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INTRODUCTION.

TU ES PETRUS KT SUPER HANC PETRAM AEDIFICABO ECCLESIAM MEAM, -
“Thou art Peter, and upon this rock I will build my church"”. These
wordez written in gigantic letters of gold, appear around the beau-
tiful dome of_St. Peters in Rome which the genlius of Michelangelo
erected above the Aust of a Galllaean fisherman. As the Church of
St. Peﬁer'in Rome, the grandest and most eminent basllica in the
world, triumphantly rises above the grave of this Galilaean fisher-
man, Jjust so does the eccleslastical system of Roman Catholicism
Tind 1t9 fo;ndation upon the confession of this Apostle and upon the
speclal priviledges which he received from his iaster because of his
recognition of the man Jesus as “the Christ, the Son of the living
God"™. Probably no other phrase has had so great an influence upon
human history, both ecclesiastical and secular alike ( for we cannot
study the one apart from the other), as these words spoken by Christ
to Peter in vaesarea Philiponi, orobsbly in view of that abrupt rock-
wall on the tovo of which lay the ruins of an anclent castle. This
Scéne may have supplied the material sufjiestion for Christ's words
“"Thou art Peter, and upon thils rock I will build my church; and the
gates of hell shall not prevail agalnst it".

Our whole civilization from the time of the last apostles
down to the present day has been created by the Latholic Church and
by the reactions against it. The Cathclic Church correctly claiuas to
have develored from the Church of the Apostles, = from that branch
of the Apostolic uhnrch(which was founded by Paul snd Peter at Rome
(that 1s, if we accept the presence of Yeter in Rome)f Whether or

not the vatholic Church of the medieval era and of the modern

1. For an adnirable treatise on Peter's presence in Rome ses
F.E.Kretzmann:“The Last Twenty-five Years of Peter’'s Life",
Concordia theological Monthly, Feb.1931, pg.1l05.




ii.

pefiod adhered and still adheres to the doctrine promulgated by the
Avostles 1s another question entirely; but the fact that the
Catholic Church is a debelopment, at least outwardly, of the Apos-
tolic Church cannot be denied. For centurles she remained the
mistress of the world and her word was final: Roma locuta est, causa
flnitaf The Renalssance, the revival of classical art and learning,
ques tioned this authority thru such men as %Wycliffe, Savonarola,
Huss, Peter Waldo, et. al. This questlioning of papal rights and
priviledges reached 1ts zenith in the early vart of the 16th
century, when an unkncewn Augustinian monk dared to speak and write
against the inner corruvtion of the church and the usurpation of
vower on the part of the vavacy from beyond human realms. Luther
himself 4id not effect the Heformation,for thls great eruption of
the social and religious orders was not the work of one man or even
of one generation but of many men and of several generations.
Unrest and dissatisfactlion, the precursors of war, were already pre-
valent among the people and martin Luther, the greatest living
individual since St. Paul, had the courage and‘the conviction to
1ssuc ultimatum after ultimatum and finally to declare wsr. The
canon was already loaded and what Luther did was to fire it. Ve
are told that in the Alps Mountalns an echo or a slight agitation
of the alr may at times set a sleeping avalanche into motion, the
overwhelming power of which may spell disaster to entire villages.
Luther's theses were this echo which savé motion to the avalanche:
to the'quéstion regarding the origin and authority of the church.
Did Christ establish the church? Is she His work? Does the splirit
in which the church was instituted »revall in the chlirch today?

1. A discussion on this phrase will be glven later.
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Is the Cathollec Church of today in accord with Christ's wishes or

did He have something entirely different in mind when He bseatlifled G5

Peter? 1In order to give answer to these questions 1t is hecassary
to examine the foundation of the vathollic Church, namely, that much
monted passage ln the Goapel of 5t. Matthew spoken by the ilessiah
to His disclple Peter on that memorable occasion in Caesares
Philippl, " Blessed art thou, Simon Barjona: for flssh and blood
hath not revealed it untos thes, but my rather which 1is in heaveﬁ.
And I say also untc thee, That thou art Peter, and upon thls rock

