment of t h e  
t r u t h  of t h e  f a c t  but  t h e  acknowledgment of One 
i n  whom t h i s  f a c t  i s  f u l f i l l e d  and of whom i t  i s  
predica ted  ."24 I n  o t h e r  words, t h e  emphasis is 
on t h e  one who has come i n  t h e  f l e s h  more s o  than - 
on t h e  means of denying t h a t  one. 

2 2 ~ h i s  ques t ion  a r i s e s  over t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e  
Roman Cathol ic  Church b a s i c a l l y  holds t o  t h e  same 
p o s i t i o n  as t h e  Confessional Lutheran Church on t h e  
d o c t r i n e  of the person of Chr i s t ,  bu t  s t rong ly  
d i sag rees  on t h e  d o c t r i n e  of the  work of C h r i s t .  

2 3 ~ h e  only e s s e n t i a l  d i f f e r e n c e  between t h e s e  
two v e r s e s  i s  t h a t  I John 4 : 2  uses  a  p e r f e c t  t ense ,  
ChqXu~dra, where II John 7 uses  a  present  t ense ,  
C P ~ ~ ~ E V O V .  The former s t r e s s e s  t h e  p a s t ,  p re sen t ,  
and f u t u r e  f a c t  of t h e  inca rna t ion ,  while t h e  l a t t e r  
emphasizes t h e  progress ive  n a t u r e  of coming i n  t h e  

2 4 ~ .  F. Westcot t ,  The E p i s t l e s  of S t .  John, 
(Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1966). 141. 
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26. The context  s f  1 John 4:3 a l s o  confirms t h a t  
i t  is  t h e  person of Chr i s t  and h i s  work which 

a r e  denied,  and no t  j u s t  one s tatement  about t h e  
person: "...and every s p i r i t  which does no t  confess  
Jesus ,  i s  n o t  from God," I John 2:22 a l s o  suppor ts  
t h i s :  " . . . the  one who denies  t h a t  J e sus  is t h e  
Chr i s t :  t h i s  i s  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  ..." Here it  cannot 
be j u s t  a  s p e c i f i c  s tatement  about t h e  person of 
C h r i s t  t h a t  i s  denied,  bu t  a l s o  t h e  work of C h r i s t ;  
f o r  t o  be t h e  Chr i s t  means t h a t  he i s  t h e  one who 
has saved t h e  world from t h e i r  s i n s ,  n o t  only by 
being t r u e  God and t r u e  man, bu t  a l s o  by h i s  a c t i v e  
and pass ive  obedience. With t h i s  i n  mind, t h e  
phrase "Jesus Chr i s t  a s  having come i n  t h e  f lesh1 '  
can be  seen a l t o g e t h e r  a s  a compound d i r e c t  o b j e c t  
of " the ones who deny" ( I 1  John 7 ) ,  and of "every 
s p i r i t  which does n o t  confess" ( I  John 4:2). That 
is, they ( the  A n t i c h r i s t )  do n o t  confess  him, whose 
n a t u r e  and work i s  described by t h e  h rase ,  " ~ e s u s  
C h r i s t  a s  having come i n  t h e  f l e s h .  4 5  

27. To put  t h i s  back i n  t h e  context  of John's 
message f o r  t h a t  day, i t  can be said  t h a t  

Cerinthus chose one mode of no t  confessing C h r i s t ,  
namely, by denying t h a t  C h r i s t  was born,  d i e d ,  and 
l i v e s  aga in  i n  t h e  f l e s h .  This  mode of denying 
Chr i s t  was t h e  most prominent one i n  t h e  h i s t o r y  
of t h e  e a r l y  Church. I f ,  f o r  example, t h e  most 
prominent mode a t  t h a t  t ime would have been denying 
t h e  s i n l e s s  n a t u r e  of C h r i s t ,  t h e  v e r s e  would have 
read ,  " the one who den ies  Je sus  C h r i s t  a s  coming 
s i n l e s s  is t h e  A n t i c h r i s t .  " 

28. So it  is  maintained t h a t  one denies  " ~ e s u s  
Chr i s t  a s  having come i n  t h e  f l e sh"  because 

Chr i s t  himself i s  r e j e c t e d .  A t  t h i s  p o i n t ,  however, 
t h e  ob jec t ion  can be made: why i s  i t  not  t h e  o the r  



2 4 .  An important ques t ion  t h a t  must be answered is 
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2 2 ~ h i s  ques t ion  a r i s e s  over t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e  
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2 4 ~ .  F. Westcot t ,  The E p i s t l e s  of S t .  John, 
(Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1966). 141. 
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26. The context  s f  1 John 4:3 a l s o  confirms t h a t  
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? That is,  perhaps one den ie s  C h r i s t  
cause  "Jesus C h r i s t  a s  having come i n  

" is  r e j e c t e d .  O r  more s imply,  j u s t  be- 
ne "deniese8 t h e  work of  C h r i s t  does n o t  mean 

"denies" t h e  person of C h r i s t ;  and hence, 
i f  one "denies" t h e  work of C h r i s t  bu t  n o t  t h e  
n  of C h r i s t ,  he could no t  be t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  

e t h e  person of C h r i s t  i s  s t i l l  "confessed." 
be  t r u e  on ly  i f  t h e  words "confess" and 

"deny" d e a l  w i t h  mere outward con fe s s ions  and a r e  
no t  i n  any way synonomous wi th  s av ing  f a i t h  and 
u n b e l i e f ,  r e s p e c t i v e l y .  I f  t h i s  i s  assumed however, 
one runs  i n t o  a  s t i c k y  problem. S ince  I John 4:2,3 
c l a s s i f i e s  t hose  who "confess  J e s u s  a s  having come 
i n  t h e  f l e s h "  as "f rorn God ," t h i s  would mean t h a t  
even t h o s e  who deny t h e  work of C h r i s t  and t h e  form- 
u l a  "by g race ,  f o r  C h r i s t ' s  s ake ,  through f a i t h "  
could be  from God a s  l ong  a s  they  "confess" C h r i s t  
coming i n  t h e  f l e s h .  Everybody from h y p o c r i t e s  t o  
t h e  au tho r s  of t h e  Council  of Tren t  could be c l a s s i -  
f i e d  a s  "from God,'' 

29. Furthermore, t h e  work and person of C h r i s t  are 
s o  i n t i m a t e l y  connected t h a t  i t  would be  impos- 

s i b l e  t o  deny one wi thout  denying t h e  o t h e r .  C h r i s t  
came i n  t h e  f l e s h  f o r  one reason  only :  t o  be  t h e  com- 
~ l e t e  s a c r i f i c e  f o r  t h e  s i n s  of t h e  world.  I f  c h i l -  
L 

dren  were seen  dressed  up i n  costumes and going from 
door t o  door on October 31, it would on ly  be f o r  one 
purpose: f o r  t r i c k s  o r  t r e a t s .  One could n o t  reason- 
a b l y  deny t h e  purpose f o r  which they  came and a t  t h e  
same t i m e  con fe s s  t h a t  t hey  were dressed  up on Octo- 
b e r  31. I f  s o ,  t hey  would be say ing  something l i k e  
t h i s :  "I b e l i e v e  they  came t o  my door d re s sed  up i n  
costumes wi th  bags f u l l  of candy on Halloween n i g h t ,  
bu t  I don ' t  b e l i e v e  they  were here f o r  t r i c k s  o r  
t r e a t s . "  Absurd. I f  one confesses  C h r i s t  came i n  
t h e  f l e s h ,  one is confess ing  h i s  work. Otherwise,  

30.  I .  He Marshal l  c ap tu re s  and exp la in s  John ' s  
t h ink ing  : 

To some e x t e n t  confess ions  are formulated i n  
t h e  l i g h e  of t h e  need t o  exclude p a r t i c u l a r  
e r r o r s ,  and e x i s t i n g  forms s f  words,  t r u e  i n  
themselves ,  may need t o  be reformulated more 
p r e c i s e l y  i n  o rde r  t o  b r i n g  ou t  t h e  f u l l  i n -  
tended meaning and t o  guard a g a i n s t  t h e i r  be ing  
used Pn a sense  which i s  f e l t  t o  be  inadequate  
o r  even incompatible  wi th  t h e i r  intended mean- 
i n g ,  The f u l l  imp l i ca t i ons  of "Jesus i s  ~ o r d "  
are incompatible  w i th  many h e r e s i e s ,  both 
ancient  and modern. The framers  of t h i s  form- 
u l a  would n o t  have accepted "I regard  J e sus  as 
my u l t i m a t e  concern (but  n o t  as having t h e  
metaphysical  s t a t u s  of 'son of God')" a s  c o r r e c t  
exeges i s  of t h e  formula; bu t  i n  o rde r  t o  exc lude  
such w i l f u l  t w i s t i n g  of t h e  meaning i t  may be 
necessary  t o  express  t h e  confess ion  t h a t  ~ o h n ' s  
opponents thought t h a t  they  could confess  J e s u s  
as Lord bu t  without  accep t ing  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  he 
was t h e  Word i n c a r n a t e ,  and t h e r e f o r e  John had 
t o  s t r e s s  t h a t  t h e  confess ion  be made i n  t h i s  
p a r t i c u l a r  form. 26 

31. The A n t i c h r i s t  must, t h e r e f o r e ,  l e ad  h i s  f o l -  
lowers  away from t h e  b e l i e f  t h a t  t h e  s a c r i f i c e  

of C h r i s t  f o r  t h e  s i n s  of t h e  world i s  t h e  v i c a r i o u s  
atonement,  The r e s u l t  is t h a t  t h i s  burden of s i n  i s  
u l t i m a t e l y  c a s t  back on t o  t h e  shoulders  of t hose  
who fo l low t h e  A n t i c h r i s t .  A s  Daniel  8:11, 12 p u t s  
i t:  "It even magnified i t s e l f  t o  be  equa l  w i th  t h e  
Comarrder of t h e  h o s t ;  and i t  removed t h e  r e g u l a r  
s a c r i f i c e  from H i m ,  and t h e  p l a c e  of t h e  s anc tua ry  
w a s  khrown down.,.and i t  w i l l  f l i n g  t r u t h  t o  t he  
ground. . . " (NASB) . 

2 6 ~ h e  E p i s t l e s  of John, (Grand Rapids : Eerdmans , 
1978) ,  206 ,  
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2 6 ~ h e  E p i s t l e s  of John, (Grand Rapids : Eerdmans , 
1978) ,  206 ,  



32. ( 7 )  Another s p e c i f i c  mark of i t s  lawlessness  i s  
i t s  use  of power: ",..whose coming is  i n  accord 

w i t h  t h e  work of Sa tan ,  i n  a l l  power and " and 
mi rac l e s  of fa lsehood ..." (11  Thess.  2 :9) .  11 
t h r e e  of t h e s e  words a r e  used i n  C h r i s t ' s  m i r ac l e s  
(John 4:48; Luke 5:17).  The f i r s t  term ( a u u d p ~ ~ )  
denotes  t h e  s u p e r n a t u r a l  f o r c e  which c r e a t e s  t h e  
miraculous works. The second term ( o r i u ~ i o ~ s )  is  a 
miraculous s i g n  p o i n t i n g  ou t  t h a t  t h e  worker of t h e s e  
mi rac l e s  is  supposedly from God, j u s t  a s  t h e  mi rac l e s  
of  C h r i s t  were "signs" t h a t  he was t h e  Son of God, 
The t h i r d  word ( ~ 6 p a o ~ v )  denotes  t h e  awesome unex- 
p l a i n a b l e  n a t u r e  of such works. 28 

2 7 ~ h e  l a s t  word of t he  v e r s e ,  ( j l t f ~ d o ~  ("of 
fa lsehood") ,  i s  probably b e s t  taken wi th  a l l  t h r e e  
nouns, "power and s i g n s  and wonders." There a r e  
two p o s s i b l e  understandings of t h i s  ve r se .  One is  
t h a t  t h e  power, s i g n s ,  and wonders a r e  n o t  r e a l  bu t  
f ake ,  c o u n t e r f e i t ,  f o r  t h e  decept ion  of t h e  senses .  
O r ,  they  a r e  r e a l ,  n o t  dece iv ing  t h e  s enses ,  and 
a r e  "from falsehoods '  o r  " fo r  fa lsehood.  " The second 
i s  p re fe r r ed  f o r  two reasons .  There a r e  many p l aces  
i n  t h e  Bib le  where Satan and h i s  ins t ruments  a r e  
capable  of super -na tura l  even t s .  Also, p a r a l l e l  
passages i n  Revelat ion (k3:2,13,14) support  t h e  
r e a l i t y  of such mi rac l e s :  ". . .and t h e  dragon gave 
him ( t h e  b e a s t )  h i s  power ... And he ( t h e  b e a s t )  per-  
forms g r e a t  s i g n s ,  so  t h a t  he even makes f i r e  come 
down out  of heaven t o  e a r t h  i n  t h e  presence of men, 
And he dece ives  t hose  who dwell  on t h e  e a r t h  because 
of t h e  s i g n s  which i t  was given him t o  perform..."' 
There i s  probably no d i f f e r e n c e  i n  e f f e c t  between 
t h e  two p o s s i b i l i t i e s  s i n c e  t h e  people a r e  deceived 
by what they  t h i n k  they  s e e  whether i t  i s  r e a l i t y  
o r  n o t .  

2 8 ~ e o n  Morris ,  231. 

33. (8)  The purpose of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t ' s  work is t o  
cause  a g r e a t  apos tasy  and dece ive  t hose  who 

a r e  pe r i sh ing :  "...it ( t h e  Day of t h e  Lord) w i l l  
n o t  come un le s s  t h e  apos tasy  comes f i r s t "  ( I 1  Thess.  
2:3a) .  The rest of t h i s  v e r s e  and t h e  fo l lowing  
seven v e r s e s  speak of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t .  Some sugges t  
t h a t  t h e  apos tasy  w i l l  come a p a r t  from t h e  work of 
t h e  A n t i c h r i s t .  Even though t h e  v e r s e  by i t s e l f  
would permit t h i s ,  t h e  contex t  fo l lowing  and par-  
a l l e l  passages on ly  a l l ow  f o r  t h e  accomplishment of 
t h e  apos tasy  by t h e  work of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t .  F i r s t ,  
i n  Daniel  i t  is  w r i t t e n :  "And h e . . . w i l l  wear down 
the s a i n t s  of t h e  Highest  One...and they  w i l l  be  
given i n t o  h i s  hand f o r  a t ime. .  ." ( 7 : 2 5 ,  NASB; 
c f ,  a l s o  8:24b; 9:27a).  These v e r s e s  were f u l -  
f i l l e d  q u i t e  obviously by t h e  type  Antiochus Epi- 
phanes a s  recorded i n  I Maccabbees: 

34. I n  t hose  days t h e r e  camefbrth ou t  of I s r a e l  
t r a n s g r e s s o r s  of t h e  law who persuaded many, 

s ay ing ,  le t  u s  go and make a covenant wi th  t h e  
Gen t i l e s  t h a t  a r e  round about us...And they made 
themselves uncircumcised, and forsook t h e  ho ly  
covenant ,  and joined themselves t o  t h e  G e n t i l e s ,  
and s o l d  themselves t o  do evi l . . .And many of 
I s r a e l  consented t o  h i s  / h t i o c h u s  ~ p i ~ h a n e s 7  
worship,  and s a c r i f i c e d  t h e  i d o l s ,  and profaned 
t h e  sabba th  ... And t h e  k i n g ' s  o f f i c e r s ,  t h a t  were 
en fo rc ing  t h e  apos tasy ,  came i n t o  t h e  c i t y  of 
Modein t o  s a c r i f i c e .  (1:11, 1 5 ,  43; 2:15) 

35. Even more e x p l i c i t  is  Revela t ion :  "And i t  was 
given t o  him t o  make war w i th  t h e  s a i n t s  and 

t o  overcome them,.  . I '  (13:7, NASB). 

36. Apostasy i n  t h e  Bib le  r e f e r s  on ly  t o  a f a l l i n g  
away from t h e  t r u e  f a i t h  ( c f .  Acts 21 :2 l ) .  

With t h e  a r t i c l e  i t  d e s i g n a t e s  a f a l l i n g  away t h a t  
i s  t h e  only one of i t s  k ind .  And s i n c e  t h e  e x i s t e n c e  
of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  i s  of g r e a t  d u r a t i o n ,  it cannot be 
s a i d  t h a t  t h e  apos tasy  i s  l i m i t e d  t o  a very  s h o r t  



32. ( 7 )  Another s p e c i f i c  mark of i t s  lawlessness  i s  
i t s  use  of power: ",..whose coming is  i n  accord 

w i t h  t h e  work of Sa tan ,  i n  a l l  power and " and 
mi rac l e s  of fa lsehood ..." (11  Thess.  2 :9) .  11 
t h r e e  of t h e s e  words a r e  used i n  C h r i s t ' s  m i r ac l e s  
(John 4:48; Luke 5:17).  The f i r s t  term ( a u u d p ~ ~ )  
denotes  t h e  s u p e r n a t u r a l  f o r c e  which c r e a t e s  t h e  
miraculous works. The second term ( o r i u ~ i o ~ s )  is  a 
miraculous s i g n  p o i n t i n g  ou t  t h a t  t h e  worker of t h e s e  
mi rac l e s  is  supposedly from God, j u s t  a s  t h e  mi rac l e s  
of  C h r i s t  were "signs" t h a t  he was t h e  Son of God, 
The t h i r d  word ( ~ 6 p a o ~ v )  denotes  t h e  awesome unex- 
p l a i n a b l e  n a t u r e  of such works. 28 

2 7 ~ h e  l a s t  word of t he  v e r s e ,  ( j l t f ~ d o ~  ("of 
fa lsehood") ,  i s  probably b e s t  taken wi th  a l l  t h r e e  
nouns, "power and s i g n s  and wonders." There a r e  
two p o s s i b l e  understandings of t h i s  ve r se .  One is  
t h a t  t h e  power, s i g n s ,  and wonders a r e  n o t  r e a l  bu t  
f ake ,  c o u n t e r f e i t ,  f o r  t h e  decept ion  of t h e  senses .  
O r ,  they  a r e  r e a l ,  n o t  dece iv ing  t h e  s enses ,  and 
a r e  "from falsehoods '  o r  " fo r  fa lsehood.  " The second 
i s  p re fe r r ed  f o r  two reasons .  There a r e  many p l aces  
i n  t h e  Bib le  where Satan and h i s  ins t ruments  a r e  
capable  of super -na tura l  even t s .  Also, p a r a l l e l  
passages i n  Revelat ion (k3:2,13,14) support  t h e  
r e a l i t y  of such mi rac l e s :  ". . .and t h e  dragon gave 
him ( t h e  b e a s t )  h i s  power ... And he ( t h e  b e a s t )  per-  
forms g r e a t  s i g n s ,  so  t h a t  he even makes f i r e  come 
down out  of heaven t o  e a r t h  i n  t h e  presence of men, 
And he dece ives  t hose  who dwell  on t h e  e a r t h  because 
of t h e  s i g n s  which i t  was given him t o  perform..."' 
There i s  probably no d i f f e r e n c e  i n  e f f e c t  between 
t h e  two p o s s i b i l i t i e s  s i n c e  t h e  people a r e  deceived 
by what they  t h i n k  they  s e e  whether i t  i s  r e a l i t y  
o r  n o t .  

2 8 ~ e o n  Morris ,  231. 

33. (8)  The purpose of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t ' s  work is t o  
cause  a g r e a t  apos tasy  and dece ive  t hose  who 

a r e  pe r i sh ing :  "...it ( t h e  Day of t h e  Lord) w i l l  
n o t  come un le s s  t h e  apos tasy  comes f i r s t "  ( I 1  Thess.  
2:3a) .  The rest of t h i s  v e r s e  and t h e  fo l lowing  
seven v e r s e s  speak of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t .  Some sugges t  
t h a t  t h e  apos tasy  w i l l  come a p a r t  from t h e  work of 
t h e  A n t i c h r i s t .  Even though t h e  v e r s e  by i t s e l f  
would permit t h i s ,  t h e  contex t  fo l lowing  and par-  
a l l e l  passages on ly  a l l ow  f o r  t h e  accomplishment of 
t h e  apos tasy  by t h e  work of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t .  F i r s t ,  
i n  Daniel  i t  is  w r i t t e n :  "And h e . . . w i l l  wear down 
the s a i n t s  of t h e  Highest  One...and they  w i l l  be  
given i n t o  h i s  hand f o r  a t ime. .  ." ( 7 : 2 5 ,  NASB; 
c f ,  a l s o  8:24b; 9:27a).  These v e r s e s  were f u l -  
f i l l e d  q u i t e  obviously by t h e  type  Antiochus Epi- 
phanes a s  recorded i n  I Maccabbees: 

34. I n  t hose  days t h e r e  camefbrth ou t  of I s r a e l  
t r a n s g r e s s o r s  of t h e  law who persuaded many, 

s ay ing ,  le t  u s  go and make a covenant wi th  t h e  
Gen t i l e s  t h a t  a r e  round about us...And they made 
themselves uncircumcised, and forsook t h e  ho ly  
covenant ,  and joined themselves t o  t h e  G e n t i l e s ,  
and s o l d  themselves t o  do evi l . . .And many of 
I s r a e l  consented t o  h i s  / h t i o c h u s  ~ p i ~ h a n e s 7  
worship,  and s a c r i f i c e d  t h e  i d o l s ,  and profaned 
t h e  sabba th  ... And t h e  k i n g ' s  o f f i c e r s ,  t h a t  were 
en fo rc ing  t h e  apos tasy ,  came i n t o  t h e  c i t y  of 
Modein t o  s a c r i f i c e .  (1:11, 1 5 ,  43; 2:15) 

35. Even more e x p l i c i t  is  Revela t ion :  "And i t  was 
given t o  him t o  make war w i th  t h e  s a i n t s  and 

t o  overcome them,.  . I '  (13:7, NASB). 

36. Apostasy i n  t h e  Bib le  r e f e r s  on ly  t o  a f a l l i n g  
away from t h e  t r u e  f a i t h  ( c f .  Acts 21 :2 l ) .  

With t h e  a r t i c l e  i t  d e s i g n a t e s  a f a l l i n g  away t h a t  
i s  t h e  only one of i t s  k ind .  And s i n c e  t h e  e x i s t e n c e  
of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  i s  of g r e a t  d u r a t i o n ,  it cannot be 
s a i d  t h a t  t h e  apos tasy  i s  l i m i t e d  t o  a very  s h o r t  



per iod  of t ime. It seems more l i k e l y  t h a t  he  would 
be involved i n  such a  work throughout h i s  c a r e e r ,  
from beginning t o  end, cons ider ing  h i s  "power" and 
t h e  ve ry  n a t u r e  of h i s  work. 

37. Along w i t h  t h e  apos tasy  comes a  decept ion  of 
those  who a r e  pe r i sh ing .  ". . .whose coming i s  

i n  accord wi th  t h e  work of Sa tan ,  i n  a l l  power and 
s i g n s  and mi rac l e s  of fa l sehood,  and wi th  a l l  t h e  
decept ion  of unr igh teousness  f o r  t hose  who a r e  
perishing..." (11  Thess. 2:9,10) .  Those who a r e  
p e r i s h i n g  inc lude  those  who have f a l l e n  away. He 

w i l l  g a the r  a  fo l lowing  (Rev. l3:3b)  a long the 
broad way and attempt t o  keep them there by h i s  
power and decept ion .  "And he dece ives  those  who 
dwel l  on t h e  e a r t h  because of t h e  s i g n s  which i t  
was given him t o  perform.. ." (Rev. 13:14, NASB). 

The Timing of C e r t a i n  Events 

38. (9)  The beginning of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  has  al-  
ready been touched upon b r i e f l y  and t h e r e  i s  

n o t  much more t o  say  about i t .  According t o  
I1 Thessalonians 2:7,  1 John 4 :3b, and 11 John 7 
t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  e x i s t e d  i n  one way o r  another  a t  
t h e  t ime of t h e s e  e p i s t l e s . 2 9  But h i s  i d e n t i t y  
had n o t  y e t  been revea led .  

39. (10) The A n t i c h r i s t  w i l l  be "revealed a t  t h e  
proper  time" (I1 Thessa lonians  2:6b).  To be  

revea led  (&xoua~uq$f jva~)  does no t  n e c e s s a r i l y  mean 
t h a t  he  w i l l  be  known o r  obvious t o  a l l .  I n  a lmost  
every  ca se  when t h i s  ve rb  is used i n  a t h e o l o g i c a l  
s ense  i t  i s  preceded and/or  accompanied by f a i t h ,  
s o  t h a t  i t  i s  no t  t h e  senses  t h a t  by themselves 
pe rce ive  t h i s  r e v e a l i n g ,  bu t  r a t h e r  f a i t h  based on 

2 9 ~ ~  Thessalonians was w r i t t e n  about 52 A.D. 

t h e  words oL ~ c r i ~ t u r e . ~ ~  And t h e  on ly  words i n  
t h e  S c r i p t u r e s  on which t o  base one ' s  f a i t h  when i t  
comes t o  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  a r e  t hose  marks mentioned 
i n  t h e s e  e p i s t l e s .  When f a i t h  a c c e p t s  t h e  marks of 
S c r i p t u r e ,  i t  makes u s e  of i t s  senses  t o  i d e n t i f y  
t h e  h t i c h r i s t ,  This  i s  analagous t o  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  
when John t h e  B a p t i s t  asked how he could be s u r e  
t h a t  Jesus  was t h e  C h r i s t .  J e s u s  answered by say ing  
he  was t h e  one who f u l f i l l e d  t h e  p rophe t i c  words 
concerning t h e  C h r i s t  which John a l r e a d y  be l ieved;  
t h e r e f o r e ,  he was t o  be be l i eved  on a s  t h e  C h r i s t  
(Matt. 11:2-6), 

40. The A n t i c h r i s t  then  w i l l  n o t  be revea led  neces- 
s a r i l y  i n  some ex t r ao rd ina ry  way s o  t h a t  i t  

w i l l  be a b s o h t e l y  c l e a r  t o  every  s i n g l e  C h r i s t i a n .  
Rather ,  t h e  r e v e a l i n g  w i l l  be perceived by Chris-  
t i a n s  who b e l i e v e  t h e  marks, a s  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  f u l -  
f i l l s  t h e  marks, no ma t t e r  how s u b t l e  they a r e .  

