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Introduction

Catholicism is the largest Christian denomination on earth, with over 1.3 billion adherents and a

history spanning two millennia. It is a tradition of extraordinary intellectual depth, profound

devotion, and genuine love for Christ. Any honest engagement with Catholicism must begin with

respect for what it has preserved: a sacramental life, a serious moral theology, and a deep historical

memory.

This document is not written to mock Catholics. It is written to engage their claims seriously—and

then to argue, unapologetically, that the Restoration through the Prophet Joseph Smith offers a more

complete, more biblical, and more loving understanding of God's plan for His children.

Method: For each topic, we will:

Steelman the Catholic position—presenting it as a faithful Catholic would recognize it,

with Catechism citations.
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Present the biblical and historical rebuttal—showing where the Catholic claim fails.

Offer the LDS alternative—demonstrating why Restoration theology provides a better

answer.

Overarching thesis: The God revealed through the Restoration is more loving, more just, and

more biblical than the God of Catholic theology. He did not create souls from nothing to condemn

them. He does not damn unbaptized infants. He does not consign people to eternal hell over

technicalities. He offers every soul a genuine opportunity for salvation.

1. Papal Authority & Apostolic Succession

The Catholic Claim

What Catholics teach: The bishops of the Catholic Church, especially the bishop of Rome (the

pope), are the direct successors of the apostles. Christ gave Peter the "keys of the kingdom"

(Matthew 16:18-19), and those keys have been passed down in an unbroken chain through every

subsequent pope. 

Official sources: Catechism 857, 861-862; Vatican II, Lumen Gentium 20. "The bishops have

by divine institution taken the place of the apostles as pastors of the Church." 

Why it's compelling: This model solves a real problem—how to preserve Christian authority

across generations. It gives clear answers to who can ordain, who governs doctrine, who

preserves sacramental validity. The early church fathers (1 Clement, Ignatius, Irenaeus) did care

about continuity and public authority. If the question is "Did early Christians value orderly

succession?" the answer is yes. 

The Historical Rebuttal

The Catholic claim sounds impressive until you examine the actual historical record:

No monarchical bishop in Rome until the mid-second century—roughly 100 years

after Peter's death. In the first century, the terms "bishop" and "presbyter" were

interchangeable, and Roman churches were governed by councils of elders, not a single leader.

The title "Pope" was not restricted to the bishop of Rome until the sixth century

and was not used as an official title until the late eleventh century.

Constantine convened the Council of Nicaea (325 AD)—the pope (Sylvester I) did not

even attend. An emperor, not the pope, presided over the most important council in Christian

history.

Canon 6 of Nicaea gave Rome only regional authority, analogous to Alexandria's

authority over Egypt. There was no recognition of universal papal jurisdiction.
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The Donation of Constantine—a key document supporting papal temporal authority—was

proven to be an eighth-century forgery by Lorenzo Valla in 1440.

The Edict of Thessalonica (380 AD)—Emperor Theodosius, not a church council, declared

Nicene Christianity the state religion and specifically named Pope Damasus as the standard of

orthodoxy. The bishop of Rome's authority was elevated by imperial decree, not apostolic

succession.

Pope Leo I (440-461 AD) was the first to systematically argue that the pope inherits Peter's

authority. He secured Emperor Valentinian III's decree (445 AD) to enforce this claim by civil

law. This was a fifth-century theological construction, not a first-century reality.

The Pseudo-Isidorian Decretals—over 90 forged papal letters from the ninth century—

were used for centuries to inflate Western papal claims.

The Early Church Fathers Did Not Support Papal Supremacy

Clement of Rome (96 AD) wrote as the Roman church community, not as "Pope." His letter

to Corinth gives advice, not commands under papal authority.

Ignatius of Antioch (110 AD) said Rome "presides in love"—not jurisdictional supremacy.

More critically, he wrote: "I do not, as Peter and Paul, issue commandments unto you"

(Romans 4). An early bishop explicitly distinguished his authority from that of the apostles.

Irenaeus of Lyons (180 AD) cited Rome's "superior origin" as an anti-Gnostic argument,

but then personally overruled Pope Victor I when Victor tried to excommunicate Asian

churches over the Easter date.

Cyprian of Carthage (256 AD) gathered 87 bishops to defy Pope Stephen's decree on

baptism and explicitly rejected the idea of a "bishop of bishops."

