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without an.7 o~pan1on, so thtlt no tradtt ion 
regarding lit survived whtcb could have aa• 
sertod ltsolt ngninst the steadily advancing 
belief that be had died in Rome.44 

Such nro the nr6Ul710nts ao presented 1n refutation ot 

the olmim that th-0so words or th1o Ep1stlo or Clement 

speak f'or PotGr' s stay 1n Rome. Let us, however , by closer 

exnmino. ·Gion, aeek to d8torm1ne vlhothor they render a vis1 t 

to tt:e Roman ca.pi to.l improbable, even 1f' not 1mpoos1ble, 

or \"lhethor t his pasaaae can be adduced to subatant1nte 

the posi tive view. 1bat ciement here asserts that Peter 

oui'ferod death by martyrdom is conceded by all or1t1os. 

However • t he author of this thesis believes that Cheyne 

1e guil t y of soma falne exegetical interpretation when 

he insi st s t hnt •was gathered' ( 6u vn (9£9f fi sn ) 1a 

to be att ached torl1 r~" 'oisc.tie'onee< ro'nat c;1 dtti;is,referr1ng 

1 t to t ha :nocting pl.a co 1n yonder world -- to heaven -

• instead of to Rome, the scene of the ~erontan peraeo• 

ution •. Then fur ther, tho ·outbor reels that Oheyne•a sup­

positions 1'08a.rd1ng the site and manner of Peter's death 

are too m:)ak to mer! t support. H1s conjecture that the 

mnnner anel pl.ace or the Apostle's doath is unknown both 

to history and tradition seems hard~ plausible. 

Now, on the other hand, let us once again look at the~ 

same \1ards ot Cl(m:)nt and see 11' they a.t.t'ord evidence 1n 

support of Peter's ministry 1n Rome. It 18 true that 1n 

his letter, no spee1f1o mention 1a made ot Peter and Paul 

havtng .founded the Church at Rome or having been martyre4 

there I yet the most reasonable explanation or th8 .t'act 

that the examples of the othor Apostles are passed over • 

and those two alone are ment1one4 1e that the examples of 

44. Ibid., Vol. 4, Cole 4686. 
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heroism or t hooe t wo Apostles were beat lmom1 to the Churoh 

1n whose .ncm.e ho vrr1 toa • !!E>nco, ,rould not a logical c:!edue• 

tion be t h:at theae two le11dera or the Church actually 

mnnif'ested such heroism and actually sutf'ered martyrdom 

1n Rome? Purthc1~, as the entire pas~age proves. Cle:nent 

undoubtedly i s ~atdng of the Meron1an persecution and 

thua r o.fers t he martyrdom of Peter nnd Paul to tba t ~,pocb• 

t h e elate of wlilch hnnnonizos vezty \"/ell TTith tho time or 

the l a t t er ye:nu.,s of both theil• livoo. 

· But whn t s eems to be tho moat convincing . argument or 
a ll i s t ho t Cl0n1ent hl\0 carefully chosen his 18.lll:i~age to 

e~pbaeize t he lil!oneaa botv"=len tho two Apostles. The im­

portance of this 1s thnt st. Paul•a martyrdom at Rn~o 1s 

univer sally &llowed. HonC)e. since he is speaking of the . . 

suff'orlng o.nd martyrdom o£ the tno, we feel Justified. 1n 

nsouming that Clement 1n this Epistle to the Corinthianc 

eives evidence f or Peter•e martyrdom, not as Cheyne main• 

tains II ou ts i c1e of Ro:ue and away f~om the western world nl­

together, "45 but 1n the Roman capital. 

