
'l'OPIO - Y 

tu y ot arr. 
l. The Growth ot th i port nee ot Y• 
A. ln RC lite. llarie.n y e.r 1954•• e.:rian Congres e in Ca.nad • 

Conseor Uon of naUone to ar:,. tory in t rnity child hoe from RCeohool . 
" xt to my,- r .al ¥0 th r, I lov you ost ther." ho i r al? ry. 
P opl are ad to bel have not only Heavenly F th r bu II avonl;y 0 tber also . 

B. In RC theology. iegg l 6-17 . He e07a d votion to · ry a gr at in 20C as 
1n 12•13th C hieh wer oenturie of ar1olotry. 

II.The Rea.■ons tor th9 rowth. 
A. Deaire to reach eee . Ba a1 i · to pr ent o ebn who• n sy patbize. 

B. 

c. 

"There i t subdued and nostalgic ~clor Uon o th 4row y ohi.ld hat is. for _ vo.r 
in u , de iroua ot oarese e e.nd proteot1on ... ary fulfill• this in us., 
Be t way to r oh 1 t.o p.r sen" ary who 1 to hu an. 

D sir• tor eaoe, w nt pe oe. Ask 1. ho ha oet influenc0e on X? other. 
0 promo·Ung ry ad.iatrix ot an •. 

De,1re to 0 r•l ingulu. ortho ox 0 n gr e ith lot ot but 
ary dre. line.They eppear to have BO thing re '\han we, tlifls oo 8 into 0 di. 

Ill.The Doctrinal 
Miegg p 21- 22,. 

velopment . 

ion 
IV. 'l'he Dootrinal Probl• and. ramific, ti•• nity Oot 55. 
A. '?he Rea.rt ot th Dootrine. othei- ot Ood. 

l et ue 4 in 431 during oontrov r y g inst e rian her sy at Council 
of ph au . · estoriana gainet deity of X and ohofted that it X w r God th n 
a,y was other ot God.Thu phr e was ort ot tore don orthodoq. 

Bu• note it oo.noerned oontrover y about X fir t and att ntion on y only later. 

B. 'l'he fliU1 .nog the Dootrin • 
1 . il led to dootrine ot pitrpetu.al virgini tyt 
2. Hae led to dootrin of lmmaoul t Conception .• 

• The Argwn nte tor t1 tle th r of God. 
1,. Jesus ie twl7 an, o ary tru.17 othr. 
2. Je u ·. is truly Godt y tu.rly other ot God . 

Obj otion b Prott ary only oth rot human n ture not ot God. 
newer by, RC ( ibbon ). • don ' t ay otb r ot my bod.1 ( nci of oour 

don·•1. or ate the oul tho they prop gat . ) . l is indivi ible p r on 
oft e Person J sua x. p.167 . Argwnant has ground , 

• Ar eni ag inet title, 

hwa n par nts 
and r-:, otb r 

1. 111-etorio. i tory ha proved th t wh n beoo e habit o thi~ of ary s 
· th rot God th1 leads to riola$ry, Leads (as it ha) to turthr idea.e a 
ebe ought to bo ,1 th:.,ou t sin (1 ao conoeptn)t if o th n }Jod7 1no<>rNpii bl 
a.n.d t1. tting n• SUJll cl to heaffn (1950 dogma)• lf aseumed, th n Que.en ot heaven 
and. orthf ot ev . ry honor Xis, L ds to nt1-b1blio l doctrine, • 
. oesn•t neoe _ rily ake title th r ot God rong but shows. ehouldn't become 

widely u ed. 
2. Lingui tic. ever u din Bibl • ou.ay and Contraternity vs . 

tr other ot my .to-rd, Not quivalent . It the.r of God then 
rolaied to eteJlnal deity . It Lord then onl~ t.o bumanit1-the 
o into being t th Inoarn tion. 

at Lk 1*43 
ary ould be 
p rson ho 



ary's relatn not to . t rnal deity but 

3,, Logic. 0:Bftfft on syllosism. Jesus is 
ary mother .of God. 

11ake step f'arther·. God is trinity, 
ary is other Qf trinity, Lo io is 
o with 1 t eyllogis. 

to I eanthropio freon. 

God , ry moth rot Jeeus1 therefore 

ary is other of God, there~ore 
inescapable , but oonol ,ron, 



Part-:U- ary int e Gosp6le . 
1. vent related to th Birth 

Hope ot o en to be ther of 
One e&7a ry tud.ng point ot hi 

A. Tb• Genealog1 a. 

us. 
1ah. ln ary realized 

tory ot omen. 

2 

nd t hue 1 pt. 

t, Lk. Ditt but not purpose to disou s who hey re, Ide t.hat l Joe nd l ary 
not proposed till 1490. 
1. Idea ot ubordination. 

