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INTRODUCTION

As leaders of the Anclent Church, St.Peter and St.Paul
undoubtedly stand forth in impressive grandeur. To us,most
of the Christian aposﬂolic leaders are but nemes; but these
two are living men to this day. The 1ife of Paul 1s the
easier to write, and innumerable attempts have been made to
do 80. HNowover, such is not the case with Peter, for when we
investigate all sources, we are amazod to discover that so
1little definite information has survived regarding this man
who 1s given the first place among the Twelve Apostles e==-
regarding him who took a leading part in the foundation of
the Christian Church at Jerusalem, and who was the first to
preach the Gospel to the Gentlles. Farrar vividly expresses
this lack of definite information thus: :

For the detalls of many yearsa in the life of
St.Peter we have nothing on which to rely ex-
gept dlight and vague allusions, float
rumors, and false impression created by -
liberate fictlons of heretical romance.,

It 1s true, however, that concerning thls Christian
loader's early life we have sufficient information to en=
able us to formulate a satisfactory blographye. Scripture
tells us that ho was a natlve of Bethsaida (although later

residing at Capernaum), the son of a certain John, who,

le Fo We Farraé, Early gggs of Christisnity, (Dutton
Edition), Vols I, ps 5

o
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togethor with his sons, Andrew and Peter, was a fisherman
on the Sem of Galllee in partnership with Zebedee and his
sons. It also rolatos to us how in common with the earliest

followers of Christ, Poter recolved three geparate calls

from his Master, namely: 1) to become His diseciple (John :
1, 40 £ cfe 2, 2)3 2) to become His constant companion
(Matte 4, 19; Hark 1, 17; Luke 5, 10); 3) to be His apos-

tle (Matte 10, 23 Mark 3, 14. 163 Luke 6, 13. 14). In fact,

from the accounts rendered us in Holy VWrit, we see that

his 1ife manifests three wellemarked stages. The first of

these 1s the period of training, as exhibited in the gos-
pel narrative. This terminates with his shameful three-
fold denlal, after which he entered into the second perilod,
that of leadership in the Church, as portrayed in the earl-
ler chapters of the Acts of the Apostles. The third and f
final perlod of his life comprises those years in which |
he rendered humble service in the Kingdom of Christ, which
1s described to us in the Eplstles of the Hew Testament.
Vhen the foundation of the Church had been lald, Peter
takes a subordinate place, and in humble labors to spread
the boundaries of the Kingdom disappears from the pages of
history, as James henceforth takes the leading place in
the Church at Jerusaleme. (Cfe Acts 12, 173 15, 13321, 183
cal. 2, S 12).

It is also true that concerning Peterts tralts suffic-
ient detail 1s related to us throughout the pages of the
Vew Testament to enable us to obtaln a very comprehensive

characterization of this "Man of God". In fact, some go




80 far as to say that

o character ln Seripture history, we may

even say in all literature, 1s drawn for us

more clearly or strongly than Peterta. 2

His natural impulsiveness 1s readily seen from Matt.
14, 283 17, 43 John 21, 73 that he was tender-hcarted and
affectionate is attested by lMatts 26, 76; John 13, 93 21,
15-17. Undoubtedly the most striking features of Peter are
the strange contradictions within him es revealed to us
in the llew Testament. At times he was presumptuocus, Matt.
16, 223 John 13, 8; 18, 103 at other times timid and coward-
1y, Matt. 14, 303 26, 69=T2. Hle was self=sacrificing, Mark
1, 18, yet inclined to be self=-seeking, Matt. 19, 27.Again,
he was gifted with spiritual insight, John 6, 88, and yet,
slow to approhend the deoeper truths, Matte 15, 15. 16.
Furthermore, Poter made two great confessions of his faith,
latte 16, 163 John &, 69, but also the most cowardly denlal,
Hark 14, 67=71. '
However, the aim and purpose of this paper 1s not to

present a blography or character sketch of this disciple
of Christ, but to devote our attention to the latter years
of his life, and more particularly to the question: "Did
Peter visit Rome during the evening hours of his earthly
pilgrimage?" Ve shall examine all the evidence at ocur dis-
posal, meagre and controversial though 1t may be, and from
this draw our deductions. Since, however, this question of
Peter's vieit to Rome is the very "corner-stone" upon which
the "greatest Christian body on Earth"aatands or falls, we

shall enter upon a brief, but yet comprehensive, study of
the significance of thls alleged vislit. Thus, this thesls

2« Je Davis, Dictio of the Bible pe 596,
3« Foakes-Jackson, Poar. Prince of Apostles, pe IXe




wlill comprige:
I) A careful investigation into the possibility and
probablility of a visit to the Roman capital by
Peter; and
II) If such a vlsit can be admltted, a polemic dls-

cussion of the alleged slgniflcance which the
Roman Catholle Church attachoa to this point.

I.

THE HISTORICITY OF PRTER'S STAY IN ROME

Since the infallible Word of God remains silent in re-
gard to the definite scene of Peter's last years and death,
and since history affords no incontestable evidence, this
question has been the object of endless disputes Some
scholars, including a host of Protestants, have favored the
view that Peter did conclude hils work for the Lord in the
Roman capitals others, in spite of the lack of conclusive
oevidence, have glven a dogmatic negative response to this
econtentione. Among these are the Frenchman Justus Scalilger
(1540 - 1609) who stated: "'As for the coming of Peter to
ROmoseeeno man with & grain of comuon sense will belleve a
single syllable.'", Richard Adelbert Lipsius (1830 - 1892),
a great Corman critic, asserts: "'The Roman Peter Legend
provea itself to be from beginning to end a fictlon, and
thus our critical judgment is confirmed. The feet of Peter
never trod the streots of Romee'"; The Irish iethodist
clorgyman, Adam Clarke (1762 - 1832) emphatically avers:
"I am of the opinion that St.Poter 4id not write from
Rome===that he was neither Bishop of Rome nor martyred at

4. Quoted in Faber, w p.58, requoted
in The Popular and Critical Bible Cyclopaedia, 3,p.1320.
S5« Quo n pPres rian erly, Apr sroquoted

in The Popular and Gritioa; Bible Oxclongedu, SyPel320.
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Romo===in a word, that he waa never at Rome."'e Davidson
in his denial of Peter's actlvity in Kome, makes the state-
ment: "'The connection of Peter with Romo..ureate on an
ingsecurs baslse. Distingulshed eritics reject it, nor with-
out resmom'".7 Still another who 18 in agreement with thia
view is Kennard, who positively affirma: "I boldly and
edvisedly assert thero 18 no evidence to show that Peter
was evor at Rome". g

But lot us now investipgate the evidence, Biblical and
literary, and determine whether or not these men are justi-
fied so outspokenly to deny the possibility and probebility
of Petor's visit to Home, and on tho other hand, what evie
dence londs support to the opimion that the "Prince of
Apostles’ actually did live the latter years of his l1life
in that city.

In determinling the hlstorlcity of Peter's stay in Rome,
we shall Tirat enter upon a study of a much disputed pas-
sage in his First Hplstle, the authenticlty of which ad-
mittedly is in dlspute. Yet, the author of this thesis,
without entering upon a detalled apologetical exemination
of the question, assumes that it 1s a work of the Apostle
Poter. Hig assumption 1s based to a great extent upon the
following conslderations. It is

one of the writings of the New Testament, which
are the most anclently and the most unanimously
cited as authentic. Paplas, Polycarp, Irenasus,

Clement of Alexandria, Tertullian; and Origen,
all furnlsh indisputable evidence In its favor.g

6s Iblde, requoted in the Popular and Critical Bible

Cyclopaedia, 3, p. 1321
Te ﬁizm’c'-eﬁ In Davidson, Introduction to the New Testa-
ment, 1, 1420, requoted iIn the F'oggﬁr"'anﬂ Cricloal

BIble Encyclopaedia, 3, 1321,

8« Quoted In Kennard, Contre. with McLachlan, ps 49,
requoted in Bible Encyclopaedia, 3, 1321.

