
The Church and the Bible 

 

     While any discussion about Christianity would naturally begin with Christ, the next most 

common association would be The Bible.  God alone could say with certainty how many 

Christian denominations there are in the world, but they number in the tens of thousands and 

almost all of them, Roman Catholicism and the Orthodox Churches being the more noteworthy 

exceptions, claim the Bible as their foundation.  In this chapter we will examine the Bible, the 

ways in which other denominations view it, and why these views really can’t hold up under 

logical scrutiny, or even the very words of the Bible.  Before we examine some of the specific 

issues, first we need to understand the origin of the Bible. 

 

• Jesus spent three years teaching publicly, and then commissioned His Apostles to go out 

to all the world and spread the Gospel (literally, “The Way”). 

 

• The Apostles spread the Faith by their teaching, establishing the Church in many places 

before any of the individual letters of the Bible were even written. 

 

• As the Apostles begin to write, these letters are gradually collected and circulated and 

came to be commonly referred to as “The Sacred Writings.” 

 

• “The Sacred Writings,” however, were not a fixed work.  Different regions accepted and 

rejected different letters, often at odds with one another as to which ones were divinely 

inspired, which ones were actually written by Apostles, and which were frauds forged 

and circulated by false teachers. 

 

• This, obviously, became a source of great tension, and an unacceptable conflict within the 

Church.  You could not have the “Gospel of Peter” read in one church, while the 

neighboring city rejected it, and you could not have some Catholics reading “The 

Apocalypse” as a genuine vision St. John had of Heaven will others dismissed it as 

fraudulent. 

 

• The was finally resolved in the year 397 when the Pope ratified the list of twenty seven 

books which were then to be definitively regarded as Sacred Scripture.  It can literally by 

said, therefore, that the New Testament is a Papal document. 

 

Now we will look at some other theories regarding the Bible and formulate a response to these 

positions with irrefutable logic and the Bible itself.   

 

Fundamentalism 

 

This is the belief that the Bible is the rule of faith and that every passage is to be taken literally.  

Let’s examine how this is disproven, beginning with the Bible itself.  We will begin by 

examining some Scripture verses and drawing the logical conclusions. 

 

1. Romans 10:9 reads, “If you confess with your lips that Jesus is Lord and believe in your heart 

that God raised Him from the dead, you will be saved.”  Yet, Jesus Himself tells us in 



Matthew 7:21 that, “Not everyone who says to Me, ‘Lord, Lord’ will enter the kingdom of 

Heaven, but He who does the will of My Father Who is in Heaven.” 

 

Therefore we see that, while the words of The Letter to the Romans are, of course, true, they 

are incomplete.  Many fundamentalists accept Romans as literally true in isolation from the 

rest of Scripture, and insist that their salvation is guaranteed because they have met these 

requirements.  Yet, they are then ignoring the other verse, and denying that it too is literally 

true, and therefore are not being true fundamentalists, but rather selective fundamentalists. 

 

2. We see a similar example in the following verses.  1 John 4:15 states, “Whoever confesses  

That Jesus is the Son of God, God abides in him and he in God.”  In Mark 1:24 someone 

indeed confesses to Jesus, “I know who You are, the Holy One of God.”  So, by the 

fundamentalist criteria, this person abides in God and God in him.  The problem is, this 

person is a demon.  Even the Devil and his demons know who Jesus is, so mere knowledge 

must not be enough.  

 

In the end, true fundamentalism is impossible.  Many verses, when taken in isolation, 

contradict other verses.  If you insist that each one is literally true, you will have to choose 

one and deny the other, even though fundamentalists often deny this denial by simply 

ignoring the verse which is contrary to their ideas.  In doing so, you are setting yourself up as 

your own highest authority.  When a fundamentalist claims that the Bible is the highest 

authority, what they mean to say is that their selective interpretation of Scripture is the 

highest authority (or whatever their particular church or pastor happens to teach them).  We 

can see one such example below: 

 

3. In the Gospels Jesus states both that, “The Father and I are One,” and, “the Father is  

      greater than I.”  By the fundamentalist method, only one of these can be true; they are either  

      equal or unequal.  The most destructive heresy in the Church was Arianism, which used the  

      second verse to justify its claim that Jesus was inferior to the Father, and therefore not divine.  

      There was a point where there were more Arians than Orthodox Christians, holding the true  

      doctrine of the Trinity.  It was the Pope and his teaching authority that preserved the true  

      Faith from these “Bible Christians,” who acted as their own highest authority.   