41. The t iming of t h i s  r e v e a l i n g  fo l lows  a f t e r ,  
and i s  caused by, t h e  removal of a  r e s t r a i n i n g  

fo rce .  "And you know what r e s t r a i n s  him now, s o  
t h a t  i n  h i s  t ime he may be r evea l ed .  For t h e  mys- 
t e r y  of l awlessness  i s  a l r eady  a t  work; on ly  h e  who 
r e s t r a i n s  w i l l  do s o  u n t i l  he i s  taken ou t  of t h e  
way. And then t h a t  l awles s  one w i l l  be revea led .  . . I1 

( I 1  Thessalonians 2:6,7,8b, NASB). 

42. The only  h i n t  i n  t h e  t e x t  a s  t o  who t h e  r e -  
s t r a i n e r  could be i s  t h e  gender of t h e  two 

p a r t i c i p l e s ,  uarExov (neu te r )  and ua r&~wv (mascu- 
l i n e ) .  Lenski sugges t s  t h i s  concerning t h e  two 
d i f f e r e n t  genders:   his t h i n g  and t h i s  one a r e  
e v i d e n t l y  a u n i t ,  a  c e r t a i n  power ( t hus  n e u t e r ) ,  a 
c e r t a i n  person e x e r c i s i n g  t h i s  power ( t hus  mascu- 
l i n e ) . , . t h e  c o l b e c t i v e  o r  gene ra l  s ense  of t h e  

3 0 ~ f .  I Cor. 2:lO; Lk. 10:21, Jn .  12:38; 
Rom. 1 ~ 1 7 ;  Gal. 3:23, I P e t .  1:12. 



per iod  of t ime. It seems more l i k e l y  t h a t  he  would 
be involved i n  such a  work throughout h i s  c a r e e r ,  
from beginning t o  end, cons ider ing  h i s  "power" and 
t h e  ve ry  n a t u r e  of h i s  work. 

37. Along w i t h  t h e  apos tasy  comes a  decept ion  of 
those  who a r e  pe r i sh ing .  ". . .whose coming i s  

i n  accord wi th  t h e  work of Sa tan ,  i n  a l l  power and 
s i g n s  and mi rac l e s  of fa l sehood,  and wi th  a l l  t h e  
decept ion  of unr igh teousness  f o r  t hose  who a r e  
perishing..." (11  Thess. 2:9,10) .  Those who a r e  
p e r i s h i n g  inc lude  those  who have f a l l e n  away. He 

w i l l  g a the r  a  fo l lowing  (Rev. l3:3b)  a long the 
broad way and attempt t o  keep them there by h i s  
power and decept ion .  "And he dece ives  those  who 
dwel l  on t h e  e a r t h  because of t h e  s i g n s  which i t  
was given him t o  perform.. ." (Rev. 13:14, NASB). 

The Timing of C e r t a i n  Events 

38. (9)  The beginning of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  has  al-  
ready been touched upon b r i e f l y  and t h e r e  i s  

n o t  much more t o  say  about i t .  According t o  
I1 Thessalonians 2:7,  1 John 4 :3b, and 11 John 7 
t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  e x i s t e d  i n  one way o r  another  a t  
t h e  t ime of t h e s e  e p i s t l e s . 2 9  But h i s  i d e n t i t y  
had n o t  y e t  been revea led .  

39. (10) The A n t i c h r i s t  w i l l  be "revealed a t  t h e  
proper  time" (I1 Thessa lonians  2:6b).  To be  

revea led  (&xoua~uq$f jva~)  does no t  n e c e s s a r i l y  mean 
t h a t  he  w i l l  be  known o r  obvious t o  a l l .  I n  a lmost  
every  ca se  when t h i s  ve rb  is used i n  a t h e o l o g i c a l  
s ense  i t  i s  preceded and/or  accompanied by f a i t h ,  
s o  t h a t  i t  i s  no t  t h e  senses  t h a t  by themselves 
pe rce ive  t h i s  r e v e a l i n g ,  bu t  r a t h e r  f a i t h  based on 

2 9 ~ ~  Thessalonians was w r i t t e n  about 52 A.D. 

t h e  words oL ~ c r i ~ t u r e . ~ ~  And t h e  on ly  words i n  
t h e  S c r i p t u r e s  on which t o  base one ' s  f a i t h  when i t  
comes t o  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  a r e  t hose  marks mentioned 
i n  t h e s e  e p i s t l e s .  When f a i t h  a c c e p t s  t h e  marks of 
S c r i p t u r e ,  i t  makes u s e  of i t s  senses  t o  i d e n t i f y  
t h e  h t i c h r i s t ,  This  i s  analagous t o  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  
when John t h e  B a p t i s t  asked how he could be s u r e  
t h a t  Jesus  was t h e  C h r i s t .  J e s u s  answered by say ing  
he  was t h e  one who f u l f i l l e d  t h e  p rophe t i c  words 
concerning t h e  C h r i s t  which John a l r e a d y  be l ieved;  
t h e r e f o r e ,  he was t o  be be l i eved  on a s  t h e  C h r i s t  
(Matt. 11:2-6), 

40. The A n t i c h r i s t  then  w i l l  n o t  be revea led  neces- 
s a r i l y  i n  some ex t r ao rd ina ry  way s o  t h a t  i t  

w i l l  be a b s o h t e l y  c l e a r  t o  every  s i n g l e  C h r i s t i a n .  
Rather ,  t h e  r e v e a l i n g  w i l l  be perceived by Chris-  
t i a n s  who b e l i e v e  t h e  marks, a s  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  f u l -  
f i l l s  t h e  marks, no ma t t e r  how s u b t l e  they a r e .  

41. The t iming of t h i s  r e v e a l i n g  fo l lows  a f t e r ,  
and i s  caused by, t h e  removal of a  r e s t r a i n i n g  

fo rce .  "And you know what r e s t r a i n s  him now, s o  
t h a t  i n  h i s  t ime he may be r evea l ed .  For t h e  mys- 
t e r y  of l awlessness  i s  a l r eady  a t  work; on ly  h e  who 
r e s t r a i n s  w i l l  do s o  u n t i l  he i s  taken ou t  of t h e  
way. And then t h a t  l awles s  one w i l l  be revea led .  . . I1 

( I 1  Thessalonians 2:6,7,8b, NASB). 

42. The only  h i n t  i n  t h e  t e x t  a s  t o  who t h e  r e -  
s t r a i n e r  could be i s  t h e  gender of t h e  two 

p a r t i c i p l e s ,  uarExov (neu te r )  and ua r&~wv (mascu- 
l i n e ) .  Lenski sugges t s  t h i s  concerning t h e  two 
d i f f e r e n t  genders:   his t h i n g  and t h i s  one a r e  
e v i d e n t l y  a u n i t ,  a  c e r t a i n  power ( t hus  n e u t e r ) ,  a 
c e r t a i n  person e x e r c i s i n g  t h i s  power ( t hus  mascu- 
l i n e ) . , . t h e  c o l b e c t i v e  o r  gene ra l  s ense  of t h e  

3 0 ~ f .  I Cor. 2:lO; Lk. 10:21, Jn .  12:38; 
Rom. 1 ~ 1 7 ;  Gal. 3:23, I P e t .  1:12. 



neu te r  (here T Q  x a ~ d ~ o v )  r e f e r s  t o  all the elements 
o r  powers i n  t h e  hands of the person involved who 
a r e  here  named by t h e  ~nascu l ine  6 ~ar6~wv."~' 

43, The t r a d i t i o n a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of  t h i s  r e s t r a i n -  
i ng  fo rce  has been t h e  Roman Empire with i t s  

r u l e r s .  T e r t u l l i a n  promoted t h i s  e a r l y  i n  t h e  t h i r d  
century ,  Other p o s s i b i l i t i e s  which continue t o  be 
less popular are t h e  MaBy Spirit, an angel ,  Satan 
o r  a  worker of h i s ,  and even Paul  himself .  These, 
however, da not  a s  e a s i l y  al low f o r  t h e  two d i f f e r e n t  
genders.  

44. (11) The end s f  t h e  h t f c h r i s t  corresponds t o  
C h r i s t ' s  second coming: "And then t h a t  lawless  

one w i l l  be revealed whom t h e  Lord w i l l  s l a y  wi th  
t h e  b rea th  of His mouth and br ing  t o  an end by t h e  
appearance of H i s  comingf"(II Thess. 2:8, NASB). 
This mark i s  probably the  on ly  one which can con- 
v ince  everyone who t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  r e a l l y  is.  Un- 
f o r t u n a t e l y ,  f o r  many, i t  w i l l  be too l a t e  by then.  
This v e r s e  should not  l ead  one to be l i eve  t h a t  t h e  
"reveal ings '  and "slaying" of t h e  An t i ch r i s t  t ake  
p l ace  a t  approximately t h e  same time, There a r e  
no d a t e s  given,  but  only a success ion ,  The i n t e r -  
v a l  of time between t h e  revealing and t h e  end is  
want ing  . 

An E ~ i t o m e  of t h e  Marks:32 

45. (1) "The Ant i ch r i s t "  is  opposed t o  and r ep laces  
C h r i s t ,  

46. (2) He has  a  human form (probably a  success ion  
of men i n  one es tab l i shment)  which w i l l  have 

only one r evea l ing  l a s t i n g  u n t i l  t h e  second coming. 

47. ( 3 )  There is  a development and evolu t ion  of t h e  
A n t i c h r i s t  u n t i l  i t  t akes  t h e  form of one 

person, wielding t o  t h e  f u l l  e x t e n t  t h e  marks of t h e  
An t i ch r i s t .  

48. (4)  He i s  among o r  i n  t h e  midst of b e l i e v e r s .  

49. (5) He demonstrates t h a t  he  is God by opposing 
and e x a l t i n g  himself a g a i n s t  every f a l s e  god 

and t h e  t r u e  God, and aga ins t  o b j e c t s  of r e l i g i o u s  
worship. This  n e c e s s i t a t e s  confounding and/or  re- 
p lac ing  t h e  Bible wi th  another  so-cal led r eve la t ion .  

50. (6 )More  s p e c i f i c a l l y ,  h e d e n i e s t h a t  J e s u s i s  * 

t h e  C h r i s t ,  the  Savior from s i n .  This  involves  
i n  one way o r  another  t h e  d e n i a l  of t h e  c e n t r a l  
teaching of j u s t i f i c a t i o n  by f a i t h ,  

51. (7 )  He works wi th  power, s i g n s ,  and mirac les  
of falsehood.  

3 2 ~ h e  marks l i s t e d  i n  t h i s  paper are n o t  neces- 
s a r i l y  a complete list of a l l  t h e  marks, nor i s  t h e  
c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  t h e  only c o r r e c t  one. The l i s t  and 
c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  a r e ,  however, p r a c t i c a l  and accura t e  
i n  t h e  opinion of t h i s  w r i t e r .  Also, one does n o t  
n e c e s s a r i l y  have t o  be aware of every s i n g l e  mark 
l i s t e d  i n  t h i s  paper i n  o rde r  t o  make a p o s i t i v e  
i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t .  E.g., one could 
probably i d e n t i f y  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  wi th  a  knowledge 
of marks four  through s i x .  
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52. (8) H i s  purpose i s  t o  cause a g r e a t  apostasy 
and t o  deceive those  who a r e  per i sh ing .  This 

involves  a l a r g e  fol lowing,  

53. (9)  The Ant i ch r i s t  had i ts  beginning dur ing  
t h e  New Testament pe r iod*  

54. (10) H e  has  been revealed ( t o  those  who b e l i e v e  
and apply t h e  marks i n  t h e  Bible t o  him) a f t e r  

t h e  r e s t r a i n e r  is  taken out  of t h e  way. 

55. (11) H e  w i l l  be destroyed on t h e  l a s t  day. 

I The Lutheran Applicat ion 

56. Assuming t h a t  t h e  b e l i e f s  of Lutherans a r e  t o  
be i n  agreement wi th  t h e  Lutheran Confessions, 

t h e  simple ques t ion  has t o  be asked: does The Book 
of Concord make any s p e c i f i c  claims concerning t h e  
i d e n t i t y  of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t ?  Does i t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  
say t h a t  t h e  Papacy i s  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t ?  

57. S t a r t i n g  wi th  t h e  Apology we have these  impli- 
c a t i o n s :  " ~ e  ( the  Pope) must have p lenary  

power i n  both t h e  temporal and s p i r i t u a l  realm. 
Now, t h i s  d e f i n i t i o n  of t h e  papal  kingdom r a t h e r  
than of t h e  church of C h r i s t  has as i t s  au thor s  no t  
only t h e  canon i s t s  but  a l s o  Dan. 1 1 : 3 6 - 3 9 . " ~ ~  The 
s e c t i o n  r e f e r r e d  t o  i n  Daniel  i s  probably t h e  most 
s t r i k i n g  s e c t i o n  concerning t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  i n  Daniel.  

58. Severa l  o t h e r  p l aces  i n  t h e  Apology a l s o  make 
r e fe rence  t o  t h e  Papacy and t h e  A n t i c h r i s t .  
A r t i c l e  XXIV says :  

33Theodore T . Tappert ,  ed . and t r a n s .  , The Book 
of Concord ( ~ h i l a d e i ~ h i a  : F o r t r e s s  P res s ,  1959) , 172  
(VII & VII1:23,24). 

Candles,  golden v e s s e l s ,  and ornaments l i k e  
t h a t  a r e  f i t t i n g ,  but  they a r e  not  t h e  pecu- 
l i a r  adornment of t h e  church. If oui oppo- 
nen t s  c e n t e r  t h e i r  worship i n  such th ings  
r a t h e r  than i n  t h e  proclamation of t h e  Gos- 
p e l ,  i n  f a i t h ,  and i n  i t s  s t r u g g l e s ,  they 
should be c l a s s i f i e d  with those  whom Daniel  
(11:28) desc r ibes  a s  worshipping t h e i r  God 
wi th  gold and s i l v e r . 3 4  

So i n  t h e  papal  realm t h e  worship of Baal 
clings--namely, t h e  abuse of t h e  Mass, which 
they apply i n  o rde r  by i t  t o  mer i t  t he  for -  
giveness of g u i l t  and punishment f o r  t h e  
wicked. And i t  seems t h a t  t h i s  worship of 
Baal w i l l  endure toge the r  wi th  t h e  papal  
realm u n t i l  Chr i s t  comes t o  judge and by 
t h e  g lory  of h i s  comin des t roys  t h e  king- 
dom of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t .  55 

59. And A r t i c l e  XV says  t h i s :  

I f  our opponents defend t h e  not ion  t h a t  t hese  
human r i t e s  m e r i t  j u s t i f i c a t i o n ,  grace and 
t h e  forg iveness  of s i n s ,  they a r e  e s t a b l i s h -  
ing  t h e  kingdom of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t .  The king- 
dom of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  is a new kind of worship 
of God3 devised by human a u t h o r i t y  i n  opposi- 
t i o n  t o  Chr is t , . .So  t h e  papacy w i l l  a l s o  be a 
p a r t  of t h e  kingdom of A n t i c h r i s t  i f  i t  main- 
t a i n s  t h a t  human rites j u s t i f y  ... I n  h i s  elev-  
en th  chapter  Daniel  says  t h a t  t h e  invent ion  
of human r i t e s  w i l l  be t h e  very form and con- 
s t i t u t i o n  of t h e  kingdom of A n t i c h r i s t .  36 

3 4 ~ a p p e r t ,  259 (XXIV: 51) . 
3 5 ~ a p p e r t ,  269 (XXIV: 98) . 
3 6 ~ a p p e r t ,  217 (XV:18). 
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60. These quota t ions  from t h e  Apology s t o p  j u s t  
s h o r t  of d i r e c t l y  c a l l i n g  t h e  Papacy t h e  Anti- 

c h r i s t .  Such words a s  " i f "  and "seems" i n d i c a t e  
t h a t  perhaps t h e  author  and s i g n e r s  of t h e  Apology 
were wa i t ing  t o  s e e  how t h e  Papacy would r e a c t  and 
thus  e i t h e r  confirm OP deny t h e i r  suspic ions  t h a t  
t h e  Papacy was t h e  A n t i c h r i s t ,  

61. The Apology was followed by t h e  Smalcald A r t i -  
c l e s  and t h e  T r e a t i s e  on t h e  Power and t h e  

Primacy of t h e  Pope, Luther ,  au thor  of t h e  f i r s t  
of t hese ,  and Lacking t h e  i r e n i c  n a t u r e  of Melanch- 
thon, spa res  no punches. S t a r t i n g  wi th  P a r t  11, 
A r t i c l e  XI, Luther w r i t e s :  "The invocat ion  of 
s a i n t s  i s  a l s o  one of t h e  abuses of t h e  ~ n t i c h r i s t . " ~ ~  
This i s  followed by an even more d i r e c t  a t t a c k  i n  
A r t i c l e  I V :  

62. This i s  a powerful demonstration t h a t  
t h e  pope is  the  r e a l  An t i ch r i s t  who has  

r a i s e d  himself over and s e t  himself a g a i n s t  
C h r i s t ,  f o r  t h e  pope w i l l  no t  permit Chris- 
t i a n s  t~ be saved except by h i s  o m  power, 
which amounts t o  nothing s i n c e  it i s  n e i t h e r  
e s t a b l i s h e d  nor  commnded by God, Neither  
t h e  Turks nor the  T a r t a r s ,  g rea t  as  is  t h e i r  
ena i ty  a g a i n s t  Chr i s t i ans ,  do t h i s . . .  

F i n a l l y ,  i t  is  most d i a b o l i c a l  f o r  t h e  Pope 
t o  promote h i s  l i e s  about Masses, purgatory,  
monastic life, and human works and s e w i c e s  
(which a r e  t h e  essence of t h e  papacy) i n  
con t rad ic t ion  t o  God, and t o  damn, s l a y ,  and 
plague a l l  Chr i s t i ans  who do not  e x a l t  and 
honor these  abominations of h i s  above a l l  
t h ings .  Accordingly, j u s t  a s  we cannot adore 
t h e  d e v i l  himself a s  our l o r d  our God, s o  w e  
cannot s u f f e r  h i s  a p o s t l e ,  t h e  pope o r  Anti- 
c h r i s t ,  t o  govern us a s  our head o r  l o r d ,  

f o r  decept ion ,  murder, and t h e  e t e r n a l  des- 
t r u c t i o n  of body and sou l  a r e  c h a r a c t e r i s -  
t i c  of h i s  papal  government.. .38 

63. Melanchthon, though not  a s  d i r e c t  a s  Luther ,  
g e t s  t h e  same message a c r o s s  i n  The T r e a t i s e :  

But i t  is  manifest  t h a t  t h e  Roman p o n t i f f s  
and t h e i r  adherents  defend godless  d o c t r i n e s  
and godless  forms of worship, and i t  is 
p l a i n  t h a t  t h e  marks of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  coin- 
c i d e  wi th  those of t h e  pope 's  kingdom and 
h i s  fo l lowers .  For i n  desc r ib ing  t h e  Anti- 
c h r i s t  i n  h i s  l e t t e r  t o  t h e  Thessalonians 
Paul c a l l s  him "an adversary of C h r i s t  who 
opposes and e x a l t s  himself a g a i n s t  every so- 
c a l l e d  god o r  ob jec t  of worship, so  t h a t  he 
takes  h i s  s e a t  i n  t h e  temple of God, pro- 
claiming himself t o  be God" (I1 Thess. 2:3,4).  
He speaks t h e r e f o r e  of one who r u l e s  i n  t h e  
church and not  of t h e  k ings  of n a t i o n s ,  and 
he c a l l s  t h a t  man "an adversary of Chr i s t "  
because he w i l l  dev i se  d o c t r i n e s  which con- 
f l i c t  w i th  t h e  Gospel and w i l l  a r r o g a t e  t o  
himself d iv ine  a u t h o r i t y .  39 

64. Melanchthon continues by saying  C h r i s t i a n s  
"ought r a t h e r  abandon t h e  pope and h i s  adher- 

e n t s  a s  t h e  kingdom of t h e  A n t i ~ h r i s t . " ~ ~  He then 
concludes t h e  s e c t i o n  on t h e  Pope wi th  t h i s :  
"Accordingly, even i f  t h e  bishop of Rome d i d  possess  
t h e  primacy by d i v i n e  r i g h t ,  he should not  be obeyed 
inasmuch as he defends impious forms of worship and 
doc t r ines  which a r e  i n  c o n f l i c t  w i th  t h e  Gospel. 
O n  t h e  con t ra ry ,  i t  is necessary t o  resist him a s  
A n t i c h r i s t .  lf4' 



60. These quota t ions  from t h e  Apology s t o p  j u s t  
s h o r t  of d i r e c t l y  c a l l i n g  t h e  Papacy t h e  Anti- 

c h r i s t .  Such words a s  " i f "  and "seems" i n d i c a t e  
t h a t  perhaps t h e  author  and s i g n e r s  of t h e  Apology 
were wa i t ing  t o  s e e  how t h e  Papacy would r e a c t  and 
thus  e i t h e r  confirm OP deny t h e i r  suspic ions  t h a t  
t h e  Papacy was t h e  A n t i c h r i s t ,  

61. The Apology was followed by t h e  Smalcald A r t i -  
c l e s  and t h e  T r e a t i s e  on t h e  Power and t h e  

Primacy of t h e  Pope, Luther ,  au thor  of t h e  f i r s t  
of t hese ,  and Lacking t h e  i r e n i c  n a t u r e  of Melanch- 
thon, spa res  no punches. S t a r t i n g  wi th  P a r t  11, 
A r t i c l e  XI, Luther w r i t e s :  "The invocat ion  of 
s a i n t s  i s  a l s o  one of t h e  abuses of t h e  ~ n t i c h r i s t . " ~ ~  
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A r t i c l e  I V :  
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r a i s e d  himself over and s e t  himself a g a i n s t  
C h r i s t ,  f o r  t h e  pope w i l l  no t  permit Chris- 
t i a n s  t~ be saved except by h i s  o m  power, 
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e s t a b l i s h e d  nor  commnded by God, Neither  
t h e  Turks nor the  T a r t a r s ,  g rea t  as  is  t h e i r  
ena i ty  a g a i n s t  Chr i s t i ans ,  do t h i s . . .  

F i n a l l y ,  i t  is  most d i a b o l i c a l  f o r  t h e  Pope 
t o  promote h i s  l i e s  about Masses, purgatory,  
monastic life, and human works and s e w i c e s  
(which a r e  t h e  essence of t h e  papacy) i n  
con t rad ic t ion  t o  God, and t o  damn, s l a y ,  and 
plague a l l  Chr i s t i ans  who do not  e x a l t  and 
honor these  abominations of h i s  above a l l  
t h ings .  Accordingly, j u s t  a s  we cannot adore 
t h e  d e v i l  himself a s  our l o r d  our God, s o  w e  
cannot s u f f e r  h i s  a p o s t l e ,  t h e  pope o r  Anti- 
c h r i s t ,  t o  govern us a s  our head o r  l o r d ,  

f o r  decept ion ,  murder, and t h e  e t e r n a l  des- 
t r u c t i o n  of body and sou l  a r e  c h a r a c t e r i s -  
t i c  of h i s  papal  government.. .38 

63. Melanchthon, though not  a s  d i r e c t  a s  Luther ,  
g e t s  t h e  same message a c r o s s  i n  The T r e a t i s e :  

But i t  is  manifest  t h a t  t h e  Roman p o n t i f f s  
and t h e i r  adherents  defend godless  d o c t r i n e s  
and godless  forms of worship, and i t  is 
p l a i n  t h a t  t h e  marks of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  coin- 
c i d e  wi th  those of t h e  pope 's  kingdom and 
h i s  fo l lowers .  For i n  desc r ib ing  t h e  Anti- 
c h r i s t  i n  h i s  l e t t e r  t o  t h e  Thessalonians 
Paul c a l l s  him "an adversary of C h r i s t  who 
opposes and e x a l t s  himself a g a i n s t  every so- 
c a l l e d  god o r  ob jec t  of worship, so  t h a t  he 
takes  h i s  s e a t  i n  t h e  temple of God, pro- 
claiming himself t o  be God" (I1 Thess. 2:3,4).  
He speaks t h e r e f o r e  of one who r u l e s  i n  t h e  
church and not  of t h e  k ings  of n a t i o n s ,  and 
he c a l l s  t h a t  man "an adversary of Chr i s t "  
because he w i l l  dev i se  d o c t r i n e s  which con- 
f l i c t  w i th  t h e  Gospel and w i l l  a r r o g a t e  t o  
himself d iv ine  a u t h o r i t y .  39 

64. Melanchthon continues by saying  C h r i s t i a n s  
"ought r a t h e r  abandon t h e  pope and h i s  adher- 

e n t s  a s  t h e  kingdom of t h e  A n t i ~ h r i s t . " ~ ~  He then 
concludes t h e  s e c t i o n  on t h e  Pope wi th  t h i s :  
"Accordingly, even i f  t h e  bishop of Rome d i d  possess  
t h e  primacy by d i v i n e  r i g h t ,  he should not  be obeyed 
inasmuch as he defends impious forms of worship and 
doc t r ines  which a r e  i n  c o n f l i c t  w i th  t h e  Gospel. 
O n  t h e  con t ra ry ,  i t  is necessary t o  resist him a s  
A n t i c h r i s t .  lf4' 



65. The So l id  Dec la r a t i on  of t h e  Formula of Con- 
cord a l s o  s u b s t a n t i a t e s  i ts  conv ic t i on  t h a t  

t h e  Papacy i s  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  by quot ing  two of t h e  
above s e c t i o n s  from t h e  Smalcald A r t i c l e s  i n  an 
approving manner, 42 Thus, ha l f  of t h e  Confessions 
i n  The Book of Concord confirm t h a t  i t  i s  a  t r u l y  
Lutheran b e l i e f  t h a t  t h e  Papacy is  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t .  