The nex t bit of ev1denoe coming £ram Rome itself is thnt 

given b y a certain catuo, a person or whom wo lm0\7 nothing 

oei-•tnin oxoept t ha t wh-ioh Euseb1ua tells ua e. century later, 

namely, t ho t 

he v;aa a. vary lo~d man. a member of the 
Church under Bishop Zoph~1nua (oa. 199-217), 
and t:ta t he wrote at Rome a polem1o 1n tbe 
fonn of a dialogue against Pl'OOlus. a leade~ 
of the Montan1st fact1on.,o 

Among the several pas Ga£Pe o1 te4 from this d1alosue by 

Ew,*1>·1us only one o-oncexns us at th1a t1mo, nEU~ly that 

45e Ibid., Vol.,, Cole .607. 
,a. J. Sbet,'1811 and t. Loomia, The see or Peter, p.ea 



paaeae;e in ,mioh Ca1t:.s is apparently ma1ntaln1nc the SUP­

rome authority or orthodox no~(Ul doctrine over :!ontan1et 

teaching on the cround thnt the Roman Church wae the dtr. 

oct c reation of the Apostles anc the site or their martyr­

doms, and possibly the repository or their bones. 1It11a 

:, I 

o< Uo ' Fe c:\ w I( c:fc,§-'c • ' r--£ 
:, ' \ 
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C .) ' ' C ' \ ?l £ U+ z:., Y "J'aV' ~h K 

' :, r ... z:.,. . ...,,,, ... 11..__ ... E._1, .... l(,l,W,14.:r,i,;z""'·' .. ·:5.....,1/..,. __________ .,.4.7 

·rhese words am an explicit atat~ent that both Peter and 

Paul worked £or so2l¥:> timo at Homs and also that both died 

a martyr1a doath at Rome. But the question still remains 

.--- nre wt> to undorstnnd by r~ z:-fozr•h.... the places of 

execution or of burial! Eusebius evtdently nocepts tho 

latter or these :tnterpretntiont;J ns can be seen by his 

l'fO l"Cla : 

" ""7T"'. ., ~ ., > • ~ -
/'f-'4 uf- £ fe.s w la:ssl t:w s rlr, h'ed e zt++r 8n r's'+ 
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ll1& v1ew, houevar. 1e oppoet4 bJ mod.em 1aveat1gatora, who 

believe thut the plo.ce ot execution la meant-• and th1• 

mainly for lel'doa1 ?'&aeons.. It ls •14 

evon t he 11tero1 mli!San1ng ot the word (ta1gn of 
Victory•) admits this meaning onlys for a mar­
tyr gained his vloto17 onl.7 at the place or Ma 
death, not at th& plaoe of hie bult1a1, To unc!ei­
stond the meaning •e1gn ot v1otory•, we have 
only to make the turt?te·r euppoai tlon that those 
,,ho honored the 108 l'tyl'8 •re able to aho•• at 
.the plo.ce of deoth1 acme objeot 01' diher that . 
marked !t out tor those who vta1te4 the epot, 
and with llh!ch VIAS aeaoolated some rem1n1acence1 
whether real or supposed, of what happened at 
t he mArtyr• a deatb.,50 

Ho\7ovor , for ouv purpose, 1t 1a lmmater1a1 which of these 

tno op1n1ona is oorreo t, A& the testimony reta1ne 1 ta ... 
i' V 

value 111 oithex> case, Oa1us here1" teat1f1ea ot Peter's 

prosenco in R~~e, tho h1ator1c1ty or wh1oh tbla thee1a 

seeks to asoortntri. 

'lbe third wt tneae or the Roman Ohuroh ia Hlppolytua • 

Betweon 220 and 21<> A•D• he puhllahe4 • "Retaitat1on ot 
All Ilere.alea" • known also ail tbe Ph11oeo@umena, 1n ten 

books, of ffllieh Books I .an4 v o X are et111 extant .. navlns 
deaoribed at great leJigth the pb11oaoph1o ayetem or Simon 

tfasua ( concerning wham more deta11 WS.11 be s1 ven la tts-) , 

he added (vt. 20) that Slmon Peter had met an4 w1thatoo4 

eaoh othozt on several oocaaiona at Rome,. and that Simon 

had finally left the olty and d1e4 elee'llhere, It appeara, 

however, that Rlppolytua ue4 ti. .AJ>OOizebal Aota, and w 

oannot be sure thoretore that bla statement 1.a independent 

49. Jb14•, 11, ae. · 
60• EnoyolopaecUa B1bUff; Vol• ,, oole '°96• 
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evidence• Yet the end ot Simon as described by him dif'f'era 

from his end according to the extant Acta, and thus -
it is possible that his account of S1mon•a 
death represents a bit o.f actual Roman trad-
1~1on as to the heresiarch•a end.51 

