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“Let your bondmen and your bondwomen be of the nations 

that are round about you. And of the strangers that sojourn 

among you, or that were born of them in your land, let them 

be to you for a possession.” 

(Leviticus 25:44-45) 

“Slaves, be subject to your masters with all fear, not only to 

the good and gentle but also to the froward.” 

 (1 Peter 2:18) 

 

 

 

Original version: 2/2022; Current version: 2/2022 

Mary’s Little Remnant 
302 East Joffre St. 

Truth or Consequences, New Mexico 87901-2878, USA 

Website: www.JohnTheBaptist.us 

 

  

http://www.johnthebaptist.us/


4 

 

  



5 

 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

INTRODUCTION ............................................................................................................................................ 7 
OLD TESTAMENT .......................................................................................................................................... 8 
NEW TESTAMENT ......................................................................................................................................... 9 
COUNCILS, CANONS, AND OTHER LAWS ........................................................................................................... 10 

Apostolic Constitutions, 1st to 4th centuries: ......................................................................................... 10 
Ancient Epitome of Canons ..................................................................................................................... 10 
Council of Gangra, 340 ........................................................................................................................... 11 
Council of Chalcedon, 451 and thus Pope St. Leo the Great ................................................................... 11 
Council of Epaon, 517 ............................................................................................................................. 11 
Ninth Council of Toledo, 655 ................................................................................................................... 11 
Council of Chalons, 813: .......................................................................................................................... 11 
Council of Melfi, 1089 ............................................................................................................................. 11 

CHURCH FATHERS AND OTHER CATHOLICS ........................................................................................................ 12 
St. Irenaeus, 2nd century ........................................................................................................................ 12 
St. Augustine, 4th and 5th centuries ....................................................................................................... 14 
Raherius of Verona, 10th century ........................................................................................................... 17 

POPES ...................................................................................................................................................... 18 
Pope St. Leo the  Great ........................................................................................................................... 18 
Pope St. Gregory I ................................................................................................................................... 18 
Pope Martin I .......................................................................................................................................... 19 

NOMINAL CATHOLIC SOURCES ....................................................................................................................... 20 
Apostate Basil of Cesarea ....................................................................................................................... 20 
Heretic John Chrysostom......................................................................................................................... 20 
Invalid Third Lateran Council, 1179 ........................................................................................................ 22 
Apostate Thomas Aquinas ...................................................................................................................... 23 
Apostate Antipope Nicholas V ................................................................................................................ 23 
Apostate Antipope Gregory IX ................................................................................................................ 24 
Nominal Holy Office Decree, 1866, under apostate Antipope Pius IX ..................................................... 24 

ARTICLE ON SLAVERY BY FREDERIK PIJPER ........................................................................................................ 25 
SLAVERY IN THE UNITED STATES ..................................................................................................................... 47 
APOSTATE ANTIPOPES DENIAL OF DOGMAS REGARDING SLAVERY ......................................................................... 48 

When the heresy began .......................................................................................................................... 48 
Tricks and ploys ....................................................................................................................................... 51 

Ploy 1: Use examples of unjustified slavery and conclude that all slavery is unjustified ....................................... 52 
Ploy 2: Use examples of unjust punishment of slaves and conclude all punishments of slaves is unjust ............. 52 
Ploy 3: Use examples of the freedom of certain slaves to mean that all slaves must be freed ............................. 53 
Ploy 4: They believe, at least by implication, that there is no sin during the New Covenant era .......................... 54 
Ploy 5: Some teach heresy that the dogmas regarding slavery evolved ............................................................... 54 
Ploy 6: They contradict themselves by teaching the dogma in one place then denying it in another .................. 56 

The heretics are not fit to judge which kinds of slavery are just or unjust .............................................. 57 
Apostate Antipope Paul III, Sublimus Dei, 1549 ...................................................................................... 58 
Apostate Antipope Leo III, In Plurimus, 1888 .......................................................................................... 60 

His willful ambiguity and wilful contradictions ...................................................................................................... 60 
His heresy that slavery, at least during the New Covenant era, is intrinsically sinful ............................................ 60 
His heresies that Christ’s redemption benefited all men and that this earth is or should be a paradise .............. 63 
He takes a teaching from Pope St. Gregory I out of context ................................................................................. 67 

 

 

  



6 

 

  



7 

 

Introduction 

What follows is the section of slavery contained in the Profession of Faith for the Days of the 

Great Apostasy, composed by myself: 

1. Slavery (which includes making slaves of several generations of men, women, and children) 

is not intrinsically evil and hence there are just reasons for slavery. God uses either his 

faithful chosen people or even unbelievers to justly enslave people. For example, 

God ordained that his faithful chosen people should have slaves: “Let your 

bondmen and your bondwomen [slaves] be of the nations that are round about you. 

And of the strangers that sojourn among you or that were born of them in your land, 

these you shall have for slaves.” (Lev. 25:44-45) 

But God has also ordained many times that his obstinately sinful chosen people be 

made slaves by unbelievers for many generations, such when they were enslaved by 

the Egyptians, Syrians, Babylonians, and Persians. 

St. Peter says, “Slaves, be subject to your masters with all fear.” (1 Pt. 2:2:18) St. 

Paul likewise says, “Slaves, obey in all things your masters.” (Col. 3:22) 

And St, Paul even condones Catholics owning Catholic slaves: Whosoever are 

slaves under the yoke, let them count their masters worthy of all honour lest the 

name of the Lord and his doctrine be blasphemed. But they that have believing 

masters, let them not despise them because they are brethren; but serve them the 

rather because they are faithful and beloved who are partakers of the benefit. These 

things teach and exhort.” (1 Tim. 6:1-2) 

2. One of God’s punishments is that he ordains that children be separated from one or more of 

their parents against the will of their parents when either one or both of the parents are taken 

into slavery but not the children or when the whole family is taken into slavery and the 

children are separated from one or both of their children. For example, 

One of the curses God promised would come upon the Israelites if they did not obey 

his commandments is as follows: “But if thou wilt not hear the voice of the Lord thy 

God, to keep and to do all his commandments and ceremonies, which I command 

thee this day, all these curses shall come upon thee, and overtake thee… May thy 

sons and thy daughters be given to another people, thy eyes looking on and 

languishing at the sight of them all the day, and may there be no strength in thy 

hand.” (Deut. 28:15, 32) 

And the Word of God also says, “Thou hast forgotten the law of thy God, I also will 

forget thy children.” (Osee 4:6) “Let his children be carried about vagabonds, and 

beg; and let them be cast out of their dwellings.” (Ps. 108:10) 

Many Israelite children were forcefully separated from their parents during the 

Babylonian exile, which God ordained. For example, Daniel and the three other 

Hebrew children were made slaves and separated from their parents against the will 

of their parents: “And the king spoke to Asphenez the master of the eunuchs, that he 

should bring in some of the children of Israel, and of the king’s seed and of the 

princes, children in whom there was no blemish… And the king appointed them a 

daily provision, of his own meat, and of the wine of which he drank himself, that 

being nourished three years, afterwards they might stand before the king. Now there 

was among them of the children of Juda, Daniel, Ananias, Misael, and Azarias. And 

the master of the eunuchs gave them names: to Daniel, Baltassar: to Ananias, 

Sidrach: to Misael, Misach: and to Azarias, Abdenago.” (Dan. 1:3-7) 

Esther was forcefully separated from her foster father, Mardochai, and brought into 

the harem of the pagan king of Persia. (See Esther, Chapter 2) 
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One punishment from God is to forcefully separate women from their husbands and 

children: “Therefore will I give their women to strangers.” (Jer. 8:10) 

And death is a worse punishment than slavery in which God ordains that even evil 

children be put to death. Regarding the Babylonians, the Prophet Isaias says, “Their 

infants shall be dashed in pieces before their eyes…” (Isa. 13:16) And King David 

says, “Blessed be he that shall take and dash thy little ones against the rock.” (Ps. 

136:9) 

3. Slavery that is ordained by God to punish and humble the wicked or to try the righteous is 

good slavery, but slavery that is not ordained by God is evil and thus sinful slavery.  

4. Slaves must be treated justly, and thus the unjust treatment of slaves is sinful. Hence slaves 

must be punished not more or less severely than they deserve. And slaves must never be 

immorally abused. 

For example, if a slave is not killed for a crime worthy of death, then this is unjust 

treatment of the slave because he deserves death. However, if a slave is put to death 

for a crime not worthy of death, then this is murder and unjust treatment of the 

slave: “Torture and fetters are for a malicious slave… And if he be not obedient, 

bring him down with fetters, but be not excessive towards any one; and do no 

grievous thing without judgment. If thou have a faithful slave, let him be to thee as 

thy own soul; treat him as a brother because in the blood of thy soul thou hast 

gotten him.” (Eclcus. 33:28-31) “Hurt not the slave that worketh faithfully nor the 

hired man that giveth thee his life. Let a wise slave be dear to thee as thy own soul, 

defraud him not of liberty nor leave him needy.” (Eccus. 7:22-23) 

What follows are examples of unjust treatment (cruelty) in a justified war and unjust 

slavery: “And the children of Israel carried away of their brethren two hundred 

thousand women, boys, and girls, and an immense booty; and they brought it to 

Samaria. At that time there was a prophet of the Lord there whose name was Oded, 

and he went out to meet the army that came to Samaria and said to them: Behold 

the Lord the God of your fathers being angry with Juda, hath delivered them into 

your hands and you have butchered them cruelly so that your cruelty hath reached 

up to heaven. Moreover you have a mind to keep under the children of Juda and 

Jerusalem for your bondmen and bondwomen, which ought not to be done, for you 

have sinned in this against the Lord your God. But hear ye my counsel and release 

the captives that you have brought of your brethren because a great indignation of 

the Lord hangeth over you.” (2 Par. 28:8-11) 

Beware, then, of the heretics who believe that physical slavery is intrinsically sinful either for 

both the Old and New Testament eras or intrinsically sinful only during the New Testament era. 

And beware of the heretics who believe that no slaves should ever be punished or at least severely 

punished. And beware of the heretics who believe that it is intrinsically sinful to forcefully 

removed children from their parents. 

The only allowable opinions regarding slavery are what kinds of slavery or treatments of 

slaves under particular circumstances are just or unjust. And in many cases, men may not know 

for certain when slavery or the treatment of slaves is just or unjust until the General Judgment.
1
 

Old Testament 

“And he [God] said, Cursed be the servant Chanaan, a slave shall he be to his 

brethren. And he said: Blessed be the Lord God of Sem, be Chanaan his bond-

                                                      
1 See in this book “The heretics are not fit to judge which kinds of slavery are just or unjust,” p. 54. 
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servant. May God enlarge Japheth, and may he dwell in the tents of Sem, and 

Chanaan be his slave.” (Gen. 9:25-27) 

“If thou buy a Hebrew servant, six years shall he serve thee; in the seventh he shall 

go out free for nothing. With what raiment he came in, with the like let him go out; 

if having a wife, his wife also shall go out with him. But if his master gave him a 

wife, and she hath borne sons and daughters, the woman and her children shall be 

her master’s; but he himself shall go out with his raiment. And if the servant shall 

say: I love my master and my wife and children, I will not go out free. His master 

shall bring him before the judgment seat of God, and he shall be set to the door and 

the posts, and he shall bore his ear through with an awl: and he shall be his servant 

forever.” (Ex. 21:2-6) 

“He that striketh his bondman or bondwoman with a rod, and they die under his 

hands, shall be guilty of the crime. But if the party remain alive a day or two, he 

shall not be subject to the punishment, because it is his money.” (Ex. 21:20-21) 

“Let your bondmen, and your bondwomen, be of the nations that are round about 

you. And of the strangers that sojourn among you, or that were born of them in your 

land, let them be to you for a possession.” (Lev. 25:44-45) 

But God has also ordained many times that his obstinately sinful chosen people be made 

slaves by unbelievers for many generations, such when they were enslaved by the Egyptians, 

Syrians, Babylonians, and Persians. 

New Testament 

Jesus says, 

“Who, thinkest thou, is a faithful and wise servant, whom his lord hath appointed 

over his family, to give them meat in season. Blessed is that servant, whom when 

his lord shall come he shall find so doing.” (Mt. 24:45-46) 

“But which of you having a servant ploughing or feeding cattle, will say to him, 

when he is come from the field: Immediately go, sit down to meat. And will not 

rather say to him: Make ready my supper and gird thyself and serve me whilst I eat 

and drink and afterwards thou shalt eat and drink? Doth he thank that servant for 

doing the things which he commanded him? I think not.” (Lk. 17:7-10) 

St. Peter says,  

“Slaves, be subject to your masters with all fear, not only to the good and gentle but 

also to the froward. For this is thankworthy, if for conscience towards God, a man 

endure sorrows, suffering wrongfully. For what glory is it, if committing sin, and 

being buffeted for it, you endure? But if doing well you suffer patiently; this is 

thankworthy before God.” (1 Pt. 2:18-20) 

St. Paul likewise says, 

“Slaves, obey in all things your masters.” (Col. 3:22) 

“Slaves, be obedient to them that are your lords according to the flesh, with fear and 

trembling, in the simplicity of your heart, as to Christ:” (Eph. 6:5) 

“Exhort slaves to be obedient to their masters, in all things pleasing, not gainsaying: 

Not defrauding, but in all things shewing good fidelity, that they may adorn the 

doctrine of God our Saviour in all things:” (Titus 2:9-10) 
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“For by one Spirit are we all baptized into one body whether we be Jews or 

Gentiles, whether we are bond or free; and have been all made to drink into one 

Spirit.” (1 Cr. 12:13) 

And St, Paul even condones Catholics owning Catholic slaves: 

“Whosoever are slaves under the yoke, let them count their masters worthy of all 

honour lest the name of the Lord and his doctrine be blasphemed. But they that have 

believing masters, let them not despise them because they are brethren; but serve 

them the rather because they are faithful and beloved who are partakers of the 

benefit. These things teach and exhort. If any man teach otherwise, and consent not 

to the sound words of our Lord Jesus Christ, and to that doctrine which is according 

to godliness, he is proud, knowing nothing, but sick about questions and strifes of 

words; from which arise envies, contentions, blasphemies, evil suspicions, conflicts 

of men corrupted in mind, and who are destitute of the truth.” (1 Tim. 6:1-5) 

Councils, Canons, and other Laws 

For more information, see in this book, “Article on Slavery by Frederik Pijper,” 25. 

Apostolic Constitutions, 1st to 4th centuries: 

Apostolic Constitutions, 1st to 4th centuries: 

 “[Book 4, Section 2] XII. But as to servants, what can we say more than that the 

slave bring a good will to his master, with the fear of God, although he be impious 

and wicked, but yet not to yield any compliance as to his worship? And let the 

master love his servant, although he be his superior. Let him consider wherein they 

are equal, even as he is a man. And let him that has a believing master love him 

both as his master, and as of the same faith, and as a father, but still with the 

preservation of his authority as his master: ‘not as an eye-servant, but as a lover of 

his master; as knowing that God will recompense to him for his subjection.’ In like 

manner, let a master who has a believing servant love him as a son or as a brother, 

on account of their communion in the faith, but still preserving the difference of a 

servant.  

“[Book 8, Section 4] XXXII. I also, Paul, the least of the apostles, do make the 

following constitutions for you, the bishops, and presbyters, and deacons, 

concerning canons. Those that first come to the mystery of godliness, let them be 

brought to the bishop or to the presbyters by the deacons. Let them be examined as 

to the causes wherefore they come to the word of the Lord; and let those that bring 

them exactly inquire about their character, and give them their testimony. Let their 

manners and their life be inquired into, and whether they be slaves or freemen. And 

if any one be a slave, let him be asked who is his master. If he be slave to one of the 

faithful, let his master be asked if he can give him a good character. If he cannot, let 

him be rejected, until he show himself to be worthy to his master… XXXIV. …Let 

Christians, whether men or women, who have connections [sexual relations] with 

slaves, either leave them off, or let them be rejected.”  

Ancient Epitome of Canons  

Ancient Epitome of Canons, Canon 3: “Anathema to him who persuades a slave to 

leave his master under pretence of religion.”  
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These texts are likewise cited by Balsamon and Zonaras. This Canon is found in the Corpus 

Juris Canonici, Gratian's Decretum, Pars. II., Causa XVII., Q. IV., c. xxxvii; in the version of 

Isidore, and again in c. xxxviij. from the collections of Martin Bracarensis (so says Van Espen) 

and assigned to a Council of Pope Martin, Canon xlvii. 