Seen in y•e l•g 1 poaii1on in the genealogie • 
• Clear th t a\t •s 1 Joe• • att •a in1 ntion wa ho th t J sue a heir 

ot Abr nd avid f'ulfilled pro ise a4e to th m. Pedi e uite artiticial 
but ntt ha to str ea th t Joe waa hu band o ~7 to sbowthat a Joe reoognized 
his w1f ' s on u in a leg l hi o n Jesu as l ally th h ir ot David. 

b. S en in Luke,. Re doe n• y. R voids a ;ring Je u i n tural 
eon of Joe, butR aleo voids restin Je ue• olai on ary. 
It L1c ie g•nealogy of lees Je u linked to gr ndtatber Heli 
thru ry but without ention1ng hr nae. C generall7 hold ry ' e g ne 1. 
J w aid th t g•nealogy of mo her no genealogy at all . 

2, Ide of ex ltat1on. 
Seen ln enUon o t 4 
In the hi tor:, oft 

o en by --u . Tama r, 113, 
royal tam1l7 Go4 aooe te4 

ah band Ruth, la5J B thsheba,6. 
tang ra and einn r . 

». The Annunciation •. 
Lk 1128--hi hly tavor d. Charitoo . Only ph la6 ele h re . Fr 
vbs ndin in oo, t e form in Lk lt28 mu t ean ndued with graoe . 

n logy ot 

But no 6%' at r graoe on her than on eveey beli ver tod y.C rtainl7 doe n•t 
her th d1epeaser ot oe. 
RO fro Gibbon ,175, links with fat that ary tree tro sin herself. 
Say she bad more grace than o tles who followed. Uses l Oor 15141 and alt e 

r:, glor~ of swi. 

c. The v1•1t to liz beth. 
Gib one 176. th rot my Lord ha been th b eis tor th otokos in 1 try 

• reno i given to X and thru ar:, of n eeeity. 
iO aay that thy re onl1 Ch h1oh tultill• ary•s prediction that gen rations 
will oallher blessed. nc • earn t h approv lot he v n by fulfilling thi 

• 

prophecy ct the True tat aybe Prot t nta could praise a y little ore 
thy prai ebeooa or uth or ther. 

Oibbo.n ary on 181-2~ Thie i abua h¥ Jrotest nta 
v re r/J ore, l sup ose. aJ'b- thi is on oa e wber w have to le'\ 

ot truth vern o\ll' u of it. · 

Il. ary• Public ncount r i th Jeaue. 

A. Age 12. 
atn point is tat Jesus made it de 

bu ines ther e t-0 b rf 
ould b ainly oocup1 d 

to tt r th 

B. 2. Cana o O 111 e. 

to aey that h nit oonoerned 
fro h "'• Y t tie had not oo 

owe red th t 
wh n 

ubj ot 

prob dead. r di Uon ys in x.• 18 .h yr . b.en Joe 111. " h t to m an thee. 
an." o an addre s ot .respeot ele rly but '1'1 oi kai 01 h nev r used 

nark o e divergenoe be'i een the hots nd as of h pr on ao brot together 
• x•s r · ark th t hr not:, t co show th t He considered art ' s r quest 
ly . 



ieege "If one would draw a. general principle ro t hi~ indident i rould b th t ~ 
.Jesus doeo not weloo e Ria oth I int rterenoa in His eesianic work, and it 

oee not hold mt.\Oh to 1nd1oate an enhanoed value in ... lry's 1.nteroeaeion even it Jesu 
in th la t analysis do a ooede to her i ,sh . "26. 

C. lik 3131-35, t 12,46-509 Lk 8119-21 . 
ry present v 31. Pri nciple 1llustratetl is tha supernatur l relations 

transcend natural oneo. Story prob preserved by early ob to show that 
Hie own family did not receive Him, but t~is of course exoludes ary who 
did understand •. Pr ob she wee there merely as member ot the family whioh now 
it Joe dead uld be run by t he brothers.. aybe she really tampered t he 
aitt.\ 'lion and h tred of brothers and X: 1s re a.rlcs directed twd brothers more 
than towa d her. 

l). On 
s 

Croes. Jn l9c26-7. 
e address woman so not dishonorable. 

1. Showe aryts ou standing 001 poeure when most Orientals and Jews would be 
wailing (o Aots 9). 

2. Showe X doesn ''t tllrow overboard oo pl tely natl relatnshipe and raa onsibilitles. 

ElI. Other enoountere. 

A. RC •~ say "lt is not improbable that Jesus visited is Blessed 'other 
repeatedly du.ring the 40 da7s tt r Rio resurr oUon" aa.e Call: .,noy. 
othing in reoorde. 