 

4. The Bible itself offers many examples of the fact that it expresses the truth using a variety of  

      literary and rhetorical techniques.  For example, 1 John 2: 18 – 19 states, “Children, it is the 

      last hour; and as you have heard that antichrist is coming, so now many antichrists have 

      come.  Therefore, we know that it is the last hour.”  Since a few hours have passed since St.  

      John wrote this, the fundamentalist has to admit that, either the Bible is not always meant to  

      be taken literally, or that St. John was wrong and the Bible contains errors.   

 

5. Fundamentalists often cite 1 Timothy 2:5 in an attempt to refute Catholicism.  It reads, “For 

there is one God, and there is one mediator between God and man, the man Christ Jesus.”  

Since they claim this is literally true, the Pope and all of the other means of mediation the 

Church has are “un-Biblical,” and therefore, un-Christian.  Again, such fundamentalists 

prove that there is no such thing as true fundamentalism, and that fundamentalists devote 

insufficient  time to examining their own premise.   



 

If there is literally only one mediator between God and man, the fundamentalist would have 

to also believe that Jesus Himself is the writer of this passage.  Of course, he would then have 

to admit that the Bible contains errors, since it clearly states that this letter is written by St. 

Paul to St. Timothy.  In acknowledging that St. Paul wrote this letter, the fundamentalist is 

saying that the reason he believes Jesus is the only mediator between God and man is 

because St. Paul wrote it, which is to say, he mediated it.  Therefore, the fundamentalist must 

condemn his own belief that Jesus is the only mediator between God and man, or condemn 

the Bible, as it is a collection of writing of men who are mediating the word of God.  Jesus’ 

direct authorship of the Bible would be the only satisfactory conclusion for them and, of 

course, He is not.   

 

6. Additionally, we can look to the personal life of the individual fundamentalist to see if he 

actually believes the positions he professes.   

 

• In a passage from the fourteenth chapter of the Gospel of St. Luke, Jesus teaches that, “If 

anyone comes to me without hating his father and mother, wife and children, brothers and 

sisters, and even his own life, he cannot be My disciple.”  An honest fundamentalist has 

to admit that: 

 

 1)  He actually does hate his whole family, 

 2)  This verse is not meant to be taken literally, and he is not truly a fundamentalist, 

 3) This verse is meant to be taken literally, but he doesn’t hate his family and so is not a 

      disciple of Jesus, or 

 4)  It is meant to be taken literally, he does hate his family, and is therefore condemned 

      by the words of the Bible, as St. John assures us that anyone who claims to love God  

      while hating his brother is a liar.  In short, the absurdity of the fundamentalist premise 

       is painfully apparent in this verse, but let’s examine some other examples. 

 

• In the same chapter of the Bible, Jesus taught that, “anyone who does not renounce all his 

possessions cannot be my disciple.”  All fundamentalists have possessions, some live 

quite well, and therefore all need to admit that they either do not take the Bible literally, 

or are not Christians.   

  

• Jesus also taught that if a person’s eye causes them to sin they should pluck it out, and cut 

off their own hands for the same reason.   Are all fundamentalist congregations actually 

claiming that none of their members has sinned with their eyes or hands, or do they need 

to admit that they choose to not take Jesus literally when it becomes inconvenient? 

 

Not only is fundamentalism easily proven to be an impossible position, is it unreasonable to 

question the sincerity of fundamentalists themselves, as they read these verses and clearly do not 

take them literally?  As Jesus admonished, “by your own words you will be condemned.”  What 

will become of people who claim that the Bible is to be taken as literally true, and then clearly 

disregard this principle when a verse is not to their liking?  Christian charity demands that efforts 

are made to bring these people to acknowledge their own inconsistencies, and come to 

understand the Bible as it truly is.   



 

 

Sola Scriptura 

 

This position, “Bible alone,” does not assert that each verse of the Bible is literally true, but does 

maintain that the Bible is the only thing necessary for salvation and for this reason is the 

foundation of the Church.  As with fundamentalism, we only need to look to the Bible itself to 

see the deficiency of this position. 

 

• In Matthew, Chapter 16, Jesus declares, “You are Peter, and on this rock I will build My 

Church.”  It is simply irrational to claim that the Bible is the foundation of Christianity, 

when the Bible itself tells us that Christ made Peter the foundation of His Church, not a 

book.   

 

• Martin Luther began this school of thought roughly 1500 years after the birth of Jesus.  If 

the Bible were the foundation of Faith, wouldn’t God have let us know this a little bit 

sooner?   