I will build ny church; and the gates of hell shall not prevall
against it. A nd I will give unto thee the keys of the kingdom of
heaven: and whatsoever thou shalt bind on earth shall be bound in
heaven: and whatsoever thou shalt loose on earth shall be loosed in
heaven." 1If it can be proved that thls passage does not mean what
Roman vatholics say 1t does, then, as Fortescus agrees, it would be
the refutatlon of their position and the downfall of their hler-
archical absolutism. The answer to this question is the saope of
this thesis. It 1s our alimn to present the various interprstations
of this passage and to discuse them In the light of Holy Scriptures
and of the Church rathers,paying special attention to the clalms
o the papists. ‘

'7¢ o
Before we can discuss the subject proper,there 1s yet a quea?lon
% o
before us,which is really the first problem that confronts the student

of biblical theology: He must make sure of the genuineness of the
document uoon which his work depends. In other wordé, we must answer
the following questions: Are these words in Mt.16,18 genulne? Were
they svoken by the Son of God? Are they from the pen of St. Matthew

e 7

g & .
or are they perhaps the addition of some later editor or interpolator?




And after we have dilscussed this question of textual authenticity,
we shall digress for a moment and devote a chapter to a matter
which may not be directly, but we feel, nevertheless somewhat
indirectly connected with the subject at hand, and which, we think,
wlll ald us 1in cénsidering this passage more objectively- than we
might otherwise do. The contents of this chapter will be a com-
varative study between the rise of Christlianity in the Catholic

vhurch and the riss of Buddhlsm 1ln the northern kingdoms of Japan

and China.




I.
MT. 16,18 IN THE LIGHT OF TEXTUAL CRITICISH.
4RI 40040 35 40 SHSESACTE 006 00 34 9020 3 30100000 00 46 06 36 335 0096 00000 9645 46 06 S04
The authenticity of this passage has been exposed to countless

bombardments, suffering especially at the hands of Protestant
critics, The textual critics ( here the Germans lead the field)
consider the verses, Mt.16,17ff, as an interpolation. They say
that as soon as the priority of lMark 1s established the presence of
these words in the Uospel of St. matthew, who, according to thenm,
copied from Mark, cannot be explained: ' for how can Matthsew
relate more than his informer?' Although ifark deseribes the scene
near Caesarea Philipvoi,(Mk.8,27ff.), where these words,(Mt.16,17ff.),
were spoken, he falls to m& e mention of them, which fact is of :

greater welght when one consliders that reter, the person concerned,

1s sald to have been his informer. The other evangelists also fail
to mention these words. Mcehlman says that the history of the
orimitive church cannot be explained with that statement in the
background."It 1s unconceivable that a saying of Christ so central
288 the medieval theory of the papacy makes thls should have been
left unrecorded by three out of the four evangelists; that it

should have been omitted by two ( one of them the Petrine evangellst,
Mark) of the three who narrate the incident out of which it is s;ld
to have arisen; and that no reference should have been made to it

by any other New Testament writers, in particular by Paul." ”

. Secondly, the critics say that these words are an interpolation

because they destroy the sense of the context: The blessed words

“Thou art Peter" in v.18 and the appellation "Satan" in v.23 stand

in too great a contrst. It is difficult to cohcelve how Christ

1. Moehlman,Conrad H: “The vatholic-Protestant Mind" pg. 10.




could pronounce so singular a blessing upon Peter and in the same
breath call him “Satan"; and instead of "upon thee I will build my
church"” the words, “thou art an offence unto me, for thou savoregg*nat
the thinms that be of God, but those that be of men". Furthermore,
it is not in harmony with the other narratives. ¥hy should Christ
have been so surprised when Peter confessed Him, that He gave him
speclal powers, since Matthew himself records the instances where
Christ was hailed as the Messiah long before Petér confessed Him