66. The Lutheran Confessions do n o t  a t tempt  t o  
prove s y s t e m a t j c a l l y  t h a t  aPP t h e  marks out-  

l i n e d  i n  t h i s  paper f i t  t h e  Papacy, Rather  they 
s t r e s s  almost exc lus ive ly  what are t h e  o v e r r i d i n g  
marks i n  11 Thessa lsn ians  and ~ o h n ' s  e p i s t l e s ,  
t hose  markes l i s t e d  a s  numbers f i v e  and s i x  i n  t h i s  
paper ,  v i z .  t h a t  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  w i l l  demonstrate  
t h a t  he is  God by opposing and e x a l t i n g  himself  
a g a i n s t  a l l  gods, t h e  t r u e  God and o b j e c t s  of re l i -  
g ious  worship which inc ludes  r e p l a c i n g  and/or  con- 
founding t h e  Bib le ;  and he w i l l  deny t h e  c e n t r a l  
t e ach ing  of j u s t i f i c a t i o n  by f a i t h .  The fo l lowing  
quotes  a r e  from t h e  Confessions which a rgue  t h a t  
t h e  Papacy f u l f i l l s  t h e s e  marks, 

67. Perhaps our  opponents demand some such 
d e f i n i t i o n  of t h e  church a s  t h e  follow- 

i ng .  It is  t h e  supreme outward monarchy of 
t h e  whole world i n  which t h e  Woman p o n t i f f  
must have unl imi ted  power beyond ques t i on  o r  
censure.  H e  may e s t a b l i s h  a r t i c l e s  of f a i t h ,  
a b o l i s h  t h e  S c r i p t u r e s  by h i s  l e a v e ,  i n s t i -  
t u t e  devot ions  and s a c r i f i c e s ,  enac t  whatever 
laws he  p l e a s e s ,  excuse and exempt men from 
any laws, d i v i n e ,  c anon ica l ,  o r  c i v i l ,  a s  he  
wishes.  From him t h e  emperor and a l l  k ings  
have rece ived  t h e i r  power and r i g h t  t o  r u l e ,  
and t h i s  a t  ~ h r i s t ' s  cornand; f o r  a s  t h e  
Fa ther  sub jec t ed  every th ing  t o  him, s o  now 
t h i s  r i g h t  has  been t r a n s f e r r e d  t o  t h e  pope. 

Therefore  t h e  pope must be t h e  l o r d  of t h e  
whole world,  of a l l  t h e  kingdoms of t h e  
world,  and of a l l  p u b l i c  and p r i v a t e  a f f a i r s .  
H e  must have p lenary  power i n  both t h e  t e m -  
p o r a l  and t h e  s p i r i t u a l  realm, bo th  swords, 
t h e  temporal and t h e  s p i r i t u a l . 4 3  

chos 
beha 

They a l s o  quote  t h e  E p i s t l e  t o  t h e  
Hebrews (5 1 , "Every h igh  p r i e s t  

en from among men is  appointed t o  a c t  on 
I f  of men i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  God, t o  o f f e r  

g i f t s  and s a c r i f i c e s  f o r  s i n s . "  From t h i s  
they  conclude t h a t  s i n c e  t h e  New Testament 
has  p r i e s t s  and h igh  p r i e s t s ,  i t  must a l s o  
have some s o r t  of s a c r i f i c e  f o r  s i n s .  This  
is a  ve ry  convincing argument f o r  t h e  i g -  
no ran t ,  e s p e c i a l l y  when t h e  pomp of t h e  Old 
Testament pr ies thood  and s a c r i f i c e s  is 
spread be fo re  t h e i r  eyes .  The analogy de- 
ce ives  them, and they  t h i n k  t h a t  we should 
have some ceremony o r  s a c r i f i c e  f o r  s i n s ,  
j u s t  as t h e  Old Testament d i d .  The s e r v i c e s  
of t h e  Mass and t h e  rest of t h e  papal  o rde r  
are noth ing  bu t  a  m i s i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of t h e  
L e v i t i c a l  o rde r .  

Though t h e  main p roo f s  f o r  our  p o s i t i o n  a r e  
i n  t h e  E p i s t l e  t o  t h e  Hebrews, our  opponents 
t w i s t  passages from t h i s  ve ry  e p i s t l e  a g a i n s t  
us--l ike t h i s  one, which says  t h a t  "every high 
p r i e s t  i s  appointed t o  o f f e r  s a c r i f i c e s  f o r  
s i n s . "  The S c r i p t u r e  i t s e l f  adds immediately 
t h a t  C h r i s t  is t h e  h igh  p r i e s t .  44 

69, The invoca t ion  of  s a i n t s  i s  a l s o  one of 
t h e  abuses  of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t .  It i s  i n  

c o n f l i c t  w i th  t h e  f i r s t ,  c h i e f  a r t i c l e  and 

43Tappert, 172 (Ap. V I I  & VIII: 23).  

4 4 ~ a p p e r t ,  259 (Ap. XXIV:52,53). 
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undermines knowledge of C h r i s t ,  It is 
n e i t h e r  commanded nor  recommended, nor  does 
i t  have any precedent  i n  t h e   scripture^.^^ 

70. This  i s  a powerful demonstrat ion t h a t  
t h e  pope i s  t h e  r e a l  A n t i c h r i s t  who 

has  r a i s e d  himself over and s e t  himself 
a g a i n s t  C h r i s t ,  f o r  t h e  pope w i l l  n o t  permit 
C h r i s t i a n s  t o  be saved except  by h i s  own 
power, which amounts t o  no th ing  s i n c e  i t  is 
n e i t h e r  e s t a b l i s h e d  nor  commanded by God. 
This  is  a c t u a l l y  what S t ,  Paul  c a l l s  e x a l t -  
i n g  onese l f  over  and a g a i n s t  God. Nei ther  
t h e  Turks nor  t h e  T a r t a r s ,  g r e a t  a s  is 
t h e i r  enmity a g a i n s t  C h r i s t i a n s ,  do t h i s ;  
t hose  who d e s i r e  to do so  they  a l low t o  
b e l i e v e  i n  C h r i s t ,  and they r e c e i v e  bodi ly  
t r i b u t e  and obedience from C h r i s t i a n s . . .  
H e  had t o  s e t  himself  up a s  equa l  t o  and 
above C h r i s t  and t o  proclaim himself t h e  
head, and then  t h e  l o r d  of t h e  church, and 
f i n a l l y  of t h e  whole world* He went s o  
f a r  as t o  elaim t o  be an e a r t h l y  god and 
even presumed t o  i s s u e  o r d e r s  t o  t h e  ange l s  
i n  heaven, 46 

A foo tno te  i n  Tappert  a t t r i b u t e s  c la ims  t o  being an 
e a r t h l y  god t o  t h e  w r i t i n g s  of Augustinus de  Ancona 
(d .  13281, Zenzelirlus de  Cassanis  (d .  ca .  1350) ,  
and F ranc i sus  d e  Z a b a r e l l i s  (d ,  1417).  

71, F i n a l l y ,  i t  i s  most d i a b o l i c a l  f o r  t h e  
pope t o  promote h i s  l i es  about Masses, 

purga tory ,  monastic l i f e ,  and human works and 
s e r v i c e s  (which are t h e  essence  of t h e  papacy) 
i n  c o n t r a d i c t i o n  t o  God, and t o  damn, s l a y ,  

and plague a l l  C h r i s t i a n s  who do no t  e x a l t  
and honor t h e s e  abominations of  h i s  above 
a l l  t h ings .  47 

72. On t h e  o t h e r  hand, t h e  d o c t r i n e  of 
t h e  pope c o n f l i c t s  i n  many ways w i th  

t h e  Gospel, and t h e  pope a r r o g a t e s  himself  
a  th ree- fo ld  d i v i n e  a u t h o r i t y .  F i r s t ,  be- 
cause he  assumes f o r  himself  t h e  r i g h t  t o  
change t h e  d o c t r i n e  of C h r i s t  and t h e  wor- 
s h i p  i n s t i t u t e d  by God, and he  wishes t o  
have h i s  own d o c t r i n e  and worship observed 
a s  d i v i n e .  Second, because he  assumes f o r  
himself no t  on ly  t h e  power t o  l o o s e  and bind 
i n  t h i s  l i f e  bu t  a l s o  t h e  j u r i s d i c t i o n  over  
s o u l s  a f t e r  t h i s  l i f e .  Thi rd ,  because t h e  
pope i s  unwi l l i ng  t o  be  judged by t h e  church 
o r  by anybody and e x a l t s  h i s  a u t h o r i t y  above 
t h e  d e c i s i o n s  o f  t h e  c o u n c i l s  and t h e  whole 
church. Such unwi l l ingness  t o  be judged by 
t h e  church o r  anybody is  t o  make himself  
ou t  t o  be  God. 88 

73. They have obscured t h e  t each ing  con- 
c e r i n g  s i n  and have invented  a t r a d i -  

t i o n  concerning t h e  enumeration of  s i n s  
which h a s  produced many e r r o r s  and i n t r o -  
duced d e s p a i r .  They have a l s o  invented  
s a t i s f a c t i o n s ,  by means of which they  have 
f u r t h e r  obscured t h e  b e n e f i t  of C h r i s t .  
Out of t h e s e  a r o s e  indulgences ,  which a r e  
no th ing  but  l ies  devised  f o r  t h e  sake  o f  
ga in .  Then t h e r e  i s  t h e  i nvoca t ion  of 
saints--how many abuses  and what h o r r i b l e  
i d o l a t r y  i t  has  produced! How many prof-  
l i g a t e  a c t s  have sprung from t h e  t r a d i t i o n  

47~appe r t ,  301 (S.A. 1I:IV: 1 4 ) .  

4 8 ~ a p p e r t ,  327 ( T r e a t i s e  40) .  
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of ce l ibacy!  With what darkness  has  t h e  
teaching  about  vows covered t h e  ~ o s p e l !  
Here they have fe igned  t h a t  vows produce 
r i gh t eousnes s  before  God and merit fo r -  
g iveness  of s i n s ,  Thus they  have t r a n s -  
f e r r e d  mer i t  from C h r i s t  t o  human t r a d i -  
t i o n s  and have u t t e r l y  ex t inguished  t h e  
teaching  concerning f a i t h ,  49 

74. The Roman bishop a r r o g a t e s  t o  himself  
t h e  claim t h a t  he i s  by d i v i n e  r i g h t  

above a l l  bishops and p a s t o r s .  Then he  
adds t h a t  by d i v i n e  r i g h t  he  possesses  
bo th  swords, t h a t  is ,  t h e  a u t h o r i t y  t o  
bestow and t r a n s f e r  kingdoms. F i n a l l y ,  
he d e c l a r e s  t h a t  i t  is necessary  f o r  sal- 
v a t i o n  t o  b e l i e v e  t h e s e  t h i n g s ,  and f o r  
such reasons  t h e  bishop of Rome c a l l s  him- 
s e l f  t h e  v i c a r  of C h r i s t  on e a r t h e 5 0  

75, Wherefore t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n  of Boniface 
VIII, D i s t i n c t i o n  22 of chap te r  "Omnes," 

and o t h e r  s i m i l a r  s t a t emen t s  which c la im t h a t  
t h e  pope is  by d i v i n e  r i g h t  l o r d  of t h e  king- 
doms of t h e  world a r e  f a l s e  and impious. 
Th i s  no t ion  has  caused h o r r i b l e  darkness  t o  
descend over  t h e  church,  and a f t e rwards  g r e a t  
d i s t u r b a n c e s  t o  a r i s e  i n  Europe. The minis- 
t r y  of t h e  Gospel was neglec ted .  Knowledge 
of f a i t h  and of a s p i r i t u a l  kingdom was ex- 
t i ngu i shed .  C h r i s t i a n  r i gh t eousnes s  was 
thought t o  be t h a t  e x t e r n a l  government which 
t h e  pope had set up. 5 1 

4 9 ~ a p p e r t ,  328 ( T r e a t i s e  45-48). 

"Tappert, 320 ( T r e a t i s e  1-3). 

5 1 ~ a p p e r t ,  325 ( T r e a t i s e  33,34).  

76. The o t h e r  marks a r e  assumed, n o t  mentioned, 
o r  b r i e f l y  touched upon, For example, t h e  

second mark, t h a t  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  w i l l  t a k e  human 
form, i s  more t han  l i k e l y  assumed bacause i t  is  s o  
p l a i n  t h a t  t h i s  i s  t h e  c a s e  from S c r i p t u r e .  I n  one 
s e c t i o n ,  The T r e a t i s e ,  r e f e r r i n g  t o  II Thessa lonians  
2:3,4 shows cha t  a mark i s  f u l f i l l e d  because of 
where t h e  Pope i s  s i t u a t e d :  "He (Paul )  speaks 
t h e r e f o r e  of one who r u l e s  i n  t h e  church and n o t  
of t h e  k ings  of n a t i o n s . .  ."52 The e i g h t h  mark ( t h e  

q purpose of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  being t o  cause apos tasy  
and t o  dece ive  those  who a r e  pe r i sh ing )  i s  i m p l i c i t  
i n  t he  o t h e r  marks mentioned except  f o r  one r e f e r -  

a ence made t o  i t  i n  The T r e a t i s e :  " . , . f o r  when 

proper  j u d i c i a l  p rocess  h a s  been taken  away t h e  
churches a r e  n o t  a b l e  t o  remove impious teachings  
and impious forms of worship,  and coun t l e s s  s o u l s  
a r e  l o s t  gene ra t i on  t o  generat ion."53 

77 .  F ranc i s  P i e p e r ' s  C h r i s t i a n  Dogmatics is one of 
t h e  most h igh ly  respec ted  dogmatical  works 

among orthodox Lutherans and should t h e r e f o r e  be ' 

d e a l t  wi th  concernin t h e  t o p i c  of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  
(111, pp. 462-469). 5' It i s  s i m i l a r  t o  t h e  Confes- 
s i o n s  i n  i ts  emphasis, bu t  a t  t h e  same t i m e  i t  d i f -  
f e r s  from t h e  Confessions i n  i t s  approach, being 
somewhat more sys temat ic .  P i epe r  s t a r t s  o u t  by 
l i s t i n g  f i v e  marks: 1) t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  w i l l  cause 
t h e  apos tasy  from t h e  C h r i s t i a n  r e l i g i o n ;  2 )  he 
has  h i s  seat i n  t h e  C h r i s t i a n  Church; 3 )  he a c t s  as 
i f  he were God himself and c la ims  t o  be s u p e r i o r  t o  
a l l  a u t h o r i t i e s  i n  t h e  world; 4) though not  Satan 
himself,  h i s  coming i s  a f t e r  t h e  working of Satan 

5 3 ~ a p p e r t ,  329 (51).  

54 ( s t  . Louis : Concordia, 1953) . 
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"as h i s  work is  b u i l t  and backed by a l l  manner of 
l y i n g  powers and s i g n s  and wonders;" 5) t h e  &ti- 
c h r i s t  w i l l  remain u n t i l  Judgment Day .55 

78. Next Pieper  shows how t h e  Papacy f u l f i l l s  t hese  
marks. 1) "In t h e  Papacy we have t h e  most 

pronounced and g r e a t e s t  imaginable ' f a l l i n g  awayP 
from t h e  Chr i s t i an  r e l i g i o n .  "56 J u s t i f i c a t i o n  by 
f a i t h  is anathema",izcd and t h e  " e n t i r e  machinery" 
of t h e  P a p a l  r u l e  i s  geared aga ins t  t h i s  doc t r ine .  
Those who came ts f a i t h  wi th in  t h e  Cathol ic  Church, 
e .g. ,  through i n f a n t  baptism, are induced t o  forsake  
Chr i s t  and t r u s t  t h e i r  o-m works. 2 )  The Papacy is 
found wi th in  the  C h r i s t i a n  Church s i n c e  wi th in  t h e  
domain of t h e  Papacy are many ch i ld ren  regenerated 
i n  Baptism and a d u l t s  who be l i eve  i n  s p i t e  of t h e  
"seduct ive environment. " 5 7  3 )  The Pope i n s i s t s  
t h a t  he i s  supreme i n  both realms, s p i r i t u a l  and 
temporal,  Me a l t e r s  God% Word, r e f u s e s  t o  be 
judged by anyone, and a s s e r t s  h i s  i n f a l l i b i l i t y .  
4 )  "It i s  l ikewise  cornon knowledge t h a t  t h e  Papacy, 
pas t  and p resen t ,  employs all manner of 1 ing  powers, 
s i g n s ,  and wonders to b o l s t e r  i t s  r u l e .  "52i (p ieper  
adds no f u r t h e r  s u p p o r t  t o  t h i s  mark except some 
b r i e f  comeltts i n  a fs>s%no$e), 5) The Papacy e x i s t s  
now a s  i t  has always .59 

5 9 ~ i e p e r  seems t o  be simply saying t h a t  he does 
not  foresee  any p o s s i b i l i t y  of change wi th in  t h e  
s t r u c t u r e  and teachings of the Papacy, and t h e r e f o r e  
i t  w i l l  cont inue as t h e  h t i c h r i s t ,  

79. Pieper  c l o s e s  h i s  s e c t i o n  on t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  
by answering fou r  ob jec t ions  t o  t h e  Lutheran 

app l i ca t ion .  

80. "1. It has  been argued t h a t  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  
prophesied i n  I1 Thessalonians 2 i s  a s i n g l e  

person,  one i n d i v i d u a l  ,'160 thus  n o t  al lowing f o r  
a succession of Popes. P ieper  answers t h i s  by 
po in t ing  o u t  t h a t  t h e  l i f e  span of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  
exceeds any imaginable human l i f e  span, and t h a t  
t h e  g r e a t  apostasy performed by t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  a l s o  
suggests  a longer  period of t i m e  than one human 
l i f e  span. 

81. "2. .... t h i s  teaching  does no t  r e s t  on Scrip-  
t u r e ,  but  on h i s t o r y  and t h a t  one, accordingly ,  

cannot be d i v i n e l y  assured of having the  r i g h t  
answer. "61 But aga in  Pieper  c o r r e c t l y  p o i n t s  ou t  
t h a t  t h e  same ob jec t ion  would then have t o  be made 
concerning Chr i s t  h imsel f ,  f o r  t h e  Jews of J e s u s r  
day had t o  compare t h e  words and work of Chr i s t  
w i th  t h e  p r e d i c t i o n s  of S c r i p t u r e  i n  o rde r  t o  know 
t h a t  he  was t h e  C h r i s t .  

82.  "3. It has been argued t h a t  t h e  Papacy s t i l l  
confesses  'fundamental a r t i c l e s '  of t h e  Chris- 

t i a n  f a i t h ,  such a s  t h e  a r t i c l e  of t h e  T r i n i t y  and 
t h e  theanthropic  Person of Chr i s t . "  Pieper  answers: 
"Without t h e  a r t i c l e  of j u s t i f i c a t i o n  a l l  o t h e r  doc- 
t r i n e s  a r e  empty husks. "62 

83, "4. Some say t h a t  t h e r e  have been s e v e r a l  
personal ly  honorable,  even 'pious '  Popes. 1163 
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t i a n  f a i t h ,  such a s  t h e  a r t i c l e  of t h e  T r i n i t y  and 
t h e  theanthropic  Person of Chr i s t . "  Pieper  answers: 
"Without t h e  a r t i c l e  of j u s t i f i c a t i o n  a l l  o t h e r  doc- 
t r i n e s  a r e  empty husks. "62 

83, "4. Some say t h a t  t h e r e  have been s e v e r a l  
personal ly  honorable,  even 'pious '  Popes. 1163 



Such an o b j e c t i o n ,  remarks P i epe r ,  m i s s e s  t h e  po in t  
t h a t  even 'p ious '  Popes o p e r a t e  t h e  machinery t h a t  
removes C h r i s t  and h i s  work from C h r i s t i a n i t y .  

84.  P i epe r ,  a l though c o r r e c t  i n  h i s  arguments and 
conc lus ion ,  perhaps has  s e v e r a l  shortcomings. 
When g iv ing  support  f o r  t h e  accusa t ion  t h a t  t h e  
Pope employs a l l  manner of l y i n g  powers, s i g n s ,  
and wonders, P ieper  c o m e n t s  t h a t  such t h i n g s  a r e  
q t common knowledge." He p o i n t s  ou t  i n  a foo tno te  
t h a t  t h i s  "common knowledge" is  t h e  tremendous 
power inves ted  i n  t h e  o f f i c e  of t h e  h e  
b a r e l y  mentions "s igns  and wonders." It is t r u e  
t h a t  t h e  immense power s f  t h e  Papacy p o i n t s  t o  some 
supe rna tu ra l  o r i g i n ,  but t h e  t h r e e  words t o g e t h e r ,  
"power, s i g n s ,  and wonders," d i r e c t  t h e  b e l i e v e r  
mainly t o  t h e  supe rna tu ra l  mi r ac l e s  performed by t h e  
A n t i c h r i s t ,  j u s t  a s  t h e  same words were r e f e r ences  
t o  t h e  mi rac l e s  of Chr i s t  ( see  pa r .  3 2 ) ,  Such 
mi rac l e s  may have been "common knowledge" t o  many 
y e a r s  ago, bu t  i t  seems t h a t  such  even t s  a r e  no t  
we l l  known among people  today. For t h i s  reason ,  
more thorough suppor t  i s  needed f o r  t h i s  mark. 

8 5 .  Pieper  a l s o  seems t o  be t oo  b r i e f  when answer- 
i n g  t h e  t h i r d  o b j e c t i o n  ( s ee  above).  Even 

though i t  is  t r u e  t h a t  " a l l  o t h e r  d o c t r i n e s  are empty 
husks" wi thout  t h e  a r t i c l e  of j u s t i f i c a t i o n ,  i t  can 
be r a t h e r  t r o u b l i n g  f o r  a Lutheran t o  know t h a t  t h e  
Papacy acknowledges t h e  d o c t r i n e  of t h e  t hean th rop ic  
Person of  C h r i s t  and then  read i n  I1 John 7 t h a t  t h e  
A n t i c h r i s t  i s  one who does "not acknowledge J e s u s  
C h r i s t  a s  coming i n  t h e  f l e s h . "  Without a more 
thorough exp lana t ion  of II John 7 and t h e  o t h e r  
v e r s e s  which sugges t  t h e  same, one could q u i t e  e a s i l y  
conclude t h a t  t h e  Pope is n o t  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t .  

6 4 ~ i e p e r ,  466 ( foo tno te  3 4 ) :  " ~ u t h e r  is  r i g h t  i n  
p o i n t i n g  ou t  t h a t  t h e  power exe rc i s ed  by t h e  Papacy 
can be accounted f o r  on ly  by i t s  d i a b o l i c a l  o r i g i n . "  

86. There is  a s e c t i o n  i n  which P i epe r  perhaps 
goes t oo  f a r ,  even f a r t h e r  t han  t h e  Confes- 

s i o n s :  " A l l  t h e  marks enumerated i n  I1 Thessalo- 
n i a n s  2 f i t  a l l  ~ o ~ e s . " ~ ~  Whether t h i s  is t r u e  o r  
n o t  is d i f f i c u l t  t o  a s c e r t a i n .  The Smalcald A r t i -  
c l e s  d e s c r i b e  what may be an  except ion :  "When 
w r i t i n g  t o  t h e  p a t r i a r c h  of Alexandria ,  Gregory 
objec ted  t o  having himself  des igna ted  a s  u n i v e r s a l  
bishop. And i n  t h e  r eco rds  he s tates t h a t  a t  t h e  
Council  of Chalcedon t h e  primacy w a s  o f f e r ed  t o  
t h e  Bishop of Rome but  h e  d i d  n o t  accept  it."66 
Gregory even went a s  f a r  a s  t o  say ,  "'Whoever 
c a l l s  himself Universa l  Bishop, i n  h i s  presumption 
i s  a forerunner  of  A n t i c h r i s t .  "t67 It should be  
pointed ou t  t h a t  Gregory may no t  have p r a c t i c e d  
what he preached ( s ee  par .  124) .  But even i f  i t  
i s  t r u e  t h a t  some of t h e  earlier popes d i d  no t  
mani fes t  a l l  t h e  marks of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t ,  t h a t  is  
n o t  t o  say  t h a t  they  were n o t  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  s i n c e  
i t  could be argued t h a t  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  was s t i l l  i n  
an age of development. 