9. F. 'WI FQI‘I‘BI'- ODe ﬁit-— Na 122-
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10. Eusebius, listoria Euoleaiastloa, ITT, 25.
1l1. Ibid., III, 30,

12 Ibid., IV, l4.

13. Tbid., V, 8.

4. m-. VI, 28.
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Bosldes tnlis, there are many allusions to 1t

in the Eplatlo of Ste Clemont to the Corinthi-
ande Littlo laportancs, thereforo, can bo ate
tache: to 1ts absence from the Muratorian Canon.ls
Bven 1f theo extermal evidence in favor of the
ILpletle had been less convincing, the arguments

on which ite authenticity has been questioned

by a fow modern theologlana have beon 8o awply
refuted as to establish its authorship with
completo certalntyels

The verse in dispute, the thirteenth of the fifth chap=

ter, has boen strongly urged by both sides as strong evidence

of their reapective contentionses The words to be considered

!‘ead:’ﬁémdlzgg:“ c” PP ‘Z! V. & QuAT Ve LuyenAskz s N Mt

Kos o 0iog uoye Countless pazes have been written concern=
ing the meaning of the torm Ei-f G d..,’ Y___« Many vigorously
uphold tho literal Intorpretation of the word, thus referr=
ing 1t to the anclent capital of Babylonlas Others, just as
atrenuously, press thelr assuuption that this is a symbolic
torm for Homos Still others, few in number howover, see

in B44Lu)]y a reference to the Egyptian town of Babylon

in the ilile Delta, or a figurative expression for Jerusaleme

Since these lattor two views are not predominant today,
and gince 1t would carry us too far beyond the scope of
this paper to show why neither can be held, we will restrict
ourgelves to presenting the argumsnts for the "Babylon"
and "Rome" hypotheses, and then on the basis of these, will
arrive at our conclusione

Ono of the most formidable and most frequently presented
arguments that Babylon is to be takon litorally 1s that

It is improbable thatioin the midst of

matter of fact communications and saluta-
tiong,in a remarkably plain epistls, the

15eFs We Farrar, ope cite, ps 226.
16.Ibld.' Pe 123,
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symbollical language of prophecy (viz., Baby-
lon for Rome) should be used." 17

Thls same view 1s more tersely expressed in the words:
There are very serious objectlons to this
Interpretation. One 1s, that 1t is: totally
out of keeping with Peter's manner of writ-
Ing. Preeminently he is direct and matter
of fact in his style. The metaphorical lang-
uvage he employs is mostly drawn from the
0ld Testament, or, if from himself, it 1is
80 common of us as to be well understood
by all readers. It is altogether improbable
that this man, plain of speech almost to
bluntness, should interject in the midst of
his personal explanatlons and final salutat-
ions such a mystical epithet with no hint of
what he means by it, or why he employs such
a mode of speeche. 18

In answer to this argument, however, it can be stated

that the assumption that SR« Qulwyv _ 1s to be understood
a8 a symbolical term for Rome is not the only instance of
figurative speech employed by Peter in this Epistle, for
In 2, 4 - 10 we have a section which accards with this
figurative term. But more convincing is the fact that in
the very same verse in which the term g.eg_,,a..’;z appears
there is additional flgurative language. In reality, upon
cloger examination, we observe that the whole sentence in
which this appellation occurs must be understood in a sym=-
bollcal sense. The salutation is given, not by the Church
In Babylon, but by the 6u , _, & feminine adj ct-
lve, to which the literal reader would of necessity sup-
ply the word ;“vg . In fact, some expositors have adapted
this interpretation and actually suppose that Peter sends
the salutation in the name of his wife, elect together
with himself. But this interpretation is too unreasonable

and too violently opposed to the common sense of Christ-

17« Critical Commentary, Vol. 8, XLVIII.
18. Tnternational SEanEhrd Bible Encyclopaedia, Vol.IV,
p. 2352.
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ians to need a refutation, although in passing it may be
sald that

e Jew would herdly have sent a greeting from

his wife-~-a poor Galilean womane==-to all
those churches, or have described her as sim-

Py % eV Bafudwre * 19
On the other hand, the Codex Sinalticus after 53.‘ K-
Adye, 2dds £ KA» 6.% and the Vulgate has "ecolesia

quae est in Dabylone", which ldentical addltion is also
fourd in the Peshito and in the Armenlane Hence, this
oexpression £uvexdexs, _ must be accepted as a mys-
tical designatlon of the Christian community which re-
sidea in that city specified by the Apostle as m.
This vliew is in accordance with the unvarying testimony
‘of early Christian writers.

Continuing, one must say tlm t these writers from all
quarters raise their volces in affirmation that ﬁ-u&)dw:/
here 1s a rocognized appellation of Rome. This L.su) y
wes the ancient central world power, the heoadquarters of
1dolatrous worship and the abode of anti-Christian and
persecuting powers. Such was Babylon in the timea of the
prophets, and such was Rome, and Rome alone, in Peter's
ovn day. Thus, there was good reason why such & name should
be gilven to ite All the persecutlions then lmpending---in
fact, alrcady beginning, came from the clty which succoed-
ed Babylon as the type and center of anti-Christian forces.

In addition, the figurative description of My Kas. in
this same verse as O Uio§ sioy tells in favor of the

metaphorical interpretation of é-m SuA g’V in the im-

19 A« Farrar, ops cit., ps 173
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modiatoly preceding words.

Furthor, 1f A« BuJdy 18 to be taken literally as the
deslgnatlion of the anclent clty, then we cculd be assume
lng that e Christien congregation existed in that city cur-
ing the last years of Peter's life. \

But we have historlical evidence, accepted by
all critics as gemuine, which proves conclus-
ively that a community of Christlena, more
egpecilally of Hebrew Christians, to whom Ste
Peter 1s to have confined his pcrsonal mine
istrations, did not and could not exist in
that city or the adjoining dlstricet at the
time in questions gg :

Thls we can learn from the account given us by Josephus
in the final chapter of the 18th book of his Jewish An-
tlguities. e heve atates that at about 40 A.D., toward
the end of Caligula's reign, the entire Jewlsh population
in Babylon was exterminated, and thus there can b6 no
doubt, as tl» author oxpressly states, the Jews abandoned
the whole province; and even thou:h at a later date we
find them in adjoining districts, there is no indlecation
of their prescnce within the precincts of Babylon. Clarke,
in his commentery supports thlis view when he states:

Though there were probably Jews in conslder-
able numbers in Babylon in the deys of the
Apostles, absolutely nothing is sald of a
Christlan congregation among theme g4
Thus, in short, it is utterly incredible
that a Christian Church, consisting chlef-
1y, if not wholly, of Hobrew converts,
should have been established in Babylon
within less than a quarter of a century
from that catastrophe,-the extermination
of the Jewish people in Babylone oo

To centinue, to hold that L QulIv  is to be taken

20.H0LY BIBLE with Commenta Vole 4, pe 1l6l.

Rle Clarke's Commentary, Voi‘g Vi, pdG.

23, W ommontary, Vols 4, pe 181.
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literally as a designation of Babylon, brings about further
difficulty in explaining the presence of Silvanus and Mar-
cus (6, 12. 13). To defend the literal interpretation that
Babylon 1§ here meant, one would have to place Peter, Sil-
vanus, Mark, (and Peter's wife-=--= duye K dg azn’ ) in
Babylon. But to do this is to claim entlirely too much.
Thus, this 1s really not a question that concerns Peter a-
lone. Hence, we ask: "Was there ever a time during the days
of the Apostles vwhen these three men, Peter, Silvanus, and
Mark were together in the Far East, 1ln what once was Baﬁy-
lon or in that territory?" and agaln "Shall we abandon
all the reliable data we possess and all that the ancient
tradition reports, and operate with an absolute blank as
far as records and tradltlon go, with nothing to go on
save this phrase in this Epistle, and set up the hypothesis
that Peter wrote this letter from Babylon with Silvanus
and Mark at his side?" 1In this connection we must bear
in mind that "there is no tradition in the first <five
centuries of any activity of Peter in Babylonia." .4 Be-
sides, St. Mark would certainly not have been needed as an

interpreter (_£¢.vw ycozns ) in a Hebrew Christian
Church in Babylon. o4 At Rome he may have been and probabdbly

23.Schaff-Herzog Bible Encyclopedia, Vole. VIII, p.484.
24.That iark did serve as an interpreter of Peter 1s
testified to by Eusebius who states that “Papias set

forth a tradition El!! Ma Et(n“ tau o £u¢¥¥;dﬁgg

o l'o Z,
’ 2t r i Y ’
€rue ﬁoever fﬁﬁg some conéervative soholars take
the term Eﬂn!:Mcn 2y in the sense of "literary
interpreter”.
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was almost indispensible, due to the Apostle's ignorance
of the Lain languages It has been thought, however, that
Mark And Silas could not possibly have been in Rome, and
In attendance on Sts Peter, ti1ll after the death of St.
Paule But there 1s no reason for supposing that Sts Peter
outlived Ste Paul by any conslderable length of timeg in

fact Fugéblug! testimony on this question ist

Hls €35 TNy NauczePay Kolivdor
v £ o : o 5 o x .
Ky Ecg N T za el Y
S S Eayzes a JEanalty fn by Aoz
Zoy _Luzav  Naclav- -25

flor can it be reasonably supposed that Hark and Silas
wore adherents to Ste Paul in such a sense thnti they
could not at any time have written and carrlied a letter
for St Peter, and jolned him in sending a greeting to
the Aslatlic churches. :

The argument has often been advanced that the order
of the provinces to which the Eplatle is addressed 1s not
a sultable one if the Epistle was wrlitten from Rome, but
rather suggests that 1t was written in the East. However,

we assert that the manner of emumeration of the provinces

~does not substantiate any hypothesis as to the writer's

abode. Upon exemination we observe that he starts with the
province in the far north, Pontus, goes to the adjoining
Galatla, next to the adjoining Cappadocia on the east,
then to the adjoining Asia on the west, and then back to

26+ Eusébius, ope cite., II, 2b.
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the far north, Bithynia, thus following sort of a eircle.
Wo therefore concur with Lenski in his conclusion that

if the order of importance had been intended,
Peter would have named the province of Asia
first, which also wazs nearest to Rome. Refor-
ring to the order in which Peter names the
provinces as an argunont for locating Peter
in Babylon near the Euphrates, i1s not vory
convinclngs gg

In short, the order of the provinces to which the Epistle

is addressed is not so arranged that the five provinces

can D¢ brought into line on any hypothesis as to the

writer's whercabouts.
But would the deslgnation of L Ly 'y for Rome be

understood by those to whom it was addressed? Of course,

if explanation were needed, it would at once be given by

the bearer of the Epistles Thus, there 1s little force in

the objection that the Asiatle congregations would be left
in darimess as to the significance of the term SaSuluys