 

• Luther’s disciples claim that the Bible is the highest authority of the Christian, yet 

nowhere in the Bible is this statement made about itself.  This belief itself, therefore, is a 

mere “tradition of man,” something scorned by Luther, and not supported by the Bible.   

 

• Luther himself did not believe this, even as he taught it to others.  As he admitted in a 

letter to a friend, he founded his religion based on his own opinions, not the Word of 

God.  In the book of Romans, he added a word to Sacred Scripture and made it the 

hallmark of his heretical sect.  To “we are justified by faith,” Luther added, “alone.”  In 

his own words, “I know very well that the word ‘alone’ is not in the Latin or Greek texts; 

but Dr. Martin Luther will have it so, and I order it to be so, and my will is reason 

enough.”  Therefore, we see that Luther was not even acting in good faith when he 

warped the faith of others.  He deliberately inserted his own words into Scripture and 

then proclaimed it as being the Word of God.   

 

Bible Sufficiency 

 

This is the belief that, while not exhaustive, the Bible is sufficient to bring a person to salvation.  

Again, the Bible itself demonstrates that this is not the case.  We will not go into depth here, as 

this will be reserved for subsequent chapters, but in the Bible Jesus clearly taught of the need for 

the Sacraments in order to enter eternal life.  The Church is a living reality, not a written book.  

Additionally, the Bible is not only insufficient for salvation but becomes a source of chaos when 

no higher authority reigns over it, as we will soon read in the following section on private 

interpretation.  St. Paul wrote, “Brethren, stand fast, and hold to the traditions which you have 

learned, whether by word, or by our epistle.”  Thus we see that, from the earliest days, Christians 

understood that there were necessary things beyond what was contained in the Sacred Writings.   

 

 

 



Private Interpretation 

 

This is another novelty promulgated by Martin Luther.  This is the claim that it is up to each 

person to decide how the Bible should be interpreted for himself, and so to live accordingly.  

Again, it is the Bible itself which condemns this feeble position.  In 2 Peter 3:16 the first Pope 

writes, “So also our beloved brother Paul wrote to you according to the wisdom given him, 

speaking of this as he does in all his letters.  There are some things in them difficult to 

understand, which the ignorant and unstable twist to their own destruction, as they do the other 

scriptures.”   

 

The ignorant and unstable have been twisting scripture to their own liking ever since it was 

written.  Every heresy in the history of the Church has had as its basis some misuse of scripture.  

As related above regarding the Arian heresy, it is only by the authority of the Church over the 

Bible that the Truth has been preserved. 

 

Martin Luther himself acknowledged the futility of his banal idea, as he wrote, “there are almost 

as many sects and beliefs as there are heads; this one will not admit Baptism; that one rejects the 

sacrament of the altar; another places another world between the present one and the day of 

judgment; some teach that Jesus Christ is not God.  There is not an individual, however, 

clownish he may be, who does not claim to be inspired by the Holy Ghost, and who does not put 

forth as prophecies his ravings and dreams.”  Unfortunately, Luther never quite grasped that they 

were only following his example.   

 

The Catholic Position 

 

While we have learned what the Bible is not, and how it is not to be read, let’s take a moment to 

see it in its correct light.  Some people maintain that, similar to the overemphasis of Scripture 

found in some religions, there is a corresponding under-emphasis in Catholicism.   This is not the 

case, however, as the Catechism of the Catholic Church teaches that, “In Sacred Scripture, the 

Church constantly finds her nourishment and her strength, for she welcomes it not as a human 

word, ‘But as what it really is, the Word of God.’”  It goes on to state that, “God is the author of 

Sacred Scripture…written under the inspiration of the Holy Spirit, they have God as their author 

and have been handed over as such to the Church herself.” 

 

The Church recognizes the Bible as an essential element of the Faith, but it is not exhaustive.  As 

history, common sense, and the Bible itself bear out, Sacred Scripture needs a higher authority to 

correctly interpret it and to defend the it from misuse by those who are pursuing their own ends 

and leading souls astray.   

 

In terms of reading the Bible itself, the Church’s answer to the inconsistency of fundamentalism 

regarding the contradiction of isolated verses is the only means by which the Bible can arrive at 

coherency.  Every verse of the Bible is absolutely true, yet not each verse is the absolute truth.  

The whole of what God has revealed must be taken into consideration and synthesized into a 

coherent, single body of Faith, without compromise or contradiction.  This is what is meant by 

theology and dogma, and it is the reason Jesus instituted the Church, as will be investigated in 

the next chapter.  