87. One of t h e  more lengthy  Lutheran a r t i c l e s  on 
t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  is  by Theodore Hoyer e n t i t l e d  

"The Papacyt' (Abiding Word, v o l e  11, pp. 709-766). 
I t w a s  w r i t t e n  i n  a per iod  when t h e  Missouri  Synod 
w a s  exper ienc ing  i n t e r n a l  s t r i f e  over  s e v e r a l  
d o c t r i n e s ,  one of which included t h e  d o c t r i n e  of  
t h e  A n t i c h r i s t .  Hoyer, a rgu ing  from t h r e e  d i f f e r -  
e n t  pe r spec t ives ,  ho lds  t o  t h e  or thodox Lutheran 

6 6 ~ a p p e r t ,  323 ( T r e a t i s e  19 ) .  

6 7 ~ u o t e d  by Theo. Hoyer , "The Papacy, " i n  
The Abiding Word, ed. Theo. Laetsch (S t .  Louis:  
Concordia, 1947) ,  11, 723. 
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p o s i t i o n 9  F i r s t ,  he discusses t he  h i s t o r y  uf  t h e  
Papacy, silowing t h e  con t  i nua l  developmesne o f  t k c  
p r i m c y  s f  t h e  Popes from t h e  F r s t  century  on up 
t o  the  15th century ,  Next: he presents  ~oebie's relich- 
i n g  on -5 tte Papacy,  reve;alir&g t h e i r  faulty exegersj-s 
of S c r i p t n ~ r e  f o r  the v i m a c y  o f  P e $ e r  and t he i r  
flimsy and x%j~az?.y t.:~rnes f$ac&Ssnal h i s t o r i c a l  proofs 
t h a t  the  Raman Poqk.i.fr is  t h e  successor of t h e  
f i r s t  Pope, Tk"etc.n, F4naI ky ,  he demonstrates tha t  
t he  Pope ! s tk:: b a t 4 , ~ h r - i . s ~  by fitting d f  ffereratr 
aspects 0: ~ h ~ :  PspaP h i s t o r y  i n t o  several  marks of 
the  A n t % c ! i r h f - .  

88, But: he r e ,  in h i s  last p a r t ,  Boyer b a s i c a l l y  
fsliows awd expands Pieper's o u t l i n e ,  and i n  

so  do ing  dFsr>lays some of t h e  shsrtcomings shorn 
by P i e p e r .  H e  does not  go %nto enough depth when 
d i scuss ing  the  mark mentioned in I% John 7; n e i t h e r  
does he d i s c u s s  %he "power, s i g n s ,  and wonders" any 
d i f f e r e n t l y  o r  to any greater extent  than does 
P i epes ,  Moyer does bowever d i sag ree  wi th  P i e p e r ' s  
remark ,chat "al$ marks f i t  a l l  popes." Hoyes says ,  
"In t h i s  series o f  persons we f i n d  a11 t h e  marks 
which S c r i p t u r e  ascribes t o  the  A n t i c h r i s t ,  even 
though w e  do not  f i n d  a l l  t h e  marks which Sc r ip tu re  
ascr ibes  t o  A n t i c h r i s t  i n  every ind iv idua l  of t h e  
series, o968 

8 9 *  A somewhat controversial  paper  was w r i t t e n  by 
kfamann for ehe s ~ n c ~ r d i  

HeniJ Afrer desc r ib ing  v a r i  

69~enry Hamann, "A Brief Exegesis of II Thess. 
2:1-12 with Guide l ines  f o r  the  Applicat ion of t h e  
Prophecy Contained Therein,"  CTM 24 (1953), 418-433. 

A n t i c h r i s t  and d i scuss ing  gu ide l ines  f o r  making an 
a p p l i c a t i o n  he makes s e v e r a l  conclusions about  t h e  
Lutheran a p p l i c a t i o n .  H e  desc r ibes ,  f o r  example, 
t h e  two " d i f f i c u l t i e s "  wi th  t h e  Lutheran app l i ca t ion :  

90. Does t h e  Pope deny t h e  Son, more pa r t i cu -  
l a r l y ,  t h a t  t h e  Son has  come i n t o  t h e  

f l e s h ?  Is t h e  usual  explanat ion ,  t h a t  t h e  
Pope through t h e  ana themat iza t ion  of t h e  doc- 
t r i n e  of j u s t i f i c a t i o n  by f a i t h  v i r t u a l l y  
denies  C h r i s t ' s  coming i n t o  t h e  flesh--does 
t h i s  explanat ion  do j u s t i c e  t o  t h e  words of 
S t .  John? 

Do t h e  claims of t h e  Roman P o n t i f f s  a c t u a l l y  
amount t o  an e x a l t i n g  of themselves over  every- 
th ing  that i s  c a l l e d  God and is worshipped?70 

The assextion khat these  a r e  d i f f i c u l t i e s  is  t h e  re- 
s u l t  of f a u l t y  exeges is  on t h e  p a r t  of Hamann. This  
w i l l  be  seen mare c l e a r l y  i n  t h e  next  s e c t i o n .  

91, 't the  s m e  time, however, Hamann subsc r ibes  t o  
the Z,utheran pos i t i on :  

Bowever, we a l s o  recognize t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t o  
make t h ~  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  Pope-Antichrist  today 
5s t o  make an e s s e n t i a l l y  new judgment. We 
mal#*e ?h$ s i d e ~ t i f i c a t i o n  today because w e  
s e ~  &be essential marks of A n t i c h r i s t  most 
c lea r ly  i n  the  Papacy,, , 71 

52. Tire problem w i t h  such a statement  can be seen i n  
the  words "most c l e a r l y . "  By making t h i s  iden- 

tifieation Hamawn i s  implying t h a t  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  has  
been revealed, But, t h e  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  of t h e  Anti- 
Chr is t  s i n c e  the time i t  w a s  revea led  (I1 Thess. 
2:6-8) i s  no t  to be one of r e l a t i v i t y :  i t  is  not  a  
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ascr ibes  t o  A n t i c h r i s t  i n  every ind iv idua l  of t h e  
series, o968 

8 9 *  A somewhat controversial  paper  was w r i t t e n  by 
kfamann for ehe s ~ n c ~ r d i  

HeniJ Afrer desc r ib ing  v a r i  

69~enry Hamann, "A Brief Exegesis of II Thess. 
2:1-12 with Guide l ines  f o r  the  Applicat ion of t h e  
Prophecy Contained Therein,"  CTM 24 (1953), 418-433. 

A n t i c h r i s t  and d i scuss ing  gu ide l ines  f o r  making an 
a p p l i c a t i o n  he makes s e v e r a l  conclusions about  t h e  
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90. Does t h e  Pope deny t h e  Son, more pa r t i cu -  
l a r l y ,  t h a t  t h e  Son has  come i n t o  t h e  

f l e s h ?  Is t h e  usual  explanat ion ,  t h a t  t h e  
Pope through t h e  ana themat iza t ion  of t h e  doc- 
t r i n e  of j u s t i f i c a t i o n  by f a i t h  v i r t u a l l y  
denies  C h r i s t ' s  coming i n t o  t h e  flesh--does 
t h i s  explanat ion  do j u s t i c e  t o  t h e  words of 
S t .  John? 

Do t h e  claims of t h e  Roman P o n t i f f s  a c t u a l l y  
amount t o  an e x a l t i n g  of themselves over  every- 
th ing  that i s  c a l l e d  God and is worshipped?70 

The assextion khat these  a r e  d i f f i c u l t i e s  is  t h e  re- 
s u l t  of f a u l t y  exeges is  on t h e  p a r t  of Hamann. This  
w i l l  be  seen mare c l e a r l y  i n  t h e  next  s e c t i o n .  

91, 't the  s m e  time, however, Hamann subsc r ibes  t o  
the Z,utheran pos i t i on :  

Bowever, we a l s o  recognize t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t o  
make t h ~  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  Pope-Antichrist  today 
5s t o  make an e s s e n t i a l l y  new judgment. We 
mal#*e ?h$ s i d e ~ t i f i c a t i o n  today because w e  
s e ~  &be essential marks of A n t i c h r i s t  most 
c lea r ly  i n  the  Papacy,, , 71 

52. Tire problem w i t h  such a statement  can be seen i n  
the  words "most c l e a r l y . "  By making t h i s  iden- 

tifieation Hamawn i s  implying t h a t  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  has  
been revealed, But, t h e  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  of t h e  Anti- 
Chr is t  s i n c e  the time i t  w a s  revea led  (I1 Thess. 
2:6-8) i s  no t  to be one of r e l a t i v i t y :  i t  is  not  a  



m a t t e r  of who o r  what comes c l o s e s t  t o  f u l f i l l i n g  
t h e  marks. I f  one does  n o t  f i t  a l l  t h e  marks a f t e r  
t h e  r e v e a l i n g ,  then  one i s  n o t  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t .  I f  
J e s u s  only "most c l e a r l y "  f u l f i l l e d  t h e  e s s e n t i a l  
marks of t h e  Messiah he could n o t  very  s a f e l y  o r  
a s s u r e d l y  be c a l l e d  t h e  C h r i s t ,  I f  t h e  Papacy f u l -  
f i l l s  a l l  t h e  marks, i t  i s  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t ;  i f  i t  
does n o t  because of some " d i f f i c u l t y , "  i t  i s  n o t  
t h e  A n t i c h r i s t .  

93.  Ther hortcoming n o t  y  t 

t ioned  which is  found i n  t h e  ma jo r i t y  of Luth- 
e r a n  w r i t i n g s  on t he  s u b j e c t  of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t ,  i n -  
c lud ing  t h e  Lutheran Confessions.  It is  a s h o r t -  
coming on ly  because such w r i t i n g s  a r e  n o t  capable  
of f o r e s e e i n g  t h e  changes t h a t  have occurred w i t h i n  
t h e  Roman Church w i t h i n  t h e  l a s t  twenty-f ive y e a r s .  
Both P i epe r  and Hoyer quote  Luther  a s  say ing  t h a t  
nobody l o v e s  t h e  Papacy, n o t  even i t s  own adhe ren t s ,  
bu t  a l l  f e a r  i t .72  Such, of cou r se ,  i s  t h e  ca se  i f  
one r e a l i z e s  t h e  burdens placed on s o u l s  by t h e  
d o c t r i n e s  of t h e  Papacy i n  o r d e r  t o  o b t a i n  e t e r n a l  
l i f e .  But today,  i n  many p l a c e s ,  t h e r e  seems t o  be 
a  pervading l ove  f o r  t h e  Pope which c r o s s e s  many 
denominat ional  l i n e s .  

94 .  There a r e  s e v e r a l  r e a sons  f o r  t h e  Pope 's  new 
appeal t o  t h e  massesl  One i s  t h a t  t h e  Roman 

Church, beginning w i th  Vat ican  11, opened i t s  doors  r 

t o  t hose  o u t s i d e  t h e  Roman Church, going s o  f a r  a s  
t o  c a l l  non-Catholic C h r i s t i a n s  "bre thren t '  and 
accep t  them i n t o  t h e i r  f e l l owsh ip .73  It even pro- A 

v i d e s  a  means of s a l v a t i o n  f o r  t hose  who con t inue  

7 2 ~ o y e r ,  759-760. P i e p e r ,  466. 

- - 

t o  remain o u t s i d e  t h e  p a l e  of ~ h r i s t e n d o m . ~ ~  Sec- 
ondly,  t h e r e  has been a  de-emphasis on s t r e s s i n g  
d o c t r i n e .  75 There w i l l  n o t  be found any "anathemas" 
of o t h e r  d o c t r i n e s  i n  t h e  documents s f  Vat ican I1 
a s  had been t h e  c a s e  i n  o t h e r  c o u n c i l s .  And perhaps 
most impor t an t l y ,  many l i b e r a l  C h r i s t i a n s  who deny 
" the  Word a l o n e ,  g r ace  a l o n e ,  f a i t h  a lone"  f e . g . ,  
u n i v e r s a l i s t s )  and who have no concept  of what t h e  
gospe l  r e a l l y  i s  ( e - g , ,  t hose  who preach a  s o c i a l  
gospel  o r  a  " l i b e r a t i o n  theology") have i n t e r p r e t e d  
t h e  above two changes i n  l i g h t  of  t h e i r  own theo logy;  
hence, they  s e e  t h e  Pope as t h e  one t o  c a r r y  ou t  t h e i r  

and no longer  a s  one who c r e a t e s  burdens f o r  
Whether such a  change w i t h i n  t h e  Ca tho l i c  

Church c o n s t i t u t e s  an e s s e n t i a l  change s o  t h a t  t h e  
Lutheran a p p l i c a t i o n  of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  no longer  
a p p l i e s  t o  t h e  Papacy is ano the r  q u e s t i o n  which w i l l  
be  taken up i n  t h e  nex t  s e c t i o n .  

7 4 ~ h e  Documents of Vat ican  11, gen. ed . ,  Walter  
M.  Abbott;  tr .  e d , ,  T h e  Very Rev, Msgr. Joseph 
Gal lagher  (New York: Guild P r e s s ,  1966) ,  35. 

7 5 ~ h i s  can be seen  i n  many Roman Ca tho l i c  books 
w i th  t h e  "Imprimaturt '  and t h e  " ~ i h i l  Obstat" ;  e  . g . , 
~ o d ' s  Saving Presence ,  ed . ,  Rev. Gerard P. Weber and 
o t h e r s  (New York: Benziger Bro the r s ,  1966) and Keep- 
i n g  Up With Our C a t h o l i c  F a i t h  _____? e d . ,  Jack Wintz, 
o . F . ~ . ,  ( S t .  Anthony Messenger P r e s s ,  1975) .  

7 6 ~  good example of  t h i s  i s  a man who s t r o n g l y  
d i s ag reed  w i th  me over  t h e  d o c t r i n e  of  " f a i t h  a lone" 
and who re fused  t o  b e l i e v e  t h a t  "good neighbor  Sam" 
who was n o t  a C h r i s t i a n  would go t o  h e l l .  A f t e r  
looking  i n t o  t h e  Ca tho l i c  Church, he t o l d  me he  had 
decided t o  j o i n  i t  because '"he C a t h o l i c  Church 
teaches  what I want t o  h e a r e  '' 

' ~ o h n  A. Hardon, S . J . ,  The Ca tho l i c  Catechism 
(Garden C i t y ,  N.Y,: Doubleday and Cc.,  1975) ,  242.  
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111. Objec t ions  t o  t h e  Lutheran Appl ica t ion  

95. Of course ,  many arguments have been voiced i n  
oppos i t i on  t o  t h e  Lutheran b e l i e f  t h a t  t h e  

Papacy is  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t ;  some worthy of considera-  
t i o n ,  some no t .  The arguments presented i n  t h i s  
s e c t i o n  a r e  considered by t h i s  writer t o  be t h e  ones 
which c a r r y  t h e  most weight and would most e a s i l y  
cause  doubts  over  t h e  Lutheran a p p l i c a t i o n .  Some 
of t h e  o b j e c t i o n s  presen ted  h e r e  have been touched 
upon i n  t h e  f i r s t  two s e c t i o n s ,  There a r e  a l s o  some 
o b j e c t i o n s  which w i l l  no t  be l i s t e d  h e r e  which might 
be cons idered  worthy o f  d i scus s ion .  These, however, 
a r e  e a s i l y  answered by the p l a i n  words of t h e  marks 
of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  and probably have been d e a l t  w i th  
and s e t t l e d  i n  t h e  f i r s t  two s e c t i o n s  of  t h i s  paper .  

96. (1) Revela t ion  l3 :7b ,  9 reads, "And h e  was 
given  a u t h o r i t y  over every t r i b e ,  people ,  Lan- 

guage and na t ion .  All inbabits~ts of the  ear th  w i l l  
worship t h e  beas t - -a l l  whose aye not  been 
w r i t t e n  i n  t h e  book of lifeeee Therefore, 
it is  s a i d ,  s i n c e  every  t r i b e ,  people  and nation 
a r e  n o t  under t h e  a u t h o r i t y  of t h e  Pope, and since 
t h e r e  a r e  many non-Chris t ians  who do no t  racrship t h e  
Pope, t h e  Pope cannot be t h i s  beast ( t h e  A n t i c h r i s t )  
de sc r ibed  he re  i n  Revela t ion  1 3 ,  

97.  But s e v e r a l  t h ings  h a ~ e  t o  be krp* $:L r n i \ r ~ 3  whelm 
drawing such conc lus ions  from t h e ~ e  t ~ u  vekses, 

F i r s t ,  as  mentioned before ,  ; t - k  b ~ o k  of Reag.ePatisn 
i s  almost e n t i r e l y  a prophecy 0 4  C i r t p ! . - ~  epc.~?tc. ex- 

i 

pressed  i n  f i g u r a t i v e  language,  To draw doctrine 
from such a source  wi thout  s u p p o r t  from any other  
book would be dangerous* 

98. Furthermore, there seems t o  h e  good evidence 
t h a t  the words '"every" a d  '%allsf should be taken  

hype rbo l i ca l l y .  I f  t h e  l a rge  nun~ber i n  Revela t ion  

( e . g . ,  "144,000," "1,600 s t a d i a , "  "1,260 days,"  
"a t h i r d  of t h e  s t a r s " )  are t o  be taken f i g u r a t i v e l y ,  
then the  words "all" and "every," which a lso repre-  
s e n t  large nu~ntess  would very l i k e l y  be taken f i gu ra -  
t i v e l y .  Also,  t h e  phrase "every people ,  t r i b e ,  l an-  
guage and nat ion" is  found i n  l1:9.  Here the  passage 
reads,  o or three and a h a l f  days men from every 
people ,  t r i b e ,  language and n a t i o n  w i l l  gaze on t h e i r  
bodies  / t h e  bodies  of t h e  two wi tnesses7 . .  . I 1  To t a k e  
1 0  every " i i te+al ly  i n  t h i s  v e r s e  would p r e s e n t  prob- 

l e m s  involv ing  time and space ,  hence i t  is b e s t  t o  
take i t  hype rbo l i ca l l y ,  There is no evidence t h a t  
t h e  same phrase  i n  13:7 has  taken  on a d i f f e r e n t  mean- 
ing  than t h e  hyperbol ic  one i n  11:9. 

99. But asst important i s  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  no such a l l  
i n c l u s i v e  "worship" and "au tho r i t y  I t  h a s  t aken  

p l ace  since t h e  beginning o f  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t .  That 
is ,  i f  t h e  v e r s e s  i n  Revela t ion  1 3  are t o  be taken  
l i t e r a l l y  t h e r e  should be a t o t a l i t a r i a n  r u l e  over  
every  s i n g l e  count ry ,  t r i b e ,  e t c .  by t h e  A n t i c h r i s t ,  
and t h e r e  should be  a worship of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  by 
one hundred pe rcen t  of t h e  people  i n  t h e  world who 
are n o t  t h e  e l e c t .  These r e s u l t s  would have been 
more than  obvious i f  "every" and "all" were t o  be 
taken l i t e r a l l y .  

100. ( 2 )  Since  t h e  Papacy con fe s se s  t h a t  C h r i s t  is  
t r u e  God and t r u e  man, and s i n c e  I and I1 John 

p l a i n l y  s t a t e  t h a t  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  w i l l  no t  confess  
t h e  same, i t  cannot be s a i d  t h a t  t h e  Papacy is  t h e  
A n t i c h r i s t .  

101. A s h o r t  summary of t h e  s i x t h  mark (par .  2 2 f f . )  
w i l l  s u f f i c e  t o  answer t h i s  ob j ec t i on .  The 

structzrre of t h e  Greek i n  bo th  v e r s e s  ( I  John 4 : 2 ;  
I1 John 7 )  does n o t  exp re s s  t h e  means of  denying 
C h r i s t  ( i . e . ,  denying t h e  f a c t  t h a t  C h r i s t  ha s  come 
i n  t h e  f l e s h ) ,  bu t  r a t h e r  exp re s se s  denying Chrcist 
i n  whom t h i s  f a c t  is  f u l f i l l e d ,  
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o b j e c t i o n s  which w i l l  no t  be l i s t e d  h e r e  which might 
be cons idered  worthy o f  d i scus s ion .  These, however, 
a r e  e a s i l y  answered by the p l a i n  words of t h e  marks 
of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  and probably have been d e a l t  w i th  
and s e t t l e d  i n  t h e  f i r s t  two s e c t i o n s  of  t h i s  paper .  

96. (1) Revela t ion  l3 :7b ,  9 reads, "And h e  was 
given  a u t h o r i t y  over every t r i b e ,  people ,  Lan- 

guage and na t ion .  All inbabits~ts of the  ear th  w i l l  
worship t h e  beas t - -a l l  whose aye not  been 
w r i t t e n  i n  t h e  book of lifeeee Therefore, 
it is  s a i d ,  s i n c e  every  t r i b e ,  people  and nation 
a r e  n o t  under t h e  a u t h o r i t y  of t h e  Pope, and since 
t h e r e  a r e  many non-Chris t ians  who do no t  racrship t h e  
Pope, t h e  Pope cannot be t h i s  beast ( t h e  A n t i c h r i s t )  
de sc r ibed  he re  i n  Revela t ion  1 3 ,  

97.  But s e v e r a l  t h ings  h a ~ e  t o  be krp* $:L r n i \ r ~ 3  whelm 
drawing such conc lus ions  from t h e ~ e  t ~ u  vekses, 

F i r s t ,  as  mentioned before ,  ; t - k  b ~ o k  of Reag.ePatisn 
i s  almost e n t i r e l y  a prophecy 0 4  C i r t p ! . - ~  epc.~?tc. ex- 

i 

pressed  i n  f i g u r a t i v e  language,  To draw doctrine 
from such a source  wi thout  s u p p o r t  from any other  
book would be dangerous* 

98. Furthermore, there seems t o  h e  good evidence 
t h a t  the words '"every" a d  '%allsf should be taken  

hype rbo l i ca l l y .  I f  t h e  l a rge  nun~ber i n  Revela t ion  

( e . g . ,  "144,000," "1,600 s t a d i a , "  "1,260 days,"  
"a t h i r d  of t h e  s t a r s " )  are t o  be taken f i g u r a t i v e l y ,  
then the  words "all" and "every," which a lso repre-  
s e n t  large nu~ntess  would very l i k e l y  be taken f i gu ra -  
t i v e l y .  Also,  t h e  phrase "every people ,  t r i b e ,  l an-  
guage and nat ion" is  found i n  l1:9.  Here the  passage 
reads,  o or three and a h a l f  days men from every 
people ,  t r i b e ,  language and n a t i o n  w i l l  gaze on t h e i r  
bodies  / t h e  bodies  of t h e  two wi tnesses7 . .  . I 1  To t a k e  
1 0  every " i i te+al ly  i n  t h i s  v e r s e  would p r e s e n t  prob- 

l e m s  involv ing  time and space ,  hence i t  is b e s t  t o  
take i t  hype rbo l i ca l l y ,  There is no evidence t h a t  
t h e  same phrase  i n  13:7 has  taken  on a d i f f e r e n t  mean- 
ing  than t h e  hyperbol ic  one i n  11:9. 

99. But asst important i s  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  no such a l l  
i n c l u s i v e  "worship" and "au tho r i t y  I t  h a s  t aken  

p l ace  since t h e  beginning o f  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t .  That 
is ,  i f  t h e  v e r s e s  i n  Revela t ion  1 3  are t o  be taken  
l i t e r a l l y  t h e r e  should be a t o t a l i t a r i a n  r u l e  over  
every  s i n g l e  count ry ,  t r i b e ,  e t c .  by t h e  A n t i c h r i s t ,  
and t h e r e  should be  a worship of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  by 
one hundred pe rcen t  of t h e  people  i n  t h e  world who 
are n o t  t h e  e l e c t .  These r e s u l t s  would have been 
more than  obvious i f  "every" and "all" were t o  be 
taken l i t e r a l l y .  

100. ( 2 )  Since  t h e  Papacy con fe s se s  t h a t  C h r i s t  is  
t r u e  God and t r u e  man, and s i n c e  I and I1 John 

p l a i n l y  s t a t e  t h a t  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  w i l l  no t  confess  
t h e  same, i t  cannot be s a i d  t h a t  t h e  Papacy is  t h e  
A n t i c h r i s t .  