The Orthodox Problem

The Eastern Orthodox churches—whose sacraments even Rome recognizes as valid—have never

accepted papal supremacy. They claim apostolic succession just as strongly as Rome does. If apostolic

succession proves the pope's authority, why doesn't it prove the Orthodox patriarch's authority? The

1054 Great Schism demonstrates that "apostolic succession" was never understood by the entire

ancient church to mean Roman supremacy.

The Succession Was Broken in Practice

Even if institutional succession were the right model, the chain was repeatedly broken:

37-40 antipopes throughout history.

The Western Schism (1378-1417)—two and sometimes three simultaneous popes. Even

canonized saints could not agree which was legitimate. The crisis was resolved by a council

(Constance), not by the papacy.

Pope Alexander VI (Borgia) literally purchased the papacy through bribery in 1492.
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The LDS Alternative: Priesthood authority requires divine conferral, not institutional

succession. "No man taketh this honour unto himself, but he that is called of God, as was Aaron"

(Hebrews 5:4). The Aaronic Priesthood was restored by John the Baptist (D&C 13), and the

Melchizedek Priesthood by Peter, James, and John (D&C 27:12-13). The LDS claim is not anti-

history—it is a claim about what divine authority actually requires: heavenly intervention, not

bureaucratic continuity. 

Assessment: The Catholic claim of apostolic succession provides institutional continuity but

not divine authorization. The historical record shows that papal supremacy was a political

construction built over centuries through imperial decrees, forged documents, and civil

enforcement—not a seamless handoff from Peter. The early church fathers themselves

distinguished between episcopal authority and apostolic authority. The Eastern Orthodox

counter-example is devastating: if succession proves Rome's claims, it equally proves

Constantinople's—and they reject each other. 

2. Continuing Revelation & Papal Infallibility

The Catholic Claim

What Catholics teach: When the pope speaks ex cathedra (from the chair of Peter) on matters

of faith and morals, he is preserved from error by the Holy Spirit. This was defined at Vatican I

(July 18, 1870) in Pastor Aeternus. 

Four conditions for infallibility: (1) The pope acts as supreme pastor of all Christians, (2) he

defines doctrine (not merely teaches), (3) on faith or morals, (4) intending to bind the whole

universal Church. 

Ex cathedra declarations: Only two are universally recognized: 

The Immaculate Conception (Pius IX, 1854, Ineffabilis Deus)—that Mary was

conceived without original sin.

The Assumption of Mary (Pius XII, 1950, Munificentissimus Deus)—that Mary was

taken body and soul into heaven.

The Rebuttal

If God has only spoken infallibly through His vicar twice in 2,000 years, how is that

different from silence?

• 

• 



Catholics technically believe revelation continues, but in practice their system limits it to rare

dogmatic reaffirmation. The pope does not receive new scripture. He does not receive revelation

about matters not already settled. The canon is closed. The "living voice" of the papacy is functionally

a museum docent explaining exhibits, not a prophet receiving new light.

Furthermore, papal infallibility has a devastating historical counterexample:

Pope Honorius I was posthumously condemned as a heretic by the Third Council of

Constantinople (681 AD) for teaching Monothelitism (that Christ had only one will). If a

pope can teach heresy—as the Church itself officially declared—then what is infallibility

actually protecting?

The LDS Alternative: God speaks through living prophets continuously. The canon is open.

D&C 1:38: "Whether by mine own voice or by the voice of my servants, it is the same." The LDS

model does not require God to fall silent for centuries. It expects ongoing revelation as the

normal pattern of God's relationship with His children—exactly what the Bible itself describes

from Genesis to Revelation. 

Assessment: The Catholic system claims ongoing divine guidance but delivers almost none.

Two infallible statements in two millennia—both about Mary, neither with clear biblical support

—is not a living prophetic tradition. It is an institution that has elevated its own continuity into a

substitute for actual revelation. The condemnation of Pope Honorius proves the system can fail

at its most critical point. 

3. Priesthood Authority

The Catholic Claim

What Catholics teach: Ordained ministers hold sacramental power through apostolic

succession. Valid ordination requires an unbroken chain back to the apostles. The sacraments—

especially the Eucharist—require validly ordained priests to be efficacious. 