Council of Gangra, 340 

Council of Gangra, 325: “Canon 3. IF any one shall teach a slave, under pretext of 

piety, to despise his master and to run away from his service and not to serve his 

own master with good-will and all honour, let him be anathema.” 

Council of Chalcedon, 451 and thus Pope St. Leo the Great 

Council of Chalcedon, 451, confirmed by Pope St. Leo the Great: “Canon 4. …No 

slave is to be taken into the monasteries to become a monk against the will of his 

own master. We have decreed that anyone who transgresses this decision of ours is 

to be excommunicated, lest God’s name be blasphemed…”  

Council of Epaon, 517 

Council of Epaon, in Burgundy, 517: “34. If anyone has killed his slave without 

permission of the judge, he must be excommunicated for two years.” 

Ninth Council of Toledo, 655 

In an attempt to persuade priests to remain celibate, the Ninth Council of Toledo ruled that all 

children of clerics were to be automatically enslaved. This ruling was later incorporated into the 

canon law of the church. 

Council of Chalons, 813:  

Council of Chalons, 813: “The indisputable truth is that persons of different classes, 

such as nobles, freemen, slaves, bondmen, tenants, and the like, belong to the 

Church. Therefore, it is fitting that all, clerics as well as laymen, who are placed 

over others should treat them with consideration and mercy, not only in the 

demanding of statute labor and taxes, but also in the collecting of debts. For they 

must not forget that these are their brethren, that they both have one God and 

Father, to whom they pray: ‘Our Father Who art in Heaven ‘ and a single holy 

mother, the Church.”
2
 

Council of Melfi, 1089 

The Council of Melfi, 1089, under Pope Urban II, imposed slavery on the wives of priests.” 

                                                      
2 Synod of Chalons (813), c.. 5I, in Mansi, XIV. 104. 
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Church Fathers and Other Catholics 

St. Irenaeus, 2nd century 

St. Irenaeus, Against Heresies, inter. 180-199:  “1. All things therefore are of one 

and the same substance, that is, from one and the same God; as also the Lord says to 

the disciples "Therefore every scribe, which is instructed unto the kingdom of 

heaven, is like unto a man that is an householder, which bringeth forth out of his 

treasure things new and old." He did not teach that he who brought forth the old was 

one, and he that brought forth the new, another; but that they were one and the 

same. For the Lord is the good man of the house, who rules the entire house of his 

Father; and who delivers a law suited both for slaves and those who are as yet 

undisciplined; and gives fitting precepts to those that are free, and have been 

justified by faith, as well as throws His own inheritance open to those that are 

sons…
3
  

“3. …Christ should raise up sons of God, both from freemen and from slaves 

after the flesh, bestowing upon all, in the same manner, the gift of the Spirit, who 

vivifies us.
4
”  

Beware of heretics who hold the heresy that physical slavery is intrinsically evil at least during 

the New Covenant era and defend their heresy by taking the following quotes from St. Irenaeus 

out of context. Firstly, the quotes are from the same book in which St. Irenaeus upholds the 

dogma regarding justified slavery during the New Covenant era; and thus if he were teaching that 

physical slavery during the New Covenant era is intrinsically evil, then he would be contradicting 

his teaching in the same book that justified physical slavery during the New Covenant era is good 

and thus not evil. 

The trick the heretics use is to make the reader believe that St. Irenaeus is speaking of physical 

slavery when he is actually speaking of spiritual slavery, the slavery to the Devil men are under 

because of sin.  

Hence St. Irenaeus is speaking of spiritual slavery, the slavery that even the Old Testament 

elect were under until Christ redeemed them and set them free so that they could have their 

forgiven sins remitted and enter heaven. 

St. Irenaeus, Against Heresies, inter. 180-199: Book 4, Chapter 13: 

“(2) For the law [Old Covenant], since it was laid down for those in bondage 

[spiritual], used to instruct the soul by means of those corporeal objects which were 

of an external nature, drawing it, as by a bond, to obey its commandments, that man 

might learn to serve God. But the Word [as preached in the New Covenant] set free 

the soul, and taught that through it the body should be willingly purified. Which 

having been accomplished, it followed as of course, that the bonds of [spiritual] 

slavery  should be removed, to which man had now become accustomed, and that he 

should follow God without fetters [because their sins were remitted and thus not 

longer fettered by the Devil].”  

He then goes on to say that just because Christ has made men free does not mean that men, 

including slaves, must not obey their rulers and masters but instead should obey them all the 

more.  

Ibid: “moreover, that the laws of liberty should be extended, and subjection to the 

king increased, so that no one who is converted should appear unworthy to him who 

set him free [from spiritual bondage], but that the piety and obedience due to the 

                                                      
3 b. 4, c. 9. 
4 b. 4, c. 21. 
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Master of the household should be equally rendered both by servants [slaves] and 

children; while the children possess greater confidence [than the slaves], inasmuch 

as the working of liberty is greater and more glorious than that obedience which is 

rendered in slavery'.” 

Hence he teaches that the obedience that freemen give to their parents or other rulers is greater 

than the obedience slaves give to their masters. He does on to say,  

“(3) …For He did not set us free [from spiritual slavery] for this purpose that we 

should depart from him (no one, indeed, while placed out of reach of the Lord's 

benefits, has power to procure for himself the means of salvation), but that the more 

we receive his grace, the more we should love him...” 

“(4) Inasmuch, then, as all natural precepts are common to us and to them (the 

Jews), they had in them indeed the beginning and origin; but in us they have 

received growth and completion. For to yield assent to God, and to follow his Word, 

and to love Him above all, and one’s neighbour as one's self (now man is neighbour 

to man), and to abstain from every evil deed, and all other things of a like nature 

which are common to both [covenants], do reveal one and the same God. But this is 

our Lord, the Word of God, who in the first instance certainly drew [spiritual] slaves 

to God, but afterwards he set those free who were subject to him, as he does himself 

declare to his disciples:  

‘I will not now call you servants [spiritual slaves], for the servant knoweth not what 

his lord doeth; but I have called you friends, for all things which I have heard from 

My Father I have made known.’ 

For in that which he says, 

‘I will not now call you servants.’ ”  

Hence Jesus is clearly saying that his disciples and other believers were servants (slaves) 

before he set them free. And we know that they were not in physical bondage and thus St. 

Irenaeus is speaking of spiritual bondage, spiritual slavery. The very next sentence also verifies 

this: 

Ibid: “He indicates in the most marked manner that it was himself who did 

originally appoint for men that [spiritual] bondage with respect to God through the 

law [Old Covenant], and then afterwards conferred upon them [spiritual] freedom 

[under the New Covenant]. And in that he says, ‘For the servant knoweth not what 

his lord doeth,’ he points out, by means of His own advent, the ignorance of a 

people in a servile condition [spiritual slavery]. 

And the other quote you sent me from St. Irenaeus teaches that same thing: 

St. Irenaeus, Against Heresies, Book 4, Chapter 36: “2. Whom these men did 

therefore preach to the unbelievers as Lord, him did Christ teach to those who obey 

Him; and the God who had called those of the former dispensation [under the Old 

Covenant], is the same as he who has received those of the latter. In other words, he 

who at first used that law [the Old Covenant] which entails [spiritual] bondage, is 

also he who did in after times [call His people] by means of adoption.”' 

Surely, St. Irenaeus is not teaching that everyone who was under the Old Covenant was in 

physical bondage! So what bondage were they under, as spoken of by St. Irenaeus? Spiritual 

bondage, spiritual slavery to Satan because their sins could not be remitted under the Old 

Covenant. 
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St. Augustine, 4th and 5th centuries 

St. Augustine, City of God, 413: “This is prescribed by the order of nature: it is thus 

that God has created man. For ‘let them,’ He says, ‘have dominion over the fish of 

the sea, and over the fowl of the air, and over every creeping thing which creepeth 

on the earth.’ He did not intend that his rational creature, who was made in his 

image, should have dominion over anything but the irrational creation—not man 

over man, but man over the beasts. And hence the righteous men in primitive times 

were made shepherds of cattle rather than kings of men, God intending thus to teach 

us what the relative position of the creatures is, and what the desert of sin; for it is 

with justice, we believe, that the condition of slavery is the result of sin. And this is 

why we do not find the word ‘slave’ in any part of Scripture until righteous Noah 

branded the sin of his son with this name. It is a name, therefore, introduced by sin 

and not by nature. The origin of the Latin word for slave is supposed to be found in 

the circumstance that those who by the law of war were liable to be killed were 

sometimes preserved by their victors, and were hence called servants. And these 

circumstances could never have arisen save through sin. For even when we wage a 

just war, our adversaries must be sinning; and every victory, even though gained by 

wicked men, is a result of the first judgment of God, who humbles the vanquished 

either for the sake of removing or of punishing their sins. Witness that man of God, 

Daniel, who, when he was in captivity, confessed to God his own sins and the sins 

of his people, and declares with pious grief that these were the cause of the 

captivity. The prime cause, then, of slavery is sin, which brings man under the 

dominion of his fellow; that which does not happen save by the judgment of God, 

with whom is no unrighteousness, and who knows how to award fit punishments to 

every variety of offence. But our Master in heaven says, ‘Every one who doeth sin 

is the servant of sin.’ And thus there are many wicked masters who have religious 

men as their slaves, and who are yet themselves in bondage; ‘for of whom a man is 

overcome, of the same is he brought in bondage.’ And beyond question it is a 

happier thing to be the slave of a man than of a lust; for even this very lust of ruling, 

to mention no others, lays waste men's hearts with the most ruthless dominion. 

Moreover, when men are subjected to one another in a peaceful order, the lowly 

position does as much good to the servant as the proud position does harm to the 

master. But by nature, as God first created us, no one is the slave either of man or of 

sin. This servitude is, however, penal, and is appointed by that law which enjoins 

the preservation of the natural order and forbids its disturbance; for if nothing had 

been done in violation of that law, there would have been nothing to restrain by 

penal servitude. And therefore the apostle admonishes slaves to be subject to their 

masters, and to serve them heartily and with good-will, so that, if they cannot be 

freed by their masters, they may themselves make their slavery in some sort free, by 

serving not in crafty fear, but in faithful love, until all unrighteousness pass away, 

and all principality and every human power be brought to nothing, and God be all in 

all.”
5
  

St. Augustine, Letters, Letter 24, to Eustochius , early 420s: “1. …Therefore, since 

the Apostle commanded that legal disputes in this world, if they take place among 

Christians, be settled not in court but in church, there is a necessity for us to put up 

with wrangling over such issues. There even earthly judgments are sought from us, 

especially concerning the temporal lot of men, because we are able, according to the 

apostolic discipline, to command slaves to be subject to their masters, but not to 

impose the yoke of slavery on free men. With this in mind, I ask your most pure 

charity to be so kind as to instruct me what is to be observed concerning those who 

are born of a free woman and a male slave. For I am already aware that those born 

of a slave girl and a free man are slaves.”  

                                                      
5 b.19, c. 15. 
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While condoning slavery, St. Augustine teaches that he does not condone treating slaves as 

material objects such as animals or gold:  

St. Augustine, Sermon on the Mount, 393-394: “59. …For, if this command is given 

with reference to something necessary, how much more does it behoove us to have 

no care for what is superfluous? However, those things which I have called ‘our 

own’ are to be confined to that category of goods to which the Lord himself 

confines the injunction, when He says: ‘anyone who wishes to go to law with thee 

and to take thy tunic.’ Consequently, let those goods be understood as the things 

which can be the object of a lawsuit against us, for the purpose of having them pass 

from our ownership to the ownership of the one who goes to law with us, or the one 

on whose behalf the lawsuit is entered. Such goods would be clothing, a house, 

landed property, a beast of burden, and all kinds of property in general.  

“But, it is very doubtful whether the injunction is to be understood as applying to 

slaves as well; for it does not befit a Christian to possess a slave in the same way as 

he would possess a horse or money, even though it may happen that a horse and to 

far greater degree, an object of gold or silver is valued at a higher price than a slave. 

Moreover, if a slave is receiving from you, his master, a better moral training or a 

guidance more correct and better adapted to the worship of God than can be given 

him by the man who wishes to take him away, I doubt whether anyone would 

venture to say that this slave like a garment ought to receive no consideration.”  

In the following quote, St. Augustine teaches that believers who own slaves should treat them 

equally to their family members in regards to their spiritual well being, as they all have souls that 

can be saved: 

St. Augustine, City of God, 413: “And therefore, although our righteous fathers had 

slaves and administered their domestic affairs so as to distinguish between the 

condition of slaves and the heirship of sons in regard to the blessings of this life, yet 

in regard to the worship of God, in whom we hope for eternal blessings, they took 

an equally loving oversight of all the members of their household. And this is so 

much in accordance with the natural order, that the head of the household was 

called paterfamilias; and this name has been so generally accepted, that even those 

whose rule is unrighteous are glad to apply it to themselves. But those who are true 

fathers of their households desire and endeavor that all the members of their 

household, equally with their own children, should worship and win God, and 

should come to that heavenly home in which the duty of ruling men is no longer 

necessary, because the duty of caring for their everlasting happiness has also 

ceased; but, until they reach that home, masters ought to feel their position of 

authority a greater burden than servants their service.
6
  

Beware, then, of heretics who deny one or more dogmas regarding slavery and take the 

following quote from St. Augustine out of context to defend their heresies that either all slavery is 

evil or it is evil to sell children as slaves or it is evil to buy and sell slaves. The quote is from St. 

Augustine’s letter to Alypius, bishop of Thagaste, in c. 422. What follows is an introduction to 

the letter by Robert Eno who translated the letter: 

Robert B. Eno, S.S, Saint Augustine, Letters Volume VI (1-29), Published by The 

Catholic University of America Press, Wash. DC., 1985. Introduction to Letter 10, 

to Alypius, Bishop of Thagaste, c. 422:  

“This incident in Hippo was very unusual. It is almost always held that Christian 

antiquity simply took slavery for granted as a social institution. While it might be 

possible to lighten the burden of the slaves, there was to be no abolitionist 

movement among the fathers of the Church. Indeed some have suggested that 

Christianity made the fate of slaves worse by stressing the need for slaves who were 

                                                      
6 b. 19, c. 16. 
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Christians to be good and exemplary slaves, obedient to their masters. Even here 

Augustine is not so much attacking slavery in itself but the reduction of men, 

women and children, who were supposed to be free, to the de facto state of being 

slaves.”  

It is clear as daylight that this letter of St. Augustine does not condemn slavery but only unjust 

slavery. In Hippo, they were making men slaves contrary to Roman law with the added problem 

of depopulating Hippo.  They were making freemen slaves whom they had to right to make slaves 

according to Roman law. And, contrary to Roman Law, they were making children slaves who 

were not sold as such by their parents. Conversely, the quote condones slavery in cases in which 

Roman Law allows, which included parents selling their children into slavery.
7
  

St. Augustine, Letters, Volume 6, Letter 10, to Alypius, Bishop of Thagaste c. 422:  

 “(2)… There are so many of those in Africa who are commonly called ‘slave 

dealers’, that they seem to be draining Africa of much of its human population and 

transferring their ‘merchandise’ to the provinces across the sea. Almost all of these 

are free persons. Only a few are found to have been sold by their parents and these 

people buy them, not as Roman laws permits, as indentured servants for a period of 

twenty-five years, but in fact they buy them as slaves and sell them across the sea as 

slaves. True slaves are sold by their masters only rarely. [Hence he condones 

slavery] Now from this bunch of merchants has grown up a multitude of pillaging 

and corrupting ‘dealers’ so that in herds, shouting, in frightening military or 

barbarian attire they invade sparsely populated and remote rural areas and they 

violently carry off those whom they would sell to these merchants… 

“3. …I don't in the least believe that this evil that goes on in Africa is entirely 

unknown where you are. It was infinitely less serious earlier when the emperor 

Honorius sent a decree to the prefect Hadrian, repressing traffic of this sort, [Hence 

slavery is allowed of another sort] sentencing such wicked ‘businessmen’ to be 

flogged with leaden thongs, proscribed, and sent into perpetual exile… 

“4. …And it is necessary in order to constrain these same people that this law be 

promulgated, lest we, being afraid of the consequences, hold back, and unfortunate 

free persons continue to be carried off into perpetual servitude…” 

In the following quote, St. Augustine teaches that these traders were not selling animals but 

human beings who were citizens of Rome and thus not barbarians. And they were making them 

slaves contrary to Roman law. For example, some were stealing men and making them slaves, the 

penalty of which is death: “He that shall steal a man and sell him, being convicted of the guilt, 

shall be put to death.” (Ex. 21:16) 

“(5) Whatever authorities or offices have responsibility for this law, or for whatever 

law may be made on this matter, it is up to them to see to it that it is enforced in 

order that Africa will cease being emptied of its native inhabitants and that in large 

groups, like a never ending stream, a great multitude of people of both sexes will no 

longer lose their freedom in a form of captivity worse than that experienced among 

the barbarians… But who resists these traders who are found everywhere, who 

traffick, not in animals but in human beings, not in barbarians but in Romans from 

the provinces?” 