101. A s h o r t  summary of t h e  s i x t h  mark (par .  2 2 f f . )  
w i l l  s u f f i c e  t o  answer t h i s  ob j ec t i on .  The 

structzrre of t h e  Greek i n  bo th  v e r s e s  ( I  John 4 : 2 ;  
I1 John 7 )  does n o t  exp re s s  t h e  means of  denying 
C h r i s t  ( i . e . ,  denying t h e  f a c t  t h a t  C h r i s t  ha s  come 
i n  t h e  f l e s h ) ,  bu t  r a t h e r  exp re s se s  denying Chrcist 
i n  whom t h i s  f a c t  is  f u l f i l l e d ,  



102. Furthermore, v e r s e s  such a s  I John 2 ~ 2 2  confirm 
t h a t  i t  i s  a  d e n i a l  of t h e  work of C h r i s t  t h a t  

is involved: " . . . t h e  one who den ie s  t h a t  J e s u s  i s  
t h e  C h r i s t ;  t h i s  i s  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  ..." I f  t h e  Papacy, 
t h e r e f o r e ,  does n o t  acknowledge t h a t  t h e  work of 
C h r i s t  i s  enough t o  completely c l e a r  s i n n e r s  of t he i r  
g u i l t  be fo re  God, bu t  t h a t  o t h e r  payment of some s o r t  
is r e q u i r e d ,  t hen  he  den ie s  t h a t  J e sus  i s  t h e  C h r i s t .  
To confess  t h a t  J e sus  is  t h e  C h r i s t  i s  t o  s ay  no th ing  
less than  one i s  saved by grace  a lone ,  f o r  C h r i s t ' s  
sake  a lone ,  and through f a i t h  a l o n e *  This  t h e  Papacy 
f a i l s  t o  acknowledge ( s ee  pa r .  236 f f ) .  

103. F i n a l l y ,  t o  somehow b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e  Papacy 
con fe s se s  C h r i s t  came i n  t h e  f l e s h  is  t o  p u t  

onese l f  i n  t h e  h o r r i b l e  p o s i t i o n  of say ing  t h a t  t h e  
Papacy i s  "from God;" f o r  I John 4 :3  c la ims  t h a t  
t hose  who confess  t h a t  J e s u s  has  come i n  t h e  f l e s h  
a r e  from God. And s i n c e  t h e  Papacy does no t  c o n s i s t  
of t h e  person a lone ,  bu t  a l s o  t h e  o f f i c e ,  one would + 

a l s o  have t o  be say ing  t h a t  t h e  o f f i c e  of t h e  Papacy 
is from God. The o f f i c e  i nc ludes  a l l  t h a t  o f f i c e .  
Thi.s w i l l  be  d i scussed  i n  more d e t a i l  i n  o b j e c t i o n  
No. 4 .  

104.  (3) Perhaps one of t h e  s t r o n g e s t  o b j e c t i o n s  t o  
t h e  Lutheran p o s i t i o n  i s  t h e  c la im t h a t  s i n c e  

t h e  Lutheran a p p l i c a t i o n  is  drawn p a r t l y  from h i s t o r y ,  
i t  is  a  d o c t r i n e  n o t  based on t h e  Word a lone ,  and 
t h e r e f o r e ,  i t  should no t  be subscr ibed  t o .  Fur ther -  
more, whi le  t h e  d e s c r i p t i o n  of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  i n  
S c r i p t u r e  is  p e r f e c t ,  human reason  which must apply b 

t h i s  d e s c r i p t i o n  i s  f a l l i b l e  and could err. This  
d e s c r i p t i o n  i n  S c r i p t u r e  imp l i e s  t h a t  a judgment be  
made; bu t  t o  say  t h a t  t h e  human judgment i s  on t h e  
same l e v e l  wi th  t h e  i n f a l l i b l e  Word would c o n t r a d i c t  
s e v e r a l  e s s e n t i a l  Lutheran d o c t r i n e s .  77 

105. The p r i n c i p l e  involved i n  t h i s  o b j e c t i o n  i s  
e n t i r e l y  t r u e ,  and t h u s  would apply t o  t h e  iden- 

t i f i c a t i o n  of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t ,  u n l e s s  t h e  Word of God 
allowed and even expected such a p o s i t i v e  i d e n t i f i c a -  
t i o n  t o  be  made by people  i n  t h e  c a s e  of such prophe- 
c i e s  ( i . e . ,  t hose  which have a s p e c i f i c  and d e f i n i t e  
f u l f i l l m e n t  and where vagueness and imagery are lack-  
i n g  i n  t h e  p r e d i c t i o n ) .  

106. Does S c r i p t u r e  expect  C h r i s t i a n s  t o  make i d e n t i -  
f i c a t i o n s  f o r  t h e s e  prophecies? A s  Piepe r  

pointed o u t ,  i f  t h e  Bib le  d i d  n o t  a l l ow  such i d e n t i -  
f i c a t i o n s ,  C h r i s t  would n o t  have been a b l e  t o  have 
been known t o  t h e  Jews of h i s  day. J e s u s  c l e a r l y  
imp l i e s  t h a t  a  comparison of h i s  words and work wi th  
t h e  prophecies  i n  t h e  S c r i p t u r e  is  e s s e n t i a l  i n  t h e  
account of ~ o h n ' s  imprisonment recorded i n  Matthew 
11:2-5: 

107. When John heard i n  p r i s o n  what C h r i s t  
was doing,  he s e n t  h i s  d i s c i p l e s  t o  ask  

him, "Are  you t h e  one who was t o  come, o r  
should w e  expect  someone e l s e ? "  

J e sus  r e p l i e d ,  "Go back and r e p o r t  t o  John , 

what you hear  and see: The b l i n d  r e c e i v e s  - 
s i g h t ,  t h e  lame walk, t h o s e  who have l ep rosy  
a r e  cured,  and deaf hea r ,  t h e  dead a r e  r a i s e d ,  
and t h e  good news i s  preached t o  t h e  poor." (NIV) 

108. J u s t  as s t r i k i n g  is t h e  account  of t h e  two d i s -  
c i p l e s  on t h e  road t o  Emmaus (Luke 24:18-27). 

Take n o t e  t h a t  t h e  d i s c i p l e s  f i r s t  g i v e  a  tes t imony 
of what they had seen and heard ,  and then  how C h r i s t  
fo l lows  t h i s  wi th  an exp lana t ion  of how t h e i r  account  
of h i s  words and work f u l f i l l s  t h e  Old Testament 
prophecies .  

109. One of them, named Cleopas,  asked him, 
"Are  you t h e  on ly  one l i v i n g  i n  Jerusalem 

who doesn ' t  know t h e  t h i n g s  t h a t  have happened 
t h e r e  i n  t h e s e  days?" 



102. Furthermore, v e r s e s  such a s  I John 2 ~ 2 2  confirm 
t h a t  i t  i s  a  d e n i a l  of t h e  work of C h r i s t  t h a t  

is involved: " . . . t h e  one who den ie s  t h a t  J e s u s  i s  
t h e  C h r i s t ;  t h i s  i s  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  ..." I f  t h e  Papacy, 
t h e r e f o r e ,  does n o t  acknowledge t h a t  t h e  work of 
C h r i s t  i s  enough t o  completely c l e a r  s i n n e r s  of t he i r  
g u i l t  be fo re  God, bu t  t h a t  o t h e r  payment of some s o r t  
is r e q u i r e d ,  t hen  he  den ie s  t h a t  J e sus  i s  t h e  C h r i s t .  
To confess  t h a t  J e sus  is  t h e  C h r i s t  i s  t o  s ay  no th ing  
less than  one i s  saved by grace  a lone ,  f o r  C h r i s t ' s  
sake  a lone ,  and through f a i t h  a l o n e *  This  t h e  Papacy 
f a i l s  t o  acknowledge ( s ee  pa r .  236 f f ) .  

103. F i n a l l y ,  t o  somehow b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e  Papacy 
con fe s se s  C h r i s t  came i n  t h e  f l e s h  is  t o  p u t  

onese l f  i n  t h e  h o r r i b l e  p o s i t i o n  of say ing  t h a t  t h e  
Papacy i s  "from God;" f o r  I John 4 :3  c la ims  t h a t  
t hose  who confess  t h a t  J e s u s  has  come i n  t h e  f l e s h  
a r e  from God. And s i n c e  t h e  Papacy does no t  c o n s i s t  
of t h e  person a lone ,  bu t  a l s o  t h e  o f f i c e ,  one would + 

a l s o  have t o  be say ing  t h a t  t h e  o f f i c e  of t h e  Papacy 
is from God. The o f f i c e  i nc ludes  a l l  t h a t  o f f i c e .  
Thi.s w i l l  be  d i scussed  i n  more d e t a i l  i n  o b j e c t i o n  
No. 4 .  

104.  (3) Perhaps one of t h e  s t r o n g e s t  o b j e c t i o n s  t o  
t h e  Lutheran p o s i t i o n  i s  t h e  c la im t h a t  s i n c e  

t h e  Lutheran a p p l i c a t i o n  is  drawn p a r t l y  from h i s t o r y ,  
i t  is  a  d o c t r i n e  n o t  based on t h e  Word a lone ,  and 
t h e r e f o r e ,  i t  should no t  be subscr ibed  t o .  Fur ther -  
more, whi le  t h e  d e s c r i p t i o n  of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  i n  
S c r i p t u r e  is  p e r f e c t ,  human reason  which must apply b 

t h i s  d e s c r i p t i o n  i s  f a l l i b l e  and could err. This  
d e s c r i p t i o n  i n  S c r i p t u r e  imp l i e s  t h a t  a judgment be  
made; bu t  t o  say  t h a t  t h e  human judgment i s  on t h e  
same l e v e l  wi th  t h e  i n f a l l i b l e  Word would c o n t r a d i c t  
s e v e r a l  e s s e n t i a l  Lutheran d o c t r i n e s .  77 

105. The p r i n c i p l e  involved i n  t h i s  o b j e c t i o n  i s  
e n t i r e l y  t r u e ,  and t h u s  would apply t o  t h e  iden- 

t i f i c a t i o n  of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t ,  u n l e s s  t h e  Word of God 
allowed and even expected such a p o s i t i v e  i d e n t i f i c a -  
t i o n  t o  be  made by people  i n  t h e  c a s e  of such prophe- 
c i e s  ( i . e . ,  t hose  which have a s p e c i f i c  and d e f i n i t e  
f u l f i l l m e n t  and where vagueness and imagery are lack-  
i n g  i n  t h e  p r e d i c t i o n ) .  

106. Does S c r i p t u r e  expect  C h r i s t i a n s  t o  make i d e n t i -  
f i c a t i o n s  f o r  t h e s e  prophecies? A s  Piepe r  

pointed o u t ,  i f  t h e  Bib le  d i d  n o t  a l l ow  such i d e n t i -  
f i c a t i o n s ,  C h r i s t  would n o t  have been a b l e  t o  have 
been known t o  t h e  Jews of h i s  day. J e s u s  c l e a r l y  
imp l i e s  t h a t  a  comparison of h i s  words and work wi th  
t h e  prophecies  i n  t h e  S c r i p t u r e  is  e s s e n t i a l  i n  t h e  
account of ~ o h n ' s  imprisonment recorded i n  Matthew 
11:2-5: 

107. When John heard i n  p r i s o n  what C h r i s t  
was doing,  he s e n t  h i s  d i s c i p l e s  t o  ask  

him, "Are  you t h e  one who was t o  come, o r  
should w e  expect  someone e l s e ? "  

J e sus  r e p l i e d ,  "Go back and r e p o r t  t o  John , 

what you hear  and see: The b l i n d  r e c e i v e s  - 
s i g h t ,  t h e  lame walk, t h o s e  who have l ep rosy  
a r e  cured,  and deaf hea r ,  t h e  dead a r e  r a i s e d ,  
and t h e  good news i s  preached t o  t h e  poor." (NIV) 

108. J u s t  as s t r i k i n g  is t h e  account  of t h e  two d i s -  
c i p l e s  on t h e  road t o  Emmaus (Luke 24:18-27). 

Take n o t e  t h a t  t h e  d i s c i p l e s  f i r s t  g i v e  a  tes t imony 
of what they had seen and heard ,  and then  how C h r i s t  
fo l lows  t h i s  wi th  an exp lana t ion  of how t h e i r  account  
of h i s  words and work f u l f i l l s  t h e  Old Testament 
prophecies .  

109. One of them, named Cleopas,  asked him, 
"Are  you t h e  on ly  one l i v i n g  i n  Jerusalem 

who doesn ' t  know t h e  t h i n g s  t h a t  have happened 
t h e r e  i n  t h e s e  days?" 



"What th ings?"  he asked,  

"About J e s u s  of  Nazareth," they  r e p l i e d .  "He 
was a prophet ,  powerful i n  word and deed be fo re  
God and a l l  t he  people .  The c h i e f  p r i e s t s  and 
our  r u l e r s  handed him over  t o  be sentenced t o  
dea th ,  and they  c r u c i f i e d  him; but we had hoped 
t h a t  he was t h e  one who was going t o  redeem 
I s r a e l .  And what is more, i t  i s  t h e  t h i r d  day 
s i n c e  a l l  t h i s  took p l ace .  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  some 
of our women amazed us .  They went t o  t h e  tomb 
e a r l y  t h i s  morning but  d i d n ' t  f i n d  h i s  body. 
They came and t o l d  u s  t h a t  they had seen  a  
v i s i o n  of ange l s ,  who s a i d  he was a l i v e .  Then 
some of our  companions went t o  t h e  tomb and 
found i t  j u s t  as t h e  women had s a i d ,  bu t  him 
they d i d  no t  s ee .  '' 
H e  s a i d  t o  them, "How f o o l i s h  you a r e ,  and how 
slow of h e a r t  t o  b e l i e v e  all t h a t  t h e  prophets  
have spoken! Did no t  t h e  C h r i s t  have t o  s u f f e r  
t h e s e  t h i n g s  and then  e n t e r  i n t o  h i s  glory?" 
And beginning wi th  Moses and a l l  t h e  Prophets ,  
he  expla ined  t o  them what w a s  s a i d  i n  a l l  t h e  
S c r i p t u r e s  concerning h imse l f .  (NIV) 

110. O f  s p e c i a l  s i g n i f i c a n c e  i n  t h i s  s e c t i o n  is 
v e r s e  25: "...'How f o o l i s h  you a r e ,  and how 

slow of h e a r t  t o  b e l i e v e  a l l  t h a t  t h e  prophets  have 
spoken ! ' " I n  o t h e r  words, what t h e  d i s c i p l e s  had 
seen  and heard should have been recognized,  through 
f a i t h  by t h e  power of t h e  Word, a s  t h e  f u l f i l l m e n t  
of  t h e  Word--the Old Testament Messianic prophec ies .  

111. The prophecies  and d e s c r i p t i o n  of t h e  Anti-  
c h r i s t ,  though no t  a s  numerous, a r e  j u s t  a s  

po in ted  and c l e a r  a s  those  concerning t h e  Messiah. 
Therefore ,  t h i s  is reason  enough t o  b e l i e v e  t h a t  
an i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  is  t o  fo l low 
t h e  prophecies  of t h e  same and i s  a d o c t r i n e  of 
S c r i p t u r e ,  

112. If such a p o s i t i v e  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  were no t  
p o s s i b l e ,  t he  prophecies  concerning t h e  Anti-  

c h r i s t  (and even C h r i s t  f o r  t h a t  m a t t e r )  would be  
u e s l e s s .  The d e s c r i p t i o n s  of  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  are 
obviously intended f o r  exac t  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n .  

113. (4) The c la im 'has been made t h a t  t h e  Papacy 
does n o t  have a l l  t h e  marks of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t .  

The v a l i d i t y  of t h i s  o b j e c t i o n  can be s u b s t a n t i a t e d  
o r  r e f u t e d  simply by c a r e f u l l y  comparing t h e  marks 
of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  w i th  t h e  words and work of t h e  
Papacy. 

114. The f i r s t  mark, t h a t  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  i s  opposed 
t o  and r e p l a c e s  C h r i s t ,  w i l l  be looked a t  i n  

d e t a i l  i n  t h e  f i f t h  and s i x t h  marks, 

115. The second mark i s  obvious;  t h e  Papal  o f f i c e  
i s  f i l l e d  by human be ings .  Along wi th  t h i s  

one can s e e  t h a t  t h e  Papacy very  adequate ly  meets 
t h e  l ongev i ty  requirement of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t .  The 
Papacy, a s  i t  i s  known i n  i t s  r e s e n t  form, has  
e x i s t e d  f o r  over l , l 0 0  yea r s .  7' ~ l s o ,  s i n c e  i t  
h a s  e x i s t e d  as one cont inuous e s t ab l i shmen t ,  t h e r e  
would be  on ly  one r evea l ing  necessary ,  a s  r equ i r ed  
by t h e  marks ( see  pa r .  1 2 ) ,  

7 8 ~ h e  Roman Church d a t e s  t h e  beginning of t h e  
Papacy from t h e  t i m e  of P e t e r .  Among P r o t e s t a n t  
writers t h e r e  i s  some divergence.  Some c l a im  
Boniface 111 (d .  607) a s  t h e  f i r s t  Pope s i n c e  he 
was t h e  f i r s t  t o  t a k e  t h e  t i t l e  " ~ n i v e r s a l  Bishop." 
Others  p r e f e r  Gregory V I I  (d .  1085) ,  "because i t  
was he who c e n t r a l i z e d  power i n  t h e  Church i n  t h e  
Roman bishop and emancipated t h e  Papacy from t h e  
c o n t r o l  of s e c u l a r  a u t h o r i t i e s "  (Hoyer, 712). 
However, such c la ims  a l s o  e x i s t e d  hundreds of 
y e a r s  e a r l i e r .  



"What th ings?"  he asked,  
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H e  s a i d  t o  them, "How f o o l i s h  you a r e ,  and how 
slow of h e a r t  t o  b e l i e v e  all t h a t  t h e  prophets  
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t h e s e  t h i n g s  and then  e n t e r  i n t o  h i s  glory?" 
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116. The t h i r d  mark, t h e  development of  t h e  Anti- 
c h r i s t ,  can c l e a r l y  be  seen i n  t h e  development 

of t h e  Papacy. Seeds of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  can be ob- 
served planted and growing among t h e  teachings  of  
r e l i g i o u s  a u t h o r i t i e s  and wi th in  t h e  o f f i c e  of t h e  
Bishop of Rome from t h e  e a r l i e s t  days. 

117, In  t h e  E p i s t l e  sf Clement ( c a m  95 A.D.)  an 
a p o s t o l i c  success ion  is  implied. Clement 

' w r i t e s :  

Our Apost les  a l s o  knew through our  Lord Je sus  
Chr i s t  t h a t  t h e r e  would be a s t r i f e  on account 
sf t h e  o f f i c e  of t h e  ep iscopate .  For t h i s  
reason,  t he re fo re ,  inasmuch a s  they had ob- 
ta ined  a p e r f e c t  foreknowledge of t h i s ,  they 
appointed those  m i n i s t e r s  a l r eady  mentioned 
and af te rwards  gave i n s t r u c t i o n s  t h a t ,  when 
these  should f a l l  a s l e e p ,  o t h e r  approved men 
should succeed them i n  t h e i r  min i s t ry .  79 

118. Igna r ius  of Antioch (d .  109 A.D.) on h i s  way 
t o  p r i son  and martyrdom w r i t e s  t o  Polycarp: 

Be zealous t o  do a l l  t h ings  i n  harmony with 
God, with the  b i shop  p res id ing  i n  the  p l ace  
of God and the  p resby te r s  i n  t h e  p l ace  of 
the counc i l  of t h e  Apost les  and t h e  deacons, 
who are most  dear  ts me, en t rus t ed  with the  
s e r v i c e s  s f  Jesus  C h r i s t *  B e  un i ted  wi th  
the  bishop and with those who p res ide  over  
you as  an example and lesson of immortal i ty .  
A s ,  then ,  t h e  Lord Jesus was uni ted  wi th  t h e  
Father  and d i d  noth ing  without H i m ,  n e i t h e r  
by Mi.mself nor through t h e  Apost les ,  s o  do 
you nothing wi thout  t h e  bishop and t h e  
presbyters .80  

7 9 ~ u o t e d  i n  Hoyer, 715.  

8 0 ~ u o t e d  i n  Noyer, 716. 

119. A t  t h e  end sf t h e  f i r s t  century  I renaeus  
acknowledges a  c e r t a i n  g i f t  o f -  grace  f o r  t h e  

bishops;  and those  who withdraw from t h i s  "p r inc ipa l  
succession" a r e  h e r e t i c s .  Cyprian, bishop of Car- 
thage (258 A.D .), agrees  wi th  t h e  idea  of an apos- 
t o l i c  succession,  and even goes t o  t h e  e x t e n t  of 
saying t h a t  bishops a r e  a u t h o r i t a t i v e  i n t e r p r e t e r s  
of t h e  a p o s t o l i c  teaching  and without  them t h e  
Church would be without grace and would no longer  
e x i s t  Cyprian a l s o  be l ieved  t h e  u n i t y  of t h e  
Church and i t s  governance, t h e  bishops,  have t h e i r  
source i n  P e t e r ,  82  

120. The f i r s t  recorded at tempt of t h e  bishop of 
Rome himself t o  e x e r c i s e  undue a u t h o r i t y  took 

p lace  when Bishop Vic tor  o f  Rome (d. 198 A.D.) ex- 
communicated numerous bishops and b re th ren  who he ld  
t o  a  d i f f e r e n t  Eas ter  d a t e  than himself .83 The next  
bishop of Rome, Zephyrinus (d .  218 A.D.) , c a l l e d  
himself "Pontifex Maximus, Episcopus Episcoporum. "84 

121. When Constant ine became emperor t h e  Church 
became a s t a t e  Church. But i n  l eav ing  Rome 

t o  make a "New ~ome"  a t  Byzantiurn (326 A.D.) h i s  
Lateran Palace i n  Rome w a s  given t o  t h e  bishop. 
In t h e  absence of t h e  emperor t h e  bishop was con- 
s ide red  t o  be r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  of t h e  emperor, thus  
g iv ing  him secu la r  a u t h o r i t y .  85 This a u t h o r i t y  was 
increased  when Emperior Cat ian  i n  378 A.D. "gave 
Pope Damasus p a t r i a r c h a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  over t h e  
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Pope Damasus p a t r i a r c h a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  over t h e  



whole Western Empire and placed t h e  c i v i l  power a t  
h i s  command. "86 Bishop S i r i c i u s  (384-398 A.D. ) 
claimed himself t o  be t h e  head of t h e  body, t h e  
h e i r  of  P e t e r ' s  o f f i c e  and t h a t  t hose  who d i s a g r e e  
w i th  him s e p a r a t e  themselves from t h e  rock on which 
C h r i s t  b u i l t  h i s  Church. Innocent I (402-417 A . D . )  
demanded t h a t  aPb churches obey t h e  d e c i s i o n s  of 
Rome. H i s  succes so r ,  Zosimus (419-418 A.D.), s t a t e d  
t h a t  no one may ques t i on  t h e  d e c i s i o n  of t h e  Roman 
See and t h a t  h i s  succes so r s  i n h e r i t  from him an  
a u t h o r i t y  equa l  t o  t h a t  which t he  Lord gave t o  P e t e r .  
Bishop Boniface I (418-422 A.M.) claimed t h a t  t h e  
Church was s t a r t e d  by P e t e r ;  a l l  t h i n g s  had been 
g iven  t o  him p r i o r  t o  any counc i l  canons; t h e  Roman 
Church was t h e  head of a11  churches;  and t h a t  t h o s e  
who s e p a r a t e  themselves from t h e  Roman Church sepa- 
r a t e  themselves from t h e  C h r i s t i a n  r e l i g ion .87  

122,  The so-ca l led  founder of t h e  medieval Papacy, 
Leo 1 (440-461 A.B,) was given t h i s  c h a r t e r  by 

Emperor Va len t in i an  P I I  concerning t h e  o f f i c e  of t h e  
Papacy : 

Then only  w i l l  peace cont inue  throughout  t h e  
Church when t h e  bishop sf Rome is recognized 
by a l l  as l o r d  and mas t e r eo .Hence fo r th  i t  
s h a l l  no t  be  permi t ted  to d i s p u t e  over  church 
m a t t e r s  o r  t o  oppose t he  o r d e r s  of t h e  pr imate  
i n  Rome,.. What i s  ordered by t h e  Apos to l i c  See, 
by v i r t u e  of i t s  a u t h o r i t y ,  s h a l l  be law to a l l ,  
s o  t h a t ,  i f  a bishop re fuse  compliance w i t h  t h e  
jud ic ia l .  s en t ence  o f  the Roman pr imate ,  he  s h a l l  
be compelled by t h e  p r o v i n c i a l  government t o  
appear  be fo re  him, 88 

8 8 ~ u o t e d  i n  Hoyer, 723. 

124. Pope Hilarius (461-468 A.D.) c a l l e d  himself  
"vicar of P e t e r , "  and claimed ownership of  t h e  

keys of t h e  kingdom. Gelas ius  I (492-496 A.D .) w a s  
c a l l e d  "Chris t  ' s  ~ i c a r  . "89 Gregory I (590-604 A.D .) , 
though c a l l i n g  t h e  t i t l e  "Universal Bishopft heresy ,  
be l ieved  himself t o  be a successor  of P e t e r ,  and 
claimed and exe rc i s ed  a s  f a r  a s  p o s s i b l e  a u t h o r i t y  
over  t h e  whole church, even i n  t h e  ~ a s t  But 
immediately a f t e r  Gregory, Boniface I11 (607 A.D.) 
took t h e  t i t l e  "Universal Bishop. "91 

125. And s o  i t  can be  s een  t h a t  t h e  development of 
t h e  Papacy included an  i n c r e a s e  i n  t h e  primacy, 

a u t h o r i t y ,  and i n f a l l i b i l i t y  of t h e  bishop of Rome; 
t h e  d i s t o r t i o n  of S c r i  t u r e ;  and t h e  i nven t ion  of 
canons and d e c r e t a l s .  93 A s  a r e s u l t ,  even i n  t h e  
e a r l y  Church t h e  Papacy was a t  t i m e s  thought t o  be 
t h e  A n t i c h r i s t .  93 

126. The f o u r t h  mark i s  t h a t  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  w i l l  
t ake  up r e s i d e n c e i n  t h e  midst  of  b e l i e v e r s .  