Further,

for the letter dld not drop from the sky,
nor even go through the post. It was care
ried by Silvanus, who had come from the
place where tho author was residing.gw

we lknow for certaln that the inhabitants

of Asla Yinor became familiarly acquainted
with the expression before the close of !
the first century.gg

This becomes apparent from the fact that

in the Apocalypse which was written almost
the same time or not long after, we soo
that a Western, and even an Aslatioc,
Christian, when he heard the name 'Babylon!?
in a religious writing, would be likely at
once to think of Rome.gg

26. lenskl, Interpretation of Peter, John, Jude, p. 1l4.
27. International Critical Commen Ole pe T7.
28, e Felielarrar, LAD ays ristiani (Burt

Edition), pe 68l.
29, Ibld. p. 681.
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Passages in the Book of Revelation which glve the appel~-
lation 'Babylon! to Rome are 14, 8; 16, 9j 17, 5. 9. 183
18, 2; et al. Then too, the Jews of those days must have
been acquainted with the use of this figure of speech,
) ’ -
for throughout the Talmud we find the same practice of
applying symbolie names. Although the Talmud was compiled
later, it represents first century and even earlier Jewish
thinking,. rr’nel?e ‘Rome figures under the description of Nin-
eveh, Edom, and Babylon, and almost every allusion to
Christ is veiled under the names of "Absalom", "That Man",
"So-and-so".j and| "The Hung".zg9 Also, such metaphors in
fact seem to have been not uncommon among the first Christ-
lans; even Jerusalem, "the great city of where our Lord
was crucifled", was spoken of "spiritually" as Sodom or
Egypt (Revs 11, 8). St. Paul had called the Holy City
"Hount Sinai" (Gals 4, 25). Such turns of speech are very
Aatural and therefore present little or no difficulty.
,i ,"The moment & pious Jew set his foot 1n the
| ' Transtiberine Ghetto, and saw with his own
74 /| ' eyes the spender and vices of the Capital,
/’ / | om heard of the influence of the !'Chaldeant
O ! agtrologers, or of the blasphemous follles
i /' of Caligula, he might very well bethink him
- | i . of Isaiah, and say to himself, !3Surely this
g | ,r[ | 1s Babylon, not Rome'.zy
/L! ‘? It is thdrefore a mistake to suppose that the use of
| |
i." | Babylon flor Rome would be the sudden obtrusion of "al=-
/
A

i

/1
}

/":

E legory" ihto matter-of-fact, or : |

{‘x_ \that by using it the Apostle would be 'going

{" lout of his way to make an enigma for all
Euture readerst!.s.for an early Christian

| ould have seen nothing either allegorical

!
{
i
i I
|
i
|

!
30+ FoWe Farrar, Earlg Dafa of christian:lF, pe 681.
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or enignatleal in tho matter, but would
at once have understood #the meaning.ag

A further consideration to substantiate the view that
by "Babylon" in this verse Rome is designated is the fact
that alveady in the first contury the Jows assigned to 1t
this cognomen. 7o verify this statement we turm to the
Sibylline Oracles (v. 143), where in speaking of Hero the
following is saids Z7g ,,EFQ’A” ‘f’g',,; Babedeus Q;' A5
“or SedGeru Ik BuBulivesss ond then later (ve 188) this
remavk:

‘ : \
Ad\l Qdﬁglﬁl ZZE!";"J/ If.(ﬁl';/ 4’02‘&11/
Z B By 5 Vut Ta G ard 3Ry
Cr
8&.}’5“4 Z:hddﬂ\! ,Q’Aﬂzz-ﬂ ‘55&22z .:(’;l.al.

’

ZZ“éta\A Kd\g Yda\( "(A"l m
This reforence loses some force, because here care is taken

by the naming of tome and Italy to warn the reader that he
1s not to supposc Babylon on the Euphrates is meant
just as in Rev. 17, 15 by the note that the
wators on which the groat whore == 1.8., ac=
cording to 17, 6, Babylon =--=gits (17, i)_
are natlons, and not literal watersag
while Peter makes no such additions |
What has been called "the most oconclusive evidence
against Babylon meaning Rome" 4o 1s the silence of the
Apostle Paul about Peter being in Romes In his Eplstle to
the Roman Church, Paul greets many believers who were in

Romes If Peter had been there, so the argument is advanced,

38e FolWe Parrar, ODe clite (Burt Edltion), pe 688. ‘888

33« Quoted in Encyclopaedia Biblica, Vols 4, col.
34. Quoted in mﬁm%mnrmm{ Comme f;a;z. Vole

41. p. ‘76.

36« Encylopaedia Biblica, Vol. 4, Col. 4623
36, Iﬁnoﬁgeﬁ T1D16, VOle 4, Ds 55.
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why d1d he not mention him elso? -Or againy why 1s there
no word about his meeting Peter in Rome in his Eplstles
to the Ephesians, Colossians, Philipplans, to Timothy
and Titus, or especially, why in his very last Epistle
from Rome does Paul male the significant statement: "Only
Luke is with me?"

It 1s said this silence about Peter in the

Pauline Epistles can only be explained

by the fact that Peter was not iIn Rome at

all «37
However, this silence we belleve can be explained by one
of the three following considerationse In some of his
Epistles (eo.g. Eppe to the Philippiens and to the Colos=
slens) Paul had no special remson bto mention ?eter, or at
the time of the writing of others, Peter had not yet ar—
rived in the Roman capital, or still again, during the
writing of others, Peter was ebsent from Rome et that par=
ticular time, doing missionary work in Italy outside eof
Rome. There is besides the possibility that the Captivity
Letters were written not in Roms, but in Ephesus. Another
welghty argument in the mind of the author is the faci that
no source describes the place of Peterfs death as other
than Romee Although thls 1s another argument from silence,
yet it seems to be quite potent, for as a matter of fact,
none of the Church Fathers contradict Clement's view that

Peter's last years were spent in Romes This, however, will

be discussed abt greater length later in this paperse

Thus, after & consideration of the evidence, the writer

of this paper fecls safe to deduce that in ﬁﬁﬁ,gaé{ a8
found in 1 Pete 5: 13, we have & figurative or symbollcal

ST« Ibido, P S8




§

A7
designation for Rome. Nis conclusion is based primarily
upon the fact that 1t is untenable to glve the verse in

s’

question a strictly literal interpretation ( Euvexicyzx
and MIA0xos o ufel uoy)s ©Ven though it admittedly is in
the midst of mattereof=fact cammnications and salutations.
It 1s further based upon the volcé of history which makes
1t rather implausible to hold that a Christian congregat-
lon actually exlsted in Babylon during the latter years of
Potor's life and also upon the sllent volce of both history
and tradition in falling to testify of his presence in Baby-
lon, in fact the fallure of both to give any indication
whatever of Peoter's activity in the distant East. Moreover,

‘the wrlter believes that the mention of Silvanus and iare

cus is a further and most cogent argumont against the sup=-
position that Peter was a resident of Babylon and in favor
of the view that he wrote his Firat Eplstle from Rome.
Purther ovidence of importance, the writer believes, 1s
that the appellation SBa gy AJy _ for Rome was to be found
already in the Sibylline Oracles, and a little later in
the Revelation of Ste. John.

It 1is readily admitted that excopt for the prophecy of
John 21, 18 ff. and hls Eplstles, the liew Testament glves
no information regarding the closing years of Peter, Thus,
our deductions cannot be verified with any specific testi-

mony, yot from this argument of ﬁ-« Lud J 4 alone

it scems probable on the whole that Peter
did visit Rome although absolute certalnty
1s unattainablo«zg

Of course, what brought Peter to this city and othoer quest-

38. Schaff-Herzog Bible Encyclopedia, Vole 8, pe 482.
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ions of this nature, we are unable to answers The question
of the slgnificance of his stay in the Roman capital will
be discussed at length in the second part of this thesise.

Vie shall now investigate the writings of the Church
Pathers and determine to vwhat extent thoir testimonies in-
validate or substantiate the view that Peter was active
in Rome during the latter years of his life.

For ou¥ purpose, 1t will be most convenlent to arrange
the evidence of the ecclesiastical fathers under the seve
eral churches, the first of which is the Church of Romo.zg

In hls eplstle to tho Corinthians (written about A«Ds
85-9%7), Clement rebulkes the addresses for the existence of
a faction, Ly which some of the elder ministers had been
thrust asides In the earlior chapters, he spoke of the
ovils which spreng from "jealousy and envy" and had taken
from Seripture examples in ohronological order, ending
with David. He them continues:

PAAN. SV Oy A fXelwy

C ! v 27
UlTo J‘guFAd Wy TMAvGe) s €04 o d,\g W gV
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39. The outline which is being followed 1s taken from
Hastlngg.,’ Dictionary of the Bible, Vole III, ppe
7S - a :
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This pessage has been consistently urged as evidence of
Poter's visit to Home, but just as consistently have
those vho deny e Roman sojourn of Peter refused to grant
such claimee Thus, let us study these statements to
determine whother or not they lénd support to the poalte
ive view of Peter's sctivity in Rome. Cheyne aa:}ac

The word ;&AZtuﬁi"éai will be most fite
tingly interpre not 'having suffered
martyrdom' but rather thaving borne (oral)
testimony! (or, at most 'having suffered

tortures!. In the case of Peter, howevor,
the first of these two renderings does
not £it wells for 83“15'! &ﬁzﬁﬂ’g‘g seems
Intended to convey Yaiter : a
borne testimony! by the tlabours' ( iver )
just mentioned. These, however, extﬁﬁﬁ'
ovor his whole life as an apostlee. That
precisely his death was occasioned by
some such 'labour'! and thus was a martyre
dom is not expressly sald and therefore
might be disputed. 3till, since Peter 1s
here cited as an instance of how the
gieatest 'pillara'! contended even unto
death,' we refrain from doing sO.