He then goes on to give some example of unjust slavery: 

“(6) No one can state satisfactorily how many fall into this same nefarious business 

because of the incredible blindness of greed and some kind of infection by this 

                                                      
7 That is not to say that it is intrinsically sinful for children to be taken forcefully into slavery against the will of their parents if the law 

allows it. And this is one of the worst kinds of slavery that God condones for those who are worthy of it. (See in this book 
“Introduction,” p. 7, Point 2.)  
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disease. Who would believe, for instance, that there is a woman among us here in 

Hippo who, as a matter of course, lures women from Gidda under the pretext of 

buying wood and then confines, beats and sells them? Who would believe that one 

of the church's tenant farmers, apparently a good man, would sell his wife, the 

mother of his sons, not because of any fault on her part [RJMI: hence by a certain 

fault of her own she may be sold into slavery], but stirred solely by this feverish 

pestilence? A young man, scarcely twenty, an intelligent fellow, who kept the 

accounts for our monastery, was led astray and sold; only with the greatest difficulty 

was the church able to procure his freedom.” 

“(7) …There was not lacking a faithful Christian who, knowing our custom in 

missions of mercy of this kind, made this known to the church. Immediately, 

partially from the ship in which they had already been loaded, partially from the 

spot where they had been hidden prior to boarding. About 120 were freed by our 

people, though I myself was absent. Scarcely five or six were found to have been 

sold by their parents [RJMI: These were true slaves]; of all the others [false slaves 

who were thus taken unjustly into slavery], hardly a person could keep himself from 

tears on hearing all the various ways by which they were brought to the Galatians 

by trickery or kidnapping. 

“(8) Your Holy Prudence can imagine how much similar trafficking in unfortunate 

souls goes on in other coastal areas, if at Hippo Regius, where in God's mercy the 

great vigilance of the church is on the watch so that poor people can be freed from 

captivity of this sort… [Hence slavery of another sort is justified]”  

St. Augustine’s other teachings on slavery, as quoted above, also uphold the dogmas regarding 

justified slavery.  

Raherius of Verona, 10th century 

Ratherius, Praeloquia, 10th century: “Art thou slave? Let it not grieve thee. If thou 

hast served thy master faithfully, thou shalt be a freedman of God, the Lord of us 

all, for in Christ are we all brethren. Hear what the Apostle says (i Pet., ii, i8): 

‘Servants be subject to your masters with all fear’. Both God and your earthly 

masters ye can fear in two ways, first with the fear of blows, scourging and 

imprisonment, and the eternal fire, since whosoever resisteth the power, resisteth the 

ordinance of God’ (Rom., xiii, 2). But of this first fear it is said that love casteth it 

out. The other fear is of a purer kind and endures eternally. It is the fear of 

indolence and idleness, the fear of the loss of that glory which awaits those who 

labor vigorously. If now thou hast stolen hours from thy master, return them to thy 

Creator [i. e., in the form of alms, etc.]. And do not think that thou art slave 

accidentally and without the will of divine providence. Hear what Isidore says: 

‘Because of the first man's sin, slavery was imposed by God on mankind as a 

punishment in such a way that he mercifully destined those to slavery for whom he 

saw that freedom would not be fitting.’ Though this be a result of original sin, still 

God has determined the lot of all men with perfect justice, in making one a slave 

and another a master, in order that the slave’s opportunity of doing evil may be 

limited by the power of the master.”
8
  

                                                      
8 1. i., tit. 14; in Martene, Veteres Scriptores, IX, 81, 812 ff. 
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Popes 

Pope St. Leo the  Great 

Pope Leo the Great, Sermon XL, On Lent, II: “V. And still further it should lead to 

personal amendment and domestic harmony. But, beloved, in this opportunity for 

the virtues exercise there are also other notable crowns, to be won by no dispersing 

abroad of granaries, by no disbursement of money, if wantonness is repelled, if 

drunkenness is abandoned, and the lusts of the flesh tamed by the laws of chastity: if 

hatreds pass into affection, if enmities be turned into peace, if meekness 

extinguishes wrath, if gentleness forgives wrongs, if in fine the conduct of master 

and of slaves is so well ordered that the rule of the one is milder, and the discipline 

of the other is more complete. It is by such observances then, dearly-beloved, that 

God's mercy will be gained, the charge of sin wiped out, and the adorable Easter 

festival devoutly kept.” 

Pope St. Leo the Great, Council of Chalcedon, 451: “Canon 4. …No slave is to be 

taken into the monasteries to become a monk against the will of his own master. We 

have decreed that anyone who transgresses this decision of ours is to be 

excommunicated, lest God’s name be blasphemed…”  

Pope St. Gregory I  

In his Pastoral Rule, Pope St. Gregory I upheld the dogma of justified slavery: 

Pope St. Gregory I, The Book of Pastoral Rule, 7th century: “Differently to be 

admonished are servants and masters. Servants, to wit, that they ever keep in view 

the humility of their condition; but masters, that they lose not recollection of their 

nature, in which they are constituted on an equality with servants. Servants are to be 

admonished that they despise not their masters, lest they offend God, if by behaving 

themselves proudly they gainsay his ordinance; masters, too, are to be admonished, 

that they are proud against God with respect to his gift, if they acknowledge not 

those whom they hold in subjection by reason of their condition to be their equals 

by reason of their community of nature. The former are to be admonished to know 

themselves to be servants of masters; the latter are to be admonished to 

acknowledge themselves to be fellow-servants of servants. For to those it is 

said, ‘Servants, obey your masters according to the flesh’ (Col. 3:22); and again, 

‘Let as many servants as are under the yoke count their masters worthy of all 

honour’ (1 Tim. 6:1); but to these it is said, ‘And ye, masters, do the same things 

unto them, forbearing threatening, knowing that both their and your Master is in 

heaven’ (Eph. 6:9).”
9
  

Pope St. Gregory also upheld the law of mercy in which certain slaves, depending on their 

dispositions, should be set free, as in the following letter he records his setting two slaves free. 

Pope St. Gregory I, Letters, Letter to Montana and Thomas, 4th or 5th century: 

“Since our Redeemer, the Maker of every creature, vouchsafed to assume human 

flesh for this end, that, the chain of [spiritual] slavery wherewith we were held being 

broken by the grace of His Divinity, he might restore us to pristine liberty, it is a 

salutary deed if men whom nature originally produced free, and whom the law of 

nations has subjected to the yoke of slavery, be restored by the benefit of 

manumission to the liberty in which they were born. And so, moved by loving-

kindness and by consideration of this case, we make you, Montana and Thomas, 

                                                      
9 p. 3, c, 5. 
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servants of the holy Roman Church which with the help of God we serve, free from 

this day, and Roman citizens, and we release to you all your private property. 

[RJMI: This proves that up until the point they were slaves, in physical 

bondage, of the holy Roman Church.] 

“And, inasmuch as thou, Montana, declarest that thou hast applied thy mind to 

monastic profession, we therefore this day give and grant to thee two unciae, which 

the presbyter Gaudiosus by the disposition of his last will is known to have left to 

thee in the way of institution[5], provided that all go in all respects to the advantage 

of the monastery of Saint Laurence, over which the abbess Constantina presides, 

and in which by the mercy of God thou art about to make profession. But, if it 

should appear that thou hast in any way concealed any part of the property left by 

the above-written Gaudiosus, the whole of this must undoubtedly be transferred to 

the possession of our Church. 

“Moreover to thee, Thomas above-written, whom for enhancement of thy 

freedom we desire also to serve among the notaries, we in like manner this day give 

and grant by this writ of manumission the five unciae which the aforesaid presbyter 

Gaudiosus by his last will left to thee under the title of inheritance, together with the 

dowry which he had bestowed upon thy mother; to wit with this annexed law and 

condition, that, in case of thy dying without legitimate children, that is children born 

in lawful wedlock, all that we have granted thee shall revert without any diminution 

to the possession of the holy Roman Church. But, if thou shouldest have children 

both in wedlock, as we have said, and recognized by the law, and shouldest leave 

them surviving thee, then we appoint thee to remain master of this same property 

without any condition, and give thee full power to make a will with respect to it. 

These things, then, which we have appointed and granted by this charter of 

manumission, know ye that we and our successors will observe without any demur. 

For the rule of justice and reason suggests that one who desires his own orders to be 

observed by his successors should undoubtedly keep to the will and ordinances Of 

his predecessor. This writ of manumission we have dictated to the notary Paterius to 

be put in writing, and for the fullest security have subscribed it with our own hand, 

together with three chief presbyters and three deacons, and have delivered it to you. 

Done in the city of Rome.”
10

  

Beware of the heretics who take the above quote out of context to make it seem that Pope St. 

Gregory I believed that all slaves must be set free and thus he did not uphold the dogma on 

justified slavery. Those who do so omit his teaching on justified slavery in his Pastoral Rule, as 

quoted above. 

Pope Martin I 

A Council under Pope Martin I, 7th century: Canon 47: “Anathema to him who 

persuades a slave to leave his master under pretence of religion.”  

This Canon is found in the Corpus Juris Canonici, Gratian's Decretum, Pars. II., Causa XVII., 

Q. IV., c. xxxvii; in the version of Isidore, and again in c. xxxviij. from the collections of Martin 

Bracarensis (so says Van Espen) and assigned to a Council of Pope Martin, Canon xlvii. 

                                                      
10 b. 6, let. 12. 
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Nominal Catholic sources 

Apostate Basil of Cesarea  

Apostate Basil of Cesarea, On the Holy Spirit, 4th century: “51. He is not a slave, it 

is said; not a master, but free. Oh the terrible insensibility, the pitiable audacity, of 

them that maintain this! Shall I rather lament in them their ignorance or their 

blasphemy? They try to insult the doctrines that concern the divine nature by 

comparing them with the human, and endeavour to apply to the ineffable nature of 

God that common custom of human life whereby the difference of degrees is 

variable, not perceiving that among men no one is a slave by nature. For men are 

either brought under a yoke of slavery by conquest, as when prisoners are taken in 

war; or they are enslaved on account of poverty, as the Egyptians were oppressed by 

Pharaoh; or, by a wise and mysterious dispensation, the worst children are by their 

fathers’ order condemned to serve the wiser and the better; and this any righteous 

enquirer into the circumstances would declare to be not a sentence of condemnation 

but a benefit. For it is more profitable that the man who, through lack of 

intelligence, has no natural principle of rule within himself, should become the 

chattel of another, to the end that, being guided by the reason of his master, he may 

be like a chariot with a charioteer, or a boat with a steersman seated at the tiller. For 

this reason Jacob by his father's blessing became lord of Esau, in order that the 

foolish son, who had not intelligence, his proper guardian, might, even though he 

wished it not, be benefited by his prudent brother. So Canaan shall be ‘a servant 

unto his brethren’ because, since his father Ham was unwise, he was uninstructed in 

virtue. In this world, then, it is thus that men are made slaves, but they who have 

escaped poverty or war, or do not require the tutelage of others, are free. It follows 

that even though one man be called master and another servant, nevertheless, both 

in view of our mutual equality of rank and as chattels of our Creator, we are all 

fellow slaves. But in that other world what can yon bring out of bondage? For no 

sooner were they created than bondage was commenced. The heavenly bodies…are 

unmoved by ambition, but all bow down to God, and render to him alike the awe 

which is due to him as Master and the glower which fails to him as Creator. For ‘a 

son honoureth his father and a servant his master,’ and from all God asks one of 

these two things; for ‘if I then be a Father where is my honour? and if I be a Master 

where is my fear?’ Otherwise the life of all men, if it were not under the oversight 

of a master, would be most pitiable; as is the condition of the apostate powers who, 

because they stiffen their neck against God Almighty, fling off the reins of their 

bondage, not that their natural constitution is different but the cause is in their 

disobedient disposition to their Creator. Whom then do you call free? Him who has 

no King? Him who has neither power to rule another nor willingness to be ruled? 

Among all existent beings no such nature is to be found. To entertain such a 

conception of the Spirit is obvious blasphemy. If he is a creature of course he serves 

with all the rest, for ‘all things,’ it is said ‘are thy servants,’ but if he is above 

Creation, then he shares in royalty.”
11

 

Heretic John Chrysostom 

Heretic John Chrysostom, Homilies on First Timothy, 4th or 5th century, Homily 

16” “‘Let as many servants as are under the yoke count their masters worthy of all 

honor, (1 Tim. 6:1) that the Name of God and His doctrine be not blasphemed.’ Let 

them count them ‘worthy of all honor,’ he says; for do not suppose, because thou art 

                                                      
11 c. 20. 
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a believer, that thou art therefore a free man: since thy freedom is to serve the more 

faithfully. For if the unbeliever sees slaves conducting themselves insolently on 

account of their faith, he will blaspheme, as if the Doctrine produced 

insubordination. But when he sees them obedient, he will be more inclined to 

believe, and will the rather attend to our words. But God, and the Gospel we preach, 

will be blasphemed, if they are disobedient. But what if their own master be an 

unbeliever? Even in that case they ought 1 to submit, for God's Name's sake. 

“‘And they that have believing masters, let them not despise them because they 

are brethren, but rather do them service, because they are faithful and beloved 

partakers of the benefit.’ (1 Tim. 6:2) As though he had said, If ye are thought 

worthy of so great a benefit, as to have your masters for your brethren, on this 

account ye ought more especially to submit…  

“Masters contribute greater benefits to their servants, than servants to their 

masters. For the former furnish the money to purchase for them sufficient food and 

clothing; and bestow much care upon them in other respects, so that the masters pay 

them the larger service, which is here intimated, when he says, ‘they are faithful and 

beloved, partakers of the benefit. They suffer much toil and trouble for your repose, 

ought they not in return to receive much honor from their servants? 

Heretic John Chrysostom, Homilies on First Corinthians, c. 397, Homily 19: “‘Let 

each man abide in that calling wherein he was called… Hast thou been called, 

having an unbelieving wife? Continue to have her. Cast not out thy wife for the 

faith's sake. Hast thou been called, being a slave? Care not for it. Continue to be a 

slave. Hast thou been called, being in uncircumcision? Remain uncircumcised. 

Being circumcised, didst thou become a believer? Continue circumcised. For this is 

the meaning of, ‘As God hath distributed unto each man.’ For these are no 

hindrances to piety. Thou art called, being a slave; another, with an unbelieving 

wife; another, being circumcised. Astonishing! where has he put slavery? As 

circumcision profits not: and uncircumcision does no harm; so neither doth slavery, 

nor yet liberty. And that he might point out this with surpassing clearness, he says, 

‘But even if thou canst become free, use it rather:’ that is, rather continue a slave. 

Now upon what possible ground does he tell the person who might be set free to 

remain a slave? He means to point out that slavery is no harm but rather an 

advantage.” 

Strangely, in this next quote, the heretic John Chrysostom undermines his teaching on justified 

slavery as quoted above by teaching that believers should have no slaves or at least only one or 

two. But if they can have one or two, why can they not have more.   

Heretic John Chrysostom, Homilies on First Corinthians, c. 397, Homily 40: “For 

why hast thou many servants? Since as in our apparel we ought to follow our need 

only, and in our table, so also in our servants. What need is there then? None at all. 

For, in fact, one master need only employ one servant; or rather two or three 

masters one servant.  