B. ots lal4 only ot~er recorded ap earanoe. 
1. Not a source of infor ation on this oooasion. 
2. Not a tout of authority . 
3. Not at all a leader of the group. 
4• Not worehi;pped. or even venerated . 



rt III-Eternal Virginity ot ary ( i gge) 

J . Th l>ootrine Stat d. qy onlv gave birth t_o Jesus and none other. 
~ressly stated that she wa& a virgin till birth ot t Lk 1126-7 

and RC eaye always tber ee.f't r · too. 
· The O non ot th a e, wbioh i v ry probably of Apostolio anti uity, spe ks 

t her s the 'gloriou ev r Vi rgin,• and in thi . ent1m nt all Oatholio tradition 
onours. •• Gibl>one,168" 

11 . ,he istory of the ootrine. 

A. poetolio Age. Little ention of ary1 l t half' of 2nd century. there and 
Apologists ne~er ntion her, 

• Effect of gnostic teaching. Gno tics were dooetio nd deni d r ality or 
body of X (dokei, eeme only Heh d a body}. action a to mphaeize reality 
ot bo4y and point of eroph a:S,s ier art and Pilate . orn n oriouf'i d with 
real bod1'• 

0. t-rioan ther • 
1. Clement Alex hesitatingly proposed idea ot perpetu l virginity. He 

always att mpted to unite gno tio or phiio ophic 1dea4 ith Xnty. 
2. Origen to low d and further tried io avoid difficulty of brothers ot Lor d 

b,- ea;ring they ere by an earlier marriage of Joe ph. 
3. Tertullian tr seed vtrgin birth more and not porp tual virginity. 

P• 39-40 • 
• 4th Century" 

Here rose idea of perpetual nrginity. C not fro theolOQ' or piety but 
alon i th ris of aoetici.e ,. ary became greatest example of oetioie • 

heolo born. of idea of ohiv lry. Jero e beld. 
P eudo- att ta1tght perp tual virginity., ead pp47-8. 
ln 5th o thi and other paeudo doow.o nts c1roul ted freely and eren ' t 

onsid red so unorthodox as earlier. And most of Ct aching conon ary oomes 
ho tlleee . 

!l . The Biblical Appeal. Gibbone,169. 

A. att 1,25. Till. H a.aye till doea not i mply other children. n 'h n e. 
thing 1 eaid not t.o bav eoourr d until another ev nt had happened , it do 
not neoe earily ollo th t . it did ocour after h t ev nt took plaoe. 11 

Proof't Gen 817-raven never r tu.rned. l JC 15135--~id not see hi a t 11. 

Ps,rd29iu !i88 i~e0 1t!! !gp!1~.aJvi!fhd1~ag~oai. 0 t f3f!3. 8 ft3ol 8~ela8 a8 u~d» 
,. 'l'itl t'irstborn. Dooa not imply other chiid.ren. 

'I'itl given to Jewi 11 ohild whe~h r t .here were oth r children or not • 

.. ention ot brot e.r of x. t 12•46f 13155-6. 
RC aay-e J ea and Joseph on ot ry i:fe ot Cl opae, n 19,25. 

Sh was sister ot Virein o really oouains of e us . To oall oousine brother 
OlC beo G n 1318 
How ver, l jor fl of .eeus did not b liov fin im, Jn 7,;. 
Jame eon of Cleopas and a diaoiple and followed X. 
Alo why would Vir in ary hve sis ter n ed ar~,in aare f'amily <lon•t do t llat• 
S 1 g p 42 ttnt on Jn 19,25. 

• • 



art IV- aoul te Conception ot ry 

• State ent of the dootrin • 
wa. nev r subject o sin, 

ary r dee ed "but in 
":Mary is s ch indebted 
pr r d ar for h 

o~l ot nry, nlike rat of ehildr n of Ad , 
ven in let mo ent ot it infusion into the body. 

a mor subli e ann .r," Gibbons,171. 
to th preoiou blood of J u tor h ving be n 
vin b n cl anaed tro ori ginal in. 0 

I. ound tion ot the Doctrine • 

• I Sol'iptur . 

4 

1. G n 3•14-1,. RC interpret she hall cru h uz thy had and thou h lt 
bruise her h el . Vulg te has feminine but neit er H b nor L -bo h a c. 

l►Preaee admit this bqt argue •hat b o ity put b t Sat n and 
woman that y ia involved. with X in this oonf'liot. 

nd th n conclude that she couldn't tri ph unle tre from original in . 