The Rebuttal

If authority is transmitted mechanically through ordination regardless of the worthiness or belief of

the one transmitting it, what exactly is being transmitted? Consider:

Pope Alexander VI (Rodrigo Borgia) purchased the papacy through bribery in 1492. He

fathered multiple children, used the papal office for personal enrichment, and was notorious

for corruption. He ordained bishops. Those bishops ordained priests. Those priests celebrated
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sacraments. Catholics believe this chain is valid because the office transmits authority, not the 

man.

During the Great Schism, ordination lines from competing popes created parallel

hierarchies. Which line was valid? Catholics cannot definitively answer this for the schism

period.

Simony (the purchase of church offices) was endemic for centuries. The very authority being

"transmitted" was routinely bought and sold.

FAIR LDS observes that early bishops were "stationary overseers over local congregations" who "did

not regard themselves as having the authority the apostles had." The replacement of dead apostles (as

with Matthias in Acts 1) did not continue. The Quorum of the Twelve was not maintained.

The LDS Alternative: The Aaronic Priesthood was restored by John the Baptist on May 15,

1829 (D&C 13). The Melchizedek Priesthood was restored by Peter, James, and John shortly

thereafter (D&C 27:12-13). These were not institutional transfers—they were divine acts by

resurrected beings. Hebrews 5:4 remains the standard: "No man taketh this honour unto

himself, but he that is called of God, as was Aaron." Aaron was called by direct revelation, not

bureaucratic appointment. So were Joseph Smith and Oliver Cowdery. 

Assessment: The Catholic priesthood model assumes that divine authority can be transmitted

mechanically through corrupt and even criminal intermediaries. The LDS model insists that

God's authority requires God's direct intervention. One relies on institutional continuity

regardless of worthiness; the other relies on heavenly conferral. The biblical pattern consistently

shows God calling His servants directly. 
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4. Veneration of Saints & Mary

The Catholic Claim

What Catholics teach: The "communion of saints" (Catechism 946-962) means that the

Church includes three states: pilgrims on earth, souls being purified in purgatory, and the

blessed in heaven. All are united in spiritual exchange. 

Catholics distinguish three types of honor (from Aquinas, Summa Theologica II-II, Q. 103): 

Latria: Worship—due to God alone.

Dulia: Veneration—given to saints.

Hyperdulia: Special veneration—given to Mary alone.

CCC 969 calls Mary "Advocate, Helper, Benefactress, and Mediatrix." CCC 970 insists this does

NOT diminish Christ's unique mediation. 

Catholic defense: Revelation 5:8 and 8:3-4 show saints in heaven presenting prayers. James

5:16 says the prayer of a righteous person is powerful. If asking a living friend to pray for you

doesn't violate 1 Timothy 2:5, neither does asking a heavenly friend. The saints at the

Transfiguration (Moses and Elijah) appeared and conversed with Christ—they are not

unconscious. 

The Rebuttal

The Catholic defense is ingenious, but it runs into serious biblical problems:

1 Timothy 2:5: "For there is one God, and one mediator between God and men, the man

Christ Jesus." If Christ is the one mediator, adding "Mediatrix" to Mary's titles directly

contradicts this text.

Deuteronomy 18:10-12: Consulting the dead is forbidden: "There shall not be found among

you... a necromancer."

Isaiah 8:19: "Should not a people inquire of their God? Why consult the dead on behalf of the

living?"

The dulia/latria distinction is theologically precise but practically meaningless.

The vast majority of Catholics throughout history could not articulate this distinction. A person

kneeling before a statue of Mary, lighting candles, asking for her intercession, and attributing

miracles to her is functionally identical to worship—regardless of what the Catechism calls it.

Consider the practical test: If an alien observer watched Catholic devotion to Mary—the prayers, the

shrines, the feast days, the apparitions, the titles ("Queen of Heaven," "Mother of God," "Mediatrix of

All Graces")—would they conclude this was veneration of a creature, or worship of a deity?
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The LDS Alternative: Latter-day Saints pray only to God the Father, in the name of Jesus

Christ (3 Nephi 18:19-20). LDS do not even pray directly to Jesus, much less to Mary or saints.