But if this be grievous, consider them that have none and enjoy more prompt 

attendance. For God hath made men sufficient to minister unto themselves, or rather 

unto their neighbor also. And if thou believe it not, hear Paul saying, ‘These hands 

ministered unto my necessities, and to them that were with me.’ (Acts 20: 34.) After 

that he, the teacher of the world and worthy of heaven, disdained not to serve 

innumerable others; dost thou think it a disgrace, unless thou carriest about whole 

herds of slaves, not knowing that this in truth is what most of all brings shame upon 

thee? For to that end did God grant us both hands and feet, that we might not stand 

in need of servants. Since not at all for need's sake was the class of slaves 

introduced, else even along with Adam had a slave been formed; but it is the penalty 

of sin and the punishment of disobedience. But when Christ came, He put an end 

also to this. ‘For in Christ Jesus there is. neither bond nor free.’ (Gal. iii. 28.) So that 
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it is not necessary to have a slave: or if it be at all necessary, let it be about one 

only,.or at the most two. What mean the swarms of servants? For as the sellers of 

sheep and the slave-dealers, so do our rich men take their round, in the baths and in 

the forum. However, I will not be too exact. We will allow you to keep a second 

servant. But if thou collect many, thou dost it not for humanity's sake, but in self-

indulgence. Since if it be in care for them, I bid thee occupy none of them in 

ministering to thyself, but when thou hast purchased them and hast taught them 

trades whereby to support themselves, let them go free. But when thou scourgest, 

when thou puttest them in chains, it is no more a work of humanity. And I know 

that I am giving disgust to my hearers.” 

Indeed, the heretic John Chrysostom has disgusted believers who had more than two slaves by 

unjustly condemning them. And his hypocrisy caused confusion and he discredited himself 

because of his other correct teachings on justified slavery in which he set no such limits. Who is 

he to say how many slaves believers can have? No pope, Church Father, or other Catholic 

teaching or law set such limits. 

He is also suspect of heresy for denying the dogma that God uses slavery to punish obstinate 

evildoers, and not just one or two of them. 

And he is suspect of heresy for denying the dogma that men do not have slaves only for their 

own needs but also the help expand their enterprises, or to tame obstinate evildoers, or to bring 

law and order to society by giving slaves a means of sustenance, work, and order. In essence, he 

is denying many obstinate evildoers slavery as a remedy for their sins in which they will have 

chance to be humbled and civilized and thus to convert and be saved or to become good Catholic 

if they were bad Catholics. 

The heretic John Chrysostom is just one more theologian infected to one degree or another by 

the Greek philosophers who were weak on hell, capital and corporal punishment, and slavery and 

who preached a utopia in this fallen earth and thus denied some or all of the dogmas regarding sin 

and its effects on mankind and this fallen world and denied some or all of God’s judgments and 

punishments of sinners. 

Invalid Third Lateran Council, 1179 

The Third Lateran Council of 1179 imposed slavery on those helping the Saracens. The 

legitimacy of slavery was incorporated in the official Corpus Iuris Canonici, based on the 

Decretum Gratiani, which became the official law of the Church since Pope Gregory IX in 1226:  

Invalid Third Lateran Council, 1179:  

“Canon 24. Cruel avarice has so seized the hearts of some that though they glory in 

the name of Christians they provide the Saracens with arms and wood for helmets, 

and become their equals or even their superiors in wickedness and supply them with 

arms and necessaries to attack Christians. There are even some who for gain act as 

captains or pilots in galleys or Saracen pirate vessels. Therefore we declare that 

such persons should be cut off from the communion of the Church and be 

excommunicated for their wickedness, that Catholic princes and civil magistrates 

should confiscate their possessions, and that if they are captured they should 

become the slaves of their captors. We order that throughout the churches of 

maritime cities frequent and solemn excommunication should be pronounced 

against them.” 

“Canon 27. With regard to the Brabanters, Aragonese, Navarrese, Basques, 

Coterelli and Triaverdini, who practise such cruelty upon Christians that they 

respect neither churches nor monasteries, and spare neither widows, orphans, old or 

young nor any age or sex, but like pagans destroy and lay everything waste, we 
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likewise decree that those who hire, keep or support them, in the districts where 

they rage around, should be denounced publicly on Sundays and other solemn days 

in the churches, that they should be subject in every way to the same sentence and 

penalty as the above-mentioned heretics and that they should not be received into 

the communion of the church, unless they abjure their pernicious society and 

heresy. As long as such people persist in their wickedness, let all who are bound to 

them by any pact know that they are free from all obligations of loyalty, homage or 

any obedience. On these and on all the faithful we enjoin, for the remission of sins, 

that they oppose this scourge with all their might and by arms protect the Christian 

people against them. Their goods are to be confiscated and princes free to subject 

them to slavery. Those who in true sorrow for their sins die in such a conflict should 

not doubt that they will receive forgiveness for their sins and the fruit of an eternal 

reward.” 

Apostate Thomas Aquinas 

Apostate Thomas Aquinas, Summa, 13th century: “I answer that, vengeance is 

lawful and virtuous so far as it tends to the prevention of evil. Now some who are 

not influenced by motive of virtue are prevented from committing sin, through fear 

of losing those things which they love more than those they obtain by sinning, else 

fear would be no restraint to sin. Consequently vengeance for sin should be taken by 

depriving a man of what he loves most. Now the things which man loves most are 

life, bodily safety, his own freedom, and external goods such as riches, his country 

and his good name. Wherefore, according to Augustine’s reckoning (City of God. 

Book 21), ‘Tully writes that the laws recognize eight kinds of punishment’: namely, 

‘death,’ whereby man is deprived of life; ‘stripes,’ ‘retaliation,’ or the loss of eye 

for eye, whereby man forfeits his bodily safety; ‘slavery,’ and ‘imprisonment,’ 

whereby he is deprived of freedom; ‘exile’ whereby he is banished from his 

country; ‘fines,’ whereby he is mulcted in his riches; ‘ignominy,’ whereby he loses 

his good name.”
12

  

Apostate Thomas Aquinas, Summa, 13th century: I answer that: …Now slavery is a 

condition of the body, since a slave is to the master a kind of instrument in working; 

wherefore children follow the mother in freedom and bondage.”
13

  

Apostate Thomas Aquinas, Summa, 13th century: “Reply to Objection 2. 

Considered absolutely, the fact that this particular man should be a slave rather than 

another man, is based…on some resultant utility, in that it is useful to this man to be 

ruled by a wiser man, and to the latter to be helped by the former.”
14

  

Apostate Antipope Nicholas V 

Pope Nicholas V, Romanus Pontifex, 1455: “We weighing all and singular the 

premises with due meditation, and noting that since we had formerly by other letters 

of ours granted among other things free and ample faculty to the aforesaid King 

Alfonso—to invade, search out, capture, vanquish, and subdue all Saracens and 

pagans whatsoever, and other enemies of Christ wheresoever placed, and the 

kingdoms, dukedoms, principalities, dominions, possessions, and all movable and 

immovable goods whatsoever held and possessed by them and to reduce their 

persons to perpetual slavery, and to apply and appropriate to himself and his 

successors the kingdoms, dukedoms, counties, principalities, dominions, 

                                                      
12 II-II, q. 108, art. 3. 
13 suppl., q. 52 art. 4. 
14 II-II, q. 57, art. 3. 
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possessions, and goods, and to convert them to his and their use and profit -- by 

having secured the said faculty, the said King Alfonso, or, by his authority, the 

aforesaid infante, justly and lawfully has acquired and possessed, and doth possess, 

these islands, lands, harbors, and seas, and they do of right belong and pertain to the 

said King Alfonso and his successors.” 

Apostate Antipope Gregory IX 

Apostate Antipope Gregory IX, 13th century: “It is certainly a matter of faith that 

this sort of slavery in which a man serves his master as his slave, is altogether 

lawful. This is proved from Holy Scripture. It is also proved from reason for it is not 

unreasonable that just as things which are captured in a just war pass into the power 

and ownership of the victors, so persons captured in war pass into the ownership of 

the captors. All theologians are unanimous on this.”
15

 

And the legitimacy of slavery was incorporated in the Corpus Juris Canonici, promulgated by 

apostate Antipope Gregory IX. 

Nominal Holy Office Decree, 1866, under apostate Antipope Pius IX 

Nominal Holy Office Decree, 1866, under apostate Antipope Pius IX: “Slavery 

itself, considered as such in its essential nature, is not at all contrary to the natural 

and divine law, and there can be several just titles of slavery and these are referred 

to by approved theologians and commentators of the sacred canons. ... It is not 

contrary to the natural and divine law for a slave to be sold, bought, exchanged or 

given.  The purchaser should carefully examine whether the slave who is put up for 

sale has been justly or unjustly deprived of his liberty, and that the vendor should do 

nothing which might endanger the life, virtue, or Catholic faith of the slave.”
16

 

  

                                                      
15 Source: Leander, Quaestiones Morales Theologicae, Lyons 1668 - 1692, Tome VIII, De Quarto Decalogi Praecepto, Tract. IV, 

Disp. I, Q. 3. 
16 Source: Instruction 20, The Holy Office (Sacred Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith), June 20, 1866. 

http://churchslavery.blogspot.com/
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Article on Slavery by Frederik Pijper 

The Christian Church and Slavery in the Middle Ages, by Frederik Pijper. Source: 

The American Historical Review, Vol. 14, No. 4 (Jul., 1909), pp. 675-695. 

Published by: The University of Chicago Press on behalf of the American Historical 

Association. 

Even though Frederik Pijper was not Catholic and even though he held the heresy that slavery 

should be abolished and thus by implication held the heresy that slavery is intrinsically evil at 

least during the New Covenant era, he presents truthful evidence regarding the true Catholic 

Church’s teachings, laws, and practices regarding slavery.  His evidence proves that the Catholic 

Church’s ordinary magisterium (the unanimous consensus of the apostles and other Church 

Fathers) and the solemn magisterium (infallible papal decrees) and laws of the Catholic Church 

and Catholic nations uphold and enforce the dogmas and laws regarding justified slavery.  

Beware of Pijper’s taking out of context a letter of Pope St. Gregory I to defend his heresy, as 

contained in Pijper’s article on pages 676 to 677. In that letter, the pope speaks of how he freed 

two slaves that were worthy of being freed and that it is a good thing to do so. Pijper wants the 

reader to believe that the pope wanted all slaves to be freed and thus abolish slavery. However, he 

conveniently left out a quote for Pope St. Gregory I in his Pastoral Rule that upholds justified 

slavery. (See in this book “Pope St. Gregory I,” p. 18) And if Pope St. Gregory I did condemn all 

forms of slavery during the New Covenant era, then he would be a heretic for denying the 

dogmas on justified slavery that were upheld by all the past popes and Church Fathers.  
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Slavery in the United States 

Official Act of the Colony of Virginia, 1670: “All servants not being Christians, 

imported into this colony by shipping, shall be slaves for their lives.”
17

 

Reverend Thomas Stringfellow, A Brief Examination of Scripture Testimony on the 

Institution of Slavery, Locust Grove, VA, 1841:  “It is to be hoped, that on a 

question of such vital importance as this to the peace and safety of our common 

country, as well as to the welfare of the church, we shall be seen cleaving to the 

Bible, and taking all our decisions about this matter, from its inspired pages.  With 

men from the North, I have observed for many years a palpable ignorance of the 

divine will, in reference to the institution of slavery.  I have seen but a few, who 

made the Bible their study, that had obtained a knowledge of what it did reveal on 

this subject.  Of late, their denunciation of slavery as a sin, is loud and long. 

I propose, therefore, to examine the sacred volume briefly, and if I am not greatly 

mistaken, I shall be able to make it appear that the institution of slavery has 

received, in the first place, 

1st. The sanction of the Almighty in the Patriarchal age. 

2d. That it was incorporated into the only National Constitution which ever 

emanated from God. 

3d. That its legality was recognized, and its relative duties regulated, by Jesus Christ 

in his kingdom; and 

4th. That it is full of mercy. 

... Now, my dear sir, if, from the evidence contained in the Bible to prove slavery a 

lawful relation among God's people under every dispensation, the assertion is still 

made, in the very face of this evidence, that slavery has ever been the greatest sin--

 everywhere, and under all circumstances—can you, or can any sane man bring 

himself to believe, that the mind capable of such a decision, is not capable of 

trampling the Word of God under foot upon any subject?” 

Reverend Thomas Stringfellow, A Scriptural View of Slavery, Culpeper County, 

Virginia, 1856: “Jesus Christ recognized this (i.e. slavery) institution as one that 

was lawful among men, and regulated its relative duties. ... I affirm then, first (and 

no man denies) that Jesus Christ has not abolished slavery by a prohibitory 

command; and second, I affirm, he has introduced no new moral principle which 

can work its destruction.” 

Reverend Dr. Richard Furman, President of the Baptist State Convention, 

Exposition of the Views of the Baptists, Relative to the Coloured Population in the 

United States in a Communication to the Governor of South Carolina, 1838:  

“...The right of holding slaves is clearly established by the Holy Scriptures, both by 

precept and example.  In the Old Testament, the Israelites were directed to purchase 

their bond-men and bond-maids of the Heathen nations; except they were of the 

Canaanites, for these were to be destroyed.  And it is declared, that the persons 

purchased were to be their ‘bond-men forever’; and an ‘inheritance for them and 

their children.’ They were not to go out free in the year of jubilee, as the Hebrews, 

who had been purchased, were: the line being clearly drawn between them… 

“In the New-Testament, the Gospel History, or representation of facts, presents 

us a view correspondent with that which is furnished by other authentic ancient 

histories of the state of the world at the commencement of Christianity.  The 

powerful Romans had succeeded, in empire, the polished Greeks; and under both 

empires, the countries they possessed and governed were full of slaves.  Many of 

                                                      
17 Quoted in David Brion Davis, The Problem of Slavery in Western Culture (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1966), p. 180. 
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these with their masters, were converted to the Christian Faith, and received, 

together with them into the Christian Church, while it was yet under the ministry of 

the inspired Apostles.  In things purely spiritual, they appear to have enjoyed equal 

privileges; but their relationship, as masters and slaves, was not dissolved.  Their 

respective duties are strictly enjoined.  The masters are not required to emancipate 

their slaves; but to give them the things that are just and equal, forbearing 

threatening; and to remember, they also have a master in Heaven.  The ‘servants 

under the yoke’ (bond-servants or slaves) mentioned by Paul to Timothy, as having 

"believing masters," are not authorized by him to demand of them emancipation, or 

to employ violent means to obtain it; but are directed to ‘account their masters 

worthy of all honor,’ and ‘not to despise them, because they were brethren’ in 

religion; ‘but the rather to do them service, because they were faithful and beloved 

partakers of the Christian benefit.’  Similar directions are given by him in other 

places, and by other Apostles.  And it gives great weight to the argument, that in 

this place, Paul follows his directions concerning servants with a charge to Timothy, 

as an Evangelist, to teach and exhort men to observe this doctrine. 

“Had the holding of slaves been a moral evil, it cannot be supposed, that the 

inspired Apostles, who feared not the faces of men, and were ready to lay down 

their lives in the cause of their God, would have tolerated it, for a moment, in the 

Christian Church.  If they had done so on a principle of accommodation, in cases 

where the masters remained heathen, to avoid offences and civil commotion; yet, 

surely, where both master and servant were Christian, as in the case before us, they 

would have enforced the law of Christ, and required, that the master should liberate 

his slave in the first instance.  But, instead of this, they let the relationship remain 

untouched, as being lawful and right, and insist on the relative duties. 

In proving this subject justifiable by Scriptural authority, its morality is also 

proved; for the Divine Law never sanctions immoral actions… 

“If the holding of slaves is lawful, or according to the Scriptures; then this 

Scriptural rule can be considered as requiring no more of the master, in respect of 

justice (whatever it may do in point of generosity) than what he, if a slave, could 

consistently, wish to be done to himself, while the relationship between master and 

servant should still be continued.” 

George Fitzhugh, Cannibals All! or Slaves without Masters, Richmond, VA, 1857: 

“If we prove that domestic slavery is, in the general, a natural and necessary 

institution, we remove the greatest stumbling block to belief in the Bible; for whilst 

texts, detached and torn from their context, may be found for any other purpose, 

none can be found that even militates against slavery.  The distorted and forced 

construction of certain passages, for this purpose, by abolitionists, if employed as a 

common rule of construction, would reduce the Bible to a mere allegory, to be 

interpreted to suit every vicious taste and wicked purpose.” 