2. Lk 1128, 42. ary had bi h st form ot aoe nd thu 1 
3. her Seri t. So e u e ll rioally, Prov 8122, ong 

bhle Preuee eay "The dogma ot th I Con 1 not expreoe1¥ 
aored Seri t." VI , 42 . 1 n d.m1 eion. 

f! . In Tr di tion. 

aoulate. 
ol 2,2; 1 Oor 15• 1. 
nunci ted in 

e berth t e ual with Script. PP "but the laok of Sorip evidence on b 
abu4Aan~ly up 1 d tro the writings of the Fathers." Vl,43 , 

1 . To 1100 .D. o definite idea ot ao ono. 
2 aaeas prevailed, ary'e tran oendent puri y and ontraa bet ary and 
ve as oo par d with X and (and as X sinles eo ry too). 

PP-dogm y be logio lly duoed tro atristlo oonception o ary 2nd " ve . 
Augustin • ords not cl ar. R ry an exoept1on but not ole r 
ta ent ot l ,. Cone •. PP t k tho ad tU u ne er tor ally dre 

thi. oonolueion., 
2. 12th C onward . t tbi tie a teat of l Con held in ·• ranee honorin 

, 1rnouloue birth of nd her exe ption trow in . B rnard of Clitrvaux 
opposed, toner ta g . 
Tho _a quina O 7 ne bo h tro original sin and fro otu l in . " 
ut 'l'ho further a ht ary wa conoeiv din sin tho not born wi hit . 

sanotifi din the wo b after conception and betor birth. 
X not S vior ot all. 

II .The Dogma. 

taps leading up to procle.ma ion on o 8 , 1 54 .by ius I • 
pprov l to fat iven in 14;1-84. 

Co 'C 1484- 92 Approv l ~o 1nvooing ary und r ti le of l 
o noil ot Tr nl,1545-63 di not w nt a.ry 
ope P ul V 1605-21 orb 4 anythin oontr 

in ublic . 

included in di ou ion ooncn ori gin l a1n. 
ry to aching ot ! Con to b said 

ope Gr gory xv, 1621-23 s for a id in privat. 
ope Alex VII , 1655-67 id conception ot ary was legi ti1, te obj. ct ot devotion. 

lleoree of do s y that Imm Oona ns that ary "in th firs t instant of her 
conception by a uniqu grace nd privileg of th omnipotent Uod and in oon ider ion 
at the erite of XJ tb .:1aviol' of' th hu an r ca, a rv d troe from all 
tain of origin l in ••• y 



esump ion 

J . The Apooryphal Acoount oonoerning the d♦atb ot ary. iegge pp86-90, 

I . The Related Doctrines to tb .. doctrine of Assumption. 

A. D1vi ne I rnity. 
othe:r of God giv n at Council ot ph 431 . Link to aaewnptn is ide th 1 

since her body bore 1s,, bere ould naturall;r b kep tro ooa,rupUon1r 
o reaboned Andrew ot Crtte, 660-740 and Jn of Da.masous, d 749, who ~aught not 

5 

e u.mpin bu:\ incorruption. hey s id this ae titting tb dipi ty of' other ot Ood.. 

~ l aoula.te Conception. I d a helped aasumptn-. ' eaaoning was, ·ary's condition 
as withou, ain poirtte w 7 to idea that hr body Ol.lld not ee corruption which 
points we;:, to id.e th t her body belonged in he ven., Ine-orruption w 1st id.ea 
then ssewnptn. When dogma problamed by Puie XII b. s id "Theae 2 priVileges 
(1 ao cone ptn ~nd assumption) ar most closely bouAA to one another • .., 

C. lnta.ll1bili t7., oole.me.d in 1870 not without a lot o disouesion. 
There wa in~ernal party friotion over 1his. ut after proolamed it 

ave oont1r ation to i mac oonoeptn l 74 nd that in turn almost ade 
,affeurnptn a for gone oonolu:Bion .. 

ll. oriptur l avidenoe ad.duoed • 

. (P·e di v1ded over thi • Aquinis said no Soript videnc ~ Ot:b.er · oi te limplioi t 
'rldenoe. 

•• en 3,15. Prophecy ot ant viotory ov r Bin.- Sino X. 1nseparabl 'fro y 
ary is includ din th! . prorois too and. tbu she 111 aleo hav 1ctory over 

de th. 

~ Luke 1128, 42 . 11 of gr oe and bl sse among wo en and thu he could not 
be subject to death. 

,.. Rev 12. ary is wom n and he taken u._p into h v n . In ev aoo, to eo e RO interp 
,he ta.king u:p ie not t . ing up of an o ild ut tlight of oman into d sert 
and her pre erva'\ion fr ea.son., ev r au " sted b fore 5th o and 
even then &nd now held 1th re rvations . Noto that woman ' sojourn ln 

deaert is ll it♦d as to time. 