This is consistent with Christ's own instruction: "After this manner therefore pray ye: Our Father

which art in heaven" (Matthew 6:9). Notably, Origen (ca. 250 AD) taught: "Prayer can be offered

only to the Father." The Council of Carthage (397 AD) declared: "At the altar one should always

address prayer to God the Father." The earliest Christians agreed with the LDS practice. 

Assessment: The Catholic system of saint veneration preserves a beautiful intuition—that the

righteous dead are alive and connected to us. But the mechanism (directing prayers to created

beings, attributing mediatorial titles to Mary) cannot survive the plain reading of 1 Timothy 2:5,

Deuteronomy 18:10-12, and Isaiah 8:19. The LDS practice of praying only to the Father in

Christ's name matches both the biblical text and the earliest Christian tradition. 

5. Idolatry, Images, and Icons

The Catholic Claim

What Catholics teach: Catechism 2129-2132 argues that God Himself commanded images in

the Old Testament (the bronze serpent, the cherubim on the ark). CCC 2131 states the

Incarnation introduced "a new economy of images"—because God became visible in Christ,

images of Christ and the saints are now appropriate. 

CCC 2132: "The honor rendered to an image passes to its prototype." 

The Second Council of Nicaea (787 AD) decreed that images should receive "respect and

worshipful honor (proskunesis)... but not real adoration (latreia), which is due only to the Divine

Nature." Iconoclasm was declared a heresy. 

The Rebuttal

The Catholic defense is creative but ultimately self-defeating:

Exodus 20:4-5: "Thou shalt not make unto thee any graven image, or any likeness of any

thing that is in heaven above, or that is in the earth beneath... Thou shalt not bow down thyself

to them, nor serve them."

Deuteronomy 4:15-19: "Take ye therefore good heed unto yourselves; for ye saw no manner

of similitude on the day that the LORD spake unto you in Horeb... lest ye corrupt yourselves,

and make you a graven image, the similitude of any figure."

Isaiah 44:9-20: An extended satire mocking those who carve images and bow to them.
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The bronze serpent argument backfires spectacularly. Yes, God commanded it—and

then when Israel began worshipping it, King Hezekiah destroyed it (2 Kings 18:4). The

very example Catholics cite proves that sacred images inevitably become objects of worship

and must be removed.

The proskunesis/latreia distinction (like dulia/latria) is intellectually precise but practically

ignored. The faithful kiss statues, bow before icons, carry images in processions, attribute

miracles to relics, and travel on pilgrimage to sites of alleged apparitions. This is worship in

everything but name.

The LDS Alternative: Latter-day Saint worship uses no crosses, crucifixes, icons, or

veneration stations. President Gordon B. Hinckley explained: "The cross is the symbol of the

dying Christ, while our message is a declaration of the Living Christ." LDS temples use symbolic

decoration (sun, moon, stars, the Angel Moroni) but none are objects of worship. FAIR LDS

clarifies: "It is when the image becomes an object of or an integral part of worship or obeisance

that its manufacture and use become idolatrous." The LDS approach follows the biblical pattern:

worship God directly, without material intermediaries. 

Assessment: The Catholic defense of images rests on distinctions that are theologically

sophisticated but practically unobservable. The Bible's trajectory is clear: God commanded the

bronze serpent, Israel worshipped it, a righteous king destroyed it. The same pattern has

repeated throughout Catholic history with images, relics, and icons. The safest course—and the

biblical one—is to worship God without material intermediaries. 
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6. Infant Baptism

The Catholic Claim

What Catholics teach: Catechism 1250 states that children are "born with a fallen human

nature and tainted by original sin" and "have need of the new birth in Baptism." CCC 1252 calls

infant baptism "an immemorial tradition of the Church" with explicit testimony from the second

century. 

The Council of Carthage (418 AD) anathematized anyone who said newborn infants "ought

not to be baptized" or who denied they inherit original sin from Adam. 

On unbaptized infants: Limbo was never formally defined dogma. A 2007 International

Theological Commission document (approved by Benedict XVI) downgraded it from "common

doctrine" to "a possible theological hypothesis" and expressed "grounds for hope" that

unbaptized infants may be saved—while admitting the Church cannot have the same certainty as

with baptized infants. 

The Rebuttal

No infant baptism is recorded in the New Testament. The household baptisms cited

(Acts 16:15, 16:33, 1 Cor 1:16) never specify infants, and Acts 18:8 says "Crispus... believed on

the Lord with all his house"—infants cannot believe.