Apostate Antipopes Denial of Dogmas Regarding Slavery 

When the heresy began 

Four hundred years into the Great Apostasy, which began in 1033, the dogmas on slavery 

were still upheld. For example, Pope Nicholas V issued the papal bull Dum Diversas in 1452. It 

authorized Alfonso V of Portugal to reduce any “Saracens (Muslims) and pagans and any other 

unbelievers” to perpetual slavery. This facilitated the Portuguese slave trade from West Africa. 

The same pope wrote the bull Romanus Pontifex on January 5, 1455 to the same Alfonso. As a 

follow-up to the Dum diversas, it extended to the Catholic nations of Europe dominion over 

discovered lands during the Age of Discovery. Along with sanctifying the seizure of non-

http://docsouth.unc.edu/fitzhughcan/fitzcan.html
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Christian lands, it encouraged the enslavement of native, non-Christian peoples in Africa and the 

New World. 

Apostate Antipope Nicholas V, Romanus Pontifex, 1455: “We weighing all and 

singular the premises with due meditation, and noting that since we had formerly by 

other letters of ours granted among other things free and ample faculty to the 

aforesaid King Alfonso—to invade, search out, capture, vanquish, and subdue all 

Saracens and pagans whatsoever, and other enemies of Christ wheresoever placed, 

and the kingdoms, dukedoms, principalities, dominions, possessions, and all 

movable and immovable goods whatsoever held and possessed by them and to 

reduce their persons to perpetual slavery, and to apply and appropriate to himself 

and his successors the kingdoms, dukedoms, counties, principalities, dominions, 

possessions, and goods, and to convert them to his and their use and profit.” 

In 1493 Alexander VI issued the bull Inter Caetera stating one Christian nation did not have 

the right to establish dominion over lands previously dominated by another Christian nation, thus 

establishing the Law of Nations. Together, the Dum Diversas, the Romanus Pontifex and the Inter 

Caetera came to serve as the basis and justification for the Doctrine of Discovery, the global 

slave-trade of the 15th and 16th centuries, and the Age of Imperialism. 

From the information I have, the denial of dogmas regarding slavery by a so-called pope 

began with apostate Antipope Paul III in the 16th century. Hence the heresies regarding slavery 

(as is the case with all heresies) have no link with the infallible tradition of the Catholic Church, 

with the ordinary magisterium and the solemn magisterium. And the apostate antipopes who 

taught one or more heresies regarding slavery inadvertently acknowledge this in their attempt to 

find precedence for their heretical teachings in which they only bring forward apostate antipopes 

to confirm their heresies. Some quote one pope, Pope Gregory I, to defend their heresy; but they 

take the words of one of his letters out of context and ignore his Pastoral Rule in which he 

upholds the dogma regarding justified slavery.
18

  

Some of the apostate antipopes they bring to their defense (such as, Pius II (1458-1464) and 

Leo X (1513-1521)) did not deny dogmas regarding slavery but taught that it is good thing to free 

slaves who are worthy of being freed or who condemned unjust slavery or unjust treatment of 

slaves. The heretics, then, want you to believe that just because they taught and condemned these 

things that they condemned all slavery or harsh treatment of slaves as unjust and thus intrinsically 

sinful. 

From the information I have, the first so-called pope who denied dogmas regarding slavery 

was apostate Antipope Paul III in 1549 in his encyclical Sublimus Dei. However, in it, he does not 

bring forward any defense of his heresy by quoting those who held the heresy before him. After 

him, other apostate antipopes also denied one or more dogmas regarding slavery. One such 

apostate antipope was Gregory XIV in 1839 in his encyclical In Supremo Apostolatus Fastigio. In 

it, he quotes past so-called popes (all of them apostate antipopes) to try to prove that his heresy 

has a link with tradition, the earliest being Pius II (1458-1464), who actually did not condemn 

slavery but only making neophytes slaves: 

Apostate Antipope Gregory XIV, In Supremo Apostolatus Fastigio. 1839: 

“Certainly many Roman Pontiffs of glorious memory, Our Predecessors, did not 

fail, according to the duties of their charge, to blame severely this way of acting as 

dangerous for the spiritual welfare of those engaged in the traffic and a shame to the 

Christian name; they foresaw that as a result of this, the infidel peoples would be 

more and more strengthened in their hatred of the true Religion. It is at these 

practices that are aimed the Letter Apostolic of Paul III, given on May 29, 1537, 

under the seal of the Fisherman, and addressed to the Cardinal Archbishop of 

                                                      
18 See in this book “Pope St. Gregory I,” p. 17. 
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Toledo, and afterwards another Letter, more detailed, addressed by Urban VIII on 

April 22, 1639 to the Collector Jurium of the Apostolic Chamber of Portugal…  

“Benedict XIV confirmed and renewed the penalties of the Popes above 

mentioned in a new Apostolic Letter addressed on December 20, 1741, to the 

Bishops of Brazil and some other regions, in which he stimulated, to the same end, 

the solicitude of the Governors themselves. Another of Our Predecessors, anterior to 

Benedict XIV, Pius II, as during his life the power of the Portuguese was extending 

itself over New Guinea, sent on October 7, 1462, to a Bishop who was leaving for 

that country, a Letter in which he not only gives the Bishop himself the means of 

exercising there the sacred ministry with more fruit, but on the same occasion, 

addresses grave warnings with regard to Christians who should reduce neophytes to 

slavery. 

“In our time Pius VII [1800-1823], moved by the same religious and charitable 

spirit as his Predecessors, intervened zealously with those in possession of power to 

secure that the slave trade should at least cease amongst the Christians.”  

Hence the tradition that upholds the heresy of slavery, according to Gregory XIV, begins with 

apostate Pius II in the 15th century. But Pius II did not actually deny any dogmas regarding 

slavery. Therefore the actual tradition upholding heresies regarding slavery, according to 

Gregory, begins with Paul III in the 16th century. If Gregory XIV was to go back any further 

(which he wilfully did not), he would have discovered that the tradition of the Catholic Church 

upholds the dogmas regarding justified slavery form the time of the apostles until the 15th 

century and thus condemns all of the new heresies regarding slavery that began in the 16th 

century. 

The most extensive and thus influential encyclical before the apostate Second Vatican Council 

that taught heresies regarding slavery was In Plurimus by apostate Antipope Leo XIII in 1888.
19

 

In his attempt to link his heresy with tradition, he uses examples of popes and Church Fathers 

who condemned what they believed to be unjust slavery or the unjust treatment of slaves or who 

had freed slaves who they believed were worthy of being freed to make you believe that they 

condemned all slavery. For example,  

Apostate Antipope Leo XIII, In Plurimus, 1888: “13. Moreover, the Roman 

Pontiffs, who have always acted, as history truly relates, as the protectors of the 

weak and helpers of the oppressed, have done their best for slaves. St. Gregory 

himself set at liberty as many as possible [RJMI: He freed two slaves], and in the 

Roman Council of 597 desired those to receive their freedom who were anxious to 

enter the monastic state. Hadrian I maintained that slaves could freely enter into 

matrimony even without their masters’ consent. It was clearly ordered by Alexander 

III in the year 1167 to the Moorish King of Valencia that he should not make a slave 

of any Christian, because no one was a slave by the law of nature, all men having 

been made free by God. Innocent III, in the year 1190, at the prayer of its founders, 

John de Matha and Felix of Valois, approved and established the Order of the Most 

Holy Trinity for Redeeming Christians who had fallen into the power of the Turks. 

At a later date, Honorius III [1216-1227], and, afterwards, Gregory IX [1227-1241], 

duly approved the Order of St. Mary of Help, founded for a similar purpose, which 

Peter Nolasco had established, and which included the severe rule that its religious 

should give themselves up as slaves in the place of Christians taken captive by 

tyrants, if it should be necessary in order to redeem them. The same St. Gregory 

passed a decree, which was a far greater support of liberty, that it was unlawful to 

sell slaves to the Church, and he further added an exhortation to the faithful that, as 

a punishment for their faults, they should give their slaves to God and His saints as 

an act of expiation… 16. When Pius II had become assured of these matters without 

delay, on October 7, 1462, he gave a letter to the bishop of the place in which he 

reproved and condemned such wickedness. Some time afterwards, Leo X lent, as far 

                                                      
19 See in this book “Apostate Antipope Leo III, In Plurimus, 1888,” p. 52. 
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as he could, his good offices and authority to the kings of both Portugal and Spain, 

who took care to radically extirpate that abuse, opposed alike to religion, humanity, 

and justice.” 

In none of the above examples does any of the men quoted condemn all slavery as unjust and 

thus intrinsically sinful, even though some of them may have been weak; for instance, apostate 

Antipope Gregory IX’s not allowing the Church to buy slaves (that is, if that is what he actually 

taught) was a weak and thus bad law. But that is of no consequence because he was an apostate 

antipope.  

The so-called popes whom he quotes who did hold heresies regarding slavery only go back as 

far as apostate Antipope Paul III: 

Apostate Antipope Leo XIII, In Plurimus, 1888: 16. …Then Paul III, anxious with a 

fatherly love as to the condition of the Indians and of the Moorish slaves, came to 

this last determination, that in open day, and, as it were, in the sight of all nations, 

he declared that they all had a just and natural right of a threefold character, namely, 

that each one of them was master of his own person, that they could live together 

under their own laws, and that they could acquire and hold property for 

themselves… 17. With the same forethought and constancy, other Pontiffs at a later 

period, as Urban VIII, Benedict XIV, and Pius VII, showed themselves strong 

asserters of liberty for the Indians and Moors and those who were even as yet not 

instructed in the Christian faith. The last, moreover, at the Council of the 

confederated Princes of Europe, held at Vienna, called their attention in common to 

this point, that that traffic in Negroes, of which We have spoken before, and which 

had now ceased in many places, should be thoroughly rooted out. Gregory XVI also 

severely censured those neglecting the duties of humanity and the laws, and restored 

the decrees and statutory penalties of the apostolic see, and left no means untried 

that foreign nations, also, following the kindliness of the Europeans, should cease 

from and abhor the disgrace and brutality of slavery.” 

Hence the tradition that upholds the heresies regarding slavery, according to Leo XIII, actually 

began with apostate Antipope Paul III in the 16th century. Therefore, not only does his heresy 

have no link with the true tradition of the Catholic Church from the time of the apostles, but the 

true tradition condemns the heresies by upholding the dogmas regarding justified slavery. 

Some of the heretics were at least honest regarding tradition as they admit that the heresies 

regarding slavery are new and thus have no link with tradition. But they hold the heresy that 

dogmas evolve and thus change their meaning in order to defend heresies regarding slavery.
20

  

For the sake of brevity, I will only refute the heresies taught by apostate Paul III because he 

was the first to teach them and then Leo XIII because he was most influential pre-Vatican II 

apostate to teach them. And I will not waste my time refuting those who taught the heresy since 

the apostate Second Vatican Council. 

It is interesting to note that the Salvation Dogma also began to be denied in the 16th century.
21

 

Unfounded sympathy for and the glorification of the pagan heathens of the Americas, then, lead 

to not only the denial of dogmas regarding slavery but also to the denial of the Salvation Dogma.  

Tricks and ploys 

Some of the tricks and ploys used by some of the heretics who hold the heresy that slavery is 

intrinsically evil, at least during the New Covenant era, are as follows. 

                                                      
20 See in this book “Ploy 5: Some teach heresy that the dogmas regarding slavery evolved, p. 49. 
21 See RJMI book Bad Books and Salvation. 
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Ploy 1: Use examples of unjustified slavery and conclude that all slavery is unjustified 

The heretics refer to examples of unjust slavery and conclude that all slavery is unjust. The 

dogma is that while God condemns unjustified slavery, he approves of justified slavery not only 

during the Old Covenant era but also during the New Covenant era.  

And God ordains that some slaves are to be separated from their spouses or from their children 

and thus this is justified slavery while others are not and thus this is unjustified slavery, all 

depending on the disposition the people being taken as slaves. 

So do not be fooled by the sympathy ploy when the heretics use examples of unjustified 

slavery to turn you against all slavery and thus against justified slavery. That would be like using 

examples of unjustified excommunications in order to condemn all excommunications. In fact, 

that is what we see today when nominal Catholic pro-abortion politicians, such as Joe Biden and 

Nancy Pelosi, are not excommunicated but instead are referred to as good Catholics who are thus 

allowed to receive Holy Communion. Or that would be like using examples of prisoners who 

were unjustly imprisoned in order to condemn all imprisonments. In fact, that is what we see 

today when lefty liberals are trying to free all men from prisons and thus end all imprisonments. 

After all, all prisoners are slaves and thus some who are against slavery are also against 

imprisonments.  

Ploy 2: Use examples of unjust punishment of slaves and conclude all punishments of slaves is 
unjust 

The heretics refer to examples of the unjust punishment of slaves (which is cruelty) and 

conclude that all punishment of slaves is unjust and thus cruel. While some of the examples they 

use are true cruelty toward slaves others are not but are justified punishments, which the heretics 

refer to as cruelty.  

The dogma is that slaves with good dispositions should not be punished while slaves with 

rebellious or otherwise sinful dispositions should be punished and some more than others, even 

unto death if they deserve it; and that is not cruelty because they deserve it. For example,  

“Make the side of a wicked slave to bleed.” (Eccus. 42:5) “Torture and fetters are 

for a malicious slave… And if he be not obedient, bring him down with fetters, but 

be not excessive towards any one; and do no grievous thing without judgment. If 

thou have a faithful slave, let him be to thee as thy own soul; treat him as a brother 

because in the blood of thy soul thou hast gotten him.” (Eclcus. 33:28-31) 

So beware of the sympathy ploy (which only works with those who deny or are weak 

regarding capital or corporal punishment) who use examples of unjust punishment of slaves 

without any regard to the dispositions of the slaves and thus if they deserve it or not to turn you 

against all punishment of slaves. The thrust of their ploy is that punishment itself is evil and sinful 

regardless if the slaves deserve it. Hence these heretics are also guilty of denying dogmas 

regarding justified punishments of sinners. They are infected with the heresy of non-

punishmentalism to one degree or another. 

For example, apostate Antipope Leo XIII refers to slavery itself as cruel and thus condemns 

slavery itself as intrinsically sinful: 

Apostate Antipope Leo III, In Plurimis, 1888: “But this was specially acceptable 

and sweet to Us because it lent confirmation to the belief, which is so welcome to 

Us, that the great majority of the people of Brazil desire to see the cruelty of slavery 

ended, and rooted out from the land.” 

Note that he did not say “cruel slavery” (which could be true) but the “cruelty of slavery” and 

thus that slavery itself is cruel and thus unjustified. This is confirmed in other parts of his letter in 
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which he teaches that all slavery during the New Covenant era must be abolished and thus is 

intrinsically evil and sinful. (See in this book “Error! Reference source not found.,” p. Error! 

Bookmark not defined..) 

In the following quote, Leo XIII teaches the heresy that no slaves should be punished and thus 

presumes all slaves are good. And he lies when he says that all pagans who had slaves treated 

them cruelly and thus unjustly: 

Apostate Antipope Leo III, In Plurimis, 1888: “9. Whoever compares the pagan and 

the Christian attitude toward slavery will easily come to the conclusion that the one 

was marked by great cruelty and wickedness and the other by great gentleness and 

humanity, nor will it be possible to deprive the Church of the credit due to her as the 

instrument of this happy change.” 

Slaves who commit certain crimes must be punished to one degree or another even unto death 

if they are worthy of it. And this applies not only to slaves but also to freemen, adults and 

children, who commit certain crimes. Hence we see Leo XIII’s heresy of non-punishmentalism in 

full bloom! 

And he lies when he says that all pagans treated their slaves cruelly. The opposite is true. Most 

pagans did not treat their slaves cruelly. For example, the Babylonians and Persians treated their 

Israelite slaves very well unless they were worthy of punishments. And even some pagans who 

may have been inclined to treat their slaves cruelly did not because it would harm their 

investment; it would hamper their slaves well being and thus their productivity and usefulness.  

Ploy 3: Use examples of the freedom of certain slaves to mean that all slaves must be freed 

The heretics refer to examples of slaves that were freed and then conclude that all slaves 

should be freed and hence regardless of the dispositions of the slaves.
22

 That some slaves are 

worthy of being freed is true, but that all slaves are worthy of being freed is not true. Some slaves 

are not worthy or capable of being freed and some slaves who are worthy of being freed do not 

want to be freed and thus want to remain slaves.  