S ince  t h e r e  e x i s t s  i n  t h e  Roman Church m i l l i o n s  of 

9 0 ~ h i l l i p  Schaf f ,  H i s to ry  of t h e  C h r i s t i a n  
Church, Vol. I V   rand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1950) ,  
223, 224. 

" ~ h o u ~ h  n o t  a l l  of t h e  mentioned s t a t emen t s ,  
b e l i e f s ,  and movements he re  are wrong (e .g . ,  t h e  
o r g a n i z a t i o n  of an e p i s c o p a t e ) ,  they  seem t o  c r e a t e  
s i t u a t i o n s  which an t i ch r i s t i an  marks could e a s i l y  
make u s e  o f .  

9 3 ~ e e  Bernard McGinn, "Angel Pope and Papal  
A n t i c h r i s t , "  Church Hi s to ry ,  Vol. 47 (June 1978) ,  
155-173, 
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122,  The so-ca l led  founder of t h e  medieval Papacy, 
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8 8 ~ u o t e d  i n  Hoyer, 723. 

124. Pope Hilarius (461-468 A.D.) c a l l e d  himself  
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126. The f o u r t h  mark i s  t h a t  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  w i l l  
t ake  up r e s i d e n c e i n  t h e  midst  of  b e l i e v e r s .  

S ince  t h e r e  e x i s t s  i n  t h e  Roman Church m i l l i o n s  of 

9 0 ~ h i l l i p  Schaf f ,  H i s to ry  of t h e  C h r i s t i a n  
Church, Vol. I V   rand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1950) ,  
223, 224. 

" ~ h o u ~ h  n o t  a l l  of t h e  mentioned s t a t emen t s ,  
b e l i e f s ,  and movements he re  are wrong (e .g . ,  t h e  
o r g a n i z a t i o n  of an e p i s c o p a t e ) ,  they  seem t o  c r e a t e  
s i t u a t i o n s  which an t i ch r i s t i an  marks could e a s i l y  
make u s e  o f .  

9 3 ~ e e  Bernard McGinn, "Angel Pope and Papal  
A n t i c h r i s t , "  Church Hi s to ry ,  Vol. 47 (June 1978) ,  
155-173, 



i n f a n t s  regenera ted  through baptism and many o t h e r s  
who r e t a i n  t r u e  f a i t h  i n  t h e  Gospel i n  s p i t e  of t h e  
work-righteous emphasis enveloping t h e  Ramn Church, 
t h e  Roman P o n t i f f  is d e f i n i t e l y  i n  t h e  midst  of t h e  
church ("'una sancta")  , 

127. The f i f t h  mark states t h a t  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  
w i l l  show himself t o  be God by opposing and 

e x a l t i n g  himself a g a i n s t  everyone c a l l e d  God and 
a g a i n s t  every o b j e c t  s f  r e l i g i o u s  worship,  S ince  
God and his word a r e  t o  be t h e  on ly  o b j e c t s  of 
r e l i g i o u s  worship,  anybody o r  anyth ing  else pro- 
claimed t o  be on t h e  same l e v e l  w i th  them would be 
e x a l t i n g  and opposing i t s e l f  above God and h i s  
word, So i f  t h e  Papacy, i n  some way o r  ano the r ,  
c la ims  i t s e l f  (or  something o t h e r  than  i t s e l f )  t o  
be above o r  a long  s i d e  S c r i p t u r e ,  i t  au toma t i ca l l y  
p u t s  i t s e l f  i n  an e x a l t e d  p o s i t i o n  over  "everyone 
c a l l e d  ~ o d "  and "every o b j e c t  of r e l i g i o u s  worship." 

128. Most obviously t h e  Papacy p u t s  i t s e l f  above 
S c r i p t u r e  by c la iming  t h e  e x t e r n a l  Church t o  

be above t h e  S c r i p t u r e :  

The Church is  n o t  a fruit s f  t h e  Book bu t  
r a t . h e r  t h e  Book i s  a f r u i t  of t h e  Church. 

Hence it i s  t h a t  t h e  Ca tho l i c  does n o t  s ay  
i n  t h e  f i rs t  in s t ance ,  m a t  does t h e  Book 
say?  Rather he asks, What does t h e  teaching  
Church say?,,, H e  has only one u l t i m a t e  re- 
cou r se ,  t h e  Church herself ,  and t h e  Book i s  
accepted from her hand and wi th  he r  explana- 
t i o n . . ,  Over t h e  Book s t a n d s  t h e  Church, 
whi le  according t o  t h e  Reform concept ion,  
over  t h e  Church s t a n d s  t h e  ~ o o k .  94 

9 4 ~ n n e  Fremantle,  The Papal Encyc l i ca l s  i n  
Thei r  H i s t o r i c a l  Context,  Hew York: Mentor-Omega 
Books, l 9 6 3 ) ,  11, 

129. But n o t  on ly  is  t h e  B ib l e  superseded by t h e  
Church; o t h e r  so-ca l led  d i v i n e  forms of 

r e v e l a t i o n  are placed on a n  equa l  f o o t i n g  wi th  t h e  
Bib le  : 

For t h e  C a t h o l i c ,  t h e  l ocus  of meeting i s  t h e  
Church, which f o r  i t s  t a s k  of b r ing ing  men t o  
God u s e s  many means: t h e  t each ing  of  author-  
i zed  masters, i . e . ,  t h e  bishops and t h e i r  p r i -  
mate t h e  Pope; t h e  l i t u r g y ;  books w r i t t e n  by 
men of t h e  Church under d i v i n e  i n s p i r a t i o n ,  
t h e  S c r i p t u r e s ;  t h e  common b e l i e f s  and prac-  
t i c e s  o f  t h e  Ca tho l i c s  s t r e t c h e d  ou t  over  t i m e  
and space .  The i n s p i r e d  books. . .are  n o t  over  
t h e  Church but  r a t h e r  a  p a r t  of t h e  Church's 
panoply. . . 95 

130, More s p e c i f i c a l l y ,  t h i s  comparison i s  made be- 
tween "Sacred ~ r a d i t i o n "  and S c r i p t u r e :  

For Sacred S c r i p t u r e  is  t h e  word of God inas -  
much a s  i t  i s  consigned t o  w r i t i n g ;  under t h e  
i n s p i r a t i o n  of t h e  Holy S p i r i t ,  whi le  Sacred 
T r a d i t i o n  t a k e s  t h e  word of God e n t r u s t e d  by 
C h r i s t  t h e  Lord and t h e  Holy S p i r i t  t o  t h e  
a p o s t l e s ,  and hands i t  on t o  t h e i r  succes so r s  
i n  i t s  f u l l  p u r i t y  ... 
consequent ly  i t  i s  n o t  from Sacred S c r i p t u r e  
a l o n e  t h a t  t h e  Church draws h e r  c e r t a i n t y  
about  eve ry th ing  which has  been revea led .  Both 
Sacred T r a d i t i o n  and Sacred S c r i p t u r e  a r e  t o  be 
accepted and venera ted  w i th  t h e  same sense  of 
l o y a l t y  and reverence.  96 
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131. The Pope himself i s  put  on t h e  l e v e l  of Scip- 
t u r e  when he speaks "ex ca thedra"  a s  def ined  

by t h e  f i r s t  Vat ican Council:  

The Roman P o n e i f f ,  when he speaks ex cathedra-- 
t h a t  i s ,  when i n  d i s cha rge  s f  t h e  o f f i c e  of 
Pas to r  and Doctor of all. C t ~ r i s t i a n s ,  by v i r t u e  
of h i s  supreme a p o s t o l i c  a u t h o r i t y ,  he d e f i n e s  
a  d o c t r i n e  regard ing  F a i t h  o r  Morals t o  be 
he ld  by t h e  Universa l  Church--by t h e  Divine 
a s s i s t a n c e  promised t o  him i n  Blessed P e t e r ,  
is  possessed of t h a t  i n f a l l i b i l i t y  w i th  which 
t h e  Divine Redeemer w i l l ed  t h a t  H i s  Church 
should be endowed i n  d e f i n i n g  d o c t r i n e  regard-  
i n g  F a i t h  o r  Morals;  and t h e r e f o r e  such d e f i n i -  
t i o n s  of  t h e  Roman Pontiff a r e  i r r e fo rmab le  of 
themselves,  nd no t  i n  v i r t u e  of t h e  consent  of 
t h e  Church. 97 

132. Th i s  i n f a l l i b i l i t y  a p p l i e s  t o  revea led  and 
unrevealed t r u t h s  : 

The f o c a l  ques t i on  t h a t  t h e  Council  /Vat ican 117 
asked i t s e l f  was: Do w e  wish t o  d e f i n e  t h e  Pope 's  
i n f a l l i b i l i t y  t o  i nc lude  both revea led  t r u t h s  
and such nonrevealed t r u t h s  a s  ph i lo soph ica l  
p r i n c i p l e s  and dogmatic f a c  7 Thei r  i n t e n t i o n  
was a s imple a f f i m a t i v e , , ,  

' ~ u o t e d  i n  Ludwig Ot t , Fundamentals of Ca tho l i c  - 
Dogma, t r a n s ,  P a t r i c k  Lynch, Ph,  D*, e d e  James Canon 
~ a - s t i b l e ,  D.D. (Cork, I r e l a n d :  Mercier P re s s ,  1963) ,  
286. The fou r  most gene ra l l y  accepted d e c l a r a t i o n s  
of t h e  Papacy t h a t  a r e  "ex ca thedra"  and t h e r e f o r e  
i n f a l l i b l e  a r e :  t h e  Ias"9.eventeen words of t h e  " ~ n a m  
~ a n c t a m ; "  "bnef f a b l i l i s  ~ e u s "  aka t h e  Immaculate Con- 
cep t ion ;  t h e  "Cons t i t u t i o  dogmatics," i nc lud ing  t h e  
dec ree  on i n f a l l i b i l i t y ;  and t h e  'gHunJficent iss imus 
Deus" on t h e  Assumpton of Mary. 

133, The Pope possesses  f u l l  and supreme 
power of j u r i s d i c t i o n  over  t h e  whole 

Church, not  merely i n  m a t t e r s  of f a i t h  and 
morals ,  bu t  a l s o  i n  Church d i s c i p l i n e  and i n  
t h e  government of t h e  ~ h u r c h . ~ g  

134. O f  course ,  t o  come t o  a conv ic t i on  of t h e  above 
mentioned d o c t r i n e s  a  t e r r i b l e  d i s t o r t i o n  of 

t h e  Bib le  is  necessary .  Some of Rome's proof pas- 
s ages  f o r  t h e s e  d o c t r i n e s  are Matthew 16:18; 28:20; 
Luke 22:31ff;  John 14:16; 21~15-17;  and o t h e r s .  

135. D i s t o r t i o n  of S c r i p t u r e  i s  one of t h e  most de- 
c e p t i v e  means t h e  Papacy u s e s  t o  e x a l t  i t s e l f  

above God. It i s  not  l i m i t e d  t o  t h e  above d o c t r i n e s ,  
bu t  i s  incorpora ted  i n t o  every  t each ing  which i s  con- 
t r a r y  t o  t h e  t each ings  of t h e  Lutheran Confessions.  

136, The S i x t h  mark invo lves  denying J e s u s  a s  t h e  
Savior  from s i n .  loo The Papacy does t h i s  i n  

s e v e r a l  ways. For one t h ing ,  i t s  t each ings  on Mary 
can, and do, cause  i t s  members t o  l ook  t o  C h r i s t  and - 
Mary f o r  s a l v a t i o n :  

The imp l i ca t i on  of t h i s  i s  n o t  t h a t  we a r e  
ob l iged  t o  beg f o r  a l l  g r aces  through Mary, 

lo0In o rde r  t o  s u f f i c i e n t l y  understand how t h e  
Papacy f u l f i l l s  t h i s  mark, a somewhat thorough be- 
l i e f  and knowledge i n  t h e  Lutheran d o c t r i n e  of s a l -  
v a t i o n  and j u s t i f i c a t i o n  i s  necessary .  Many churches,  
i nc lud ing  t h e  Roman Church, b e l i e v e  t h a t  J e sus  is  i n  
some sense  t h e  Savior  from s i n .  But what they mean 
many t i m e s  is completely opposed t o  what t h e  Orthodox 
Lutheran Church means and t eaches .  That i s ,  human 
merit somehow p lays  a p a r t  i n  t h e i r  s a l v a t i o n  even 
though they confess  t h a t  J e sus  f o r g i v e s  t h e i r  s i n s .  
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nor t h a t  Mary's i n t e r c e s s i o n  i s  i n t r i n s i -  
c a l l y  necessary f o r  t h e  app l i ca t ion  of t h e  
grace ,  but t h a t ,  according t o  God's p o s i t i v e  
ordinance,  t h e  redemptive g r ace  of C h r i s t  is 
conferred on nobody without  t h e  a c t u a l  i n t e r -  
ce s sa ry  co-operation of Mary ... 'From t h a t  
g r e a t  t r e a s u r e  of a l l  graces ,  which t h e  Lard 
has brought,  nothing,  according t o  t h e  w i l l  
of God comes t o  us  except through Mary, so 
t h a t ,  a s  nobody can approach t h e  Supreme 
Father  except through t h e  Son, s i m i l a r l y  
nobody can approach Chr i s t  except through 
t h e  Mother.., e 101 

138. ... she mediated f o r  o t h e r s ,  a s  w e l l ,  by 
her  v i c a r i o u s  a s s i s t a n c e  t o  t h e  r e s t  of man- 
kind.  She deserves  t h e  t i t l e  media t r ix  be- 
cause she cooperated i n  a unique way wi th  
Chr i s t  i n  h i s  redemptive l abor s  on e a r t h ,  and 
because i n  heaven she continues in t e rced ing  
f o r  those  who a r e  s t i l l  working out  t h e i r  
s a l v a t i o n  a s  p i lgr ims  i n  t h e  Church M i l i t a n t  
o r  s o u l s  s u f f e r i n g  i n  pu rga to ry*  The Vati-  
can Council  takes account of both types of 
mediat ion, .  , 162 

139. Their  teaching of t h e  incomplete work of Chr i s t  
f i n d s  its results i n  the  Euchar is t :  

The s a c r i f i c e  of the  a l t a r ,  t hen ,  i s  no mere 
empty commemoration of Calvary, bu t  a t r u e  
and proper  act  of s a c r i f i c e ,  whereby Chr i s t  
t h e  high p r i e s t  by an unbleody immolation 
o f f e r s  himself a most acceptable  v i c t im  t o  
t h e  e t e r n a l  Fa the r ,  a s  he d id  on the  c ross .  103 

140. Because of t h e  incompleteness of C h r i s t ' s  
t t  f i r s t "  s a c r i f i c e  and because of t h e  re- 

l i a n c e  on those  o t h e r  than  C h r i s t ,  s a l v a t i o n  u l t i -  
mately has  t o  be borne by t h e  s inne r .  The Ca tho l i c  
Church is not  d e f i c i e n t  i n  s t a t i n g  so  e i t h e r :  

141. To o b t a i n  f u l l  remission of s i n s ,  
t h e r e f o r e ,  two t h i n g s  are necessary.  

Friendship wi th  God must be re -es tab l i shed  
by s i n c e r e  conversion of h e a r t ,  and amends 
must be made for: t h e  i n j u s t i c e  committed 
a g a i n s t  h i s  goodness. I n  a d d i t i o n ,  however, 
a l l  t h e  personal  and s o c i a l  va lues  and even 
those  of t h e  un ive r sa l  n a t u r e  t h a t  have 
been diminished o r  destroyed by s i n ,  must 
somehow be r epa i r ed .  lQ4 

142. On t h e  negat ive  s i d e  it  / S u s t i f i c a t i o n T  - 
is  a t r u e  e r a d i c a t i o n  o f s i n ;  on t h e  

p o s i t i v e  s i d e  i t  i s  a supe rna tu ra l  s anc t i fy -  
ing  and renewal of t h e  inne r  man... 

The s i n n e r  can and must prepare  himself by 
t h e  he lp  of a c t u a l  grace  f o r  t h e  r ecep t ion  
of t h e  grace by which he is  j u s t i f i e d . . .  
According t o  t h e  teaching  of t h e  Reformers, 
f a i t h ,  i n  t h e  sense  of f i d u c i a l  f a i t h ,  is 
t h e  s o l e  cause of j u s t i f i c a t i o n  ( s o l a  f i d e s  
doc t r ine ) .  I n  opposition t o  t h i s  teaching ,  
t h e  Council of Trent  d e c l a r e s  t h a t ,  s i d e  by 
s i d e  wi th  f a i t h  o t h e r  a c t s  of d i s p o s i t i o n  
are demanded.. . to5 

1 4 3 .  The A n t i c h r i s t  w i l l  make u s e  of power, s i g n s ,  
and wonders. This seventh mark, a s  previous ly  

mentioned, has  n o t  been developed i n  i t s  a p p l i c a t i o n  
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t o  t h e  Papacy a s  could be ( s ee  Par .  84  6 88) .  The 
11 power" of t h e  Papacy, because of t h e  v a s t  number 
of people under i ts  c o n t r o l  and t h e  c a p a b i l i t y  
shown t o  c o n t r o l  those  people ,  must have some 
supe rna tu ra l  source ,  And if t h i s  source  i s  no t  
t h e  one t r u e  God ( a s  can be seen by ~ o m e ' s  teach-  
i ngs )  then  i t  must be from Satan.  

144. But more important  a r e  those  observable  phe- 
nomena known a s  m i r a c l e s ,  Unbeknom t o  

many is  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e  Roman Ca tho l i c  Church 
makes mi rac l e s  a common p r a c t i c e :  

145. Throughout t h e  course  of church h i s t o r y  
t h e r e  a r e  mi rac l e s  s o  w e l l  au then t i -  

c a t ed  t h a t  t h e i r  t r u t h  cannot be denied . . .  
 h he C h r i s t i a n  Church, from t h e  t ime of t h e  
Apos t les  and t h e i r  disciples, has  claimed 
an un in t e r rup t ed  success ion  of miraculous 
powers, t h e  g i f t  ~f e x p e l l i n g  demons of 
hea l ing  t h e  s i c k  and of r a i s i n g  t h e  dead ' . . .  
t h u s  m i r a c l e s  are s o  interwoven wi th  our  
r e l i g i o n ,  so  connected wi th  i ts  o r i g i n ,  i t s  
promulgation, i t s  progress  and whole h i s t o r y ,  
t h a t  i t  i s  impossible  t o  s e p a r a t e  them from 
i t , , .  The we l l - a t t e s t ed  r eco rds  a r e  t o  be 
found i n  t h e  o f f i c i a l  r oces se s  f o r  t h e  can- 
o n i z a t i o n  of s a i n t s ,  107 

l o 6 ~ h e  Ca tho l i c  Church a l s o  c la ims  t o  possess  
non-observable mi rac l e s ,  e .g . ,  when t h e  Pope speaks 
1 I ex  ca thed ra , "  when t h e  p r i e s t  changes t h e  elements  

of t h e  Euchar i s t  i n t o  t h e  body and blood of C h r i s t ,  
an a c t  which on ly  t hey  can perform, t h e  e f f e c t s  of 
touching o r  owning r e l i c s ,  and t h e  "ex opere  opera to"  
e f f e c t  of t h e i r  seven sacraments ,  

107 , Vol. X,  ed.  

Char les  G. Herbermann and o the r s  (New York: Robert 
Appleton Co., l 9 1 % ) ,  345, 3 4 6 ,  

146,  One of t h e  most famous of t h e s e  mi rac l e s  
took place a t  Lourdes: 

I n  his judgment t h e  Vi rg in  Mary h e r s e l f  wished 
t o  confirm by some s p e c i a l  s i g n  t h e  d e f i n i t i o n  
t h a t  t h e  Vicar of her d i v i n e  Son had pronounced 
amid t h e  applause  of t h e  whole Church. "Four 
yea r s  had n o t  y e t  e lapsed  when, i n  t h e  French 
town a t  t h e  f o o t  of t h e  Pyrenees,  t h e  Vi rg in  
Mother showed h e r s e l f  t o  a s imple  and inno- 
c e n t  g i r l  a t  t h e  g r o t t o  of Messabie l le  and t o  
t h i s  same g i r l ,  e a r n e s t l y  i n q u i r i n g  t h e  name 
of h e r  w i th  whose v i s i o n  s h e  was favored,  w i th  
eyes r a i s e d  t o  heaven and sweet ly  smi l ing ,  she  
r e p l i e d ,  'I a m  t h e  Immaculate Conception."' 
Following t h e  o r i g i n a l  v i s i o n s ,  thousands of 
people from every  count ry  i n  t h e  world have 
made p i lgr images  t o  Lourdes, where "miraculous 
f a v o r s  were gran ted  them, which e x c i t e d  t h e  
admira t ion  of a l l  and confirmed t h e  Ca tho l i c  
r e l i g i o n  a s  t h e  on ly  one given approval  by 
~ o d  . "lo8 

147. The Pope makes u s e  of m i r a c l e s  insomuch a s :  
he  i s  t h e  head of t h e  Church i n  which they  arc 

performed, t hus  ga in ing  "approval by God ; I' w r i t e s  
e n c y c l i c a l s  concerning them; 109 and performs them 
himself  i f  he has  been canonized a s a i n t .  110 

L 

148. The e i g h t h  mark states t h a t  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  .rJ 

w i l l  be caus ing  a g r e a t  apos tasy  and dece iv ing  
t h o s e  who a r e  pe r i sh ing .  Th i s  i s  most obvious ly  t r u e  

i 'r 

'"E .g. ,  e n c y c l i c a l  "Fulgens Corona," of P ius  XI1 .* 

'l00ne of t h e  o f f i c i a l  r equ i r ed  processes  f o r  3 

t h e  canoniza t ion  of s a i n t s  i s  t h e  performance of ob- 
s e r v a b l e  miracles (The Ca tho l i c  Encyclopedia (1911), 
Vol. 11, 369). 
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e n c y c l i c a l s  concerning them; 109 and performs them 
himself  i f  he has  been canonized a s a i n t .  110 

L 

148. The e i g h t h  mark states t h a t  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  .rJ 

w i l l  be caus ing  a g r e a t  apos tasy  and dece iv ing  
t h o s e  who a r e  pe r i sh ing .  Th i s  i s  most obvious ly  t r u e  

i 'r 

'"E .g. ,  e n c y c l i c a l  "Fulgens Corona," of P ius  XI1 .* 

'l00ne of t h e  o f f i c i a l  r equ i r ed  processes  f o r  3 

t h e  canoniza t ion  of s a i n t s  i s  t h e  performance of ob- 
s e r v a b l e  miracles (The Ca tho l i c  Encyclopedia (1911), 
Vol. 11, 369). 



cons ide r ing  t h e  l i t e r a l l y  m i l l i o n s  of i n f a n t s  i n  t h e  
Ca tho l i c  Church who come t o  f a i t h  through bapt ism 
and then  a r e  e n t i c e d  t o  f a l l  away by no longe r  
t r u s t i n g  C h r i s t  a lone ,  No apos tasy  h a s  ever  been s o  
g r e a t ,  p a s t  o r  p r e sence  Furthermore, t h e  m i l l i o n s  
of s o u l s  i n  t h e  Ca tho l i c  Church who a r e  p e r i s h i n g  
a r e  c o n t i n u a l l y  being deceived i n t o  t h ink ing  t h a t  
t hey  are i n  t h e  sav ing  church and can a t t a i n  s a lva -  
t i o n  by some form of human m e r i t ,  

149. The e a r l y  beginning and development of t h e  
Papacy co inc ides  w i th  t h e  n i n t h  mark--the 

A n t i c h r i s t ,  i n  one farm o r  ano the r ,  had i t s  beginning 
i n  t h e  N e w  Testament e r a ,  

150. The t e n t h  mark c la ims  t h a t  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  w i l l  
be revea led  a f t e r  t h e  r e s t r a i n e r  is  removed. 

The r e s t r a i n e r ,  which has  t o  be  c l a s s i f i e d  a s  bo th  
n e u t e r  and mascul ine,  i s  more than l i k e l y  t h e  Roman 
Empire (neu te r )  wi th  i t s  emperors (mascul ine) .  I n  
view of t h i s  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  t h e  Roman Empire, t h e  
r e s t r a i n e r ,  would most l i k e l y  have been t aken  o u t  
of t h e  way i n  476 A . D , ,  t h e  year  i n  which t h e  las t  
Roman emperor, Roman Augustulus,  w a s  deposed, The 
f i f t h  c e n t u r y  w a s  a per iod  i n  which t h e  Popes took 
on t h e  form s f  t h e  powerful modern Papacy. I n  o t h e r  
words, t h e  t ime was ripe f o r  t h e  r e v e a l i n g  of t h e  
A n t i c h r i s t ,  During the  next  f e w  c e n t u r i e s  t h e  b e l i e f  
c r e p t  i n t o  e x i s t e n c e  thae t h e  Papacy was t h e  Anti-  
c h r i s t ,  even tua l ly  growing i n t o  a very  s t r o n g  convic- 
t i o n  among P r o t e s t a n t s  a t  t h e  t i m e  of t h e  Reformation. 