A reference, vague and incidental though it may· be, ia 

to be ·round in a fragment of the Murator1an Canon, (com­

posed somewhere between 170 and 190 A•D•). The excerpt 

taken from, 1, 37 reads: 

"Lucas opt1me theofile compr1nd1 t quia sub 
praesentia eiua s1ngu.la gerebantur s1out1 
et semote passionem Petri evidentur declarat, 
sad e t ·profectionem Paul ab urbe ad Spaniam 
profisccmt1s." 52 

Conce rning t his passage we shall note several considerat­

ions; first, that 

here the martyrdom of Peter is regarded as a 
known fact and can easily be conceived o.f by 
the author( ••• ) as having happened 1n Rome. 53 

and second, however, since this excerpt is .found in· close 

connection with st. Paul's journey to Spain, as is also 

the case in the Acts or Peter, 

it is probable that the writer( ••• ) has 
these Acts 1n mlnd, and we are not entitled 
to infer more than that he does not question 
t he truthfulness of~ in these matters.54. 

Our final roference to the 11 terary production of the 

Roman Church is to the notice in the Depositio Martyrum, 

one of' the tracts which form the general ne.me of the Lib--
erian Catalogue, 1. e., the list of Roman b1sh~ps brought 

do\l!l to L1ber1us, A.D. 352 rr., which 1n turn fonns part 

o.f tho Chronicle of 354. In this Catalogue Peter is first 

51. J. Shot,,ell and T. Loomis, ..Ql?• .ill•, P• 129. 
52. Catholic Encyclopedia, Vol. XI, P• 750.-
53. Encyclopaedia Biblica, Vol. 4, Col. 4603. 
54. J. Hastings, Dictionary 2f the Bible, Vol.3,p.769. 
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apokenof' unreservedly as first biahop of Rane 1n tbe words: 

"post ascenaum eius (Jesus) beat1ss1mua P.etrus ep1scopat­

um auacepit. "55 Ylhereas the prime importance of this pas­

sage --- the alleged twenty•f'1ve year ep1aoopate of Peter 

1n Rome --- will be d1 soussed at length in the seoond half' 

of' this thesis, yet at this time 1t should be noted that 

these wor ds naturally assume ~8ter's presence in the Roman 

oapt;al. Elsewh ere in this work, there is mention of the 

translation of t he Apos tlea' bodies (Peter and Paul) 1n 

258, wh ich confi nns the evidence 0£ Caius. 

We now proceed to a n inves tieation of the evidence of 

the Fa the rs of' t he Church of Syria, the f'irs t of' vilich is 

given u s by Ignatius, the second bishop of Antioch. H1s 

letters were writ ten 

while he was on his way under guard to death 
a t Rome, to be ground like "God's wheat ••• 
by the teeth of wild beasts" 1n 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 Asia, exhorting them to steadfaE;itness 1n 
the face of perils without, and to unity and 
loyalty to their bishops in view of dissens­
ions with1ne55 

He also sent $ead a letter of' greeting to the Romana, 

in vihich he endeavors by every means to restrain the Rom.­

an Christians f rom striving for his pardon and in which 

he begs them not to depr1 ve him of the orown of martyrdom 

by their intercession m.th the authoriUas. His exact words 

are • o'! •X <- m ' " ~ r ' Th • "- wrafo s l<-'.1. llfUAet qc,c1-t;;.c6f,ee:.,,•57 8 

signif'ioa."'loe of this brief' statement cannot be def'initely 

determined; £or we do not know whether he has in mind oral 

commandments delivered in person or whether he 1s thinking · 

55. 
56. 
57. 

