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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,
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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. .
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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.




Bk 31
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