151,  (5) The ob jec t ion  i s  made t h a t  t h e  c u r r e n t  Popes 
have a  n e w  image which i s  n o t  compatible w i th  

t h e  marks of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t .  Ever s i n c e  Pope John 
XXIII and Vatican II the  Roman Church has  engaged i n  
ecumenical d ia logues  and has  had a  tendency t o  de- 
emphasize those d o c t r i n e s  which make the  Roman Church 
t h e  on ly  e x t e r n a l  sav ing  church. "Brethren" i s  now 
a t i t l e  extended t o  t hose  o u t s i d e  of t h e  Roman Church, 
and t h e r e  a r e  even some Catl~oPds. theo logians  who wish 

t h e  Augsburg Confessions t o  be  recognized a s  a  
confess ion  no t  incompatible  w i th  t h e  Roman Ca tho l i c  
Church. ill 

1 5 2 .  But, t o  be f a i r  t o  t h e  i n t e n t i o n s  and o f f i -  
c i a l  t each ings  of t h e  Roman Church, on ly  books 

and s ta tements  wi th  t h e  "~mprimatur"  and t h e  "Nihi l  
0bs t a t " l12  of c u r r e n t  p r i n t i n g s  should be used t o  
d e f i n e  what such c u r r e n t  i n t e n t i o n s  and t each ings  
a r e .  For t h i s  reason ,  t h e  above o b j e c t i o n  only  
used quo ta t i ons  (wi th  t h e  except ion  of foo tno te  107) 
from o f f i c i a l  Roman Ca tho l i c  books which have a  p r i n t -  
i n g  d a t e  dur ing  o r  l a t e r  t han  Vat ican  11. These books 
were i n t e n t i o n a l l y  chosen because 05 t h e i r  a u t h o r i t y  
and c u r r e n t  p r i n t i n g  d a t e s ,  t hus  showing t h e  c u r r e n t  
o f f i c i a l  t each ings  of t h e  Roman Ca tho l i c  Church. 
Therefore ,  i t  can be seen  t h a t  t h e  Papacy i s  t h e  
head and d i r e c t o r  of those  teachings  which a r e  t h e  
c l e a r  marks of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t .  

153. Furthermore, t h e  o f f i c i a l  i n t e n t i o n  of Ca tho l i c  
Ecomenism is  d i f f e r e n t  t han  t h a t  of t h e  modern 

l i b e r a l  ecumenical movement t o  a  c e r t a i n  degree.  The 
Ca tho l i c  Church wishes t o  b r i n g  t h e i r  "separated 
b re th ren"  i n t o  t h e i r  own f o l d :  

154. Authent ic  u n i t y ,  accord ing  t o  t h e  Pope, 
"can be  born of but  one s i n g l e  a u t h o r i t y ,  

one s o l e  r u l e  of f a i t h ,  and one i d e n t i c a l  
C h r i s t i a n  b e l i e f . "  ... 

lUcons ide r  J o i n t  Lutheran-R C Membership : 
Theologian." C h r i s t i a n  N e w s ,  26 May, 1980, p .  16.  

l 1 2 ~ h e  "Imprimatur" and t h e  "Nih i l  Obstat"  a r e  
def ined  i n  such books t h i s  way:  he n i h i l  o b s t a t  
and imprimatur are o f f i c i a l  d e c l a r a t i o n s  t h a t  a  book 
o r  pamphlet i s  f r e e  of d o c t r i n a l  e r r o r . "  
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P i u s  X I 1  r e tu rned  t o  t h e  same theme, express-  
i n g  h i s  keen i n t e r e s t  i n  t h e  u n i f i c a t i o n  , 

e f f o r t s  i n  Europe and North America, bu t  he 
a l s o  s t r e s s e d  t h a t  t h e  Church must remain 
" i n f l e x i b l e  be fo re  a l l  t h a t  could have even 
t h e  appearance of a  compromise, o r  of an 
adjustment  of t h e  C a t h o l i c  F a i t h  wi th  o t h e r  
c o n f e s s i o n s , ' ~ i s  succes so r ,  John X X I I I ,  
though commonly c r e d i t e d  wi th  g iv ing  Chris-  
t i a n  u n i t y  i t s  p r i n c i p a l  impetus among Cath- 
o l i c s ,  was equa l l y  e x p l i c i t  when i t  came t o  
t h e  e s s e n t i a l s  of d o c t r i n e *  We foresaw t h e  
Council  he had convoked a s  "an admirable  
s p e c t a c l e  of t r u t h ,  u n i t y ,  and c h a r i t y .  W e  
have confidence t h a t  such a  m a n i f e s t a t i o n  
w i l l  be f o r  C h r i s t i a n s  s epa ra t ed  from Rome 
a  g e n t l e  i n v i t a t i o n  t o  s eek  and f i n d  t h a t  
u n i t y  f o r  which C h r i s t  o f f e r e d  t o  h i s  Fa the r  
such an  a r d e n t  p r aye r .  $8113 

155. The reason  given f o r  such an " i n v i t a t i o n f '  by 
t h e  Papacy t o  non-Catholic denominations i s  

t h e  inadequacy found i n  t hose  denominations: 

These C h r i s t i a n s  a r e  n o t  b l e s sed  w i th  t h e  u n i t y  
t h a t  C h r i s t  wants h i s  f ~ l l o w e r s  t o  possess .  
They l a c k  t h e  f u l l n e s s  of t hose  b e n e f i t s  of t h e  
New Covenant t h a t  Christ .  e n t r u s t e d  " to  
s t o l i c  c o l l e g e  over  which P e t e r  p r e s i d e s .  

156. Of cou r se ,  t h e  o f f i c i a l  t e ach ings  and i n t en -  
t i o n s  a r e  no t  t h e  dogma of every Ca tho l i c  

t heo log i an .  Some hold a  p o s i t i o n  more i n  l i n e  w i th  
t h e  l i b e r a l  ecumenis ts .  But when one r e a l i z e s  t h a t  
t h e  under ly ing  premise behind t h e  ecumenical move- 
ment i s  s e c u l a r  humanism, i t  is  n o t  hard f o r  him 
t o  unders tand why many Ca tho l i c  t heo log i ans  have 
been a t t r a c t e d  t o  i t  and even why t h e  h i e r a r c h y  of 
t h e  Roman Church has  allowed them t o  become s o  

involved s i n c e  bo th  ph i l o soph ie s  (humanism and 
Catho l ic i sm)  a r e  b a s i c a l l y  work r i g h t e o u s  o r  human 
mer i t  o r i e n t e d ,  h i d i n g  behind such  s logans  a s  " the  
brotherhood of  man" and " the  Fatherhood of ~ o d  . " 

Even i f  t h e  Papacy was t o  become more "ecumenically" 
minded, a l l  t h e  marks of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t ,  i nc lud ing  
t h e  "Work and Teachingf' marks ( f o u r  through e i g h t  
i n  t h i s  paper)  could e a s i l y  be kep t  i n t a c t .  

157. (6 )  There i s  one more o b j e c t i o n  t o  t h e  Luth- 
e r a n  p o s i t i o n  which does n o t ,  however, a f f e c t  

t h e  p a s t  o r  even p re sen t  a p p l i c a t i o n  t o  t h e  Anti-  
c h r i s t ;  r a t h e r  t h e  o b j e c t i o n  a s k s  t h e  ques t i on  whether 
t h e  Papacy w i l l  con t i nue  t o  be  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  i n  t h e  
f u t u r e .  Can t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  t a k e  a  d i f f e r e n t  form, 
a  form o t h e r  t han  t h e  Papacy? 

158. From a s t r i c t l y  h i s t o r i c a l  p o i n t  of  view, i t  
would be hard t o  imagine t h e  Ca tho l i c  Church 

and i t s  t each ing  t o  be o t h e r  than what they  bas ic -  
a l l y  have always been. There ha s  of  course  been a 
v a c i l l a t i o n  between p i e t y  and c o r r u p t i o n ,  s t a b i l i t y  
and i n s t a b i l i t y ,  f e a r  and l o v e ,  bo th  w i t h i n  t h e  
C a t h o l i c  Church i n  gene ra l  and w i t h i n  t h e  Papal  
o f f i c e  i t s e l f .  But s t i l l ,  t hose  same b a s i c  t r a i t s  
of t h e  Church and i t s  Popes have endured t h e  cen- 
t u r i e s .  

159. According t o  t h e  B ib l e ,  t h e r e  i s  t o  be on ly  
one r e v e a l i n g  o r  d i s c l o s u r e  a s  t o  t h e  i d e n t i t y  

of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t ,  and t h i s  d i s c l o s u r e  w i l l  l a s t  t o  
t h e  end of t ime ( I 1  Thess.  2:6-8). Therefore ,  i t  
would n o t  seem t o  be p o s s i b l e  f o r  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  t o  
change i t s  p l a c e  of r e s i d e n c e  from t h e  Papacy t o  
some o t h e r  es tab l i shment  o r  person s i n c e  ano the r  
r e v e a l i n g  would t hen  be necessary .  However, a  
change w i t h i n  t h e  Papacy could t a k e  p l a c e  which 
would no t  be e s s e n t i a l  t o  t h e  marks of t h e  Anti-  
c h r i s t  (e .g . ,  a n  i n c r e a s i n g  "ecumenical" s t a n c e ;  
merging w i th  o t h e r  church bodies ;  u s ing  new methods; 
o r  t ak ing  on a d i f f e r e n t  t i t l e ) .  For t h i s  reason  
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159. According t o  t h e  B ib l e ,  t h e r e  i s  t o  be on ly  
one r e v e a l i n g  o r  d i s c l o s u r e  a s  t o  t h e  i d e n t i t y  
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$ 
. t h e  1960 Synodical Confgrence s a i d ,  "we thereby  

a f f i r m  t h a t  we i d e n t i f y  t h i s  ' ~ n t i c h r i s t '  krith t h e  
towards t h e  B ib l e  and any of i ts  t each ings ,  i f  no t  

Papacy a s  i t  is  known t o  us  today,  which / T e e . ,  t h e  
removed, can e v e n t u a l l y  r e s u l t  i n  fo r sak ing  t h e  

papaczT s h a l l ,  a s  II Thess.  2 : 8  s t a t e s ,  cont inue  t o  
pure  gospe l .  So i t  i s  n o t  s o  much t h e  f e a r  t h a t  

t h e  end of t ime ,  whatever form o r  g u i s e  i t  may 
one might f a l l  i n t o  t h e  c l u t c h e s  of t h e  Papacy i f  

t ake .  "'15 
one does n o t  accept  t h e  Lutheran t each ing  on t h e  
A n t i c h r i s t ,  r a t h e r ,  i t  is  the f e a r  t h a t  such a 

Conclusion 

160. The marks of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  were given t o  
C h r i s t i a n s  i n  o rde r  t h a t  a  p o s i t i v e  i d e n t i -  

f i c a t i o n  of t h e  A n t i c h r i s t  be made. I f  some o f f i c e  
f u l f i l l s  t h e  marks, then i t  can conc lus ive ly  be 
i d e n t i f i e d  a s  t h e  A n t i c h r i s t s  Only t h e  Papacy f u l -  
f i l l s  those  marks, and t h e r e f o r e  i t  a lone  is  t h e  
A n t i c h r i s t .  No o t h e r  o f f i c e ,  no o t h e r  e s t a b l i s h -  
ment, and no o t h e r  person comes c l o s e  t o  f u l f i l l -  
i n g  t h e  marks. What o t h e r  a n t i c h r i s t i a n  f o r c e  
except  t h e  Papacy can claim a l l  a t  t h e  same t i m e  
t o  have e x i s t e d  a s  one human being a t  a  t i m e  f o r  
hundreds of y e a r s ,  r u l e  i n  t he  midst of b e l i e v e r s ,  
r e p l a c e  t h e  word of God, deny t h a t  J e s u s  is  t h e  
C h r i s t ,  and cause t h e  g r e a t e s t  f a l l i n g  away from 
t h e  C h r i s t i a n  f a i t h  ever? 

161. Not t oo  long  ago when t h e  Pope was v i s i t i n g  
t h e  United S t a t e s ,  there was i n  one news- 

paper a  p i c t u r e  taken a t  one of t h e  Pope's pub l i c  
appearances of a banner held up by Lutherans which 
read ,  ' ' ~ e ' s  Our Pope TOO!" Th i s  type  of f e e l i n g  
f o r  t h e  Pope is no t  uncommon, and i t  seems t o  be 
growing. But i f  i t  is t r u e  t h a t  t h e  Pope is  t h e  
A n t i c h r i s t  what could b r i n g  about  such an a t t i t u d e ?  
This  type of a t t i t u d e  i s  a  s i g n  of a l a c k  of t r u s t ,  
f e a r ,  and r e spec t  f o r  t h e  word of God, Apathy 

1 '5~roceedings  of t h e  Forty-Sixth Convention 
of t h e  Synodical Conference ( S t .  Louis:  CPW, 1960),  

l a c k  of t r u s t  i n  t h e  word o f  God may be t h e  f i r s t  
s t e p  toward l o s i n g  the  saving gospe l .  
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THE GENESIS O F  R E L I G I O U S  CULTS 

INTRODUCTION 

I n  one of H i s  g r e a t  
t h e  d i s c i p l e s  t h a t  p r i o r  
s h a l l  come i n  my name, s a  
s h a l l  deceive many" (Matt 
t h a t  he fo re  t h e  g r e a t  and 
f a l s e  prophets  s h a l l  rise 
( 2 4 : l 1 , 1 ,  

d i scou r se s  C h r i s t  warned 
t o  Judgment Day, "many 
y i n g ,  I am C h r i s t ;  and 
. 24:3). Again H e  s a i d  
t e r r i b l e  day "many 
, and s h a l l  dece ive  them" 

C lea r ly  t h i s  prophecy has  been f u l f i l l e d .  
W e  a r e  l i v i n g  i n  t h e  l a s t  days.  Anyone who has  
r e c e n t l y  scanned t h e  pages of a C h r i s t i a n  publ ish-  
i n g  house c a t a l o g  o r  browsed through a C h r i s t i a n  
bookstore  i s  aware of t h e  p l e t h o r a  of books exposing 
and r epud ia t i ng  modern c u l t s .  Fa l se  prophets  w i th  
sophisticated appea ls  and o rgan iza t ions  a r e  emerging 
almost d a i l y  and a r e  seducing v a s t  mu l t i t udes  of 
e a s i l y  begui led youth. One observer  (Breese 1979:7) 
has  es t imated t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  c u r r e n t l y  more than 
3000 r e l i g i o u s  c u l t s  c la iming more than 5 m i l l i o n  
fo l l ower s  i n  t h e  United S t a t e s  a lone .  

I n  t h i s  paper w e  w i l l  be unable  t o  cons ider  t h e  
e n t i r e  phenomena of r e l i g i o u s  c u l t s .  Such a coverage 
would r e q u i r e  thousands of pages.  I n s t ead ,  he re  we 
w i l l  concern ou r se lves  wi th  t h e  problem of why reli-  
g ious  c u l t s  a r i s e  and sugges t  how t h e  organized 
church can prevent  i ts  youth from f a l l i n g  v i c t i m  t o  
such o rgan iza t ions .  

Before we proceed,  however, w e  must f i r s t  d e f i n e  
our  terms. Exac t ly  what i s  a c u l t  o r  r e l i g i o u s  c u l t s ?  
Many d e f i n i t i o n s  have been o f f e r ed .  Breese (1979:7) 
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d e f i n e s  a  c u l t  a s  "an organized heresy."  Braden 
(1949 S I B  contends t h a t  a c u l t  "is any r e l i g i o u s  
group which d i f f e r s  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  i n  some one o r  
inore r e s p e c t s  a s  t o  b e l i e f  o r  p r a c t i c e ,  from those  
r e l i g i o u s  groups which a r e  regarded a s  normative 
express ions  of r e l i g i o n  i n  our  t o t a l  cu l tu re . "  
F i n a l l y ,  Beck (1977:6) sugges t s  a  c u l t  " takes  i ts  
po in t  of depa r tu re  from t h e  r e l i g i o u s  thought of a  
major r e l i g i o n ,  but t w i s t s  and warps t h a t  p a t t e r n  
of f a i t h  u n t i l  i t  has  become something e s s e n t i a l l y  
new and d i f f e r e n t  from what i t  was o r i g i n a l l y . "  

While t he se  d e f i n i t i o n s  a r e  i n  gene ra l  agree-  
ment, they overlook t h e  f a c t  t h a t  i n  c u r r e n t  usage 
t h e  word ' c u l t '  can be made t o  i nc lude  non- re l ig ious  
o rgan iza t ions  a s  w e l l .  For example, t h e  Webster 's  
~ e w  World Dic t ionary  of t h e  American Language (1968: 
358) o f f e r s  t h i s  a s  a  second d e f i n i t i o n  of cu l t -  
"devoted at tachment  t o ,  o r  ex t ravagant  admira t ion  
f o r ,  a  person,  p r i n c i p l e ,  e t c . ,  e s p e c i a l l y  when re-  
garded a s  a  fad :  a s ,  t h e  c u l t  of nudism" ( o r i g i n a l  
emuhasis),  - L 

Therefore ,  i t  i s  adv i sab l e  i n  t h e  p re sen t  con- 
t e x t  t o  p re f ace  t h e  word ' c u l t '  w i th  ' r e l i g i o u s . '  
"The word ' r e l i g i o u s '  impl ies  acknowledgement of 
and b e l i e f  i n  t h e  d i v i n e  o r  supe rna tu ra l  and i ts  
potency" (Kessel 1976:l.Q). A ' r e l i g i o u s  c u l t , '  
then ,  c o n s i s t s  of a group of i n d i v i d u a l s  o r i e n t e d  
toward a  common b e l i e f  i n  t h e  supe rna tu ra l  which 
d i f f e r s  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  from t r a d i t i o n a l  r e l i g i o u s  
systems. 

r e l i g i o n  is squa re ly  pos i t i oned  on t h a t  bedrock 
which is  t h e  B i b l e  (Luke 16:29; John 5:39; Rom. 
15:4) .  Any teaching  which is  n o t  B i b l i c a l  is n o t  
t r u e  and is no t  t o  be t o l e r a t e d  (Rom. 16:17; I Tim. 
6:3-5; I John 9-11). 

What, then ,  i s  t h e  u l t i m a t e  source  of  a l l  here- 
sy? It i s  t h e  Devi l .  It was Satan who e n t i c e d  our  
o r i g i n a l  ances to r s  i n t o  denying ~ o d ' s  Word (Gen. 3: 
1-6; I John 3:8),  and Satan w i l l  be wooing b e l i e v e r s  
from t h e  Truth r i g h t  up t o  t h e  end of t h e  world 
(Matt. 24:24; Rev. 19:20). The Devi l  is t h e  f a t h e r  
of a l l  l i es  (John 8:44) and t h e r e f o r e  a l l  h e r e s i e s ,  
f o r  a l l  h e r e s i e s  a r e  l i es .  Luc i f e r  and h i s  cohor t s  
c o n t i n u a l l y  s eek  t o  d e s t r o y  ~ h r i s t ' s  Church (Matt;  
16:18) by sna tch ing  God's Word from t h e  h e a r t s  of 
t h e  h e a r e r s  (Luke 8;12) ,  spreading  erroneous doc- 
t r i n e s  (Matt. 13:25; 'I Tim. 4: l -3) ,  and pe r secu t ing  
t h e  s a i n t s  ( ~ u k e  1 3  :46; I1 Cor. 12 :7) .  

THE CAUSA INSTRUMENTALIS OF RELIGIOUS CULTS 

THE CAUSA EFFICIENS OF RELIGIOUS CULTS 

There is only  one t r u e  r e l i g i o n .  That is  t h e  
r e l i g i o n  " b u i l t  upon t h e  foundat ion of t h e  a p o s t l e s  
and t h e  prophets ,  J e s u s  C h r i s t  Himself being t h e  
ch i e f  corner  s tone" (Eph. 2:20). Hence, t h e  t r u e  

a l l  heresy ,  he is  seldom b l a t a n t  i 
undertakings.  I n s t ead ,  h e  works through t h e  media 
of p o l i t i c s  ( I  Kings 22:21-22; I Chron. 21:1), 
s o c i e t y  (I Tim. 4  :1-2), t h e  family ( I  Cor. 7  :5) , 
and r e l i g i o n  (Matt. 7:15; I1 Pe t .  2 : l ) .  

I n  o rde r  t o  understand how Satan  c r e a t e s  o r  
c a p i t a l i z e s  on contemporary c i r c u m s t a n ~ e s  and s i t u -  
a t i o n s  t o  promulgate organized h e r e s i e s ,  i t  i s  
en l igh t en ing  f i r s t  t o  see how a c u l t u r a l  system 
o p e r a t e s  and changes. A b a s i c  s o c i a l  system can be 
diagramed a s  fol lows:  
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THE CAUSA INSTRUMENTALIS OF RELIGIOUS CULTS 

THE CAUSA EFFICIENS OF RELIGIOUS CULTS 
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Key : 
= i n t e r a c t i o n  

Every s o c i a l  system is  made up of d i s t i n c t ,  y e t  
t o t a l l y  i n t e r r e l a t e d  p a r t s  o r  sub-systems. The en- 

vironment i nc ludes  the  geograph ic /b io t i c  s e t t i n g .  
The economics/ technological  component i nc ludes  t h e  
way people  make a  l i v i n g  and c o n t r o l  t h e i r  environ- 
ment. S o c i a l  o rgan iza t ion  involves  t h e  way human 
be ings  i n  t h e  s o c i e t y  organize  and o rde r  themselves.  
P o l i t i c s  encompasses t h e  forms of a u t h o r i t y  and 
i n t e r n a l  and e x t e r n a l  c o n t r o l ,  F i n a l l y ,  t h e  ideo- 
l o g i c a l  syb-system e n t a i l s  t h e  b e l i e f s ,  v a l u e s ,  and 
s tandards  ( n o m s )  he ld  o r  promoted wi th in  t h e  
s o c i e t y ,  

Such a c u l t u r a l  o r  s o c i a l  system is  never  
s t agnen t ,  bu t  changes c o n s t a n t l y .  When an a l t e r a -  
t i o n  is  made i n  any of t h e  sub-systems i t  i s  u s u a l l y  
r e f l e c t e d  and causes  changes i n  t h e  o t h e r s  a s  w e l l .  
For example, s h o r t l y  a f t e r  t h e  t u r n  of t h e  cen tury  
t h e  i n t e r n a l  combustion engine  was in t roduced  t o  t h e  
American pub l i c .  Soon t r a c t o r s  w e r e  a b l e  t o  do t h e  
work of many men on t h e  farms. Consequently,  sons ,  
who a  cen tury  e a r l i e r  would have remained on t h e  
farm, were a b l e  t o  move t o  t h e  c i t i e s .  Slowly t h e  
s o c i a l  o rgan iza t ion  changed. Extended family u n i t s  
became l e s s  eommon whi le  nuc l ea r  fami ly  u n i t s  grew 
p ropor t i ona t e ly .  A t  t h e  same t i m e  farm bureaus 
and f e d e r a t i o n s  became p o l i t i c a l  f o r c e s .  F i n a l l y ,  

n  t h e  i d e o l o g i c a l  sphere  i t  became s o c i a l l y  
ccep tab l e  even p r e s t i g i o u s  t o  l i v e  and work i n  
n  urban a r e a .  

I n  t h i s  example when a  s t imu lus  w a s  in t roduced  
i n t o  one p a r t  of t h e  system g radua l ly  i t  was t r a n s -  
mi t ted  throughout t h e  o t h e r  p a r t s  as w e l l  u n t i l  i t  

f f e c t e d  t h e  whole. Thus, i n  "chain-reaction" 
ash ion  t h e  system changed. During t h i s  t i m e  i n d i -  

v i d u a l s  w e r e  not  sub jec t ed  t o  undue stress r e s u l t i n g  
from t h e  change. 

O n  t h e  o t h e r  hand, when changes are accepted 
too r a p i d l y ,  o r  when they  run completely counter  t o  
t h e  accepted c u l t u r a l  norms t h e  e n t i r e  s o c i a l  system 
may n o t  be  a b l e  t o  accommodate the change. A " s o c i a l  

neas iness"  develops and i n d i v i d u a l s  are placed under 
normous s t r e s s .  It is p r e c i s e l y  du r ing  such t i m e s  
h a t  most r e l i g i o u s  c u l t s  a r i s e  (Linton 1943; Wallace 
956; Aberle  1959; La Barre  1971).  Th i s  process  can 
e  i l l u s t r a t e d  by an example taken from Apache 

I n  t h e  middle o f  t h e  n ine t een th  cen tury  t h e  
pache Ind ians  of  Arizona had an economy based on 
unt ing ,  ga the r ing ,  farming, and r a i d i n g  v i l l a g e s  
n  no r the rn  Mexico. For t h e  most p a r t  subs i s t ence  
nd p o l i t i c a l  d e c i s i o n s  and s t r a t e g i e s  were made by 

l o c a l  c h i e f s .  