Encyclopaedia Biblioa, Vol. 4, Col. 4596. 
J. Shotwell and 'l'• Loomis, Jm• ill•, pp.71.72. 
Ignatius. c.Iv, quoted 1n J.Hastings, op. cit., 
Vol. III, P• 769. . ' 
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merely ot the hortatory epiatlea sent bJ these 81lrile 

apostles to the iohurohea. we tberetore retrain rrcn con• 

curring 1n the opinion that 

the mean1na ot th1s remai-k must be t.bat the 
two apostles laboured peraonall7 1n Rome. 
and wt th apos tollo au tho r1 t7 preached the 
Gospel ther e.50 

But we def initely n:,ject the opinion that these words of 

Ienat1us can be used to support the vtow thnt Peter never 

visited Romo , ns eom.o scholars do, even thoue;h 1t 1s re• 

malitnblo t hot nlthoueh he 1s actually on his way to mart­

yrdom at Rome , he me.!roa no ollua1on to ,Peter and Paul bav• 

1ng suf.ferod mc.rtyr<lom in the c1 ty before h1m. 

Continuinc, we turn 01.1.r attention to the Clementine 

Li tera tu1"0 11 of ¥1hich the Grundsohr!i't had 1 ts origin pro• 

bably in Syr ia before t~ close 0£ the second century. 

'lhere e.1~0 three docu.11ents complts1ng this work, namely, the 

Homilies, the Recooo1t1ona, and the EJ9:!!!• In this Clem­

entine Literature we find a rew allusions to Peter's visit 

to Rome in connoct1on with the Simon l4agua story and also 

1n regar d to t lte Homan b1shopr1o, although we must admit 

that 1 t oo.nnot be det1n1 tely aaoerta1ned thn t they are not 

clue to lu ter editing. Further, ot the Clement1nes 1 t bas 

been sai cls 

They are pure f1ctlon, but a re 1ntereat1ng 
as showing how the Ohr1st1an writers sought 
to make their principles attractive to the 
publ1o, much in the fashion or a modern 
religious novel.50 

Hence, booause of their nature and beoauae ot thO lm.oer-

tainty as to the tilne at wb1oll the refel'Gnoes to Peter 

58. Oatholio Enozclopccll.a, Vol. XI, P• 7~9· 
59. ~•f• Dallmann• see w, Dallmann, Peter,t_P• 217• 
60. Foalsee•Jackson, OP• o1t., PP• l5le l.53• 
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were embodied in the text, this Clementine ~1terature can• 

not be otr ongly ui•c;ed a_a evidence tor Peter' e preaenoe 1n 

R()mi!IJ • 

Tho third toot1mony g1 ve11 u.a by the Syrla•epeald.ng 

ohuroh in tbut or tho Dootr1na of Ac:lga1. wb1ch "in 1ts 

present shape is a wor k o! th& latter halt c,f the fourth 

oontury. " 61 In this work there 1a mention made of "the 

Ep1s.t l ea of Paul, \1hich Simon Peter sent us from the o1 ty 

of Hane. t1 62 Hcnee, also th1s less l"enofflled document, 

thou~"'l or l u t or c1nte, supports the vie,9 that Peter was 

Pl"8 sen t 1n Rom.a. 

Wo next t tu"'n t o t he ChUl\'}h or Cor!ntl1, whose sole re­

p:ttosemt a.t:tvo in th1a quet;·tion 1s D1onys1us. This b1ahop 

or t he Cor :1.n.t h!eri church wrote letters to various churches 

in Gro0c0 , Aoin t.Yinor and Crete, whioh were ~ater asaem~ 

led in a collect ion read by r.useb1us 1n the early £ou~th 

oentury.63 lfe f.llso ·wrote a letter to the lloma.n camntn1t7 

in the t i m.o of t he b1ehopr1o ot Soter there (oa. 166-17<&) 

1n which he t hanks the Romana tor the pecun1e.cy help 51 ven 

to the m.emhers o.r the Cor1nth1an Church. Euscbius in his 

Historia Ecelestest1ca, has quoted tour short passn3es tram 

this l e t t e r to the Romnns, one of vm.ioh 1a notewortb.y for 

our consl <'.lerati.on o.t this t1m9e Th1s quotation is the ear­

liest atato~X::nt wh1ch we llave to the et"teot thnt Peter and 

Paul actually ''founded" ( or "planted") the Roman Ohuroh. 