as the Christ? In ¥t.8,20 the two men possessed of the devil
confessed Jesus; also the two blind men ( Mt.9,27); the disciples
in HMt.14,33; the woman of Uanaan (Mt.l5,22). Another objection
rzised by the critics against the genuineness of this text is the
presence of Pauline language. The word ZKKA=mer'w occurs but twice
in the Gosvels, in Mt.16,28 and 18,17. The Jewish expression "“flesh
and blood" 1s not used by Christ anywhere else but here. Moreover,
the Hebrew expressions for binding and loosing refer to the binding
and loosing of a cord or chain but not to locking and unlocking
effected by a key. And finally, the argument from the esehatelgéf;al
discour@ps of the bavior. The critics say that Christ would hardly
have. instltuted a religious organization which would defy the
8torms of time,because He felt the kingdom of heaven was near at
hand. Christ constantly told His disciples to be on the lookout
and always prepared because the Son of Man would come as a thief

in the night: and as “"the lightning that cometh out of the east

and shineth even unto the west"f So also Mk.135,30: “Verlily I say

unto you, that this generation shall not pass, till all these
.things be done." Again }Mt.16,28: “"Verily I say unto you,thers be

1. Mt.24,43,
2. Mt.24,27.




some standing here which shall not taste of death, till they see
the Son of man coming in his kingdom." Joseph Schnitzer,who holds
these words to be an interpolation, 1éy1ng great stress on the
argunent from eschatelogy, concludes his essay "Hat Jesus Das
Papsttum Gestiftetl?" with these words: “Wir stehen am kEnde unserer
Untersuchung. Wir haben uns die rrage s;stellt: Hat J esas
dae Papsttum gestiftet? Aus tiefster Usber-
zeugung koennen wir, muessen wir nun darauf antworten: N e in e r
hat es nlcht gestiftet, er hat gar
nicht daran gedacht, es zu s tif ten. Mt

dem nahen Ende und mit der bevorstehenden VWeltkatastrophe rechnate

er, nicht mit ungezaehlten fernen Janrhunderten. Er hat dle

Worte Mt.16,1tff. niemals gesprochen. Sie werden von den aeltesten
Quellen unserer Kunde ueber Jesus nicht ueberlisfsert, uad auch 1ln

der aeltesten Kirchengeschichte toent uns ihr Echo nicht entgegen.
Den zwel ersten vahrhunderten eind sie noch fremd und erst all-
maehllich schleichen sie sich in den evangellschen Text ein. Sile !
bllden den Anfang jener ungeheuerlichen Faelschungen, mit welchezxdie
nach und nach geradezu wahnwitzigen Ansprueche der mittelaeltqrif;han
Paepste auf dle Welt herrschaft sanktionlert werden sollten. Wir
koennen nur dem Ergebnisse beipflichten, zu dem auch Hugo Koch ge=-
langt ist: 'Das vogma, dass vesus Christus Mt.16,18f. das Papsttum
elngesetzt, und dass es darum von Anfang an einen Rechtsprimat und
Universalepiskopat in der Kirche gegeben habe, der von Petrus auf
den Bischof von Rom uehergegangen sel, - dleses Dogma steht mit der

Ueschichte in unversoehnlichep Widerspruch'.

Althoughithe critics guestion the authenticlity of this

passage, Catholics and most Protestants.regard it as genuine. To

1. Joseph Schnitzer: "Hat vesus das Papsttunm gestiftet2™, DE.83
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disregard the view of the critics would be an unscientific pro-
cecdure; but it would be Just as unscientlfic to adopt thelir view

in the face of so0 1little evidence. $Since there 1s a wealth of con-
troversy regarding the genulneness of the text it would be unfair to
say that the papacy is an unbiblical institution because lt.16,18

1s reputed to be an interpolation. The fact that it is a matter of
controversy necessitates ani examination of the passage in order to
see whether or not the content is in agreement with the rast of
Scriptures. However, there are also arguments in favor of thelr
authenticity. No Ks. or version has any important variation.
Comiaentators as a rule just mention the fact that thelr genulneness
is questloned and proceed with thelr exposition as if they were
genuine. Furthermore, "“the passage must have b;en of very earl;&gate,
before there could be any reason to assert a primacy of Peter which
he head not hitherto enjoyed.: The critics say that since lark, Luke
and John do not record these words, they must be a later additlon.
But have we not just as much authority, and even more, if we
conslder the words in relation with the rest of Holy Scriptures, to
say that the omission of Mt.16,17ff. by Mark, Luke.and John plainly
shows that_they did not find in them the sense which £he Paplists
ascribe to the vassage? Finally, we feel as 1f no one had the right
( unless, of course, on the authority of good evidence) to reject

a passage of such central importance that stands in the Gospel and
has been accepted as canonical for so many centuries. Had 1t not
been for the interpretatlicn which the Homanists placed upon 1it, we

venture to say, the authenticity of this Loglon of our Lord would

never have heen questioned.