V,.dence trom "Appropriatene II ot doctrine. 

_ Related to Person of X. 
1. X • glory rould not have b 

to ee corruption. 
n oo plet~ i ,t e had lef''\ body- ot Ri other 

not have allowed tat . 2,. Bia filial d votion v ould 
3. Hi p st tavore 10 hr (p rpeiual v1rs1nity-) ake u bl Be would also do this . 

t :a la"ad. to ry. 
1. R r blood rele.tnehip wi tb X d mands this. 
2., Ber per on l relatnahipe wit 1 X d m nd. 
3. Her immunity from sin dem nde. 
4. Hone of her relics hv been found so uot h ve b n asoumpte ♦ 

5. Oihers wer gr . nted this pt<ivileg or ill be, t 2'ft5l-53J l (for 
80 sure;,- ry ould be. 

•• • Related to en. 
Aeeumjtn ot r;r pro otes est. ee ot her and t 1th t ,n h r and. f'.ai th in 
our own tut\U' . resurr otlon. 

l5t5lft 

"'einol . These :reaso.ne may be tine and me.7 be edifying, but do they et, hr r • 
tao't . ither it is at ot ehe uose or it i not. It 1t is not a ta.ct then 

11 argu ente or appr.opriatenes hav no importance. 



at. a out the &ilenott of .Sorip oonoen her death. RC •s ssq it indi,oatee 
th t she was ass r>ted nd did not die ., 
Actually it ma.v ju as well indicate that she erely passed trom 
prominence in oh and died a natural death in a lowly manner. 
Her pa sing out of picture in reoord of Aots argues for thia . 
otually when the ttll prool ing ·the dogma in 1950 was rea it 

only oontained. Soript. reference in pas&ing and without using a support, 
1 t only refu•red to re.di ti.on as elU"ly a 7th o and did no-t '.base 
dogma on either Soript or tradition . 
eal oundation of dogma ·aoo to t he - 1111 ic the theologio 1 uitability 

of' the doctrine• · 

'1 
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Part VI- &r'J', 

I. di tor. 

di tor and Red ptr s • 

A. a.okgrou.nd. JU. toriol\l ,, 
l Prall lb 'i ve and r7. lnatituted b7 ra neus 
2. ld•a ot peai l valu in intero•ssion ot artyre 

ntered th o un otioed tro ide ot unity of ob 
3. _ry is aesooiated. with rtyra in irst plao • 
4. Then p~ayers io ar nd 1•••• 

and. Ju tin artyr 
hie b gan ten of 2nd o. 

111t nt nd o triwn hant . 

». Th olo ioal background . 

o. 

1. l4•a ot 1 tor neo sar7 to b human and divin atat renaeua. 
2. Tb n ernard said X 11 d1~1 and ry 11 nu n in hie ido o editor. 
3. "ddle Agee 1de developed into piotur of X as ex outioner ,ith axe 

4. 

l 
1. 
2. 
3. 

4. 

5. 

raie d, and lot th ee~ ry lays er ntl and on n bl de o ht i 
sho 1 ot nth e dot & 1 ty on. 

ll o ni otont in h r service for einn r • 

m~nte dootria . 
There nothing ry cannot do 
R r in ro se1on is n turall7 e 
Unl1m1t d tru t 1 o bo put in 

cead 148. 

tort inn r in p rsuading • 
fioaoioua attar death . 
sry. o find M r ie to tind grace . 

H~r eion, is neoeaeary or our salvation. All graoae God dispen e 
pe.B ry 9 

Hr influeno xoeed th t of angels , patriaro s, roph t . Gibbons 187-89. 
ot story 1n 1eg 94. ead both. 

11 . Cc,.,.R de p'tr 

A. History .• 
t nds a tar b 12th • very r pidly toward it d~y . 

O h olo 1an divided on ue and e p on ho y involved in redemptn. 
Pre ent t tue, re th t has eo pr'\ in al . n t idl • 

hat par~ 1 lf\les. {l) r of Redeem r she b d pas 
( 2) All e a he ool laborat ith I in di&tribution of 
by ims lt on Calv ry. 
(3) Don't a.gr e on hath r or not ar also ao uired so 
in her lt. 

• oriptural. oi t ti one . 
1. Gen 3115 a ain. 
2. Luke 1:126-39 a ain . 

rit 

rt 
B 

and grao 

3. Jn 19,25-27, o ohini e ya foot ot oro "im lled by u y of 
otter in hr on for th e 1 of the orl o h xten that 1t d n hr jut 
ssh h d bro i to th li ght for it l• to unit hers ori t tot her 

Son"" Sbe stood ftlike ~ pri t off ring hies oritic to od or l i y." 
en a id B hol t y other He a deol ring 8 t piri u t d or 

llhe lesoed Virgin nd \h r .t or her 1 edi te ooop r ion in the objeotiv r d. mptn ." 
nsh e b lt to b the i die.t coop r tor in tbe ork of r ion, h ti, 

nd d 
thins are bow long will it lefore th1 is 
ae a do a1 



., . 
.. 

