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NO CATHOLIC SACRAMENTS IN BIBLE
Orthodox Christians claim that Jesus told his Church to baptise in the name of the Father and of the Son and of the Holy
Spirit and to say over bread and wine, “This is my body. This is my blood.” The Salvation Army and the Quakers do not
practice these rites of water baptism and the Eucharist. They do not believe in these sacraments.
Catholics have seven sacraments altogether including those.
Who is right?
The sacrament of baptism is the most important to Catholics in the sense that you can’t get communion or the power to
celebrate mass unless you are baptised. Incredibly the Church teaches that God gives you a healthy helping of the graces
pertaining to baptism but you don’t get the full potential until confirmation. That is the same as God giving you 75%
goodness at baptism and the other 25% isn’t given until confirmation. Its pure evil. It is impossible to imagine a Jesus who
was so hostile to religious authority creating such controlling sacraments.
The New Testament speaks of two kinds of baptism. Water baptism and the baptism of the Holy Spirit, baptised with him
long before Christian baptism was thought of (Luke 1:41). Jesus did practice water baptism according to John but that does
not mean he wanted his Church to do the same. While the New Testament commands baptism it does not command water
baptism. It is unlikely that it means water baptism for it is simpler to assume that it means Baptism in the Holy Spirit.
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The New Testament says that Christians practiced water baptism but it does not say that all are to do the same. It may have
been something non-essential like the anointing of heads with ashes in Catholic Churches on Ash Wednesday, the first day
of Lent. It is optional. It is heresy to make it a law to receive water baptism. It is adding to what God has said.
Paul said that when you are baptised you undergo the death of Jesus when you go under the water. You undergo the
resurrection of Jesus when you come out. But he did not say this was the only way to experience this. And baptism is not
the death and resurrection of Jesus. He says it is. The New Testament sometimes refers to things as if they were literally
what they picture. This consideration will be very important in a moment.

The Catholic Church imagines that the bread and wine of communion have been turned literally into the body and blood of
Jesus. This is idolatry for it denies that people can have full access to God at any moment in time or wherever they are. It
implies a very holy person can need Jesus' body and be deprived of it for there is no Catholic Church around while
somebody who is barely a believer enjoys access. Jesus told his apostles to eat bread and drink wine in his memory. He
didn’t say that they had to say that they were his body and blood like most Christians surmise. They had just to remember
him when they ate or drank. We are not even told that the drink had to be wine. There is no hint in the Bible that
communion is a sacrament even if the rite is to be practiced. The ceremony of the Lord’s Supper is just a human rite.
The Catholic sacraments of matrimony, ordination, extreme unction, reconciliation and confirmation, like water baptism
and the Eucharist are not in the Bible.

Paul told Timothy that he got a gift from God when hands were laid on him. But Paul could have noticed a change in
Timothy so the episode does not prove that grace comes by laying on of hands in ordination nor does Paul says this was an
ordination. There is nothing in the Bible about ordaining Christian priests. Hebrews says that no man takes the honour of
priesthood but is called to this honour by God as Aaron was. Aaron was called to it not by a feeling or a sense of calling but
by God speaking to him directly through Moses. This is a New Testament letter and clearly shows there are no priests in the
Christian Church except in the sense that all Christians are priests who offer sacrifices of good works to God.
Marriage is called a mystery in Ephesians and not a sacrament no matter how some Catholic translations put it. Marriage
could not be a sacrament when it was started before Jesus and there is no outward symbol of the grace of marriage. The
ring is only a custom that goes back to the Romans. When Jesus said that marriage was unbreakable before even the
Catholic Church says it became a sacrament meaning that marriage would be hard without the grace it shows that Jesus
would have seen no need to make it a sacrament when he could expect couples to stay together without a sacrament.
James says that prayer not the anointing saves the sick man so there is no sacrament of the anointing of the sick in James. It
would be unprovable otherwise because it says that God forgives the sick if the sick responds with an open heart to God
which could mean God forgives because of the prayer of the person anointing or because it is a sacrament. But the latter