1. Foakes-Jackson: "Peter,Prince of Apostles", Dg.66.
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II.
COMPARATIVE STUDY OF THE RISE OF CHRISTIANITY
AND THE RISE OF BUDDHISM IN CHINA AND JAPAN. E

Did Christ establish the Catholic Church? At first glance thls Z
el

question seems unnecessary because the governorshlp of this body can

be traced back unintermittently to the time of the Apostles. Fdrther—c
more, the words and deeds of Christ form the central part of the
worship and ritual of the Catholiec Church. The reﬁgtitlon of the
sacrifice on Valvary is a dally occurrence. Every year the Romanlsts
accompany their llaster in a series of lmpresalve services from the
lénger at Bethlehem to the tomb in the garden, and from the
Resurrection to the Ascension. From all appearances 1t seems as if
this church has but one object, namely, the glorification of Christ.
Even i1f this were true the matter would not be conclusively settled,

88 we shall now see.

If we look at the contemporary religions to Christianity aE&the
beginning of our reckoning of time, we find a parallel example in
Asia, where Buddhism, a heathen cult, was finding numercus adherents.
At this time this oriental cult was finding entrance lnto the
northern kingdoms of Japvan and China. In a short time powerfuld%ﬁﬁ}ch
organizations arose which were in many lnstances similar to the
Christian churches. If we study the rise of this heathen cult in
these particular countries a 1little closer we shall see that tha-
worship of Buddha 1in these northern kingdoms was not in harmonygaith
the teachings of the historical Buddha. Gautama Sakya-muni, the
founder of this cult, did not at all recognize the worshilp of any
being characteristic of a god. Instead he was a philosopher who, .

because of the many sorrowful experlences he had made, had come to




the conclusion that 1life 1s sorrow and the earthly enjoyments are
but vain and futile, amounting to naught. When convinced of this
philosophy he vreached 1t among the people telling them that the
Simvlest way of freeing oneself from pain was self-abnegatlion, the
abrogation of ones will to live. When his teachings were introduced
into the northern countries, a church was organized which called
1tself after the founder and made him the object of thelr worshlp,
calling upon him in their prayers and in thelr holy writings. We
Ssee here that this church, although it claims tc be bullt upon
Buddha, 1s essentially very different in principles and practices
from those which Bﬁddha advocated. This church made Buddha into a
god and erected hils plctures and statues in temples as objects of
wWorshlpv, alt hough he himselTf had condemh-gded
every form of worshlp of any goada-11ke
baing. Huddha had tsught that man muat deprive himself of all
tempoaral desires and physical gratifications,

“Scrupulously avolding all wicked actlons;

.Reverently perforalng all virtuous ones; Aﬂh,

Purifying his intentions from all selfish ends" =~ SLau—chL-kwan.

and gledly welcone

rain and death as ways leading to nirvana. Hls followsrs taught thne
direct crposite by making him into 2 god and calling upon him to
fulfill their temporal desires and to save them from all bodily harm.
An amulet inscribed with his name 1s worn by Chinese Buddhists as a
preservative from sickness and evil spirits. Throughout these
countries, esveclally in Japan, there are colossal statues of Buddha
everywhere in which he 1is worehipped as a miracle-~working god.
These Buddhlsts also have a Madonna who had been a nun before she
was canonized. What 1s more, a hierarchy has arisen with a high

priest at the head who 1s characterized as an incarnation of Buddha.




Hé 18 known as the Dalal Lama or the Grand Lama. His seat 1s in
Tivet from where he vlays an important role in the polltics of ;
Asia. On the dea.t.h of the Dalal Lama another one is elscted acoc;b;airg
to the anclent ceremony of election in ordeér that the succession

might not be broken.