.. . 
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TOPIC - DOCTRI BO I ALLIBILlTY (Piokerin ,52) 
/ 

Par~ -~. istory of th Doctrine 
1 

I. Papaoy during l at l~ o nturiee. 

A. rom po tolic er to ~eo Great. 

1. T eye nothing bout pap l system. 
2. A.uthatty of bishop b g n tori in 2nd century. 

l tin Ro• who tried to act a a Pope wa Victor 1• 193-202. Tried to 
set 1 for whol church ue tion of c lebr ing tr. Upbr id d by other 
bishops so vid nt be not r oogniz d a h ving authori 7 ov r w ol ch. 

3. 0 llietu bieho o e 217- 222. &pal eupre oy bog n to flouri h under hi • 
4. Cyprian b ld t ter ea bi hop ot H and he d to h supremacy o oman e o. 

trong su porter of bi hope but not of a op. 
5. 1rioiue bi ho of e fro 384-398 let to u e word p pa in title. 
6. Leo Great 440-461 id 11st. P ter h spoken thru eo ." 
7. Gregory VII id every Pope if la fully elected is holy and infallibl . 
8 . In 13th C nd mor ol 1me e.de . 

B. ro 14th C to 1870. 

l. onit e Vlll a id ch had 1 he d nd vio rot X was Petr nd hi uoc ssor . 
2. Rival popes. Around 1400 wh n Pope alt to r noe in axil • hon return d to 

o e, renoh o rdinale leoted riv l op . In o e Urban VI , in no, Cl ent VII. 
Sohiem not nded till 1417. ith election of rtin V. 

3. Cb r .cteri tio of iddle ages as inor aein outapok nnese or infallibility. 
4. to lo re ainst intal ibiltty. Papal bull broke thoir pow r nd 

prepared y tor proola ation of infallibility. 
5. n llibility proola.i d uly 1870 b;; Pius IX. 
CI.Factors in ri e of Pap ~ff Supre oy. 

l. 0 o raphical, politio 1, economic u r aoy of 
People naturally lool:ed to liome and oh did 

2. Hie of oh ,edaniem in ast crippled e 
3. bility of bishop ot Roe to r nt favor 

recognized as Pop . 

oity ot o • 
for set ling of oon~ro• r ie . 
oh an strengthen d tern. 
him ought aft r nd 

4 . Sending out of official r pre 
5. ound1 of r ligioue bo ie 

to or 1 gov • 
exit noe depended on Pope, not bishops. 

6 . Th I nd x xpurg toriu hioh oonde all books th t might h ve n nli«btening. 
7. Je uits ho have l ya b n stron 

op 1 Dor ot 1870 ae 
p ali t. h y are bound by p oial 

oro ning ohiev ant of e iuta . 

Part II-Tb Doctrine of Infallibility 

I. h 1 not involv din In£ llibility 
t RC'e do not en by inf llibili Y• 

A. Do no~ en prie t o RC ar infallibl • e i al 
C n disp nee Cod ' gr oe, can oone or to ost, provid 
ba tis, ini tr rao o ut not i n llibl. 

B. a ion ooun•il not infallibl. council. 
c. Oooup nt of chair of Petr in hen ap kin a eupr 

l. ot intallibl ins cular t er. 
2. p not inl Int llibility doe not requir holin 
3. private t oher ope y ale ietak , u.t not 

v rythin else . 
n 1•ation thru. 

teaching of ch. 

x oathedr . 

ote• Gibbon for infallibility din pr c i oal laymo.n 
individual. y no on y 1st ooh llibl, and it suoo 

ay from ch, no fro 
oore not e1 r. 

As th B pe 18th oht the oh is int llible, ut ibbone r e ro ob orporat •6 f. 



ll. ht ia involved in nf llibility 
Pope is wh n sp aking oath dra. hat does his en? 

A. eaning ot ex ca.th dr • 
1, en Fop is c rrying out his off ice aa Supreme Teacho of all Xne. 
2. en der ining a dootrin of faith nd orals 
3. ln view of his upreme postol1o uthority 
,1. n p8ald.ne to the u.ni vor&al oh 
5. h n aking e.nd tory tb doctrtne he i de ining. 