Acts 2:38: "Repent, and be baptized every one of you." Infants cannot repent.

Mark 10:14: Jesus said, "Suffer the little children to come unto me, and forbid them not: for

of such is the kingdom of God." Children already belong to the kingdom. They don't need

baptism to enter it.

The "grounds for hope" language about unbaptized infants is telling. After two

millennia, the Catholic Church still cannot assure grieving parents that their unbaptized babies

are in heaven. Compare this with the LDS teaching.

The LDS Alternative: Moroni 8

The Book of Mormon contains what may be the most powerful anti-infant-baptism text in any

scripture. Mormon writes to his son Moroni:

"Listen to the words of Christ, your Redeemer, your Lord and your God. Behold, I came into

the world not to call the righteous but sinners to repentance; the whole need no physician,

but they that are sick; wherefore, little children are whole, for they are not

capable of committing sin." —Moroni 8:8 
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"He that supposeth that little children need baptism is in the gall of bitterness and in the bonds

of iniquity; for he hath neither faith, hope, nor charity; wherefore, should he be cut off while in

the thought, he must go down to hell." —Moroni 8:14 

"Little children are alive in Christ, even from the foundation of the world; if not so,

God is a partial God, and also a changeable God, and a respecter to persons; for how many

little children have died without baptism!" —Moroni 8:12 

Additional LDS scriptures:

D&C 29:46-47: Children are not accountable before God until the age of eight.

D&C 137:10: "All children who die before they arrive at the years of accountability are saved

in the celestial kingdom of heaven."

Mosiah 3:16: "Even if it were possible that little children could sin they could not be saved;

but I say unto you they are blessed; for behold, as in Adam, or by nature, they fall, even so the

blood of Christ atoneth for their sins."

Second Article of Faith: "We believe that men will be punished for their own sins, and not

for Adam's transgression."

The contrast is devastating: The Catholic Church, after 2,000 years, can only offer

"grounds for hope" about unbaptized infants. The LDS Church declares with

prophetic certainty: "All children who die before they arrive at the years of

accountability are saved in the celestial kingdom of heaven" (D&C 137:10). 

Assessment: Infant baptism rests on the doctrine of original sin—that babies are born guilty of

Adam's transgression. The Book of Mormon demolishes this concept with prophetic clarity:

"Little children are alive in Christ." The God of the Restoration does not hold infants guilty for

the sins of their ancestors, does not require a ritual to cleanse them of a guilt they never

incurred, and does not leave their eternal fate uncertain. 
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7. Purgatory

The Catholic Claim

What Catholics teach: Catechism 1030: "All who die in God's grace and friendship, but still

imperfectly purified, are indeed assured of their eternal salvation; but after death they undergo

purification, so as to achieve the holiness necessary to enter the joy of heaven." 

CCC 1031: This is "entirely different from the punishment of the damned." 

Biblical basis: 2 Maccabees 12:43-45 (praying and offering sacrifice for the dead), 1

Corinthians 3:15 (saved "as through fire"), Matthew 12:32 (sin not forgiven "in this age or the age

to come"—implying some sins can be forgiven in the age to come), Revelation 21:27 (nothing

unclean enters heaven). 

Indulgences (CCC 1471): A "remission before God of the temporal punishment due to sins

whose guilt has already been forgiven." Indulgences can be applied to the dead. The historical

abuses (selling indulgences) were a corruption condemned at Trent, not part of the doctrine

itself. 

The Rebuttal

Catholic purgatory is a partial truth. It correctly recognizes that death is not the end of spiritual

development and that a binary heaven/hell at the moment of death is inadequate. But it has critical

limitations:

Purgatory is only for the already saved. It offers no hope to those who died without hearing

the gospel.

There is no teaching of the gospel in purgatory. It is punitive purification, not instruction.

The soul's agency is irrelevant—purification is an automatic process, not a choice.

The indulgence system, while doctrinally defensible, was historically catastrophic. Martin

Luther's entire Reformation was triggered by indulgence abuses. If the system can be corrupted

so completely, what does that say about its design?