The development of Buddhism in the northern countries of Asia
Presents the following as a plausible conclusion: It is possibles
for people having the best lntentions to honor a great leader or
teacher, that by doing Ao, they act contrary to his teachings, and
by worshipning him and calling upon hls name they comnit that which
he forbade. And so when we consider the Catholic Church and ses to
What extent it honors Christ and the saints - the liturgy and nany
festivals that have been devoted to the honoring of the name of
Christ and of the apcatles and other leaders of the church,- the
question arises: What 1f Christ had not wanted thlis? Perhaps
Christ would not approve of this form of worship and of the papal
hierarchy? What if Christ intended something entirely different

from what the Church has been teaching and practicing?

Such then are the questlions that arise in ones mind after
notieing the differences between the teachings of the Buddhists in
China and Japan and the doctrines originally taught by thelr fougg;r.
If the development of Buddhism gives rise to these questions theﬁ*it
Justifies the old questicn of Peter's primacy in Rome: Did the
i? Church understand Christ correctly, and-was it accord with His

——

teaching, when she vlaced His words svoken to Peter, "Thou art

Peter and upon this rock I will build my church® in gigantic letters
of gold around the dome of St. Peters? The Vatican Council declared




this as dogma stating that the Gospel narratives show that Christ
directly promised and committed to the Apostle Peter a primacy of
Jurisdiction over the entire Church. The doctrine of infallibility

found 1ts basls in Lk. 22,31-32, where uhrist speaks to Peter
directly, "Simon, Simon, behold, Satan hath desired to have you,
that he may sift you as wheat: but I have prayed for thee, that thy
faith fail not: and when thou art converted, strengthen thy
brethren”. The Catholiec Encyclopedia says regarding this passage:
“This sveclal prayer of Christ was for Peter alone in his capaclty
a8 head of the Church, as 1s. clear from the text 9nd context; and
8ince we cannot doubt the Efficacy of Christ!s prayer, it follows
that to ¥t. Peter and his successors the office was personally
comnltted of authoritatively confirming the brethren -~ other
bishops,and believers generally, - in the faith; and this implies
lnfallibility.“b If this was the intentlon of Christ to establish

a primacy with infallible authority regarding doctrines of faith
and morals, then Protestantism from its very inception falls under
the curse of the Savior. Then Luther sinned against Christ when he
refused to bow before the throne of Peter. And as far as the Protes-
tant faith 1s concerned, it is a matter of ROMA LOCUTA EST, CAUSA
FINITA. The fate of Protestantism is very evident from the
encyeclical of Pove Pius XI issued not long ago on *"The Promotion

of True Heligious Unity“ in which he stated that the unity of
Christians cannot be otherwise obtained than by securing the return
of the Protestants “to the one true Church of Christ from which
they once unhappily withdrew” and that in this Church no one is
found and no one perseveres in 1t " unless he recognizes and accepts
obediently the supreme authority of St. Peter and his legitimate

sucgcessors.... " Then follow words which remind one of the
797.

1. Cath.Encyclopedia:*Infallibility* by Patrick J. Toner,S.T.D.,pg.T79
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Bavior's call to the laboring and heavy laden, = 1f only they were
spoken.with the same sincerity and self—saérificing love. " Let
them return to the common Father of all; He has forgotten the
unjust wrongs inflicted against the Holy See and‘will receilve
them most lovingly, if, as they repeat, they desire to be united

with Us and Ours, why do they not hasten to return to their Church,
l
' the mother and mistress of all the followers of Christ '?‘ Yes,

why do we not hasten to return to the welcoming arms of this
church? Why can we not return to her, to the homeland on which
our forefathers were ralsed? Was Luther justified when he ex-
pressed the wish that God might fill His people with a hatred for
the papacy? Without a doubt we are standing before one of the
greatest religious questions of all times. We must ars wer this
question not from prejudice and partisan feelings but objectively

and in perfect equanimity.