(Tho a1gn1f'1cance of this "founding" or "planting" ,11.11 be 

dtsoussed in tm sooond halt or th1s thea1s). 1'1onya1ue• 

61. J. Hastings, JlR• cit., Vol. III, P• 770. 
62. Ibid., Vc,l •. nI, P• 770. . 
63. y;-E'hotwell and Le Loom1a, ml.• .RU•, P• 76. 
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The re£eranoe to the c<=non work of .tho two Apostles 1n Corinth 

is probably n me1•e reference from 1 Cor1nth1anaJ but there 

1s nothing in trA Mew Teata.'ll8nt which aan account for the 

aooo1"tion of their common activity in Italy. He. the!'ofore. 

here oo.f'ers to a tradition, 

Ylhieh may ht.lve come to· hlm through the med• 
ium of the Petl'1ne Acta, but wh1oh however• 
he accepted. It matters 11 ttle whe'1iol' ":t''' 
ls to be taken loosoly to mean t together o~ 
more strictly • (going to) tho same place•·, 
1. e. 1n Italy. D1onya1us can only have Rane 
in hia mind.es . 

'rhe last words or this quota t1on fom the earliest text 

to 1nlply that Potor and Paul mot theil' deaths on the same · 

day, al though the oreok \"/Ording 18 perhaps to~ vague to be 

much 1nsistod uponJ yet, souewla t later tho Roman cmll'Oh 1a 

f'ound to be ®le bra ting tho11' martyl'doms or depoa1 tlona to­

setb?r. 66 Whether 1t ia held that the Apostles died on tbs 

aame day of tho month but 1n ditterent yeara (ao AUgllatlne 

&&. ~eb,.ua, §• o1t•, II; 26. 

65. J • Has tinge, Jm.• ot t•, Vol• II?, P• '170. 
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in his Se:rmonea: "On the Annlveraal"J' of the Apostle• Pet­

er and Paul" 07) • or whether they met their deaths on the 

VG.ry oamo day, or that the Roman church fixed or1g1nall7 

upon tho sill8le date booauae of a e1mul taneoua tl'anala tion 

or the two bodies during the first centuries• 1a a question 

whioh need not be answo1~cl 1n this thesi&h Suffice 1t to 

say. that t his teet1rdony of D1onys1us 1s one or the earlioat 

and cloatlGGt otateraents 0£ thB Ohurch Fathers whioh have 

oozne c1a:m to us regarding Peter• s aot1 vi ty 1n the Ranan 

capital. Yet, objeot!one have be® raised to tbe a1gn11'1-

oanoo or th1a ovidenoo on the grounds that tho forepart or 

th!e quot ation :ts nn untrue assertion. It is arguod1 

Dionys1ua or Corinth says Pete-rand Paul 
planted the church at Corinth. From the Acta 
rre know Paul did the planting,. In the same 
sentonoe he aaye that Petor and Paul wnt to 
I taly. The Acts toll us that Paul went to 
I taly cilone;"tnthout any Peter. And so we 
orui put no trust in the !\li-1:hor statement 
t l't..s t Peter and Pnul ,,era martyrGd 1n Italy 
a t the srune t in:e.ea 

nowever 1n 1 .. ofutation, wo eau, the apparent d1sorepan07 

betwoen tl~ Acta and this statement or D1onya1ue 1s solved -
b y n correct undorstanc11ng of tho s1gnif'1oo.noe of the word 

"plnnt" (whioh subject is to be ontored upon l.G.ter) • Fui-t­

ther, aoeor din6 to l Cor1nth1ana 9, 6 .Peter travelled around, 
\ 

and \78 may aasumo that he visited Corinth• because there 

waa a Cephas party there. In addition, even thou(;h aauitted• 

ly tl"Ue 1a the faot that tbe scriptural account baa Paul 

got~ to RGIII& alone, doed D1onys1ue here contradict that 

f'act? He morGly says that they "taught together 1n Ita~ 
i .. 