The LDS Alternative: The Spirit World

The LDS spirit world provides a far more complete and just answer to the post-mortem question:

"He went and preached unto the spirits in prison." —1 Peter 3:19 

"For for this cause was the gospel preached also to them that are dead, that they might be

judged according to men in the flesh, but live according to God in the spirit." —1 Peter 4:6 
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"The dead who repent will be redeemed, through obedience to the ordinances of the house of

God, and after they have paid the penalty of their transgressions, and are washed clean, shall

receive a reward according to their works." —D&C 138:58-59 

A critical insight from D&C 19:

"Eternal punishment is God's punishment. Endless punishment is God's

punishment." (D&C 19:11-12). "Eternal" and "Endless" are titles of God—they

describe the source, not the duration. Elder James E. Talmage: "To hell there is an

exit as well as an entrance... No man will be kept in hell longer than is necessary to

bring him to a fitness for something better." 

Feature Catholic Purgatory LDS Spirit Prison

Who goes? Only the saved needing purification Those who never heard the gospel + the

wicked

Purpose Cleanse venial sins / temporal

punishment

Teach the gospel / suffer for unrepented

sins

Gospel preached? No Yes (D&C 138)

Agency

preserved?

Automatic process Must choose to accept

Living can help? Prayers, Masses, indulgences Temple ordinances (baptism for the dead)

Duration Until purified (before Last Judgment) Until resurrection (up to 1,000+ years)

Outcome Guaranteed heaven Depends on choice—any kingdom possible

Assessment: Both traditions agree that a loving God does not immediately and permanently

condemn imperfect people. But the LDS spirit world is vastly more just: it provides for the

billions who died without hearing the gospel, it preserves agency, and it offers a mechanism

(baptism for the dead) by which the living can serve the dead. Catholic purgatory helps only

those already saved. The LDS spirit world helps everyone. 



8. Venial vs. Mortal Sin & the Unforgivable Sin

The Catholic Claim

What Catholics teach: Catechism 1854-1864 distinguishes two categories of sin: 

Venial sin: Wounds the soul's relationship with God, weakens charity, but does not

destroy sanctifying grace (CCC 1862-1863).

Mortal sin: Destroys sanctifying grace and, if unrepented, results in eternal damnation.

Three conditions required (CCC 1857): grave matter, full knowledge, and deliberate

consent.

CCC 1861: Unrepented mortal sin causes "exclusion from Christ's kingdom and the eternal death

of hell." 

The unforgivable sin (CCC 1864): "Blasphemy against the Holy Spirit" is interpreted as final

impenitence—the deliberate, persistent refusal to repent and accept God's mercy, maintained

until death. 

The Rebuttal

The mortal sin framework creates a terrifying spiritual economy:

Missing Mass on Sunday without grave reason is a mortal sin. A Catholic who sleeps in on

Sunday and dies before confession faces eternal hell—according to their own theology.

Artificial contraception is a mortal sin (Humanae Vitae). The vast majority of Catholic

married couples use contraception. By their own theology, they are in a state of mortal sin.

Die with unconfessed mortal sin = eternal hell, no exceptions. The system makes

God into a cosmic accountant tracking technicalities. Miss one confession, die unexpectedly,

suffer forever.

This framework breeds scrupulosity—clinical-level spiritual anxiety. Catholic moral theology

has created a God who loves you infinitely but will damn you eternally over whether you

attended Mass on a Holy Day of Obligation.

The LDS Alternative: D&C 76 reveals three degrees of glory—the celestial, terrestrial, and

telestial kingdoms. Almost universal salvation. Even the telestial kingdom (the lowest) is

described as surpassing mortal understanding in its glory. Only sons of perdition—those who

have received a perfect knowledge of Christ through the Holy Ghost and then deliberately deny

Him—are permanently excluded. This is extraordinarily rare. 

The LDS framework takes sin seriously (Alma 39 calls sexual sin "most abominable above all sins

save it be the shedding of innocent blood or denying the Holy Ghost") but does not damn people

eternally over technical violations. God's justice is remedial, not purely retributive. 
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Assessment: The Catholic mortal/venial sin system creates a God who is simultaneously

infinitely merciful and infinitely punitive over technicalities. The LDS system of degrees of glory

preserves both justice and mercy: serious sin has serious consequences, but almost no one is

permanently lost. Which system better reflects a God who "so loved the world"? 