"In like manner it will be well to
concede that 'among us' (Zy S.iv ) does




not mean 'emong us Christliang! ===~ which
would be tolerably vague === but 'among us
Romana's. The reference 1s to the victims of
the leronlan porsecution who were made mse
off for the purpose_of presentation of myth-
ologlcal plecose. 3§11l whon it 1s said of
the Neronlan martyrs in Rome that they were
gathered together with Peter and Paul, we

are by no mecns to draw it as a necessary
inference that Peter and Paul llved in Rome.

To 'was gathered! ( é”“i‘“ ﬁ g
wo ought rather to supply w to tha
due place of i,lory' (g 5 %4 %a‘sgni Evey
Z'O ) Z'
pla Ee N, < )« Thus the
common mee Efng pﬁce' 'r"e'fe'r'red ‘to is not
Rome bat heaven, and accordirdy the present
pagsage says nothing as to the place of
deathegy

Tho strengih of thls passage, Cheyne states, is often

’_"

resisted
on tho ground that no other place than Rome
1s ever mentioned as the agene of Peter's
martyrdom, and that 1t would bée too extrae
ordi.nary if Clement, while lmowing the
act of Peter!s death should be lgnorant
oa‘.‘ the place of 1teyp

e aasserts, howover, that neithor of these objections is
conclusive, for which assertion he presents the follow=
ing suppogition

if'y, let us suppose, Peter had perished
while travelling in a distant land, at
some obscure place, not as the result of
ordinary process of law, but perhaps in
some popular tumult, and i1f also such com-
panions as he may have had perished along
with him, then information of his death
could reaeh his fellow=Christians only by
reporty and if,; even at a later date, no
Christlan Church arose at the place where
it occurred, no local tradition as to his
end had any chance of surviving.4s

Again he gtates:

There 1s no difficulty in the supposition
that Peter met his death in an unimown
and obscure place, perhaps without legal
process, perhaps on a jJourney, perhaps

41. Ibide, V 0le 4 COIQ 4599,
42. Ibid., Vol. ‘ Col. 4601.
43. Ib_i.g, s Vol. 4. Col. 4601.
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without any companion, sc that no tradition
regarding 1t survived which could have ag=
sorted 1tself agauinat the steadlly advancing
bellef that he had dled in Rome.44

Such are the argumonts as presented in refutation of
the claim that these words of this Eplstle of Clement
apeek for Petor's stay in Rome. Let us, however, by closer
examination, seek to detormlne whother they render a vialt
to the Roman capital lmprobable, even if not impossible,
or whether this passage can be adduced to substantlate
the positive view. That Clement here asserts that Peter
suffered death by martyrdom 1s conceded by all critics.
However, the author of this thesls believes that Cheyne
i guilty of some false exegetiocal interpretation whon
he insists that 'was gathered! ( Luyx Q;ﬁgfg 8% ) 1s
to be attached to&s zoy ‘odeidoisyoy Zooy =375 Loy, referring
it to the mesting place in yonder world =e= to heaven ==
= Instead of to Rome, the scene of the Neronlan persec=
utions Then further, the author fecls fhat Cheyne's sup=
pogitions regarding the site and manner of Peter'!s death
are too weal to morit support. Hls conjecture that the
menner and plece of the Apostle!s death is unknown both
to history and traditlon seems hardly plausible.

Now, on the other hand, let us once again look at these
same words of Clement and see if they afford evidence in
support of Peter's ministry in Komee It 18 true that in
his letter, no specific mention is made of Peter and Paul
having founded the Church at Rome or having been martyred
therej yot the most reasonable explanation of the fact
that the examples of the other Apostles are passed over
and these two alcne are mentioned is that the examples of

44, Ibid., Vole 4, Cole 4685,
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herolsm of these two Apostles were best lmown to the Church
in vhose name ho writess lence, would not a logical deduc~
tion be that these two leaders of the Church actually
manifeated such herolsm end actually suffered martyrdom
in Rome? Turther, as the entire passage proves, Clement
undoubtedly Lsgweking of the Neronlan persecution and
thug réfors the martyrdom of Peter and Paul to that epoch,
the date of which harmonlizes very well with the time of
the latter yoars of both thelr livese
But what seems to be the most convincing argument of
all ls thet Clement has carefully chosen his language to '
cmphasize the likeness between the two #postlese The lam=
portance of this 1s that Ste Paulls martyrdom at FRome is
universally elloweds Honce, since he is speaking of the
guflering and mertyrdom of the two, we feel justified in
assuming that Clement in this Epistle to the Corinthianc
glves evidence for Peter's martyrdom, not as Cheyne maine
taing "outside of Rome and away from the western world al-
together,",r but in the Roman capltale
The next bit of evidence coming from Rome 1tself is that
glven by a certaln Calus, a person of whom we lnow nothing
cortain except that which Fusebius tells us a century later,
namely, thut
he was a very lcapfed man, a member of the
Church under Bishop Zephyrinus (ca. 199-217),
and that he wrote at Rome a polemic in the
fom of a dialogue against Proclus, a leader
of the ifontanlst factlonegg

Among the geveral passages clted from this dialogue by

Eusébius only one concerns us at this time, namely that

45. Ibid.’ Vole " Cole 46070 3 :
46+« J. Shotwell and L. Loomlis, The See of Peter, p.82
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Passage in vhich Calvs is apparently maintaining the supe
reme authorlity of orthodox Romen doctrine over lMontenist
teaching on the ground that the Roman Church was the dire
oct croatlon of the Apostles and the site of their martyr-
doms, and possibly the repository of thelr bones. This
oxtract reads:
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These words are an explicli statement that both Peter and

Paul waorked for some Lime at Roms and also that both died
a martyr!s doath at Homoe But the questlon still remains
R are wo to undorstand by za zfgi;-.., the places of
execution or of burial? Eusebius evidently accepts the
latter of these interpretations as can be seon by his
words:
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47. Tusebius, ops clte, II, 25s
48. ;ﬂ_)j.,g_., II, 25s
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%o ;ggs\ é£51g' dodlZ  Kiza Z‘sfegﬁr-(h *49
Hie view, however, is opposed by modern inveatigators, who
bellove thet the place of execution is meant, end this
mainly for lexicsl reagonss It 48 said
oven the literal meaning of the word ('sign of
victory!) admits this meaning onlyj for a mare
tyr gained his visctory only at the place of his
death, not at the place of his burial. To undere
stand the meaning 'sign of victory', we have
only to make the further supposition that those
who honored the martyrs were able to show, at
the place of desth, some object ordher that
maried it out for those who vialted the spot,
and with wvhich was sssoclated some reminiscenco,
whether real or supposed, of what happened at
tho martyr's death.gg
flowovor, for our purpose, it is Ilrmaterial vwhich of those
two opinions 1s correct, ms the testimony retains 1its
value in either case. Calus hereby testifies of Peter's
preasence in fome, the historicity of which this thesis
gsocka to ascortains
The third witness of the Roman Church is Hippolytuase
Betweon 220 and 230 A«.Ds he published a "Refutation of
All floresies”, imown also as the Philosophumena, in ten
books, of which Books I and V # X are still extant. Having
desoribed at great length the philosophic system of Simon
Magus (concerning whom more detail will be given later),
he added (VI, 20) that Simon Peter had met and withstood
each other on several occasions at Rome, and that Simon
had finally left the oity and died elsewheree It appears,
however, that Hippolytus used the Apoeryphal Aots, and we

cannot be sure thorefore that his statement is independent

49+ Ibld., II, 86s
50: Enexoinm‘dn Biblica, Vols 4, cole 4594,




25
evidence. Yet the end of Simon as described by him differs
from his end according to the extant Acta, and thus

it is possible that his account of Simon's
death represents a bit of actual Roman trad-
ition as to the heresiarch's end.g;

A reference, vague and incidental though it may be, is

to be found in a fragment of the Muratorian Canon, (com=-

posed somewhere between 170 and 190 A+.D.)s The excerpt
taken from, 1, 37 reads:
"Lucas optime theofile comprindit gquia sudb
praesentia elus singula gerebantur sicuti
et semote passionem Petrli evidentur declarat,
sed et profectionem Paul ab urbe ad Spaniam
profiscentis." g9
Concerning this passage we shall note several considerat-
lons; first, that
here the martyrdom of Peter ls regarded as a
known fact and can easily be conceived of by
the author (..e) as having happened in Rome.gz
and second, however, since this excerpt is found in close
connection with Ste Paul's journey to Spain, as is also

the case in the Acts of Peter,

it is probable that the writer (...) has

these Acts in mind, and we are not entitled
to infer more than that he does not question
the truthfulness of Acts in these matters.gy

Our final reference to the literary production of the
Roman Church is to the notice in the Depositio Martyrum,

one of the tracts which form the general neme of the Lib-
erian Catalogue, 1. €., the 1list of Roman bishops brought

down to Liberius, A.D. 352 ff., which In turn forms part
of the Chronicle of 354. In this Catalogue Peter 1s first

Sle Je. Shotwell and T. Lo@mis. OPDe clt., pe. 129.