1. Moehlman,Conrad H: "The Catholic-~Protestant Kind", pg.9.

9.
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III.
THE PAPAL CLAIMNS AS BASED ON THIS PASSAGE -
THETR PRESENTATION AND REFUTATION.

The highest Roman tribunals,general councils and the pope
have decreed that the Roman pontiff is the vicar of Christ, His
viceregent, on earth and the visible head of the Christian Church.
His official title gives one a falr idea of his claims. The
following title 18 that of Plue XI: “His Holiness the Pope, Bishop

‘of Rome and Vicar of Jesus Christ, Successor of St. Peter, Prince

of the Apostles, Supreme Pontiff of the Untvarsgl Ghnrch._ratriaroh
of the West, Primate of Italy, Archbishop and Hatropoliyan of the
Roman Province, Sovereign of the Temporal Dominions of the Holy
Roman Church, Pius XI, Achille aattif Now Gloriously Heigning.*
The Roman pontiff bases these claims on the ground that he 1is tﬁe
Euccessor of 8t. Peter, on whom, so the church claims, Christ con=-
ferred the office of ruling the entire Christian Church. This is
the real meaning of papal primacy. '

The Koman Gathollc Church finds a foundation for these claims
in two scripture passages, both contalning words of the Savior
addressed to Peter: “Thou art Peter, and upon this rock I will
build my church, and the gates of hell shall not prevall againat 1t*
(Mt.16,18), and “Feed my lambs, feed my sheep” (Jn.21,15). Both
passages are inscribed on the base of the dome of St. Peters in
large gllt letters so that one can read them from the pavement
below. Of the two passages Mt.16,18 1s the more important and has
8iven rise to more discussion than any other passage in Scriptures.
For the Romanists 1t 18 the magna charta of the papacy. The
Romanists say that in this passage Christ solemnly promised to the

145 Aéhllle nattl was his namne before he was elected.

10.




apostle Peter the office of head of His church; that this promise -

was the reward for Peter's confession of the Master as " the Christ,
the Son of the living God". In response to thls noble confession
Christ sald: “Blessed art thou, Simon Bar-jona: for flesh and blood
hath not revealed it unto thee, but my Father which is in heaven.
And I say also unto thee, That thoﬁ art Peter and upon this rock I
Will bulld my church; and the gates of hell shall not prevail
against 1it." The Catholics say that the prerogatives promised here
are manifestly personal to Peter, because, as 1s evident from the
words of Christ, his profession of falth was a personal confesion
and not made in the name of the other apostles. Their claim is:
Christ pronounced on the Apostle, distinguishing him by his nane
Bimon, son of John, a peculiar blessing,which was absolutely per-
sonal, declaring that his knowledge regarding the Divine Sonship
sprang from a special revelation granted to him by tha'Fatherf
Christ proceeded to recompense this confession of His Divinity by
beétowins on Pater a reward proper to himself: “Thou art Peter
(Cepha, transliterated also Kipha) and upon this rock (Cepha) I
will build my Church.” The word for Peter and for rock in the
original Aramaic is one and the same, X D . This fact, they say,
renders it evident that the various attempts to explain the term
"rock* as having reference not to Peter himself but to something
else are mlslnterpretations; for it is Yeter who is the rock of the
Church. The Catholic Encyclopedia gives the following explanation
of this exposition: * Peter is to be to the Church what the founda=
tion 1s in regard to a house. He 1s to be the principle of unity,

of stability, and of increase. He 18 the principle of unity, since .

1. Mt.11,27.
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stabllity, since it is the firmness of this foundation in virtue of

which the Church remains unshaken by the storms which buffet her;

of increase, since, if she grows, it 1s because new stones are laid
on this foundation. It is through her union with Peter, Christ
eontlnues, that the Church will prove the victor in her long contest
with the Evil One: " The gates of hell shall not prevall against 1t.
There can be but one explanation of this striking metaphor, Thes
only manner in which a man can stand in such a relation to any
corporate body 1s by possessing authority over it. The supreme

head of a body; in dependence on whom all subordinate authorities

hold their power, and he alone, can be sald to be the principle of
stability, unity, and increase. The promise acquires additional

Lo
what 18 not joined to that foundation is no part of the Church; of
1
1
!
solemnity when we remember that both 014 Testament prophecy (Is. 28 16),
1
and Christ's own words (Mt.7,24), had attributed this office of J
foundation of the Church to Himself. He is therefore assigning to
Peter, of course in a secondary degree, a prerosative-whlch is His
own, and thereby assoclating the Apostle with Himself in an alto=-

gether singular manner."