·(, .,. -... ,66. J. §h~t\vell and I,. Loomis! J!P• o1 t., P• "18 • 
67. Taken from Fer1ale Eoo1ea ae Roma;, I, 71, quoted 

1n J. Shotwell and t. Loam1s1 M• oit., PP• 107.108. 
68. w. Dallmann, .sm• o1t., P• 219• 
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and sufi'ered martyrdom at the aaane timl•" He makes 

no asser tion that Peter and ~aul journeyed together and 

arr1 vecl at Rome to8etber. Thus we ho14 tba t thia eta te• 

rnent or D1onys1ue wrl tten 1n the la tteifbau or the seoond 

century 1s one 0£ paramount 1mportanoe 1n aubstantlat1on 

or tho vi e\v t!1at· Petor ws present 1n Rome. 

From too Church 1n Asia tt1nor we have tho y,1 tnosa ot 

Pap1as, vino, like Clement or Romo and Ignnt1us of Antioch, 

belong to the gt"Oup ,1e call the "Apostol1o Fathers", men 

who i n t heir youth hatl come into contact with one or m.OI'8 

of the origi nal Apostles. It is ho who gives us our oldest 

extant account of the oa.aposit1on or the Gospel o£ ?.tark, 

although u...l'lf'ortunntely ~useb1us does not give us Pap1as• 

o,m \70rds, pm.f'e1"ring 1n th1e 1n$tanee to quote the version 

of o. later mnn, Clement of Alexandria, and .using Pop1as• . . 

namo i:1e 1-ely to confirm Clement•a story. For our purpose, 

houovei .. , \7e note only tho fact that the story itself 1o 

traood back to Pap1ae, togetb~r with the view that it gives 
' 

of' Petort s activity nt llQD1e• The lengthy quotat:1on f'ran 

Eusob1us rollows: 



C , L ~ , 
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, .... 
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In r.oga1"d to this ,ve sny that· 

it ls n reo.sonable inference i'rom the lang­
uage of n:useb!us that Papias interpreted 
' Babylon• in 1 Peters, 13 of ' Rome and la 
there.fore a witness for the Ranan visit.70 

Admittedly true is the fact that this 1s · a rnthor woak 

and none•too•oonv1nc1ng testimony, yet 

when taken along with Ignatius• allusion 
to Petor, cited above, it aooms to show 
tba t at too opening or the second centUl'J, 
Peter was oormeoted w1th the community at 
R~ne 1n the minds of prominent Ohr1st1ana 
or Asia Minor.71 

we direct ou.r attention next to the onostio Aota of 

69. Eusebiua, ~· cit., II, 15. 
70. J • !last1naa; ..!m.• cit., Vole III, P• 710• 
71• J. Shotwell and L. Loomis, ..2J?• .!at•, P• 7,. 
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Pete! whtch undoubte41y bad tbelr orlgin lD s,z-ta. tit 

1ncludea tbreo oeparote dooumonte, oblef' ot wbloh ls the 

{\ctus 1Pe.tr1 oum S:?:@008• The ,tOl'J ae relate4 ln tbeae Aota 
18 1n bl'!(:)f 3 

a. Paul 1D obedlenae to a 91alan departs 
frQ'.ll Rams 90 hia Journe7 to SJdn• 

b. stmon MOGUS am•• l.n name an4 galna 
adherents. 'lbe bretbNn a~ dlatreaaecl 
that Paul has left tbllmlb::1 that they 
haw no leodez, to help agat.nat 
S1mon• Juot at thla time, howewr, the 
twelves ye&N after the Asoena1on be1ng 
past, Oh!'S.et appoan to Peter 1n a vla-
2.on and 'bids blm to ao t .o Rome. 