52. Catholic Encyclopedia, Vol. XI, p. 750.

53. Encyclopaedia Biblica, Vol. 4, Col. 4603.

54. J. Hastings, Dictlonary of the Bible, Vol.3,p.769.
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Sspokenof unreservedly as firast bishop of Rome in the words:
"post ascensum eius (Jesus) beatissimus Petrus episcopat-
um euscepit."55 Whereas the prime importance of this pas-
8age === the alleged twenty-five year epiacopate of Peter
in Rome === will be discussed at length in the second half
of this theais, yet at this time it should be noted that
these words naturally assume Peter's presence in the Roman
capital. Elsewhere in thils work, there is mention of the
translation of the Apostles! bodies (Peter and Paul) in
288, which confirms the evidence of Caiuse.

We now proceed to an investigation of the evidence of
the Fathers of the Church of Syria, the first of which 1s
given us by Ignatius, the second bishop of Antioch. His
letters were written

while he was on hls way under guard te death
at Rome, to be ground like "God's wheate..
by the teeth of wild beasts" in order to be-
come "the pure bread of Christ." At various
stopping places on his journey he wrote let-
ters to the churches he was leaving behind
in Asie, exhorting them to steadfastness in
the face of perils without, and to unity and
loyalty to thelr bishops in view of dissens=-
ions within.gg

He also sent ahead a letter of greeting to the Romans,
in vhich he endeavors by every means to restrain the Rom~
an Christlans from striving for his pardon and in which
he begs them not to deprive him of the orown of martyrdom
by their intercession with the authoritles. His exact words
aret o’:)X 5); 'ﬂ'g’ga'; H-\ts ZM].‘ é;cs;«lgﬁgg_gd *57 The

slgnificance of this brief statement cannot be definitely

determined; for we do not know whether he has in mind oral
commandments delivered in person or whether he is thinking

55. Encyclopaedis Biblica, Vole. 4, Col. 45926,

56+ Je Shotwell and Te Loomis, ope glt., pp.71.72.

67. Ignatiuse. C«IV, quoted in J.Hastings, op. cit.,
Vol. III, pe 769.
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merely of the hortatory epistles sent by these same
apostles to the shurches. We therefore refrain from con=-
curring in the opinion that

the meaning of this remark must be that the

two apostles laboured personally in Home,

and with apostolic authority preachsed the

Gospel there.gg
But¢ we definitely reject the opinion that these words of
Ignatius can bé ugsed to support the view that Petor never
vigited Rome, as some scholars do, even though it is re=
markable that although he is actueslly on his way to marte
yrdom at Rome, he malma no allusion to Peter and Paul have
Ing suffered mertyrdom in the clty before him.

Continuing, wo turn our attention to the Clementine

Literature, of which the Grundschrift had its origin pro-

bably in Syria before the close of the second century.
There are three documents comprdsing this work, namely, the
Homillos, the Recognitions, and the Efhome. In thls Clem-

entine Literature we find a few allusions to Petert!s visit
to Rome in connection with the Simon Magus story and also
in regard to the Roman bishoprie, although we must _admit

that 1t cannot be definltely ascertalned that they are not

due to later editinge Further, of the Clementines 1t has

been said:

They are pure filction, but are Interesting
es showing how the Christisn writers sought
to make thelr principles attractive to the
public, much in the fashion of a modern
religious novelsgp

flence, because of thelr nature and because of tho uncere

talnty as to the time at which the references to Peter

58. Catholic Encyclopedia, Vole XI, pe 749.
90« EeGe Da 1anns 500 e Dallmann, Peter, pe 21%.
60« Foalses=lackson, 0pe ¢lts., ppe. 15l. .




28
were embodled in the text, this Clementine Literature can=
not be strongly urged as evidence for Peter's presence in
Rome «

The third testimony given us by the Syrlawspeaking
church 15 that of the Dogtrine of Addai, which "in its
present shape ls a work of the latter half of the fourth
century.",, In this work there is mentlon made of "the
Eplstles of Paul, which Zimon Peter sent us from the cilty
of Rome."go Hence, also this less renowned document,
though of later date, asupports the view that Peter was
progent in Romoe

Wo next turn o the Church of Corinth, whose sgole re=
progentative In thils question is Dionysiuse This blshop
of the Corlnthlen church wrote letters to various churches
in Greece, issle Hinor and Crete, whioh were later assembe
led in a collection read by Fusebius in the early fourth
centuryss= He also wrote a lstter to the Romen community
in the time of the biahOpric of Soter ﬁhere (cas 16G=-174) .
in which he thanks the Romans for the pecunlary help given
to the members of the Corinthiaen Churche Euseblus in his

Historia Fecleslestica, has quoted four short passages from

this letter to the Romans, one of which i1s noteworthy for
our conslderation at this tire. This quotation 1s the eare
llest statement which we have to the effect that Peter and
Paul actually "founded" (or "plented") the Roman Church.
{The signifilcance of this "founding" or "planting" will be
dlscussed in the second half of thils thesis). Dionysliust

6le Je Hastings, ope cite., Vole III, pe 770.
62. Ibid.’ VCJ-. III. p. 7700 :
63 Je Shotwell and L. Loomis, ops gite, ps 76.
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The referencoe to the common work of the two Apostles in Corinth

is prohably a mere referecnce from 1 Corinthisnsy but there
is nothing in the New Testament which ean account for the
aggsortion of thelr common aotivity in Italye He, therofore,
here refers to a tradition,

which may have come® to him throuch the med=

lum of the Petrine Acts, but which, however,

he accepted. It matters little whether B*Js;

is to be taken loosely to mean 'together' or

more strictly '(going to) the same place!,

1. 0., in Ttaly. Dlonysius can only have Rome
in his mind.gg

The last words of this quotation form the earliest text
to imply that Peter and Paul mot thelr deaths on the same
day, although the Greek wording is perhaps too vague to be
much insisted uponj yet, somowha t later the Romer chureh 1s
found to be celebrating their martyrdoms or deposltions to=
gothor.gg Whothor 1t is held that the Apostles died on the
same day of the month but in different years (so Augustine

64+ Euseblus, ops olte, II, 256«
65« Je Hastings, ope clte, Vole III, pe 770.
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in his Sermones: "On tho Anniversary of the Apostles Pote
er and Paul",,), or whether they met their deaths on the
very seme day, or that the Roman chureh fixed originally
upon the single date becauwse of a simmltaneocus translation
of the two bodies during the first centurles, is a question
which need not be answored in this thesiss Suffice it to
8ay, that this testimony of Dionysius is one of the earliest
and clearest statomenta of the Church Fathors which have
come down to us rogarding Peter's activity in the Roman
capltal. Yot, objoctions have beon raised to the signifi-
cance of thils evidence on the grounds that tho forepert of
this quotation is an untrue assertion. It is argued:

Dionysiua of Corinth says Peter and Paul

planted the church at Corinthe From the Acts

e lmow Pgul Aid the plantinge In the samé

gentonce he says that Petor and Paul wont to

Ttalys The Acts tell us that Paul went to

Italy alone, without any Peters And so we

can pul no tmat in the further statemont

shat Peter and Paul were martyred in Italy

at the same tire.gg
flowever in rofutation, we say, the apparent discrepancy
botwoen the Acte and this statement of Dionysiug is solved
by a correct undorstanding of the aignificance of the word
"plant® (which subject is to be entered upon later). Fuvie
ther, according to 1 Corinthians 9, 5 Peter travelled around,
and we may asssume that he visited Corinth, because there
was a Cephas party there. In addition, even though admitted-
1y true is the fact that the Seriptural account has Paul
going to Roms alone, does Dionysius here contradict that

fact? He merely says that they "taught tosether in Italy

..86s Je Sbctwen and 1. Loomis, Ope oit.. pe 76.

67. Takeon from Feriale I:ocleaiae Romas, I, 71, quoted
in Je. Shotwell and L. Loomis ops 0it., ppe 107.108.

68. T Dallmarm, ope Gltes e 210.
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end suffered martyrdom at the same time." He makes
no assertion that Peter and Paul journeyed together and
arrived at Romo together. Thus we hold that thls state=
ment of Dionysius written in the httelﬁwn’ of the second gr 0
century 1s one of paramount importance in substantiation :

of the view that Peter was present in Rome.