B~ saning ot int llibility 
1. Pr rved fro all rror and 11 poseibili yo error 
2, eane oonolus1on only is inf llible. CouJd be built on fallible promises 

2 

but i .nfe.llible oonol or deor e is independ nt ot tallibl tgwn nte on hioh 
it a¥ b bas d. · 

3, Includes realms oft ith and or ls but not neoes arily dootrin n1eh 
only ne d explaaning on b sis of former r v lation, ot umption hicb 
we. prool i ed x o t dra i thoui a..ny at e pt o ju.. ti y 1 t tro 

c. Organs of inf llibility. 
1. Bishops in oo .,union 1th Pope 
2.. o nioe.l oounoil called and controlled by Pope 
3. Pope hims lt alon. 

t 11 d pend on Pope. Can be no infallibl-e org n whiob 1 i nd. p ndent ot or in 
opposition to 1he .Pope. 

Ill.Th b C logic beh1n4 inf llib1lity • 

• 1 wh en H e t His rel on ar'ih wst have lett •sot mean b3 hich n-:, 
seeking person could so rtain it. 

B. This moans must be cert in nd never fail. 
C. Thie e ne must be univora~l so thet it 1~ adaptable over 11 thee rth . 
n. Thi ean 1 the Uxu. tru oh • 

• Th tru oh is th C by tea.ta ot anotity, catholicity, poe olioity, per etuity. 

V. 'l'he Logioal Caoe a in inf lliM.li i7 • 

• lt 1e inoomp Uble ith oaaniat theory of dev lopment .ot doctrine. 
X gave germs and ordain d th t oh hould gQ on developing under guidance of as. 
If that is so, then hy ,e.g., didn•t ch recognize doctrine ot inf llibility 
before 1870. ot rev l d ye'\t RC ans. But 1 ge there hy could not 

n inf'allibl ch reoogniz it. 1:h preoeeding en r ions must have been 
fallible. True there i a develop t of' dootrine ut e.g. as premil developed " 
say that Calvin was wrong. C dootrin of inf llibili '¥ develop d we have 
to t bat wron efor it 

alliblo logic t upport infalli bility. 
l ot ~he f lllbl prerai e b o UC &a.1 od give speoi 1 protection to oh 
and we admit fallible men uo d in inspir.at.ion. 
But r le.tad to Prot tant principle of priva.t ju.4gmen1. An individu l must 
deoide tor i self whi•his the ini'allibl - ch. llaving d oid d. by uointJ principle of 
priv te jud. ent th n h c n aoc pt the 1ntallible te o in of tha t oh. :But 
suppo hie lo 1o 1 f lli'bl . in deciding and he make trr-ong d oision? 

0 answer is "Once 'I Qome to btl in and r ly upon authority !'le o n afford to 
ov look the ns by 1hioh we were b1•ot to ocep . it.'' 



3 
cart Ill-Th Cl i o th ri aoy ot r d th o an ee 

I . X Apptd Pt r the l t Pope. 

ori t r ent.· l at 11 wri r use o e. o dit iculty et ing gr ton text. 
n ~hie olai So ip i 11 i pt . C n't prove this one ith tr dition. 

1. t 16117-19. Rookie P ter nd keys v ter and euooe sors judicial and 
l giol tive authority over ch. To the key given, not to her, i.e. oh. 

hou art Petro and u on Petre.. RC 'e po1nt out th t ~io word for rock io same 
in both b oea. But n ired t xt i i n Cr not r io. ook i f ounda ion nd 
Petr ~nd r ood it x, 1 Pt r 214,6-8, ot l Cor 3•11, ph 2,20. 

ver, he v does a ri aoy to er, yet P had s me , 2 Cor 12111. 
Key of k om--juet i t e to ak P troa nd p tra e e, o to e 
chwtch nd kgdo ot aven , Keys of kgdo, not oh nor he v n, P age dos not 
give Petr power over soul of n. S po! er gi•en to ll di pl s, · t 18115- 18 • 

... 
2. Lk 22132 . o e RC a it this is very personal ord to a d1eo1 le in trouble 

and don't u thI for pri aoy. ot Grk pl-d sired o have you pl . Pray d tor 
you ins . h n oonverted P ter to str n tben hi brathr n. hi i duty of all 
mini t rs , tor e word used ote 141221 151 32,41, l8123J o lallf 2 Cor 11128. 

Petr recd i institution her 
nt into oftiee. L b are laym 

he d of ch. 3. John 2lal5-18. R 
Thia i aotual in 
Pop 1e over both 

o, ct Ac t 20128. 
nd all. But ie thi a peculiar oner cont 

id Peter olai upre aoy, Ho , l Pt 51:J.e • 

p are clergy. 
rred on Petr? 

• !rg fro Tradition. 
lrenaeus, 175, nd hie support ot bishops . Chrysostom l tr. to eto. 

tan a .ily oi rather who t ught th t the Rook w X or f 1th in X ao 
Ori n , Hil ry, .uguetine, etc. 