9. Creation from Nothing (Creatio Ex Nihilo)

The Catholic Claim

What Catholics teach: God created the universe from absolute nothingness—no pre-existing

matter, no pre-existing materials, no eternal substances. 

Biblical support cited: Genesis 1:1, Hebrews 11:3 ("things which are seen were not made of

things which do appear"), 2 Maccabees 7:28 ("God made them out of nothing"). 

The Rebuttal

The Hebrew word bara in Genesis 1:1 means "to organize, shape, or fashion"—not "to create

from nothing." The same word is used for God "creating" (bara) man from dust (Genesis 2:7)—

clearly not from nothing.

Genesis 1:2: "The earth was without form, and void; and darkness was upon the face of the

deep." Matter existed before God began organizing it. The text explicitly describes pre-existing

material.

FAIR LDS research shows that creatio ex nihilo "appeared suddenly in the latter half of the

second century" as a theological innovation. It was not taught by the earliest Christians.

Justin Martyr (110-165 AD), one of the earliest Christian apologists, taught that God

created "all things out of unformed matter"—the same position Latter-day Saints hold.

Why This Matters Theologically

If God created your soul from nothing, knowing you would sin, knowing you would

be damned, then God created you FOR damnation.

This is the deepest theological problem with creatio ex nihilo. If God freely chose

to bring a soul into existence from nothing—with perfect foreknowledge that this

soul would suffer eternally—then God is the author of that soul's damnation. He

could have simply not created it. 
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The LDS Alternative: Abraham 3-4 teaches that God organized pre-existing matter and

intelligence. D&C 93:29: "Intelligence, or the light of truth, was not created or made, neither

indeed can be." Intelligences are co-eternal with God. God did not create us from nothing—He

organized us, gave us the opportunity for embodiment and progression, and offered a plan. We 

chose to come (Abraham 3:22-26). This means our existence is not arbitrary and our damnation

(if it occurs) is not God's manufacturing defect. 

Assessment: Creatio ex nihilo is both historically late and theologically catastrophic. It makes

God the author of damnation for every soul He freely chose to create. The LDS doctrine of

eternal intelligence and organized creation preserves God's love and justice: He did not create us

to condemn us. He offered a plan, and we chose to accept it. 

10. The Overarching Case: A More Loving God

Step back from the individual doctrines and look at the systems as wholes:

The Catholic Framework

God creates souls from nothing → infects them with original sin at conception → puts infants at risk

if not baptized → tracks sins in mortal/venial categories → requires confession to a priest for

absolution → sends anyone who dies in unconfessed mortal sin to eternal hell → offers no post-

mortem opportunity to the unevangelized → purifies only the already saved in purgatory.

The LDS Framework

Eternal intelligences choose to accept God's plan → come to earth for experience and growth →

children are innocent and alive in Christ → accountability begins at age 8 → repentance is always

available through the Atonement → those who die without hearing the gospel are taught in the spirit

world → baptism for the dead provides ordinances for all who accept → three degrees of glory ensure

almost universal salvation → God's punishment is remedial, not infinite.



John A. Widtsoe wrote: "In the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints, there is

no hell. ALL will find a measure of salvation." 

2 Nephi 26:33: "He denieth none that come unto him, black and white, bond and

free, male and female." 

Which God would you want to worship? The one who creates souls from nothing to

potentially damn them forever? Or the one who organized eternal beings, offered

them a plan, and provided a way for virtually everyone to be saved? 

Assessment: The God of the Restoration is more loving, more just, and more merciful than the

God of Catholic theology. He did not create people from nothing just to have them go to hell. He

does not damn unbaptized babies. He does not consign people to eternal torment over missing a

Sunday Mass. He provides every soul—living or dead—with a genuine opportunity to hear,

accept, and receive the ordinances of salvation. This is the God described in scripture. This is the

God revealed through the Restoration. 