From the Church in Asia Minor we have the witnoss of
Papliag, who, like Clement of Rome and Ignatius of Antioch,
belong to the group we call the "Apostolic Fathers™, men
Who in thelr youth had come into contact with one or more
of the original Apostles. It 1s he who gives us our oldest
extant account of the composition of the Gospel of HMark,
although unfortunately Eusebius does not give us Paplas!
ovn words, preferring in thls instance to quote the version
of & later man, Clement of Alexandria, and using Pnp{.as"
nane merely to confirm Clement!s storys For our purpose,
howover, we note only the fact that the story itself is
traced back to Paplas, together with the view that it glves
of Potorts activity at Homes The lengthy quotation from
Eusebius follows:
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In regard to this wo say that

it 1s a reasonable infeorence from the lang=
uage of Fuseblus that Paplas interpreted

Rabylon' in 1 Peter 5, 13 of 'Rome and is
therefore a witness for the Roman visit.mg

Admittedly true 1a the fact thet this 1s a rather weak
and none=tooe=convincing testimony, yet

when taken along with Ignatius'! allusion
to Peter, cited above, 1t scems to show
that at the opening of the second century,
Potor was connected with the commmunity at
Rowe in the minds of prominent Christians
of Asia iinor.qy

We direct our attention next to the Gnostic Acts of

69« Euseblus, ops olts, II, 15.
70. Je Hagtings, ops cite, Vole IIT, pe 770
7le Jeo Shotwell and Les Loomis, ope clt., pe 74e




Petor whilch undoubtedly had their origin in Syrias This
includes threo separate documonts, chief of which 18 the

fotus Potri cum Simong. The story as related in these Acts

is in brlofs
Be

Do

de

Cs

Panld in obedience to a vision departs
from lomo on his Jjournoy to Spaine
Sémon Magus arrivwes in fome and gaing
adherentse The brethren are distrossed
that Paul has left them, and that they
have no leader to help then against
Simone Juot at this time, however, the
twolves years after the Ascension boing
past, Christ appears to Peter in a viee
ion and bids him to go to Romee
Potor arrives in Romos After preaching to
the brethren, at their requost he goes
fron the synagogue to the house of Maye
collus (formerly a dlseiple of St. Paul),
whore Simon ise At this point there en-
sues the opilsode of the speaking dog
vhioh takes Potor's meossage to Simons
ilarcelilus, who had been 80 much under
Sinon's influence that he had erected in
his honour a statue with the inseription
Simoni luuoni dea, repentse In cocurse of
0 5 8 arranged that there should
be a public encounter botwoon Peter and
Simon in the Forume Potor's power of truly
raleing the dead proves him to be superior
to Simone Simon undortakes to fly to
heaven. Thie he attempts to do before
a great orowd in tho Via Sacras Under
the influence, however, of reter's pray=
ors ho falls and breaks his thizhe He
is stoned by the crowd, leaves Rome, and
shortly afterwards dies at Terracinae
The profect Agrippa (note that the minige
tor of Augustus is transferred to Nero's
roign) has four concubines who are pere
suaded by Poter to refuse Agrippa any
intercoursoc. Xanthi aimilarly withdraws
from her husband Albinus, a friend of the
emperors Albinus, therefore, and Agrippa
make common cause againgt Petere
At the request of Xanthippe and theo brethe
ron, Peter consonts to leave Romes As he
is pagsing through the gate of the city,
ho spees Chriast ontoringe The wollelknown
oonversation botweeon the Lord and the
Apostle takes plaee and he returns to the
city knowing that the Lord would suffer
in him. 8te Poter is brought before

XGFippe who condemns him to be orucified.
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When he is brought near the oross, he ad—
dresses 1t in mystiec language === i ‘ov.

eZAU oV 5
m&‘“ﬁﬁ‘eii I€ é a dom-

ward, and in atioal longuage he explains
the signiﬂounce of that poaiuon Tele Su5

W ¥ }W +1: ] uﬂ 3 pa ‘
Joaeph of . Avimthaoa. Peter however, ap=
pears to him in & vision and reminds him
of tho Lord's aag:zg tlot the Gsad be
burled by their +' So larceollus awalis

Paul's roturn to Romos The romance ends

wlith a notice of NHero first dete

to perasecute the converts of Peter

aftervards belng restrained by a v&aﬁunu.

of one who chastised him and warned him
to 'rofrain his hands from the servants
of Christsgg

Vo grant thet this entire story is purely legendary and
1 rejectod Ly all euthorities unamimously es historically
incorreect and impossibles In faot
tho central idea of an encounter botween Peter
and Simon was, of course, absolutely fictite
fougs Tho 2imon Magus of the Aots was never
in Rome, 80 far a8 wo are aware. The Simon of
¢itta, vhom Justin Hartyr had in mind, may or
may not have been the sane as the fourﬁ or of
the Simonlan secte "‘he latter, however, gorte
einly belonged to the close o§ the firat cente
ury rather than to the middle and probably
did not see Romo until twentyefive years, at
loast, after the apostle's death.qs ;
Thue, since the entire story rests upon no historisal foun=
dation whatever, we, of course, cannot urge it as a strong
testimony for Peter's prosence in Romep yot wo do assert
that tho mere fact that the legend senters about Peterts
activity in Rome does give evidense of the fact that the
claim of Peter's presence in Rame was widely circulated
and oommonly acoepted during the second half of the second
eentury, vhon those Acts first made thelr appearanco. Fure

ther, if, as many belleve, this a work of Leuoius Charimus,

T8« Je« Mast cit., Voles IIZ,
T e B R e s Bibe, P Ne
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who lived in Asia iinor, it is olear that be 4ld not place
the scene of Peter's conflict with Sizon Hngna at Rome
. from motives of eccleslastlical patriotism, but on the other
hand 1t 1s natural to suppose that he bullt up tho romance
on a ourrent tradition of Peter's visit to Rome.

Togethoyr with these Gnostlo Acts, it is necessary to
montion the so=called Catholic Actz of Petor, ﬂuéh, in
the main, present the semo story aa the foregolngs There
are a few noteworthy differenses however, because of which,
wo deem it advieable to present a btrief summary or rosume
of the legend as therein related:

ae« Paul arrives in Pomoe. The two apostles
meet with Joys Paul stills a dispute be=
tween Gentlle and Jowigh Chrlatiens., The
preaching of the aposiles converts mulii=
tudea, and in particular 'Livia the wife
of HNero and-Aggrippina the wife of Agrippa,!
(note the confusion) leave their husbands,
while not e fow soldlers wlthdraw from

military sorvice. - :

be Simon Hagus now begins to traduce Petor,
and perforns magical tricks. o 1s summon=
od before loro, end clalms to be the Son
of Gode The two great Apostles and Simom
hold a disputation and a trial of strongth
in miracles before Weros At length Simon
roguests that a waoden %tower may be erecte
od, from vhlch he underteles to throw-
himgself, that his angels may bear him to
heavens then the day arrives, Simon be=
gina to fly, to the great distress of Pauls
Peter, however, adjures the angels of -
Satan to help ﬁ!.m'no longer. Simon falls
in the Via Sacra and dless

c« loro thereupon coomands that the apostles
should be thrown into prisone At Agrippa's
guggestion Paul is beheaded in the Via Os-
tiensig. Poter, when he is Drought to the
cross, asks that, being unworthy %to hang
ag his Iord hung, he may be orucified head
downwanrds. e then relates to the people
the “guo vadig” atogg and, after having
prayed to the Goeod phex-a, he gives up
the spirit.mg

7ée Je Hastings, ope 0its, Vole III, Ds T7de
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By comparing these two qouounte ve notiee a striking
eimilarity, and yet nﬁ haai ém.noteworm airroi-gmo.
and that is in regard to the place and manner af'doath of
both Simon end Poters Since the two legends dlsagree on
such an important particular acecﬁmt as this, wo believe
Lt is plougible to assume that the legends grew up indep~
endontly of one enother. Hence, in thia way, both the Gnoge
tic and the Catholle Acte of Peter would vex;lfy the aspump=
‘tﬂ.on that the tradition of Feter's pregsence in Rome was
quite provalent throughout the chumheu. end commonly ace
ceptiod by 4%s meambers at the time of their writing.
fmong the writors of the Chureh of Southern Gaul who
merit our attentlion for this consideration, the most proe=
ninent 1o Ireneeus, en Asiatic who had migrated to Lyons
on the Fhone in CGaul end vho had becomd the .biahop of the
church theres As & pupll of Polyoarp in Aslia, he was ace
quainted with the tradition of 'The School of Sts John'.
fle had vielted Rone, probably on more than one occasion,
and 1% would eppear, he rvsided there for sometime. During
this vesidenne he presumably lectured on the heresies of
his age, employing as one of his most effective arguments:
The Gnostic tonchers professed to have ree
colved a tradition {rom the apostles of the
Ghnihag. who hed bean opaained by e Foliow-
ere of Christ and had received from them the

true teaching, inew nothing of this secret

Thue it was in opposition to these Gnostlcs, who asserted
that they had passed in deepor lmowledge beyond the slowe
wittod, uncomprehending disoiples of Jesus, as well as

76e FoalogeJackson, Ope olts, De 154e
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againet the “ontanlsts, who claimed to be the direet roe
cipientgor fmsh"revélatim, that Iroizam turned for
reassurance to the churches who could be frusted to teach
end Interpret the Scriptures as the Apostles had done.
Preeminont among such churghes was the Chureh of lome with
its twofold Apostolic tradition.