However, i n  l e s s  than  15  yea r s  t h e  United S t a t e s  
Army put an end t o  r a i d i n g  which had been an Apache 
way of l i f e  f o r  over  a cen tury .  The p a c i f i c a t i o n  

f t h e  Apache was achieved by bu i ld ing  a  l i n e  of  
o r t s  ad j acen t  t o  Apache T e r r i t o r y ,  p a t r o l l i n g  t h e  
ounta ins  and d e s e r t s  con f ron t ing  r a i d i n g  p a r t i e s ,  
nd conf in ing  t h e  Ind ians  t o  r e s e r v a t i o n s ,  

The r e s e r v a t i o n  s o l u t i o n  t o  t h e  Apache menace 
roved t o  be most d i s a s t r o u s .  Not on ly  were t h e  
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Indians unable t o  r a i d ,  they were disarmed and 
could no t  hunt ,  and t h e i r  movement t o  t r a d i t i o n a l  
food-gathering s i t e s  was r e s t r i c t e d .  Thus, they 
faced s t a r v a t i o n .  In add i t ion ,  epidemic d i seases  
such a s  smallpox decimated t h e i r  populat ion.  Mean- 
while ,  i n  the  space of fou r  years  t h e  government 
deeded t h r e e  l a r g e  po r t ions  of r e se rva t ion  land t o  
Anglo miners and ranchers .  F ina l ly ,  two of t h e  
most respected and i n f l u e n t i a l  Apache c h i e f s  were 
k i l l e d  and two o the r s  wounded i n  l o c a l  qua r re l s .  

This rap id ,  unprecedented c u l t u r a l  change 
r e su l t ed  i n  overwhelming ind iv idua l  s t r e s s .  By 
1880 t h e  Apaches, f o r  t h e  most p a r t ,  were d e s t i t u t e ,  
discouraged, and without leadersh ip .  Their  t r a d i -  
t i o n a l  c u l t u r a l  system o f fe red  no immediate solu-  
t i o n s  t o  t h e i r  dilemma. Consequently a t  t h i s  time 
a r e l i g i o u s  c u l t  emerged o f f e r i n g  a deus ex machina 
type so lu t ion .  

The c u l t  l eade r  was an Apache medicine man who 
had been exposed t o  Anglo c u l t u r e .  H e  had at tended 
school i n  Santa Fe, New Mexico, where he had learned  
the  rudiments of C h r i s t i a n i t y ,  and had gone t o  
Washington, D.C .  as p a r t  of a peace envoy. 

I n  1881, a f t e r  one o r  more v i s i o n s  from "god," 
t h e  medicine man announced t o  t h e  Indians t h a t  he 
would r e s u r r e c t  t h e  r ecen t ly  deceased c h i e f s  who i n  
tu rn  would d r i v e  the  Anglos from t h e  land .  This 
would be accomplished by harves t  time. Thereaf te r  
the  people would never have t o  worry about t h e  white  
man, but could roam a t  w i l l ,  would have p lenty  of 
food, and l i v e  f r e e  from Anglo d i seases .  The move- 
ment came t o  an abrupt  end t h a t  f a l l  when the  medT- 
c i n e  man was k i l l e d  i n  a confronta t ion  wi th  t h e  
United S t a t e s  Army (Kessel 1974; 1976:46-73). 

From t h i s  example we can s e e  t h a t  t h e  Apache 
r e l i g i o u s  c u l t  began i n  response t o  overwhelming 
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s o c i e t a l  pressures .  Its d o c t r i n e  proposed a s o l u t i o n  
t o  those  very same problems, and, f o r  a t ime, gave 
t h e  members of t h e  c u l t  hope. 

I f  t h i s  s t imulus/response model f o r  r e l i g i o u s  
c u l t s  is  accura t e  then we would expect t h e  cu r ren t  
r e l i g i o u s  c u l t s  t o  have a r i s e n  during a period of 
s o c i e t a l  turmoi l  and should o f f e r  s o l u t i o n s  t o  such 
problems. Such seem t o  have been t h e  case.  

During t h e  1950's t h e  United S t a t e s  populat ion 
began inc reas ing  dramat ica l ly .  S c i e n t i s t s  and tech- 

noc ra t s  promised a l l  Americans a b r i g h t  future-- 
c lean  water and a i r ,  s u f f i c i e n t  food, and abundant 
energy. However, t hese  commitments were not  kept .  
Po l lu t ion ,  increased dep le t ion  of n a t u r a l  resources ,  
and r e l i a n c e  on imported energy sources have become 
t h e  norm. The r e s u l t  has  been a growing f r u s t r a t i o n  
wi th  and m i s t r u s t  of s c i e n t i s t s  and technic ians .  
Many no longer  f e e l  secure  and conf ident  about t h e i r  
present  o r  fu tu re .  One author  has  r e c e n t l y  w r i t t e n :  

R e l i a b i l i t y  is  one of our b i g  concerns i n  
l i f e .  U n r e l i a b i l i t y  i s  t h e  cause of s o  many 
problems i n  our l i v e s .  A l l  of us  have ex- 
perienced t h a t  we cannot always depend on 
people o r  t h ings .  Two years  ago t h e  Secre tary  
of t h e  Treasury addressed the  F inanc ia l  Wri te rs  
Associat ion where he s a i d  : " ~ e l i a b l e  sources 
a r e  no longer  r e l i a b l e .  Those wonderfully 
complicated mathematical models of t h e  economy 
have turned treacherous--they o f f e r  a s  many 
f a l s e  l e a d s  a s  c o r r e c t  ones" (Pe tersen ,  W.W. 
1981 : 2 ) .  

Furthermore, whi le  sc ience  and technology have 
no t  met many of t h e  cha l lenges  of t h e  world today, 
neve r the le s s  they have changed a t  an acce le ra t ed  
r a t e .  Recent d i scove r i e s  and t h e o r i e s  have over- 
turned previously accepted suppos i t ions .  This makes 
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turned previously accepted suppos i t ions .  This makes 



one wonder i f  today ' s  " f ac t s "  w i l l  n o t  be d i s -  
c r e d i t e d  tomorrow. Such th ink ing  has  caused many 
t o  wonder whether o r  n o t  t h e r e  i s  anyth ing  which 
can be be l ieved  wi th  abso lu t e  c e r t a i n t y  (Beck 
1977 :12) * 

P o l i t i c a l  events  of r ecen t  decades have a l s o  
added t o  s o c i e t a l  d i so rgan iza t ion  and increased  
i n d i v i d u a l  stress, Abroad America was involved i n  
a  war which i t s  p o l i t i c a l  l e a d e r s  chose no t  t o  
win. S o l d i e r s  r e t u r n i n g  t o  t h e  states were uncere- 
moniously rece ived  and expected immediately t o  merge 
back i n t o  t h e  mainstream of  s o c i e t y .  I n  many cases  
t h e  t r a n s i t i o n  from s o l i d e r  t o  c i v i l i a a  has  no t  
been easy.  A t  home t h e  crime r a t e  has  r i s e n  dra-  
ma t i ca l l y .  Race h a t r e d ,  f o r  a  t h e ,  th rea tened  t h e  
very  u n i t y  of t h e  country (pe t e r sen ,  W e  J. 1973;4-5). 

Such p o l i t i c a l  c r i s e s  have caused many s e r i o u s l y  
t o  ques t i on  t h e  balance between i n d i v i d u a l  freedom 
and governmental a u t h o r i t y .  Many, e s p e c i a l l y  t h e  
younger gene ra t i on ,  advocate  i n d i v i d u a l  " r i g h t s  and 
t ak ing ,  r a t h e r  than duty  and r e s p o n s i b i l i t y "  (Holte  
1981:65). Other c i t i z e n s  i n s i s t  upon g r e a t e r  govern- 
mental  c o n t r o l .  A l l  Americans, n e v e r t h e l e s s ,  have 
been caught i n  t h e  p u l l  between t h e  two fo rces .  

I n  r e c e n t  yea r s  t h e r e  a l s o  has  been t ens ion  i n  
t h e  a r e a  of k in sh ip  and s o c i a l  o rgan iza t ion .  Depen- 
dency on family and f r i e n d s  has  given way t o  s e l f -  
dependency i n  t h e  1970's  (Rhoads 1981:16). This  
phenomenon has  been c a l l e d  " ~ e i s m "  o r  t he  s h i f t  from 
t v c o m u n i t y  ascendancy" t o  " ind iv idua l  ascendancy" 

(Holte  1981:65). According t o  Levine (l980:l-25) 
" ~ e i s m "  has  a r i s e n  i n  response t o  an i n h o s p i t a b l e  
world. Te l ev i s ion ,  f o r  example, i n  t he  1970's  be- 
came " r e a l i s t i c "  d e p i c t i n g  domestic squabbles ,  eco- 
nomic s t r u g g l e s ,  and r i s i n g  n a t i o n a l  and i n t e r n a t i o n a l  
v io l ence ,  The genera l  s o c i a l  environment has  l e f t  

many wi th  a f e e l i n g  of i n s e c u r i t y .  The i n d i v i d u a l  
comes to b e l i e v e  t h a t  he,  h imse l f ,  i s  h i s  only 
re fuge .  

I n  a d d i t i o n ,  t h e  sharp  v i s e  i n  t h e  d ivorce  
rate, l e g a l i z e d  abo r t i on ,  u rban iza t ion ,  and increased  
s o c i a l  mob i l i t y  have a l i e n a t e d  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  from 
t h e  nuc l ea r  family,  c o m u n i t y ,  and pe r sona l  f r i e n d s .  
Meanwhile, t h e  c o s t  of " ind iv idua l  ascendancy" has  
been increased  l o n e l i n e s s .  Beck (1977:13) s t a t e s ,  
" l one l ines s  is one of t h e  most pervas ive  f e e l i n g s  
i n  t h e  people of today ' s  world.  American s o c i e t y  
i n  p a r t i c u l a r  has  placed g r e a t  stress on i n d i v i d u a l  
achievement and t h e  importance of i n d i v i d u a l i t y .  
The c o s t  ha s  been l o s s  of a  sound sense  of community 
among people .  '' 

F i n a l l y ,  whi le  g r e a t  changes and t e n s i o n s  have 
developed i n  t h e  a r e a s  of economics/technology, p o l i -  
t ics,  and s o c i a l  o rgan iza t ion ,  American va lues  and 
s t anda rds  have no t  provided any s t a b i l i t y .  I n s t ead  
t h e r e  i s  ambivalence as t o  what t h e  normative be- 
l i e f s  and va lues  of t h e  people  a r e  o r  should be.  

I n  summary, t h e  per iod  of t h e  1960's  and 1970's 
w a s  one of overwhelming change and i n d i v i d u a l  stress. 
A l l  t h e  knowledge and l o g i c  of s c i ence  and technol-  
ogy f a i l e d  t o  improve l i v i n g  cond i t i ons ,  r e l i a n c e  on 
family and f r i e n d s  turned t o  self-dependence and 
l o n e l i n e s s ,  p o l i t i c a l  i n s t a b i l i t y  and v i o l e n c e  con- 
fused t h e  balance between i n d i v i d u a l  freedom and 
governmental a u t h o r i t y ,  and a c o n s i s t e n t  d e f i n i t i o n  
of r i g h t  and wrong was n o t  provided. 

Nany i n d i v i d u a l s  responded t o  t h e  overwhelming 
stress of t h e s e  decades by jo in ing  r e l i g i o u s  c u l t s  
which o f f e r ed  ready-made s o l u t i o n s  and welcome 
r e l i e f .  I n  s p i t e  of t h e i r  many d i f f e r e n c e s  most 
r e l i g i o u s  c u l t s  emphasize " fee l ing i '  over  i n t e l l e c t .  
While s c i e n t i f i c  l e a r n i n g  and l o g i c  may be c a l l e d  



one wonder i f  today ' s  " f ac t s "  w i l l  n o t  be d i s -  
c r e d i t e d  tomorrow. Such th ink ing  has  caused many 
t o  wonder whether o r  n o t  t h e r e  i s  anyth ing  which 
can be be l ieved  wi th  abso lu t e  c e r t a i n t y  (Beck 
1977 :12) * 

P o l i t i c a l  events  of r ecen t  decades have a l s o  
added t o  s o c i e t a l  d i so rgan iza t ion  and increased  
i n d i v i d u a l  stress, Abroad America was involved i n  
a  war which i t s  p o l i t i c a l  l e a d e r s  chose no t  t o  
win. S o l d i e r s  r e t u r n i n g  t o  t h e  states were uncere- 
moniously rece ived  and expected immediately t o  merge 
back i n t o  t h e  mainstream of  s o c i e t y .  I n  many cases  
t h e  t r a n s i t i o n  from s o l i d e r  t o  c i v i l i a a  has  no t  
been easy.  A t  home t h e  crime r a t e  has  r i s e n  dra-  
ma t i ca l l y .  Race h a t r e d ,  f o r  a  t h e ,  th rea tened  t h e  
very  u n i t y  of t h e  country (pe t e r sen ,  W e  J. 1973;4-5). 

Such p o l i t i c a l  c r i s e s  have caused many s e r i o u s l y  
t o  ques t i on  t h e  balance between i n d i v i d u a l  freedom 
and governmental a u t h o r i t y .  Many, e s p e c i a l l y  t h e  
younger gene ra t i on ,  advocate  i n d i v i d u a l  " r i g h t s  and 
t ak ing ,  r a t h e r  than duty  and r e s p o n s i b i l i t y "  (Holte  
1981:65). Other c i t i z e n s  i n s i s t  upon g r e a t e r  govern- 
mental  c o n t r o l .  A l l  Americans, n e v e r t h e l e s s ,  have 
been caught i n  t h e  p u l l  between t h e  two fo rces .  

I n  r e c e n t  yea r s  t h e r e  a l s o  has  been t ens ion  i n  
t h e  a r e a  of k in sh ip  and s o c i a l  o rgan iza t ion .  Depen- 
dency on family and f r i e n d s  has  given way t o  s e l f -  
dependency i n  t h e  1970's  (Rhoads 1981:16). This  
phenomenon has  been c a l l e d  " ~ e i s m "  o r  t he  s h i f t  from 
t v c o m u n i t y  ascendancy" t o  " ind iv idua l  ascendancy" 

(Holte  1981:65). According t o  Levine (l980:l-25) 
" ~ e i s m "  has  a r i s e n  i n  response t o  an i n h o s p i t a b l e  
world. Te l ev i s ion ,  f o r  example, i n  t he  1970's  be- 
came " r e a l i s t i c "  d e p i c t i n g  domestic squabbles ,  eco- 
nomic s t r u g g l e s ,  and r i s i n g  n a t i o n a l  and i n t e r n a t i o n a l  
v io l ence ,  The genera l  s o c i a l  environment has  l e f t  

many wi th  a f e e l i n g  of i n s e c u r i t y .  The i n d i v i d u a l  
comes to b e l i e v e  t h a t  he,  h imse l f ,  i s  h i s  only 
re fuge .  

I n  a d d i t i o n ,  t h e  sharp  v i s e  i n  t h e  d ivorce  
rate, l e g a l i z e d  abo r t i on ,  u rban iza t ion ,  and increased  
s o c i a l  mob i l i t y  have a l i e n a t e d  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  from 
t h e  nuc l ea r  family,  c o m u n i t y ,  and pe r sona l  f r i e n d s .  
Meanwhile, t h e  c o s t  of " ind iv idua l  ascendancy" has  
been increased  l o n e l i n e s s .  Beck (1977:13) s t a t e s ,  
" l one l ines s  is one of t h e  most pervas ive  f e e l i n g s  
i n  t h e  people of today ' s  world.  American s o c i e t y  
i n  p a r t i c u l a r  has  placed g r e a t  stress on i n d i v i d u a l  
achievement and t h e  importance of i n d i v i d u a l i t y .  
The c o s t  ha s  been l o s s  of a  sound sense  of community 
among people .  '' 

F i n a l l y ,  whi le  g r e a t  changes and t e n s i o n s  have 
developed i n  t h e  a r e a s  of economics/technology, p o l i -  
t ics,  and s o c i a l  o rgan iza t ion ,  American va lues  and 
s t anda rds  have no t  provided any s t a b i l i t y .  I n s t ead  
t h e r e  i s  ambivalence as t o  what t h e  normative be- 
l i e f s  and va lues  of t h e  people  a r e  o r  should be.  

I n  summary, t h e  per iod  of t h e  1960's  and 1970's 
w a s  one of overwhelming change and i n d i v i d u a l  stress. 
A l l  t h e  knowledge and l o g i c  of s c i ence  and technol-  
ogy f a i l e d  t o  improve l i v i n g  cond i t i ons ,  r e l i a n c e  on 
family and f r i e n d s  turned t o  self-dependence and 
l o n e l i n e s s ,  p o l i t i c a l  i n s t a b i l i t y  and v i o l e n c e  con- 
fused t h e  balance between i n d i v i d u a l  freedom and 
governmental a u t h o r i t y ,  and a c o n s i s t e n t  d e f i n i t i o n  
of r i g h t  and wrong was n o t  provided. 

Nany i n d i v i d u a l s  responded t o  t h e  overwhelming 
stress of t h e s e  decades by jo in ing  r e l i g i o u s  c u l t s  
which o f f e r ed  ready-made s o l u t i o n s  and welcome 
r e l i e f .  I n  s p i t e  of t h e i r  many d i f f e r e n c e s  most 
r e l i g i o u s  c u l t s  emphasize " fee l ing i '  over  i n t e l l e c t .  
While s c i e n t i f i c  l e a r n i n g  and l o g i c  may be c a l l e d  



i n t o  ques t i on ,  one can be s u r e  of h i s  f e e l i n g s  and 
persona l  experience.  I n  a s o c i e t y  where t h e r e  is  
much u n c e r t a i n t y  and " f ac t s "  seem r e l a t i v e ,  c u l t s  
o f f e r  p rog re s s ive  d i v i n e  r e v e l a t i o n s  which, when 
accepted  on f a i t h ,  produce c e r t a i n t y  and s e c u r i t y .  
The l o n e l i n e s s  of " ind iv idua l  ascendancy" i s  coun- 
t e r e d  i n  t h e  c u l t s  by a  s t r o n g  network of perceived 
"family" t i e s .  The c u l t  l e a d e r  becomes a  f a t h e r  o r  
mother, and t h e  members a r e  t h e  c h i l d r e n  who enjoy 
a  f u l l  range of c h i l d  and s i b l i n g  dependencies,  
Meanwhile t h e  c u l t s  o f f e r  unambiguous l i n e s  of 
a u t h o r i t y ,  The c u l t  l e a d e r s  and t h e i r  d o c t r i n e  
a r e  a b s o l u t e  a u t h o r i t i e s  who must be obeyed. Ind i -  
v i d u a l  freedoms, i f  they  e x i s t ,  a r e  c l e a r l y  o u t l i n e d .  
F i n a l l y ,  t h e r e  is  no ques t i on  of r i g h t  o r  wrong i n  
most c u l t s .  What b e n e f i t s  t h e  o rgan iza t ion  and is  
c o n s i s t e n t  w i th  formal  d o c t r i n e  i s  r i g h t  and a l l  
e l s e  is  wrong. 

E a r l i e r  w e  l ea rned  t h a t  r e l i g i o u s  c u l t s  have 
p r o l i f e r a t e d  a t  an alarming r a t e  i n  r e c e n t  decades.  
Now w e  understand t h e  reasons  f o r  t h e i r  growing 
popu la r i t y .  fn  t he  f i n a l  a n a l y s i s  t h e  Devi l  working 
through t h e  sub-systems of our  s o c i e t y  has  c r ea t ed  
a n  emotional e n v i r o m e n t  which has  spawned organized 
h e r e s i e s ,  

/ 

4 
5 - CONCLUSIONS 

In conclusion two ques t i ons  must be asked: 
(1) why has  t h e  C h r i s t i a n  Church f a i l e d  t o  meet 
t h e  needs of people  today? and ( 2 )  what can t h e  
C h r i s t i a n  Church do t o  prevent  i t s  members from 
j o i n i n g  c u l t s ?  W e  s h a l l  cons ider  t h e s e  ques t i ons  
one a t  a t ime. 

The C h r i s t i a n  Church gene ra l l y  has  f a i l e d  t o  
meet t h e  needs of people today. Van Baalen very  
a c c u r a t e l y  says  t h a t  " the  c u l t s  a r e  t h e  unpaid b i l l s  

of t h e  church." A s  s o c i e t y  has  been changing, 
i n s t e a d  of remaining a p i l l a r  of s t a b i l i t y  t h e  Church 
l i kewi se  has  changed, I n  an a t tempt  t o  grow i n  num- 
b e r s  many denominations have become l e n i e n t  i n  doc- 
t r i n a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  and p r a c t i c e .  Consequently,  
d o c t r i n a l  p o s i t i o n s  have developed i n t o  s t a t emen t s  
of s i t u a t i o n a l  e t h i c s ,  The Holy B ib l e  i s  no longe r  
considered t h e  source  of  abso lu t e  a u t h o r i t y ,  bu t  
i n d i v i d u a l s  a r e  put  a t  l i b e r t y  t o  regard  o r  d i s r ega rd  
any p o r t i o n s  of i t  they  choose. In  a d d i t i o n ,  a 
s p i r i t  of ecumenism has swept most church bodies .  
Hence, denominational l a y a l t i e s  have a l l  bu t  d i s -  
appeared. Also gone i s  t h e  bond of "kinship" u n i t i n g  
like-minded b r o t h e r s  and sisters i n  t h e  f a i t h .  

I n  s h o r t ,  by t r y i n g  t o  be " r e l a t i v e "  t h e  church 
has  become i r r e l e v a n t  t o  t h e  needs of t h e  people.  
It has  l o s t  i t s  badly needed base of a u t h o r i t y ,  P 

i ts  a b i l i t y  t o  provide c e r t a i n t y  and s e c u r i t y ,  and 
its bond of s p i r i t u a l  k insh ip .  

Does t h i s  mean t h a t  t h e  C h r i s t i a n  Church can 
do nothing t o  prevent  i t s  youth from seeking  com- 
f o r t  i n  r e l i g i o u s  c u l t s ?  No, n o t  a t  a l l .  The 
organized,  e s t a b l i s h e d  church can m e e t  t h e  s p i r i t u a l  
and emotional needs of people  by tu rn ing  o r  r e t u r n -  
i n g  t o  sound d o c t r i n e  and p r a c t i c e .  The a u t h o r i t y  
of S c r i p t u r e  must whole-heartedly be maintained. 
The Law and Gospel must be proclaimed i n  t h e i r  
c o r r e c t  sequence, Clturcb d i s c i p l i n e  must be main- 
t a i n e d .  C h r i s t i a n  fe l lowship  must be p r a c t i c e d .  
When t h i s  is  done i n d i v i d u a l s  i n  t h i s  t r oub led  
s o c i e t y  w i l l  f i n d  comfort,  peace, and s o l a c e .  
F i n a l l y ,  bike t h e i r  s p i r i t u a l  f o r e f a t h e r s  church 
members w i l l  con t inue  " s t e a d f a s t l y  i n  t h e  a p o s t l e s '  
d o c t r i n e  and f e l l owsh ip ,  and i n  breaking  of bread 
and i n  ~ r a y e r "  (Acts 2 : 4 2 ) ,  
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i n d i v i d u a l s  a r e  put  a t  l i b e r t y  t o  regard  o r  d i s r ega rd  
any p o r t i o n s  of i t  they  choose. In  a d d i t i o n ,  a 
s p i r i t  of ecumenism has swept most church bodies .  
Hence, denominational l a y a l t i e s  have a l l  bu t  d i s -  
appeared. Also gone i s  t h e  bond of "kinship" u n i t i n g  
like-minded b r o t h e r s  and sisters i n  t h e  f a i t h .  

I n  s h o r t ,  by t r y i n g  t o  be " r e l a t i v e "  t h e  church 
has  become i r r e l e v a n t  t o  t h e  needs of t h e  people.  
It has  l o s t  i t s  badly needed base of a u t h o r i t y ,  P 

i ts  a b i l i t y  t o  provide c e r t a i n t y  and s e c u r i t y ,  and 
its bond of s p i r i t u a l  k insh ip .  

Does t h i s  mean t h a t  t h e  C h r i s t i a n  Church can 
do nothing t o  prevent  i t s  youth from seeking  com- 
f o r t  i n  r e l i g i o u s  c u l t s ?  No, n o t  a t  a l l .  The 
organized,  e s t a b l i s h e d  church can m e e t  t h e  s p i r i t u a l  
and emotional needs of people  by tu rn ing  o r  r e t u r n -  
i n g  t o  sound d o c t r i n e  and p r a c t i c e .  The a u t h o r i t y  
of S c r i p t u r e  must whole-heartedly be maintained. 
The Law and Gospel must be proclaimed i n  t h e i r  
c o r r e c t  sequence, Clturcb d i s c i p l i n e  must be main- 
t a i n e d .  C h r i s t i a n  fe l lowship  must be p r a c t i c e d .  
When t h i s  is  done i n d i v i d u a l s  i n  t h i s  t r oub led  
s o c i e t y  w i l l  f i n d  comfort,  peace, and s o l a c e .  
F i n a l l y ,  bike t h e i r  s p i r i t u a l  f o r e f a t h e r s  church 
members w i l l  con t inue  " s t e a d f a s t l y  i n  t h e  a p o s t l e s '  
d o c t r i n e  and f e l l owsh ip ,  and i n  breaking  of bread 
and i n  ~ r a y e r "  (Acts 2 : 4 2 ) ,  
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