God ordained that Israelites be slaves in Babylon for seventy years: 

 “For thus saith the Lord: When the seventy years shall begin to be accomplished in 

Babylon, I will visit you: and I will perform my good word in your favour, to bring 

you again to this place… I will bring back your captivity, and I will gather you out 

of all nations, and from all the places to which I have driven you out, saith the Lord: 

and I will bring you back from the place to which I caused you to be carried away 

captive.” (Jer. 29:10-14) 

Hence any attempt to free the captive Israelites before the seventy-year exile would have been 

unjust. 

In the following example, Judith freed her slave: 

“And she [Judith] abode in her husband’s house a hundred and five years, and made 

her handmaid free, and she died, and was buried with her husband in Bethulia.” 

(Judi. 16:28) 

Just because Judith freed her slave does not mean all slaves should be freed. And it does not 

mean that slavery is intrinsically evil or else Judith would have sinned for having a slave in the 

first place. 

The following is an example of a slave who was worthy of being freed but chose to remain a 

slave forever: 

                                                      
22 See in this book “Pope St. Gregory I,” p, 12. 
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“If thou buy a Hebrew servant, six years shall he serve thee; in the seventh he shall 

go out free for nothing. With what raiment he came in with the like let him go out. 

If having a wife, his wife also shall go out with him. But if his master gave him a 

wife and she hath borne sons and daughters, the woman and her children shall be 

her master’s but he himself shall go out with his raiment. And if the servant shall 

say, I love my master and my wife and children I will not go out free, his master 

shall bring him to the judgment seat of God. And he shall be set to the door and the 

posts, and he shall bore his ear through with an awl; and he shall be his servant for 

ever.” (Ex. 21:2-6) 

Ploy 4: They believe, at least by implication, that there is no sin during the New Covenant era 

All of the heretics, at least by implication, believe that the earth, at least during the New 

Covenant era, is already paradise and thus no one is worthy of being made a slave because Christ 

redeemed all men and thus by this fact alone, the heretics conclude, that all men are forgiven and 

thus pleasing to God. This heresy denies the dogma that men must cooperate with their 

redemption to benefit from it and thus to be pleasing to God and hence to be saved. And it denies 

the dogma that only Jesus Christ upon his second coming will rid the world of sin and bring 

paradise on earth. 

Ploy 5: Some teach heresy that the dogmas regarding slavery evolved 

Some heretics who acknowledge that the Church Fathers, popes and even apostate antipopes, 

and Church laws for the first 1500 years of the Church upheld the dogmas regarding justified 

slavery teach the heresy that dogmas evolve and thus change their meaning over time. Hence they 

teach that the dogma that slavery is not intrinsically sinful, as upheld for the first 1500 years of 

the Church, evolved and thus changed its meaning into the dogma that slavery is intrinsically 

sinful. This dogmas-evolve heresy also teaches that as men progress in time they become more 

wise, moral, virtuous, and holy. Hence, according to this heresy, the early popes and Church 

Fathers were not as wise, virtuous, and holy as modern men. Take the example of the following 

dogma-changer, the apostate Stephen Krason:  

Catholic Makers of America, by Stephen M. Krason, 1993: Chapter 6. Roger 

Brooke Taney, Chief Justice of the Supreme Court (1777-1864): 

“The fact that slavery is a great evil and is prohibited by the natural law is not 

something which was readily apparent for most of human history and was not even 

certainly taught by the Church, the guardian and interpreter of the natural law. The 

content of the natural law remains almost entirely as it always has been, but it is 

only over time, as man has become more civilized and morally sophisticated, that he 

has been able to fathom certain aspects of it. This is the way it was with slavery. 

Statements had been made against it by eminent Catholic teachers and Churchmen 

over the centuries, but it had never authoritatively been taught as wrong by the 

Magisterium up to Taney’s time. Taney lived at a time when the Church’s teaching 

was only beginning to come down firmly against slavery.”
23

 

There are as many heresies in this quote as ally cats have flees. I will address the main ones. 

Krason teaches that slavery is prohibited by the natural law. That was only true when Adam and 

Eve were in the Garden of Paradise. However, once they were cast out of the garden and sin came 

into the world, slavery became part of the natural law in which it was used to punish obstinate 

sinners. Hence, since the fall of Adam and Eve and thus since sin entered the world, it is very 

                                                      
23 Published by Christendom Press, Fort Royal, VA. 1993. Chap. 6 (Roger Brook Taney), p. 158. 
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natural and reasonable that obstinate sinners must be punished to maintain justice, deter others 

from sinning, and to maintain law and order. And slavery happens to be one of those 

punishments, and less of a punishment than death in war of by execution. 

St. Augustine, City of God, 413: “This is prescribed by the order of nature: it is thus 

that God has created man. For ‘let them,’ He says, ‘have dominion over the fish of 

the sea, and over the fowl of the air, and over every creeping thing which creepeth 

on the earth.’ He did not intend that his rational creature, who was made in his 

image, should have dominion over anything but the irrational creation—not man 

over man, but man over the beasts… The prime cause, then, of slavery is sin, which 

brings man under the dominion of his fellow; that which does not happen save by 

the judgment of God, with whom is no unrighteousness, and who knows how to 

award fit punishments to every variety of offence… For it is with justice, we 

believe, that the condition of slavery is the result of sin… But by nature, as God first 

created us, no one is the slave either of man or of sin. This servitude is, however, 

penal, and is appointed by that law which enjoins the preservation of the natural 

order and forbids its disturbance; for if nothing had been done in violation of that 

law, there would have been nothing to restrain by penal servitude.”
24

 

Even as late as 1866, a nominal Holy Office Decree under apostate Antipope Pius XI correctly 

taught that slavery, since the fall of Adam and Eve, is not contrary to the natural and divine law 

and thus is not intrinsically sinful: 

Nominal Holy Office Decree, 1866, under apostate Antipope Pius IX: “Slavery 

itself, considered as such in its essential nature, is not at all contrary to the natural 

and divine law, and there can be several just titles of slavery and these are referred 

to by approved theologians and commentators of the sacred canons. ... It is not 

contrary to the natural and divine law for a slave to be sold, bought, exchanged or 

given.  The purchaser should carefully examine whether the slave who is put up for 

sale has been justly or unjustly deprived of his liberty, and that the vendor should do 

nothing which might endanger the life, virtue, or Catholic faith of the slave.”
25

 

Krason teaches the opposite: “Slavery is a great evil and is prohibited by the natural law.” And 

he teaches that this applies to all times and thus even after the fall of Adam and Eve and thus he 

teaches heresy. It that were true that slavery has always been intrinsically sinful, then God, the 

Old Testament Fathers, Jesus Christ (God the Son), the apostles and other Church Fathers, all 

Catholics for the first 1500 years of the Catholic Church sinned and were heretics for teaching 

that slavery is not intrinsically sinful.  

Krason also teaches another heresy by implication: that there is no sin in this world (or at least 

no man is guilty of sin) and thus there is no need to punish sinners, as slavery is one such 

punishment. And this leads to another heresy, that all men benefit from Christ’s redemption and 

thus are pleasing to God and thus not worthy of punishment. 

And this leads Krason into another heresy, that Jesus Christ (God the Son), the apostles and 

other Church Fathers, and all Catholics for 1500 years were not aware of the dogma that slavery 

is intrinsically sinful and thus were not as wise, moral, and virtuous as modern men are, as the all 

wise, holy, moral, and virtuous Krason is. The Word of God condemns them:  

“There is…a generation that are pure in their own eyes, and yet are not washed from 

their filthiness.” (Prv. 30:12) 

“There is a way that seemeth to a man right and the ends thereof lead to death.” 

(Prv. 16:25) 

“The way of a fool is right in his own eyes.” (Prv. 12:15) 

                                                      
24 b.19, c. 15. 
25 Source: Instruction 20, The Holy Office (Sacred Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith), June 20, 1866. 

http://churchslavery.blogspot.com/
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Indeed, Krason and those like him are fools. The very evidence before their eyes condemns 

them as not only heretics but idiots without the use of reason, as utopians and humanists who 

pretend man is living in paradise or at least he can bring paradise upon earth before the second 

coming of Jesus Christ. The evidence shows that from the time the Great Apostasy began in the 

11th century, wisdom, virtue, and morality has been on a steady decline. Just look at the world we 

live today! Yet the apostate bastard Krason has the audacity to say, “over time…man has become 

more civilized and morally sophisticated.”  

If it were not for that fact that Krason is a dogma-changer heretic, all Catholics for the first 

1500 years of the Church would have been heretics for denying the dogma that slavery is 

intrinsically sinful. But because he believes that their belief was a dogma then but is not a dogma 

now, he does not believe they were heretics.  

In the following quote, Krason acknowledges that the Church up until Taney’s time in the 

19th century upheld the dogma that slavery is not intrinsically sinful and thus has never 

condemned the belief that slavery is not intrinsically sinful as heresy: 

Krason: “The fact that slavery is a great evil and is prohibited by the natural law is 

not something which was readily apparent for most of human history and was not 

even certainly taught by the Church, the guardian and interpreter of the natural 

law… This is the way it was with slavery…. It had never authoritatively been taught 

as wrong by the Magisterium up to Taney’s time. Taney lived at a time when the 

Church’s teaching was only beginning to come down firmly against slavery.” 

Krason admits that his belief that slavery is intrinsically sinful was not taught by the Church 

and was even condemned by the Church up until the 19th century. Consequently, he not only 

admits that his belief is a new and novel doctrine but also that it was condemned by the Church 

up until the 19th century. The reason he can admit this is because of his heresy that dogmas 

evolve and thus change their meaning over time.  

Ploy 6: They contradict themselves by teaching the dogma in one place then denying it in 
another 

Beware of the ploy that many heretics use to sneak in their heresy among the faithful, which is 

to speak the dogma in one place and deny in another or to speak words that can be taken in the 

orthodox or heretical sense. This ploy is known as wilful contradictions and wilful ambiguity. 

Their clearly heretical statements (ones that cannot be taken in any other context) are sufficient to 

condemn them as heretics no matter how many other times they teach the dogma. But their wilful 

ambiguity can only be taken in the heretical sense by considering their other teachings on the 

topic or by questioning them as to what they mean.  

An example of wilful contradictions is as follows. In one place, apostate Antipope Leo XIII 

teaches that the apostles upheld the dogma regarding justified slavery in which it could be 

implied that he too believes the same: 

Apostate Antipope Leo XIII, In Plurimus, 1888: 7.  From the beginning the Church 

spared no pains to make the Christian people, in a matter of such high importance, 

accept and firmly hold the true teachings of Christ and the Apostles… She clearly 

defined and strongly enforced the rights and mutual duties of masters and slaves as 

they are laid down in the letters of the Apostles. It was in these words that the 

Princes of the Apostles admonished the slaves they had admitted to the fold of 

Christ. ‘Servants, be subject to your masters with all fear, not only to the good and 

gentle, but also to the forward’. ‘Servants, be obedient to them that are your lords 

according to the flesh, with fear and trembling in the simplicity of your heart, as to 

Christ. Not serving to the eye, but as the servants of Christ, doing the will of God 

from the heart. With a good will serving as to the Lord, and not to men. Knowing 
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that whatsoever good thing any man shall do, the same shall he receive from the 

Lord, whether he be bond or free’ St. Paul says the same to Timothy: ‘Whosoever 

are servants under the yoke, let them count their masters worthy of all honor; lest 

the name of the Lord and his doctrine be blasphemed. But they that have believing 

masters, let them not despise them because they are brethren, but serve them the 

rather, because they are faithful and beloved, who are partakers of the benefit. These 

things teach and exhort’
26

. In like manner he commanded Titus to teach servants ‘to 

be obedient to their masters, in all things pleasing, not gainsaying. Not defrauding, 

but in all things showing good fidelity, that they may adorn the doctrine of God our 

Savior in all things.” 

But in many other places in the same encyclical, he clearly condemns slavery as intrinsically 

sinful and thus denies the dogma regarding justified slavery: 

Apostate Antipope Leo III, In Plurimis, 1888: 

“1. But this was specially acceptable and sweet to Us because it lent confirmation to 

the belief, which is so welcome to Us, that the great majority of the people of Brazil 

desire to see the cruelty of slavery ended, and rooted out from the land.” 

“9. …The Church has cut out and destroyed this dreadful curse of slavery.” 

“10…Do not, then, call any Christian man a slave, unless, indeed, he is in bondage 

again to sin.” 

“12. The care of the Church extended to the protection of slaves, and without 

interruption tended carefully to one object, that they should finally be restored to 

freedom.” 

“14. …the Catholic Church, the banisher of slavery and causer of true liberty, 

fraternity, and equality among men.” 

“21. …every vestige of slavery should be speedily obliterated...” 

The heretics are not fit to judge which kinds of slavery are just or unjust 

Slavery and the treatment of slaves must be judged as God sees it. Hence only a good and 

faithful Catholics are fit to judge when slavery or the treatment of slaves is just or unjust. And, in 

some cases, not even good and faithful Catholics can make the right judgments. Hence nominal 

Catholics and non-Catholics are not fit to judge when slavery or the treatment of slaves is just or 

unjust.  

For example, faithful and good Catholics are fit to judge that the enslavement of some 

American Indians and of slaves brought from Africa to America is justified slavery in punishment 

for their paganism and with the hope to civilize them. And once they are civilized, it would be 

much easier to convert them or their offspring to the Catholic faith when they learn about it; 

because before men can be converted, they must first be civilized. However, in some cases God 

merely enslaves men to punish them regardless if they convert or not. Hence even though some 

non-Catholics (who were thus evil men) enslaved Africans and American Indians, the slavery was 

justified, even if they enslaved them for wrong reasons. For example, the reason some of the 

slave traders enslaved these pagans was merely to make money; but God’s reason was to justly 

punish them for their paganism, and thus it was justified slavery. Many times God uses evil men 

to justly enslave other men. For example, God used the pagan King of Babylon, Nabuchodonosor, 

to justly kill and enslave the Israelites of the Southern Kingdom of Juda in punishment for their 

obstinate sins: 

                                                      
26 I Tim. 6: 1-2. 
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“For among my people are found wicked men… They are grown gross and fat: and 

have most wickedly transgressed my words… Shall I not visit for these things, saith 

the Lord? or shall not my soul take revenge on such…” (Jer. 5:26, 28-29) “For I 

have set my face against this city for evil, and not for good, saith the Lord: it shall 

be given into the hand of the king of Babylon, and he shall burn it with fire…” (Jer. 

21:10) “And now I have given all these lands into the hand of Nabuchodonosor king 

of Babylon my servant…” (Jer. 27:6) “For the sins that you have committed before 

God, you shall be carried away captives into Babylon by Nabuchodonosor the king 

of Babylon.” (Baruch 6:1) “Gird thee with sackcloth, O daughter of my people, and 

sprinkle thee with ashes: make thee mourning as for an only son, a bitter 

lamentation…” (Jer. 6:26) 

And good and faithful Catholics are also fit to judge that the treatment of slaves in the 

Americas, in most cases, was justified, which also applied to slaves who were worthy of severe 

punishments even unto the death penalty. However, several apostate antipopes and other nominal 

Catholics disagree. They believe this enslavement was unjustified and thus was sinful and that the 

treatment of these slaves in all or most cases was unjustified and sinful. However, they are not fit 

to make such judgments! Even good-willed non-Catholics who look at the evidence can see that 

these nominal Catholics are lying in regards to the treatment of slaves in the Americas. And many 

nominal Christians, such as conservative Protestants, can make the right judgement that this 

enslavement was justified, even though they are not fit as authoritative judges to make such 

judgments. 

Apostate Antipope Paul III, Sublimus Dei, 1549 

In the first part of his following encyclical, apostate Antipope Paul III correctly teaches that no 

man and thus no slave should be treated as a real animal and that no man, no matter how sinful 

and uncivilized, is incapable of being civilized and thus of being converted to Christianity. 

Apostate Antipope Paul III, Sublimus Dei, 1549: “The sublime God so loved the 

human race that He created man in such wise that he might participate, not only in 

the good that other creatures enjoy, but endowed him with capacity to attain to the 

inaccessible and invisible Supreme Good and behold it face to face; and since man, 

according to the testimony of the sacred scriptures, has been created to enjoy eternal 

life and happiness, which none may obtain save through faith in our Lord Jesus 

Christ, it is necessary that he should possess the nature and faculties enabling him to 

receive that faith; and that whoever is thus endowed should be capable of receiving 

that same faith. Nor is it credible that any one should possess so little understanding 

as to desire the faith and yet be destitute of the most necessary faculty to enable him 

to receive it. Hence Christ, who is the Truth itself, that has never failed and can 

never fail, said to the preachers of the faith whom He chose for that office Go ye 

and teach all natioas.’ He said all, without exception, for all are capable of receiving 

the doctrines of the faith. 