The words of Irenaeus vhich are of import for us in
our ationpt to dotoraine the historicity of Pelter's proe
8on0o in Roms ad Jound in his Contra laeresses are in transe

latlon:

Habtthew anong the Hebrews lssued a goapel
writton in thelr tongue, while Peter and
Paul wore preaching at ﬁomo and founding

tho ohurch theree(zdy TTek goy At zoy
Hodog 2y Pufun eug;gagzgagru m__'?-u
‘°7 ~ )c ‘ g“ 7 . i

al oy Their departure ‘zﬁod'.y lark, the
digcipleo and interprete oter, he too
handed on to us in writing wimt Peter
preachedsvyg

ene the blessed Apostles then founded and
reared up the Churcheseyy7

Latey he spsaks of the

very greet, very ancient, and unlversally
mown chureh founded and consltuted at
Home by the two very glorious Apostles
Potor and Paul (Maxims et antiquissime ot
oonibue congnita a glorlosisgimis duobus
apostolis Petro et Pgulo Romee fundata

ot condituta ecolesianqgg

In rogard to the quotation spealing of the "departure"
of tle two Apostles, Hastings states:

Irenaens, it will be noticed, speaks of the

joint work of the Apostlcs at Rome ao belonge

ing to a period so woll Imown that it supplles
a means of dating another events Further, it

76« Irenseous, III, l.l, quoted in J. Hastings, ope clt.,
Vole III, Pe .

77« Irenacus, III, 1.3, quoted in J Shotwell and Le

.. Loomis, Ops ,gij:_.. g.- 8.

78« Iremacus, III, e quoted in Encyolopaedia Bibe
1icm, Vol. 4, Cole 4693«
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is naturel to take the word ’«E-%aso;; )
referring to the Apostles' dea or (ine
dependently of other notices) this intorpret-
ntﬂ.on 1s favored by: le the use of the word,
Cfe Luke O, 31§ 2 Poter 1, 16} and the fro=
gquent use of oxi in Tartml iang and 2.

the context === To say that Hark recorded

the substance of Peter's preasching after his
death dofines not only the date but the rea~
son of the composition of the Gogpelesy

oo TR e RN

Further, besldes this teostimony of Irenacus, Clement of
Adozandria makes the statement, wsrified by Papias that
ark wrote his Cospel to satiofy the importe
mities of tho brathren and without the apos-
tlo's lmowledge, before the death of Peter,
and submitted 11: when complete to the Apose
tle's Judgnent.gp

Origen says that Mari mte aa Pater dictated
tQ him (J51!2££d|1 Js ta 54;4 M 2“3" g; Zzzsﬂa;_
031
Those foupr acoou"d:a, while they differ in detalls and may
be indepondent, agree in bringing Mark into close porsonal
relatlon with Potors liot one of them seys in 80 many words |
that hig Coepel was written in Home, but the languege of |
Ireneouo soems clearly to fmply this, and it wes probably
tho bollof of the other three &lsos ‘
At eny rate from these corrésponding statements of these
fouy uwriters, and from the additional excerpts quoted above
from Irenacusn' work, wa are safe to assert that
the tradition thet the chureh had been grounde
od@ by Ste Poter and Panl wee woll established
by As De 178 From henceforth there is no
doubt whatever that, not only at Rome, but
throughout the Christien G!mmhe Peter's vislt

to the city waa an accepted fret, as was his
martyrdom, together with that of Peul.aa

70 Je Hastings cit Vo]. III
80: Eusebius, oﬁ.‘gib. ’ 5 ‘og. in X nto tional

Criticel Comments vo1. 31. Do 826
81, obiug, Ops ClTey VS quoted in International

cri.tzoal Commenta Vol. 31, 135 82«
bz, TaiaSipnter, Mo 1te; b
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Our attention 1s next directed to the testimony present=
od by two renowned churchmen of Alexandrie, namely Clement
of Alemandria and Origons The fomor (ea. 190), a teacher
in tho catocghetical school in Alexandria, in his commentary
on the Seriptures, lmown as the Hypotyposes, of which only
& fow fraguents, presorved in othsr men's writings, have
come down to us, astates in rogard to the composition of

Hark!s Gospel:
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In enothor passage where Fujebiuve transoribog the same
matter Pfrom the Hypotyposes, though somewhat dlifferently,
(Zusoblus II, 16 £f.), Tome 18 presuppossd, through the

comnecbion with IX, 15 5f. ("Poter was conducted to Rome"),
to bo the plece where Yark was requested by the Christisms
to write his Cospels Thus, these two excerpts from Clem-
ont of Alexandria agaln seom to substantlate the view that
Petor was present in Home, although it must be said that
tho testinony hore rendered 1s nome too weighty, in view
of the fset that |

83. Fusebiua, ops oits, VI, 1ds
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He (Cloment) never (?) says where he hoard
any specifie ator{ and without such definite
corroboration it 18 impossible to be sure how
far he 18 in any glven instance repeating
from floating hoarsay or legend and how far
from direct, reliable tradition. Eusebius
tolls us that one of the eplsodes he quotes
from Clement (which has previously been not-
ed) was confirmed by Papiases But Clexzent a-
lone leaves one usually a 1littles umertnin.e‘

In comnection with Clement of Aloxandria it may be men-
tioned that tho earliest testimony to the Romen sojourn
of Peter is perhaps found in the following statement in
the Pauli Praodicatios

et post tanta tempora Petrum ot Paulus post
conlationem ovangelil in Hiergsalem ot mute
uan congltationem et altercationem in rerum
agendarum dispositionsm /the reference is to
Cale 23 Acts 15/ postremo in urbe quasi tunc
primm invicim sibi esse cognitas, et quae~
dam alia hulugcomode absurde ac turpitur cone
fiota (and that after such long time, Peter
and Paul, aftor the eollation of the Gospel
in Jerusalem and the mutual econsideration and
discussion and arrangement of things to be
done, had at last in the city, in a certain
way, then for the first time !':eeomo Imown to
ono another; and certain other things of this

sort, ebsurdly and basely feigned).gs
Concerning this refercnoe Cheyne remairits:

"In spite of the title Pa% Predicatic this
quotation is often re as o rom
the boolr imown by the title of/g%_m
in the belief that the title some 8 ran

| 1iko tmq%roter and Paule Were

' this correct we have here the oldest

)y testimony to the Reman sojourn of Peter, it
being presupposed that the book was used not

by Clement of Alexandria but also as

early as in the Apology of Aristides. But
the question of the derivation of the quote
ation fraom it 18 so uncertain that we need
not pursue the matter further.gg

In angwer to this we merely say that this may be stronger

84+ Js Shotwell and Ls Loomias, ope 0ite, Do 70
(Parenthetical additions are my owm ).

85« Encyclopaedia Vole 4, CO18+4503. 4508
B T s Sy P it 2
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evidence of Peter's presenge in Rome than Cheyne believes,
for other scholars and commentators disagree and say:

the %%% 18 probably identice

al a work oa Preaching of Paulj;

or Of Paul and Poter.gm

Origen (cae. 250) the most powerful. intellect in all that

group of Church Fathers who were living when the second
century passed into the third, is the first who tells us
that Petor scoms to have been active in those provinces
_to vhich he addressed his IFirst Epistle, and that he gufe
fered cruoifixion with head downwarde« Busebius! account of
his words eres
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Vley, however, refrain from stating that theso words clear-
1y intimate the peculiarity traditionally aseribed to
Peterts crucifixiony for wo believe that there may be
some grounds for disputation that the words Aeza Aedaldsc
mean "with the hoad downwards". Some say that these words
do not indicate such a mode of deathe This is a view
expressed in MeClintoock and Strong's Encyclopedias

Wo instance, we believe, can be adduced which
would justify such a translations The come

bination Kazd Kedadns ocours both in
classiocal and Elﬁfod ﬂm‘ek, but in every

87s MeClintook and stron% Cyeclopaedia of Biblical,Theol-
ogical and Ecolesias iea"'{ &'!Emﬁm Vol. B, De 13¢

88+ Fuseblus, ope oit., III, 1.




case 1t weans "upon tho hoad"s Aooomd‘ao
analogy, thoreforey Origen's words

mean that the Apostle was impaled, or faste
onod to the orosa, i. 9., by the heads
Vihon Husebius has to mon%ion the crucifye
ing of martyrs with the hsad downwards, he

saya distinotly o. Je_ 2 o Wazd Kafel
g o Aevz SEIIE(.E*. EE ﬁ proﬁéy
to a mﬁuﬁ&m%ﬁn ng of Origentsa words that

this etory is to be traoced and 1t is curi-
ong to see how it grows as it advancess
Pirgt wo have Origen's va and doubte
ful statemont above quotedj them wo have
Eugebiug' more preclse statomentt ﬂ:e;ﬁf

Kaza  Keda AR ol JU Lol L o (Deme LVe

1L, III,’ oﬁ"'a'n'si;a"f' ‘?e"m.' In the hends

of Jerome, 1t expands into: "affimus crueci

martyrio coronatus ot capite ad terram

vergo et in sublime predibus elevatis, ase~

gorons go indignum qui sic crucifigeretor

ut Dominue suug". (Catals Serlpts Ecoles.l)gg

In passing we may uention Peter of Alexandria (c300),

a succossor of Clement and Origen in the school of Aloxw
andria, who makes this assertlon in his Eplstola Canon=
ica (tho deto of which 18 apparently 506 AeDs)gq Coue
corning the two Apoastlee Peter and Pauls