interpretation is unnecessary. The sacrament cannot work unless you are in danger of death through old age or some
disorder. It is not said either that the man needs to be in danger of death. The anointing is about healing and not preparing
for death. It is therefore not the sacrament of the Roman Catholic cult.
The Bible distinguishes between having the Holy Spirit in you as a presence that helps you do good and having the Holy
Spirit as a presence that manifests in you being given miraculous powers. The apostles gave the Holy Spirit to Christians in
Samaria through the laying on of hands. See Acts 8. This need not be the sacrament of confirmation. The text does not say
this was the normal way to give the Spirit. Acts stresses that God gives the Spirit when he should and can choose different
ways to do it. The result of the laying on of hands was signs and wonders. Acts then indicates that the giving of the Spirit
by laying hands meant giving the Spirit as in receiving obviously supernatural gifts from God such as the power to heal or
speak in tongues. Thus the apostles were not putting the Spirit into the believers as if he were not already there. Acts 8 tells
the story of the former miracle doer, Simon who it says now "believed and got baptised". Simon is accused of having a
superficial faith but there is no hint of that. When we are told he believed we must take the text as meaning what it says. He
saw the powers gained by those who received the laying on of hands. He asked the apostles to give him this power and was
going to pay for it. There is no reason to think that he wanted this power in order to make money from it. He could have
just liked the feeling of being special that comes from having strange powers. He got a severe telling off and Peter told him
to rot. Peter's attack focuses entirely on Simon's belief that he could buy the gift of God with money. The Catholic Church
does sell the alleged gifts of God. If it is so bad to offer money for the gift of God then imagine how bad it is for the
Catholic Church to put the gift up for sale!
It is thought that Acts tells this story to make a distinction between the powers of magic and the powers given by the Spirit.
It is certainly easy to confuse the two but are they really confused? The Church says the difference is that magic is about
the magician using his powers for self-promotion or for money. But with Simon, he only mentions wanting the power.
There is no hint of his love of self-promotion or of money in the text. Indeed if the Spirit really made people holy miracle
workers, it would make no sense at all for Simon to want to pass on his powers if he had a bad motive. They would only
lead to Simon's own defeat. Simon only wanted the supernatural powers. The story actually indicates that it is wrong to
assume you can enable a person to pass on God's powers and graces. It is up to God. It refutes the Catholic notion of
bishops having the power to pass on the grace of God to others like they were channels. Simon was also condemned for
offering money for the gift of God. Though he meant well, he was savagely condemned. The passage then says the Catholic
practice of priests getting a wage from the Church and getting paid for Masses is an abomination.
Paul in Acts 17:24, 25 said that God does not live in Temples made by human hands and is not served by human hands. He
saw temples as blinding people to the fact that God's is accessible everywhere and his presence in one place is no more
sacred than his presence in another. God being served by human hands implies that he needs men to dispense his graces. In
fact, human input is unnecessary though God can work through it. This implies that all men priests or not have equal
powers. The notion of priests having unique powers is blasphemy and heresy. It is intended to make people attached to rites
and men and temples - the Catholic Church has tabernacles or temples - instead of finding joy in God wherever they go and
whatever they do.
The Bible says you get the Spirit when you are saved so this giving the Spirit through the laying on of hands is not literal
for you have him already. It is prayer not the rite that causes grace. These people would have already had the Holy Spirit so
it seems that the Holy Spirit would not give supernatural powers to anybody unless the apostles accepted him so that there
would be no conflict. The Holy Spirit doing things in a person was always described as a descent of the Holy Spirit even
though he was already there for he is called upon to do new things in the person’s life.
Some heretics considered the washing of feet by Jesus on the night he was betrayed to be a sacrament (John 13). The reason
was that Jesus said that if he did not wash a person that person had nothing to do with him when Peter told Jesus not to
wash his feet. Peter thought that Jesus was too special to be doing that for it was the job of a slave. Jesus was simply saying
that it was a sin for Peter to criticise him as if he were not the Son of God who always did right. Peter had slandered Jesus.
Jesus did not mean that Peter would have no grace simply because he wouldn’t have this ritual.
Jesus said that to be spiritually clean a person has no need to have the body washed for only the feet would do. He
commanded the apostles to wash one another’s feet – that does not tell us that we should do the same. Jesus was certainly
opposing the practice of immersing people in water or pouring water on the head in baptism. The only baptism he liked was
foot washing. But it need not have been a religious rite as obligatory as Christians think baptism is. Just like he would have
said, “Share your food with one another”, so he would have said, “Clean one another’s feet”. People walked a lot in those
days so foot-washing was an important job.
However, though foot-washing is not a sacrament, the language used when Jesus describes it gives more justification for
making a sacrament of it than the texts about baptism and confirmation justify making sacraments of them.
Sacraments are not mentioned in the Bible. The sensible realise that if the sacraments were the main means of our salvation

they would have been mentioned for the sake of those who suspected the Church of being wrong. It is a mystery how the
sacraments could be thought to be so central to the Church and then be so neglected in a book that likes to give useless
genealogies and repeat itself! It is hardly very Catholic or welcoming when people cannot be blamed for doubting or
denying the sacraments.
Hebrews 4:16 is worthy of being quoted in full for it attacks sacramentalism head on by denying that God limits any graces
to sacraments. “Let us then fearlessly and confidently and boldly draw near to the throne of grace … and find grace to help
in good time for every need”. God is love and if he won’t heal the soul who requests it he is unlove – Satan. If Christ Jesus
has paid for us with his precious blood God has no right to delay when we ask for spiritual favours for ourselves. Rome’s
mean God has no appreciation of justice. We may not deserve his blessings but in another sense we are entitled to them for
Jesus earned them for us.
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