11. "If You Don't Believe X, You Go to Hell" — Catholic
Edition

Many Catholics are unaware of what their own theology demands. According to official Catholic

teaching, the following beliefs and practices are required under pain of serious sin or anathema:

Requirement Source Consequence of Rejection

Believe in transubstantiation Council of Trent, Session

XIII

Anathema (formal

excommunication)

Attend Mass every Sunday and Holy

Day

CCC 2181; Code of Canon

Law 1247

Mortal sin → eternal hell if

unconfessed

Confess mortal sins to a priest at

least annually

CCC 1457; Fourth Lateran

Council

No absolution → hell if you die

unconfessed

Believe papal infallibility Vatican I, Pastor Aeternus Anathema

Believe the Immaculate Conception Ineffabilis Deus (1854) Required belief—denial is heresy

Believe the Assumption of Mary Munificentissimus Deus

(1950)

Required belief—denial is heresy

Accept all seven sacraments Council of Trent, Session VII Anathema



Reject artificial contraception Humanae Vitae (1968) Mortal sin

Receive Communion at Easter CCC 2042; Fourth Lateran

Council

Mortal sin to neglect

The uncomfortable question: How many Catholics actually believe and practice all of this?

Surveys consistently show that majorities of Catholics in developed countries reject papal infallibility,

use contraception, skip Mass, and do not go to confession. By their own theology, they are in

mortal sin.

Assessment: The Catholic system demands assent to an enormous body of doctrine—much of

it developed centuries after Christ—under threat of eternal damnation. The LDS system asks for

faith in Christ, repentance, baptism by proper authority, and receiving the Holy Ghost (Articles

of Faith 1:4). The Restoration simplifies and clarifies what God actually requires. 

12. Killer Questions for Catholics

These questions are designed to surface the internal tensions within Catholic theology. They are not

gotcha tricks—they point to genuine problems that thoughtful Catholics wrestle with:

If apostolic succession is the test of true authority, why don't the Eastern

Orthodox accept the pope? They have the same succession. If the test proves Rome, it

equally proves Constantinople.

If God has only spoken infallibly through the pope twice in 2,000 years, how is

that different from God not speaking at all? And both times were about Mary, not about

Christ's teachings.

If a pope who purchased the office through bribery (Alexander VI) validly

transmitted priesthood authority, what is that authority actually worth? If the

office transmits authority regardless of the man, then "authority" is just a label, not a divine

reality.

Why did the Donation of Constantine—a proven forgery—serve as the basis for

papal temporal authority for centuries? If the Holy Spirit guides the Church, why did He

allow a forgery to shape its governance?

Can you guarantee that your unbaptized baby is in heaven? The LDS Church can.

D&C 137:10 states it with prophetic certainty.

If Ignatius of Antioch said "I do not, as Peter and Paul, issue commandments unto

you," how is episcopal succession equal to apostolic succession? The earliest bishops

themselves did not claim apostolic-level authority.
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Why did the early church practice baptism for the dead (1 Corinthians 15:29) if

there's no post-mortem opportunity? Paul cited this practice without condemning it—

and the LDS Church restored it.

If missing Mass on Sunday is a mortal sin worthy of eternal damnation, is that

really the God you believe in? A God who loves you infinitely but damns you eternally for

sleeping in?

If creatio ex nihilo is true, and God knew before creating each soul whether it

would be saved or damned, why did He create the damned? The LDS doctrine of

eternal intelligence resolves this. The Catholic doctrine cannot.

If Cyprian of Carthage gathered 87 bishops to defy the pope in 256 AD, when

exactly did papal supremacy become binding? Was Cyprian in mortal sin?

Conclusion

Catholicism is a serious tradition with genuine devotion, intellectual depth, and historic continuity. It

deserves honest engagement, not caricature. This document has attempted to present each Catholic

position in its strongest form before arguing against it.

But honest engagement also means honest conclusion: the Catholic system, for all its grandeur,

presents a God who is less loving, less just, and less merciful than the God revealed through the

Restoration of the gospel. The Catholic God creates souls from nothing to potentially damn them,

holds infants guilty for Adam's sin, tracks technicalities under pain of eternal hell, offers no post-

mortem opportunity to the unevangelized, and has effectively stopped speaking to His children.

The God of the Restoration is different:

He organized eternal intelligences and offered them a plan.

He declared little children innocent and alive in Christ.

He provides every soul—living or dead—with the opportunity to hear and accept the gospel.

He continues to speak through living prophets.

He offers virtually universal salvation through degrees of glory.

His punishment is remedial, not vindictive.

"For behold, this is my work and my glory—to bring to pass the immortality and

eternal life of man." —Moses 1:39 

This is the God of the Restoration. His work is not to condemn. It is to save. 
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