“The enemy of the human race, who opposes all good deeds in order to bring 

men to destruction, beholdmg and envying this, invented a means never before 

heard of, by which he might hinder the preaching of God's word of Salvation to the 

people: he inspired his satellites who, to please him, have not hesitated to publish 

abroad that the Indians of the West and the South, and other people of whom We 

have recent knowledge should be treated as dumb brutes created for our service, 

pretending that they are incapable of receiving the Catholic Faith. 

“We, who, though unworthy, exercise on earth the power of our Lord and seek 

with all our might to bring those sheep of His flock who are outside into the fold 

committed to our charge, consider, however, that the Indians are truly men and that 
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they are not only capable of understanding the Catholic Faith but. according to our 

information, they desire exceedingly to receive it.”  

So far, so good! But a comment needs to be made. Some men are so evil and uncivilized that 

they act like animals. The Word of God teaches that some men are like senseless beasts: 

“One of them a prophet of their own, said, The Cretians are always liars, evil beasts, 

slothful bellies.” (Titus 1:12) 

“But these men, as irrational beasts, naturally tending to the snare and to 

destruction, blaspheming those things which they know not, shall perish in their 

corruption,” (2 Pt. 2:12) 

“But these men blaspheme whatever things they know not: and what things soever 

they naturally know, like dumb beasts, in these they are corrupted.” (Jude 1:10) 

God even said that some of his evil chosen people were worse than animals: 

“Hear, O ye heavens, and give ear, O earth, for the Lord hath spoken. I have 

brought up children, and exalted them: but they have despised me. The ox knoweth 

his owner, and the ass his master's crib; but Israel hath not known me, and my 

people hath not understood. Woe to the sinful nation, a people laden with iniquity, a 

wicked seed, ungracious children: they have forsaken the Lord, they have 

blasphemed the Holy One of Israel, they are gone away backwards.” (Isa. 1:2-4) 

Therefore, men that act like animals or worse than animals must be treated as animals or 

worse than animals until they stop acting like animals. But they are nevertheless not real animals 

but are human and thus can be civilized and converted. The heresy that some men are real 

animals is contained in apostate Judaism, which teaches that all Gentiles are real animals, soulless 

beasts.  

The trick that Paul III plays is that after he correctly teaches the all men are human no matter 

how evil can be civilized and converted is that he changes the topic by banishing all slavery and 

thus, by implication, he believes that all slavery is unjust and that all slaves are looked upon as 

real animals:  

Cont: “Desiring to provide ample remedy for these evils, We define and declare by 

these Our letters, or by any translation thereof signed by any notary public and 

sealed with the seal of any ecclesiastical dignitary, to which the same credit shall be 

given as to the originals, that, notwithstanding whatever may have been or may be 

said to the contrary, the said Indians and all other people who may later be 

discovered by Christians, are by no means to be deprived of their liberty or the 

possession of their property, even though they be outside the faith of Jesus Christ; 

and that they may and should, freely and legitimately, enjoy their liberty and the 

possession of their property; nor should they be in any way enslaved; should the 

contrary happen, it shall be null and have no effect.” 

Hence apostate Antipope Paul III denies the dogma regarding justified slavery which God uses 

to justly punish obstinate sinners, especially those who act like or even worse than animals. 

Consequently, he deprives these obstinate sinners of justified slavery and thus of the opportunity 

to be civilized, converted, and saved.  

Lastly, apostate Antipope Paul III is not competent to judge what kind of slavery is just or 

unjust and what kind of treatment of slaves is just or unjust or whether slaves are treated as real 

animal or are only treated as animals because they act like animals. 



60 

 

Apostate Antipope Leo III, In Plurimus, 1888 

His willful ambiguity and wilful contradictions 

Upon reading apostate Antipope Leo XIII letter In Plurimus, it is clear that he is trying to 

introduce the heresy that slavery is intrinsically sinful; in some places he teaches it was sinful 

even during the Old Testament era; but in other places, he teaches that it is only sinful during the 

New Covenant era. Yet, in other places he seems to teach that slavery is not intrinsically sinful. 

Hence he uses the tricks that all heretics use when introducing their heresy of willful ambiguity 

and willful contradictions. The conclusions some can make (provided they ignore Leo’s 

statements that undermine their conclusions) are as follows: 

1. All slavery at all times is intrinsically sinful and thus during the Old and New Testament 

eras. And this is heresy. 

2. All slavery only during the New Testament era is intrinsically sinful. And this is heresy. 

3. All slavery is not intrinsically evil but only unjustified slavery and unjust treatment of 

slaves is intrinsically evil. Hence justified slavery and the just treatment of slaves are not 

sinful. And this is the dogmatic teaching. 

Apostate Antipope Leo XIII wants you to believe 1 or 2, but he can say he believes in 3 if 

challenged by one who holds the dogma. Hence on one hand he can profess the heresy to those 

who are inclined to believe the heresy, but on the other profess the dogma to those who hold the 

dogma. 

His heresy that slavery, at least during the New Covenant era, is intrinsically sinful 

In the following quote, Leo XIII teaches that all slavery is intrinsically sinful:  

Apostate Antipope Leo III, In Plurimis, 1888: “But this was specially acceptable 

and sweet to Us because it lent confirmation to the belief, which is so welcome to 

Us, that the great majority of the people of Brazil desire to see the cruelty of slavery 

ended, and rooted out from the land.” 

Note that he did not say “cruel slavery” (which would be true) but the cruelty of slavery and 

thus that slavery itself is cruel and thus unjustified, and that is heresy. This is confirmed in other 

parts of his letter in which he teaches that all slavery must be abolished and thus is intrinsically 

sinful: 

Ibid: “9. …The Church has cut out and destroyed this dreadful curse of slavery.  

In the following quote, Leo teaches that the only justified slavery during the New Covenant 

era is spiritual slavery to sin and the Devil and thus physical slavery is sinful and thus to be 

abolished: 

Ibid: “10…Do not, then, call any Christian man a slave, unless, indeed, he is in 

bondage again to sin.” 

In the following quote Leo teaches that all slavery should be abolished: 

Ibid: “21. …every vestige of slavery should be speedily obliterated...”  

In the following quote he teaches that all slaves should be freed: 
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Ibid: “12. The care of the Church extended to the protection of slaves, and without 

interruption tended carefully to one object, that they should finally be restored to 

freedom, which would greatly conduce to their eternal welfare.” 

The complete opposite is true regarding justified slavery. One purpose of justified slavery is to 

humble and civilize obstinate sinners with the hope that they may convert and save their souls and 

thus “conduce to their eternal welfare.” Even though Basil of Cesarea was an apostate, he teaches 

the truth in this regard: 

Apostate Basil of Cesarea, On the Holy Spirit, 4th century: “51. …For men are 

either brought under a yoke of slavery by conquest, as when prisoners are taken in 

war; or they are enslaved on account of poverty, as the Egyptians were oppressed by 

Pharaoh; or, by a wise and mysterious dispensation, the worst children are by their 

fathers’ order condemned to serve the wiser and the better; and this any righteous 

enquirer into the circumstances would declare to be not a sentence of condemnation 

but a benefit. For it is more profitable that the man who, through lack of 

intelligence, has no natural principle of rule within himself, should become the 

chattel of another, to the end that, being guided by the reason of his master, he may 

be like a chariot with a charioteer, or a boat with a steersman seated at the tiller.”
27

 

In the following quote, apostate Antipope Leo XIII teaches that it is a good thing that slavery 

among so-called Christian nations in the 15th century has been almost blotted out, which only 

proves how this heresy was so widespread and prevalent at the time during the Great Apostasy. 

And he teaches that in his days slavery was being revived in some areas and thus needs to be 

again abolished. He also says that all nations (and thus even pagan nations) are innocent and thus 

do not deserve to be subjected to slavery: 

Ibid: “15. Toward the end of the fifteenth century, at which time the base stain of 

slavery having been nearly blotted out from among Christian nations, States were 

anxious to stand firmly in evangelical liberty, and also to increase their empire, this 

apostolic see took the greatest care that the evil germs of such depravity should 

nowhere revive. She therefore directed her provident vigilance to the newly 

discovered regions of Africa, Asia, and America; for a report had reached her that 

the leaders of those expeditions, Christians though they were, were wickedly 

making use of their arms and ingenuity for establishing and imposing slavery on 

these innocent nations.”  

Africa, Asia, and America were and still are infested with many pagans and he has the 

audacity to call them innocent nations, which is yet another of Leo’s heresies.  

Leo, then, coyly changes the topic by speaking about what he believes was unjust slavery and 

the unjust treatment of slaves: 

Ibid: “15. …Indeed, since the crude nature of the soil which they had to overcome, 

nor less the wealth of metals which had to be extracted by digging, required very 

hard work, unjust and inhuman plans were entered into. For a certain traffic was 

begun, slaves being transported for that purpose from Ethiopia, which, at that time, 

under the name of ‘La tratta dei Negri,’ too much occupied those colonies. An 

oppression of the indigenous inhabitants (who are collectively called Indians), much 

the same as slavery, followed with a like maltreatment.” 

According to Leo, very hard work is sinful, which is yet another heresy. It seems he believes 

the only work men should do is white collar work and not blue collar work, which is only more 

proof if his effeminacy.  Without blue collar workers, men cannot survive. There would be no 

food, clothes, homes, buildings, cities, transportation, etc. The Word of God condemns Leo’s 

laziness regarding hard labor: 

                                                      
27 c. 20. 
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“Hate not labourious works nor husbandry ordained by the most High.” (Eccus. 

7:16) 

And, again, Leo is a heretic for acting like man is already in paradise and thus should not do 

hard work. He has denied the dogma regarding the curse that God has put upon mankind because 

of original sin: 

 “And to Adam he said: Because thou hast hearkened to the voice of thy wife, and 

hast eaten of the tree, whereof I commanded thee that thou shouldst not eat, cursed 

is the earth in thy work; with labour and toil shalt thou eat thereof all the days of thy 

life. Thorns and thistles shall it bring forth to thee; and thou shalt eat the herbs of 

the earth. In the sweat of thy face shalt thou eat bread till thou return to the earth, 

out of which thou wast taken: for dust thou art, and into dust thou shalt return.” 

(Gen. 3:17-19) 

Leo also condemns slaves being transported from one place to another, when in fact this is the 

case with many slaves. Hence slaves being transported from one place to another to do hard work 

is hardly intrinsically sinful but in many cases is the essence of justified slavery. Hence the mere 

fact that slaves are transported from one place to another to do labor is not intrinsically sinful, or 

else God would be evil for ordaining that almost the entire Northern Kingdom of Israel be 

transported into Assyria and put to labor: 

“In the days of Phacee king of Israel came Theglathphalasar king of Assyria, and 

took Aion, and Abel Domum Maacha and Janoe, and Cedes, and Asor, and Galaad, 

and Galilee, and all the land of Nephtali: and carried them captives into Assyria.” (4 

Ki. 15:29) 

And God would be evil for ordaining that almost the entire Southern Kingdom of Juda to be 

transported into Babylon and put to labor: 

“For the sins that you [the Israelites of the Southern Kingdom of Juda] have 

committed before God, you shall be carried away captives into Babylon by 

Nabuchodonosor the king of Babylon. And when you are come into Babylon, you 

shall be there many years, and for a long time, even to seven generations.” (Bar. 

6:1-2) 

In Leo’s above quote regarding slavery, he says the slaves were maltreated; which if true, 

would be the unjust treatment of slaves. But that does not mean all harsh treatment of slaves is 

unjust and thus maltreatment, as some slaves deserve to be harshly treated from the point of mild 

punishments, to severe punishments, and even to death.  In the following quote, Leo, again, 

implies that all slaves are treated unjustly and thus all slaves should be freed on this point alone:  

Ibid: “Having established these principles as beginnings and foundations, the 

Church, like a tender mother, went on to try to find some alleviation for the sorrows 

and the disgrace of the life of the slave;”  

Justified slavery is precisely meant to disgrace and humble the slaves as a just punishment 

from God. But that does not mean that their life as slaves is a disgrace in the sense that all of them 

are unjustly treated by their masters. Hence Leo lies by implying that all slaves are treated 

unjustly by their masters and thus should be freed.   

The disposition of the slaves and the reason for the slavery, in the eyes of God, is what 

determines if the slavery is just or unjust. And the unjust or just treatment of slaves must be 

judged as God sees it. Hence, because he is an apostate, the rebellious, humanist, and effeminate 

Antipope Leo XIII is not competent to judge what kind of slavery is just or unjust and what kind 

of treatment of slaves is just or unjust. 
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His heresies that Christ’s redemption benefited all men and that this earth is or should be a 
paradise 

All of the heretics who deny one or more dogmas regarding slavery, at least by implication, 

believe that the earth, at least during the New Covenant era, is already paradise. And thus no one 

is worthy of being made a slave because Christ redeemed all men and thus by this fact alone, the 

heretics conclude, that all men are forgiven and thus pleasing to God. This heresy denies the 

dogma that men must cooperate with their redemption to benefit from it and thus to be pleasing to 

God and hence to be saved.  

For example, apostate Antipope Leo III teaches this heresy: 

Apostate Antipope Leo XIII, In Plurimis, 1888: “7. …And now through the new 

Adam, who is Christ, there is established a brotherly union between man and man, 

and people and people;”  

Christ did not come to establish brotherly love among all men but only among those who 

believe in him and obey him and thus only among Catholics. Christ’s following teaching, among 

many, condemns the heresy that the mere coming of Christ established brotherly love among all 

men:  

“Do not think that I came to send peace upon earth: I came not to send peace, but 

the sword. For I came to set a man at variance against his father, and the daughter 

against her mother, and the daughter in law against her mother in law.” (Mt. 10:34-

35) 

The apostate lying Leo then goes on to imply that all men are saved: 

Ibid: “just as in the order of nature they all have a common origin, so in the order 

which is above nature, they all have one and the same origin in salvation and faith;” 

The fact that all men have the same common origin in Adam does not mean they also have the 

same origin in salvation and faith. Only those who believe in the true Jesus (the Catholic Jesus) 

have the same spiritual origin in salvation and faith. St. Paul says, “You are all the children of 

God by faith, in Christ Jesus.” (Gal. 3:26) The spiritual common origin of those who do not 

believe in the true Jesus is the Devil and hell because they have not cooperated with their 

redemption. Hence Leo teaches heresy when he says that “all have one and the same origin in 

salvation and faith.” 

But in the next sentence, Leo tells a truth: 

Ibid: “all alike are called to be the adopted sons of God and the Father, who has paid 

the self-same ransom for us all;” 

Here he correctly says that all me are called to be saved, which can imply that not all men will 

be saved. But this contradicts his previous sentence in which he implied that all men have faith 

and will be saved. I order to uphold his heresy, Leo could say that all men are called and all men 

will respond and be saved. In the above quote, Leo correctly says that Christ redeemed all men. 

But in the next sentence he says that all men are members of the same body” and thus implies the 

all men have benefited from the redemption:  

Ibid: “all alike are called to be the adopted sons of God and the Father, who has paid 

the self-same ransom for us all; we are all members of the same body, all are 

allowed to partake of the same divine banquet, and offered to us all are the blessings 

of divine grace and of eternal life”. 

He goes from correctly saying that all men are called to be adopted sons of God to the heresy 

that all men are adopted sons of God when he says all men are “members of the same body.” 
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Hence he teaches the heresy that Christ’s redemption of all men equals the salvation of all men 

and thus men do not have to cooperate with their redemption to be saved.  