Eh Potei, owtvee 1n Romo• Attezt preaOhlng to 
the b1'8tht'eD1 at their . request he goee 
frm the a,n&So8UG to the hCJWIO ot mas-­
callus (tormerl.7 a d1so1p1e or st. Paul). 
~ore S!S'lon le. At this polnt therE> en­
oues too episode of the apealdng dos 
wh1ob takes Peter• s :neesage to Slmcn. 
!11.aroelluo, \1110 hod boen ao muob ,mda~ 
S1monio im'luenoe that be had erooted ln 
bis honour a statuo with tbe 1nsor1ptlon 
Sl.m!9i 1uueol dooa reJ';)8nta. In course c£ 
t£~ f I\ ls AP~ tba t t.bere ahOtild 
be a publlo enoountu- beffl.en Peter an4 
Simon 1n the Forum. Pete•' s · power ~ ~ 
ra1&1ng tbe &984 prow, blal to be superior 
to Slll&on• S1mon undoittakea to ~ to 
heaverh rue be at·tempts to do before 
a great o~ 1n the Via sacra. t.Jn4er 
the lntluenoe, hne•r, ot Feter•a prq­
e•o he falle and breaks h1a tblsh• Be 
10 atoned by tbe arowtt, leawa Rcme• and 
ehol'tl.J attenar&I dle1· at Terztaolna. 

d• The prefect Asl'ippa (nott that the m1n1a­
ter ot Auguetua 1a tl'anaterred to nero•e 
reign) baa four oonoublnee Who are per­
ouatl.e4 by Petei- to l'8fuae Aoippa any 
1ntel'OOU1'88• Xanthippe alm11arly w!.tbdrawe 
from her huaban4 Alblnua, a tP1en4 of the 
ems,eror. A1btnua, tmretore, and Agl'lppa 
csake corrmon Ol.\188 0391nat Petere 

e. At the request of Xanthippe &rd the b~tb­
ren, Peter conaente to leave Roma. Aa be 
ts paas~ through tbe gate ot t.he clt7, 
bo eeea Oh1'1st entel'lns• 1'118 wll•lmown 
oonvei,n t1on betweell tbs Lord and the 
Apostle takes pleoe an4 be retuma to the 
e1tJ .Jmowlns tbat> tbl9 Lord would sutftel' ~. s,. Pete• la bztougbt t,ettoN · 
~ 1lbo oondemna :blm to be ON01fiecl. 



. . 
the central idea or an onoounter bot•en Pete• 
ond Simon as, ot couztaa, absolutely f'1ot1t-
1oua. 'l'bO Shum 1fagw; . of the :Aotls was newr 
1n R~, so i'ar as ve aN awaN. The S1mcm ~ 
Gi tta, v.hom. Justin Martyr had 1n mind• may or 
may not have been the eame aa tbe t'oun't el' or 
tho Simonian sect. ~ latter1. h0"8ver, oen­
a1nly beloneec1 t<> the o1o~e or tm t1rat cent. 
Ul'Y mtber than to t.be middle and pl'Obab~ 
did not aee na.ie until ~t,-f1w _,ea~, at 
least.. attei- the apostle'• deatb.9 

Thus• e1noo the entln stol'J Nata upon no b1stor-toal .toun• 

&l t1on whatever, •• ~ course, oannot urge 1t ae a etroag 

test~ for Pet.ei-•·s preaenoe 1D Rame·J ,et we do aeaert 

that the mere fact that the legen4 oentera about Pete••• 
' aot1vl._ 1n Rome. doe• glve evlaenoe of tba tao, that the 

olnS.m 0£ Peter• .e p~aenoe 1n R .. •• wldelJ' o11'ou1ate4 

and OOimlOtlly aooepte4 during aie etoon4 halt of' tbl eeocm4 

oentur,-, When these. Aote tint made the1r appearanoe. FuJle 

the• lf• aa manJ" bellew, th1e a work of Leaolua Obarlmia• 