Thus Peter, the firat of the apoatles (the

£irst appoearance in ocur esclesiastical write

org of thg..a tit:.;.e& eﬁ:iogaz:; g;gn totblgoane

a commonplac r guen ar=

rosted and igg%iaonad and treated with dige

honop, wes £inally orucified at fome. gg

Tertullian (ce 200), the most thoroughegoing theologe

lan of the Latin VWeat before Augustine and the earliest
witnesa from Yorth Afprlca, gilves one of the most importe
ant testimonies regarding Peter's presence in Romee« The

passages in his writings whish ere to be noted ave:

gg. ?0011“223: and 8‘!31"?5. %p_i 0%}5{, Vﬂl;,"g' pad.
Tgs 8y ODe-Clte Qle - . Pe o

91:— P;ré'thetiui statement a footnote from Js Shote

Gt Eeidtcis o Mhett e -k "%‘t::"'p'ega'm Je Shote
. stola Canon anon Q@0 ¢ Sho
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Advoraug Marolonoue 4¢ SiRananlersq:ibus ovangoelium
‘Eﬁ‘mgm!'i’e"'t"'h"mu 8 sangulne quogue suo sisnatum

mllqueruntegs

Scorplacef{or Antidote against Scorpion): 7vs |
TTTE., Tiontem Lidem Nonae "p'r'gml'"i M'c%'enumit. Tunc
Potrus ab altero cingltur, oum crucl adsiingituregg

Do _Baptlamo: Che IViTherefore it does not umatter
hother one is washed in a sea or In a pool, in
a river or in a fountaln, in a lalke or in a
tank, nor is there any difference hetweon those
vhom John baptized in the Jordan end those whom
Peter baptlzed In the Tiberegg

Do Prasscriptione Hasreticorumi 32,381 eseFor in
This Jorm(le0e Oplscopal Ll8ts)the apostollc
churehss progent thelr reglisters, such as the
church of Sayrna, which gshows that Polycarp was
appointed thereto by John, and the church of
Rome, which states that Clement was ordaincd by
Potoresspgg Gnd oeelf thou art near Italy, thou
hast Rome whore authority 1s ever within roache
flow fortunate ls this church for which the
Apostles have poured out thelr whale teacl:ing.
with thelr Llood, where Poter has emulated the
Passlon of the Lord, where Paul was crowned with
the death of John(selile the Baptist)egy
Proa these scattored references it ia piain that Tertullian
acceptod as unguestlioned tho bollef that Peter had both
proached and suffered doath by crucifixion in Rome; in fact,
he ls the first to spéak of the manner of Peter's death,
and the first to explloltly state thet it took place in
Vero's reign. It is true that the foregoing allusions are
brief and cursgory, but notwlthstanding, slighily more
definlte than those found in the older wrlters. They
atill deal apparently with the fact which every reader was
expected to lknow and no cne doubted({Petor's presence in

Rome), and shich, therefore, was unnecessary to re~enforce

93sQuoted in Encyclopsodia Biblica, Vols 4, Cole 4504
94e0noted In J. Oastings, ops Glts, VOls IIX, Des 770
O8eluoted in J. Shotwell and L. Loomla, Ops cits, pPe 87a
9CGeIbide, pe 86» v, ;

97«Quoted in Cathollc kncyolopedig, Vole XI, pps749s700s
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by proofs.

From Northern Africa comes aleo the volee of the first
Ohristian poct which testifies to the presence of Peter in
Romo. Commodlan, writlng about A«Des 280, speaks in the Care
men Apologeticum, 820 fe« of Peter and Paul suffering martyr=
dom in Rome under Nerosgg ond thus jolns Tertullien in stat-
ing the time of thils event.

In continuation, we investigate the ovidenoe of two hise
torians, Lactantius {es 310) and the renowned Husebius (o«
385)+ The former, a native probably of Africa, upon several
occasions rofers to Poter at Rome, although his reforences
conteln nothing news INn his The Death of the Persecutors he
puts them together so as to form a clearer and more connecte
6d story than previously recorded, giving what is apparently
a summary of the tradition in the shape that was then current.
We note two excerpts from his writings, the first from the
above=mentioned worlk:

Tor at his (Christ's) departure he had endow-

ed them {the disciples) with power and strength,

by which the doctrine of the new gospel might

be founded and made firms But he also unfold-

ed to them a)ll things which were cbout to hape

pen, which Peter and Faul preached at Hom@...sgg
The second, taken from his longest and most lmportant work,
The Divine Inatitutes, a mannal of Christisn theology, reads?

The Aisoiplesssecescattered throughout the

whole earth to preach the Gospel, as their

Tord and Master had commanded them, and for

twonty=five years, until the begimning of

the relgn of Nero, they were laying the foun=

datlons of churches through every province

and in every oltye. And during Nero's reign,

Petey came to Rome, end after performing
certain miracles by the power of God commite

OBs J« Hastings, ope clts, pPe 770,
99 I.:ceanu%,'n vinno ’;::'zaz:tutimc-r 17, 21, quoted
in J. Shetwell and L. 9, 0D« 01te, Do 05,

L cEw cemIA R M N



45

ted unto him, oconverted many to the true ree
ligton and built up a faithful and steadfast
temple to God. Yhen NWoro heard of these things
and obgorved that not only in Rome but every=
vhere and dally & great mmltitude was abande
oning the worship of 1dols, goling over to the
now religion and condemning the old, for as
mich ag he was an exeorable and pernicious
tyrent, he set about to raze the heavenly.
templo and deostroy the true faithy and he was
the first of all the persecutors of Godls
gorvantss lo crucified Peter and slew Paulsygg
{Petrum orucl affixit et Paulum Mterreolt-}

Euseblius of Caesares, although he wrote his Historia
Eccleslastica as late as 330, had accesas in the episcopal

1ibrary of Caesarce to a mass of ldose docunents of varying
age and character which he studfed to oxcellent purpose.
He was a Ailigent compiler and thus collocted all the ine
formation accossible in his ag? o @ld him in relating the
atory of the Churches This he incorporated in part or in its
entirety in his History, and though often imperfect in are
rangoment and uncritical or partisan in viewpoint, yet we
have preserved for us in this mementous production a quan=
tity of priceless information whish etherwise would une
doubtedly have porished. The references which he makes to
Poter's presence and doath in Rome have been quoted or ale-
luded to previously in this thesis in connection with the
various oarlier Church Fathers and hence will not be re-
peated heres In resume, we merely mention the fact tim t he
relates practically all he lmows about Peter, which was, we
may assume, all that a very learned eastern bishop ocould
ascertaine Further, this testimony is the more valuable
because Eusebius has no bilas in favor of the Roman Church,
and though, admlittedly, he is not very well informed as to

100« Lactafitius, De Mortibus Peraoeutog, 2, quoted in
Je Shotweli and Le » ODe S1%e, Do 95.
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its history, yet Peter in hia mind is inseparally comnecte
o with Rome, the scene of his later labors end death; nop
does any early Christian writer assign any other plage for
thems The tradition was, thorofore, fimly settled and ime
plicitly belioved early in the fourth century, aré no later
tostimony ls noeded %o confirm 1t.

In oontrest to this positive testimony of Peterts pre-
sonce in Homo, wo admlt, however, that the silence of cowe
eral writors of the second century is notevortbw-. The first
of theso la the suthor of the Shopherd of Hermas. Although
this was written in Rome about 140 AsDs, 3t21l it mekes no
mention of Peter, nor yot, it muat be added, of Paul. Even
though we a o fally awere of our inability to explain th."..a.
aalgsion to the camplete satisfaction of gll, yet we assert
that = book conaisting of a series of visions, one which is
of so apocalyptic a character, ie not to be supposed teo cone
corn itsclf with personal dotails from a past times The
ai.ienca of the seeond;writer 1s all the more eloquent,
nanely,; that of Justin Mertyr, who wrote in fome about 153
AeTs Aldthoush I lived snd suffered in Rsme, and has much
to say regarding the sojourn there of Simon Magus, yet he
mentiong nothing of his being refuted by Peters In fact, as
shom praviously, it can be sald that it was not untll the
third contury that we hear of this famcus contest.

Az atated befors, at the time of Tusediuw, or even before,
1t was conmonly aseepted by all that Peter had Leon active
n Homes Henos further ovidence to subatantlate this 1is,
striotly spealdng, superflucus. Hevertholoss, we at this
point wish %0 append various additicnal testimonies for the
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purpoge of verifying our statement that the tradition of
Peter wme actually mcooptod 88 historieal,

In eddition te the othey authors already disecuesed in
this thesisz, wo mention thet of Porphyry (os 830). Hig is
the only knowa surviving comment of & pagan on the story
of Peter and hag hoon proserved by the fact of 1ts incore
poration in an apologotic Christian work of the ecarly fifth
century by a certalin dacarius MagnusSe Porphyry himself spent
much tine at Rome about tho mlddle of the third cenbtury
and came into rslatlons with the Christians thore. It is
clear that ho investigated thelr writings end traditiona
with veual careg and then he states:

««+»Thig fine fellow {Paul) was overpowered in
Fome and boheaded, he who had seld that we should
Judge angels, sven as Peteor, who had received

the right to feod the lambs, was fastened to

the oross and crucifiedsygy

Another regord of consliderable interest; testifying
directly to the prasence of Peterts and Paul's bodles in
tho crypt {(Yad cabacwibns") gt Rome and thorefore lndirecte
17 to the progense of Peter in that olty, 1= the inscripte
fon erected by Pope Damnpgus (Bishop from <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>