Now all these heresies of Leo paved the road for his heresy that slavery, at least during the 

New Covenant era, is intrinsically sinful, as quoted above.  However, in the following quote, Leo 

seems to contradict himself because it seems he is now teaching that slavery is not intrinsically 

sinful: 

Ibid: “with this end in view she clearly defined and strongly enforced the rights and 

mutual duties of masters and slaves as they are laid down in the letters of the 

Apostles. It was in these words that the Princes of the Apostles admonished the 

slaves they had admitted to the fold of Christ. ‘Servants, be subject to your masters 

with all fear, not only to the good and gentle, but also to the forward.’
28

 ‘Servants, 

be obedient to them that are your lords according to the flesh, with fear and 

trembling in the simplicity of your heart, as to Christ. Not serving to the eye, but as 

the servants of Christ, doing the will of God from the heart. With a good will 

serving as to the Lord, and not to men. Knowing that whatsoever good thing any 

man shall do, the same shall he receive from the Lord, whether he be bond or 

free.’
29

. St. Paul says the same to Timothy: ‘Whosoever are servants under the yoke, 

let them count their masters worthy of all honor; lest the name of the Lord and his 

doctrine be blasphemed. But they that have believing masters, let them not despise 

them because they are brethren, but serve them the rather, because they are faithful 

and beloved, who are partakers of the benefit. These things teach and exhort.’
30

. In 

like manner he commanded Titus to teach servants ‘to be obedient to their masters, 

in all things pleasing, not gainsaying. Not defrauding, but in all things showing 

good fidelity, that they may adorn the doctrine of God our Savior in all things.’
31

” 

Leo now seems to teach slavery is not intrinsically sinful, which contradicts his teachings in 

the same letter where he teaches that slavery is sinful. When his other teachings on slavery, even 

in the same letter, are considered, Leo, in the above quote, means that slavery is still intrinsically 

evil but only that it is to be tolerated. Only sinful things are tolerated. Hence, Leo is consistent in 

his heretical belief that slavery is intrinsically evil even when he seems to contradict himself by 

using quotes that speak of slavery in an acceptable light. For example, The following statement 

from Leo is more proof of this when he says that the only reason the Church has not liberated 

slaves in all cases is because it would cause chaos by going against the current order of things: 

Ibid: “9. …She has deprecated any precipitate action in securing the manumission 

and liberation of the slaves, because that would have entailed tumults and wrought 

injury, as well to the slaves themselves as to the commonwealth, but with singular 

wisdom she has seen that the minds of the slaves should be instructed through her 

discipline in the Christian faith, and with baptism should acquire habits suitable to 

the Christian life.” 

The implication by Leo is that the Church only tolerated slavery and thus never condoned it as 

a justified punishment or trial from God.  

Leo not only teaches that slavery is intrinsically sinful during the New Covenant era, but also 

during the Old Testament era. And, by implication, he teaches that man never committed the 

original sin and was never cast out of paradise: 

Apostate Antipope Leo XIII, In Plurimis, 1888: “3. In the presence of so much 

suffering, the condition of slavery, in which a considerable part of the great human 

family has been sunk in squalor and affliction now for many centuries, is deeply to 

be deplored; for the system is one which is wholly opposed to that which was 

                                                      
28 I Peter 2:18. 
29 Eph. 6:5-8. 
30 I Tim. 6: 1-2. 
31 Titus 2:9-10. 
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originally ordained by God and by nature. The Supreme Author of all things so 

decreed that man should exercise a sort of royal dominion over beasts and cattle and 

fish and fowl, but never that men should exercise a like dominion over their fellow 

men.”  

This is true when Adam and Eve were in the Garden of Paradise and thus before they 

committed the original sin. But Leo wants you to believe it is true even now (after the original 

sin, after Adam and Eve were cast out of the Garden of Paradise) and thus he wants you to 

believe slavery is intrinsically sinful and against the natural law. In 1866, Twenty-two years 

before Leo’s encyclical, a nominal Holy Office decree under apostate Antipope Pius IX correctly 

condemns Leo’s belief that slavery is intrinsically sinful and against the natural law: 

Nominal Holy Office Decree, 1866, under apostate Antipope Pius IX: “Slavery 

itself, considered as such in its essential nature, is not at all contrary to the natural 

and divine law, and there can be several just titles of slavery and these are referred 

to by approved theologians and commentators of the sacred canons. ... It is not 

contrary to the natural and divine law for a slave to be sold, bought, exchanged or 

given.  The purchaser should carefully examine whether the slave who is put up for 

sale has been justly or unjustly deprived of his liberty, and that the vendor should do 

nothing which might endanger the life, virtue, or Catholic faith of the slave.”
32

 

Leo then goes on to teach that after men sinned, sin came into the world, which is true. But he 

heretical says that two of the sins are that men began to look upon other men as inferior and that 

some men made other men slaves.  

Ibid: “4. From the first sin came all evils, and specially this perversity that there 

were men who, forgetful of the original brotherhood of the race, instead of seeking, 

as they should naturally have done, to promote mutual kindness and mutual respect, 

following their evil desires began to think of other men as their inferiors, and to 

hold them as cattle born for the yoke. In this way, through an absolute forgetfulness 

of our common nature, and of human dignity, and the likeness of God stamped upon 

us all, it came to pass that in the contentions and wars which then broke out, those 

who were the stronger reduced the conquered into slavery; so that mankind, though 

of the same race, became divided into two sections, the conquered slaves and their 

victorious masters.”  

While it is a sin to look upon men as or treat them as real animals (even though it is not a sin 

to say that some men act like animals and thus treat them as one would animals), it is not 

intrinsically sinful to enslave men. And while it is true that the physical brotherhood of all men 

comes from Adam because all man are human, it is heresy to teach or imply, as Leo does, that all 

men are spiritual brothers to one another since the fall of Adam and Eve. Since the fall of Adam 

and Eve, some men believe in and obey the one true God and thus are spiritual brothers while 

others do not and thus are not spiritual brothers to those who believe in and obey God. Those who 

believe in and obey God are spiritually superior to those who do not. And men are physically 

inferior to other men in natural order; such as, some men are born to serve and others to rule, and 

even those who rule are inferior to those who rule above them, wives are inferior to their 

husbands, children are inferior to their parents, some men are inferior in intelligence than other 

men, and some men are not as physically strong as other men. And even in heaven some are 

inferior to others, as all creatures are inferior to the Blessed Virgin Mary and Mary is inferior to 

God. Hence it is heresy when Leo says that men must not look upon some men as inferior. He 

holds the heresy that all men are equal, which is the mantra and heretical belief of the Freemasons 

and the democracies they invented: 

                                                      
32 Source: Instruction 20, The Holy Office (Sacred Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith), June 20, 1866. 

http://churchslavery.blogspot.com/
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Nominal Catholic Encyclopedia, Freemasonry: “Even the programme of the 

Revolution expressed in the ‘rights of man’ was, as shown above, drawn from 

Masonic principles, and its device: ‘Liberty, Equality, Fraternity’ is the very device 

of Freemasonry.” 

It is the apostate Jews who formed and control the Freemasons. And it is they that introduced 

the mantra of “Liberty, Equality, and Fraternity” in order to destroy the hierarchic order in the 

governments and families of the Gentiles and to create chaos in Gentile nations, which enabled 

them to come to power and increase in power. Note how these apostate Jews are not as stupid and 

gullible as the stupid and gullible Gentiles, nominal Catholic included, who swallow their lies: 

Protocols of the Elders of Zion, 1897:  

Protocol 4: “2. Gentile masonry blindly serves as a screen for us and our objects; 

but the plan of action of our force, even its very abiding-place, remains for the 

whole people an unknown mystery.” 

“Protocol 1: “25. Far back in ancient times we were the first to cry among the 

masses of the people the words ‘Liberty, Equality, Fraternity,’ words many times 

repeated since these days by stupid poll-parrots who, from all sides around, flew 

down upon these baits and with them carried away the well-being of the world, true 

freedom of the individual, formerly so well guarded against the pressure of the mob. 

The would-be wise men of the goyim, the intellectuals, could not make anything out 

of the uttered words in their abstractedness; did not see that in nature there is no 

equality, cannot be freedom: that Nature herself has established inequality of minds, 

of characters, and capacities, just as immutably as she has established subordination 

to her laws: never stopped to think that the mob is a blind thing, that upstarts elected 

from among it to bear rule are, in regard to the political, the same blind men as the 

mob itself… 26. In all corners of the earth the words “Liberty, Equality, 

Fraternity,” brought to our ranks, thanks to our blind agents, whole legions who 

bore our banners with enthusiasm. And all the time these words were canker-worms 

at work boring into the well-being of the goyim, putting an end everywhere to 

peace, quiet, solidarity and destroying all the foundations of the goya States. As you 

will see later, this helped us to our triumph: it gave us the possibility, among other 

things, of getting into our hands the master card—the destruction of the privileges, 

or in other words of the very existence of the aristocracy of the goyim, that class 

which was the only defense peoples and countries had against us.” 

“Protocol 9: “2. The words of the liberal, which are in effect the words of our 

Masonic watchword, namely, ‘Liberty, Equality, Fraternity,’ will, when we come 

into our kingdom, be changed by us into words no longer of a watchword, but only 

an expression of idealism, namely, into ‘The right of liberty, the duty of equality, 

the ideal of brotherhood.’ That is how we shall put it, —and so we shall catch the 

bull by the horns ... de facto we have already wiped out every kind of rule except 

our own, although de jure there still remain a good many of them. Nowadays, if any 

States raise a protest against us it is only pro forma at our discretion and by our 

direction.”  

Apostate Antipope Leo XIII, in his same letter, utters this apostate Jewish, Freemasonic, and 

democracy mantra (heresy): 

Apostate Antipope Leo XIII, In Plurimis, 1888: “14. Therefore, sufficient praise or 

thanks can never be returned to the Catholic Church, the banisher of slavery and 

causer of true liberty, fraternity, and equality among men, since she has merited it 

by the prosperity of nations, through the very great beneficence of Christ our 

Redeemer.” 
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This and many other things make Leo highly suspect of being a Freemason.
33

 If he were not a 

Freemason, then he was a useful idiot to the apostate Jews, a “stupid poll-parrot,” a “would-be 

wise man,” and “upstart,” and a “blind agent…who bore our [apostate Jews’] banners with 

enthusiasm.” 

Note also how Leo uses his heresy that all men are equal to defend his heresy that slavery is 

intrinsically evil and thus the Church should banish all slavery. And note how Leo uses his heresy 

that Christ’s redemption made all men are free (liberty), brothers (fraternity), and equal (equality) 

to defend his heresy that slavery is intrinsically sinful. 

And this brings us back to Leo’s implied heresy, by logical conclusion, that Adam and Eve 

never committed the original sin; or if they did, Christ’s redemption during his first coming rid 

the world of original sin and its consequences and thus this earth is already paradise or, at least, it 

can and should be before the second coming of Jesus Christ. This is the utopian heresy of the 

humanist. In the following quote, Leo hints that before Christ came, slavery abounded because 

the world was not yet a paradise; and thus, by implication, after Christ came, the earth became or 

should become a paradise before his second coming: 

Apostate Antipope Leo XIII, In Plurimis, 1888: “4. …The history of the ancient 

world presents us with this miserable spectacle down to the time of the coming of 

our Lord, when the calamity of slavery had fallen heavily upon all the peoples, and 

the number of freemen had become so reduced that the poet was able to put this 

atrocious phrase into the mouth of Caesar: ‘The human race exists for the sake of a 

few’
34

. 

The dogma is that this earth will not be free from Satan and the other devils and evil human 

beings and sin until after the second coming of Christ. Hence it is a dogma that this world will not 

become a paradise until after the second coming of Christ. Consequently, justified slavery, which 

is a just punishment from God, will not be abolished under after the second coming of Christ, 

except for the slavery of devils and damned humans. Until then, Satan controls this world to one 

degree or another during both the Old and New Testament eras and that most of the men in this 

world were evil during the Old Testament era and most men are evil during the New Testament 

era, to the point that Jesus said,  

“Yet the Son of man, when he cometh, shall he find, think you, faith on earth?” (Lk. 

18:8) 

Apostate Antipope Leo XIII, as well as the other humanists, are trying to bring paradise 

(utopia) upon this wicked earth before the second coming of Christ and thus without Christ and 

contrary to the Word of God which teaches that it is Jesus Christ who brings this paradise, this 

utopia, after his second coming. 

He takes a teaching from Pope St. Gregory I out of context 

Beware of Leo’s trick to defend his heresy by using Pope St. Gregory I following quote out of 

context.  

Ibid: “2. …The words of St. Gregory the Great are very applicable here: ‘Since our 

Redeemer, the Author of all life, deigned to take human flesh, that by the power of 

his Godhood the chains by which we were held in bondage being broken, he might 

restore us to our first state of liberty, it is most fitting that men by the concession of 

manumission should restore to the freedom in which they were born those whom 

                                                      
33 See RJMI Topic Index: Leo XIII, apostate antipope. 
34 Lucan, “Phars.” 5, 343. 
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nature sent free into the world, but who have been condemned to the yoke of slavery 

by the law of nations.’
35

”  

Pope St. Gregory wrote this letter upon his occasion of freeing two Catholic slaves that were 

worthy of being freed. He did not intend to teach that all slaves should be freed even though it 

may seem that he is teaching that all slaves should be freed. He is not teaching, as Leo had, that 

all men benefited from the redemption but only that all men might benefit from the redemption.  

Pope St. Gregory I, Letters, Letter to Montana and Thomas, 4th or 5th century: 

“Since our Redeemer, the Author of all life, deigned to take human flesh, that by the 

power of his Godhood the chains by which we were held in bondage being broken, 

he might restore us to our first state of liberty…”  

And when Gregory’s other teachings on slavery are considered and when his own and 

previous popes’ practice of having slaves is considered, Gregory is not teaching that all slavery is 

intrinsically sinful. If Gregory believed slavery were intrinsically sinful during the New Covenant 

era, then he and all the previous popes, at least by sins of omissions, and other Catholics sinned 

by having slaves or by not condemning slavery. And, in his Pastoral Rule, Gregory upholds the 

dogma regarding justified slavery: 

Pope St. Gregory I, The Book of Pastoral Rule, 7th century: “Differently to be 

admonished are servants and masters. Servants, to wit, that they ever keep in view 

the humility of their condition; but masters, that they lose not recollection of their 

nature, in which they are constituted on an equality with servants. Servants are to be 

admonished that they despise not their masters, lest they offend God, if by behaving 

themselves proudly they gainsay his ordinance; masters, too, are to be admonished, 

that they are proud against God with respect to his gift, if they acknowledge not 

those whom they hold in subjection by reason of their condition to be their equals 

by reason of their community of nature. The former are to be admonished to know 

themselves to be servants of masters; the latter are to be admonished to 

acknowledge themselves to be fellow-servants of servants. For to those it is 

said, ‘Servants, obey your masters according to the flesh’ (Col. 3:22); and again, 

‘Let as many servants as are under the yoke count their masters worthy of all 

honour’ (1 Tim. 6:1); but to these it is said, ‘And ye, masters, do the same things 

unto them, forbearing threatening, knowing that both their and your Master is in 

heaven’ (Eph. 6:9).”
36

  

Not only did Gregory defend slavery during the New Covenant era, as contained in his 

Pastoral Rule, but in no place did he ever condemn slavery, as Leo had. For example, Leo said the 

following regarding slavery. 

Apostate Antipope Leo III, In Plurimis, 1888: 

“1. But this was specially acceptable and sweet to Us because it lent confirmation to 

the belief, which is so welcome to Us, that the great majority of the people of Brazil 

desire to see the cruelty of slavery ended, and rooted out from the land.” 

“9. …The Church has cut out and destroyed this dreadful curse of slavery.” 

“10…Do not, then, call any Christian man a slave, unless, indeed, he is in bondage 

again to sin.” 

“12. The care of the Church extended to the protection of slaves, and without 

interruption tended carefully to one object, that they should finally be restored to 

freedom.” 

                                                      
35 Epist., lib. 6, ep. 12 (PL 77, 803C-804A). 
36 p. 3, c, 5. 
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“14. …the Catholic Church, the banisher of slavery and causer of true liberty, 

fraternity, and equality among men.” 

“21. …every vestige of slavery should be speedily obliterated...” 

And in his following encyclical in, 1890, apostate Antipope Leo XIII said the following: 

Apostate Antipope Leo XIII, Catholica Ecclesiae, 1890: “1. …“The Church from 

the beginning sought to completely eliminate slavery, whose wretched yoke has 

oppressed many people… Our predecessors… applied every effort to eliminate the 

institution of slavery wherever it existed. 2. … For this reason, We have taken every 

occasion to openly condemn this gloomy plague of slavery.” 

Pope St. Gregory I never said any such thing regarding slavery. But apostate Antipope Leo 

XIII wants you to believe he did. 
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