II. Peter xeouted the Ottioe of chief po tle and Pope. 

A. Argu ent. 
1. Hie pree inanoe ong lie s ot po tle , t l0a2-4s 3al6-19J Lk 6113+16J 

Aot 1113. tt use protoa in his li t . a.gr e he h d uniqu po 1 t1on 
n ete.nding ong poetle but th t • tu fro olothing hi 1th infallibility 

a vioa.r o x. 
2. Pr in 

th t P ter 1ae 
Better · imply 
o rtainly th 
bleesin • 

choosing Jude' suaoeo or. Don't ar e e ou Prot tante 
out ot 11 ot Godh re and P w&s rightful 12t • 

point out tb t Peter a evid ntly only a chair an bee 
appointmen we no by l n . tr didn ' v n give hie pp l 

• Answer , 
Jut oodln* in th ocou .t in Aots. 
l . ote c 15,1-5. J e handed down the d orees . 

Pt r spoke l t nd th n pa$ on. 
2. ote Gal, 2tll-14. 
3. ot 1 Oor 1111-12. 

111 . Pt as l bi hop ot Rome . 
• •vide ot T • 

1. l nt of Petr artryed t h r. 
2. Ir eu ter as found rs o oman oh . 
3. Dionysius ound d . 
4. Tertullian ri1en e ti y to BBt r • 

c•a e cy is doubtful) th Pe er 
Euaeb t baaed on us bius . Pickeri 
tru P n' t foJ. lo • 

ome c• point out ht 

in Roe, not ounding. 
fro1 42 o 6 • 

e is o n • t be 



vid.onoe of Scripture,. me ,ber informed C EolfY only c " i ms Peter died in 
om and says oa.n ' t know how long eta. on ' t argue a ain t stra an of 25 yr 

residence as Piokering. 
1 . Pe er in erua when P went 1st time, cte 9t26, Gal 2 . 
2. ter d~pQrt,ed so ewher o l 117. 01 19ay he went to no e then but 

not neoeaee.ry. 
3. Petr at eru oounoil in 51. nd. in nti ooh ri gbt after , Gal 2allft. 
4. Peter travelled as a isaionary with hie wife , l Cor 9•5 • 
5. Wasin Babylon in l Pet 5• 13 about 6·. 
6 . Pt r not entioned in omans .58 or 2 T, m 67 . or in let i risonment epistles . 
If Pete:,r in rlome would have to be 59-65 or so. o l dn ' t have to be 

entioned in P ' s prieon. epis . lf B bylon in l Pet e ans llome t hen 
v ry s trong oase . If no;, still oe.s e . 
fotea Ad i tting eter v,a in ome nd ba.d so ething to do i t h t he oman 
church does not ad . i t be 1a• Pope . 

c. oaning of ~vid noe . 
e note abov. Cer tainly noither traditio, or oript give aup ort to idea w s 

bishop . 
1. Tradition-Clem nt of o doesn ' t eay he was bishop . 

Othe1• tes timony only says he we. l of founders . 
P~ob bly didn ' t h ve bishops till middle of 2nd o • 

• Sorip . I bi shop hy didn •t Pt ention in prison epist . Peter mus t have 
been t ere by t t time . 



lV. The Popes today are the euoessor 
J. The leeue. RC dogm today depends 

D pend on whether Peter paseed on 
• he roofs. 

of Pe er. 
no on even th r ir not Petr lat 
powor . Dep nde on uooeeaion. 

ope. 

1. o oriptural proof . RC ay a o~t t l6Jl tat if ga te of h 11 would not 
prevail agains t oh then oh mua t hav _ an infallible teacher and th ti ope. 
ut logic 4and tii ted t t hat). 

~. Bi tory bears out f ot th t postolio 
in ob till yprian. 

uooe eion not really prominent thot 

4 

ietory reoorde 3 r i val popes and oounoil nullified all their ppt and elected 
Pope artin V as true ope.. But 11 the cardinals who created thie Pope 
had no right to vote beo they had been created by n ill giti te Pope . 
Ct Geo S lino~, the lnfallibill ty of t he Oh . Good a·nd olever t k on lntallibili ty. 

~. C Logio." atev r off icial prerogatives w r conferred on Peter were not to 
oeaae at is de th, but r e to be b nded down to is auoc e•ors fro 
ener Uon to eneration." Oibbone.108. Illus. onetitutional powers v n to 
a.shington have •evolv don the pr ent incumbent of }h eidential ohair. 
ut t t•s beo of oontinuing oon titution, and O cant Pope tod y h 

power beo of continuing ible. Do not olai for o e po re of inspiration 
or iraolea. 