According to Catholic authorities this promise recelved its

fulfillment after the Resurrection on the shores of the Sea of

" Tiberias, when the Lord, shortly before His departure from the

earth, placed the whole flock - the sheep and the lambs alike =
in the charge of Peter, (Jn.21).. Here, they say, Christ made him
the shepherd of God's flock to take the place of Himself, the Good

Shepherd. Joyce continues: “The position of Bt. Peter after the
Ascension, as shown in the Aéts of the Apostles, realizes to the

full the great commission bestowed upon him. He 1s from the first

b 4}
1. Catholic kncyclopedla: "Pope™, written by George H. Joyce, 8.J.
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the chlef of the Apostolic band «~ not "primus inter pares®,- but

the undisputed head of the Church. If then Christ, as we have seen,
established His Uhurch as a soclety subordinated to a single supreme
head, 1t follows from the very nature of the case that this office
1g perpetual, and cannot have been a mere transitory feature of
ecclesiastical 1ife. For the Church must endure to the end the

very same organization which Christ established. But in an organized
soclety 1t 18 precisely the constitution which is the essential

feature. A change in constitution transforms it into a soclety of
a different kind. If then the Church should adopt a constitution

other than Christ gave it, i1t would no longer be His handiwork.

It would no 1onger be the vivine kingdom established by Him.......
nence throughout the centuries the office of Peter must be realized
in the Church, in order that she may prevalil in her age-long
strugele. Thus an analysis of Christ's words show us that the
perpvetulity of the office of supreme head 1s to be reckoned among
the truths revealed in Scriptures. His promise to Peter conveyed
not merely a personal prerogative, but established a permanent

office in the Church.*

When the question is raised how such an interpretation can
stand in the face of the scriptural testimony that Christ 1is the

chief corner-stone of. the Church and that all the apostles are
known as foundation-~stones (Eph.2,20ff: “And are built. upon the.
foundation of the apostles and prophats,‘desus Christ himself
being the chief corner-stone*), they consider this an easy matter
offering no difficulties and find an analygous case in mnundane

organizations. Their argument,according to Petrus Lechner a Catholic




commentator, follows: Just as in the world there are all kinds of
lords, each one a lord in hls own particular sphere, so also are
there various offices in the church, every office having its
foundation-stones. Christ is the chlef head and corner-stone of the
Church but next to Him 1s Peter. The other apostles are all under
this head, namely, the Apostle Peter. Every apostolic laborer who

founds a congregation and every first bishop of a diocese, according

to Lechner, could be called a foundation-stone, but all are subject
to Peteriwho in turn is subject to Christ and as Hlis representative
cannot err.l To this we ask: 1f Peter 18 one of the foundation-

etones upon which the church 1is built and the other apostles are

also foundation-stones, then how can they as foundation-stones be

less than FPeter in importance? How can they be under him? This
Secme to be an error in architecture. However we will have uore on

this subject later.

This is in brief the claim of the Roman Church as based on
Mt.16,18. It is accepted and believed by all good Catholics
because it is a dogma of the Church. Upon those who do not accept

this doctrine Rome pronounces an anathema. The position of a good

Catholic can be seen in the following quotation from “Rome and the .

Papacy" by Gi/bery? Bagnani. In his chapter on the Roman primacy he
boldly writes: “The Primacy of the wee of Rome 1s based on certain
dognmatic postulates which can only be stated, for they cannot be
satisfactorily discussed. As Catholics we believe that our Lord
gave a Primacy to St. Peter, that St. Peter became Blshop of Rome,
that he transmitted this Primacy to all his ;uccesaors. These

orinciples are matters of faith, not of reason; we believe them on

1. This doctrine of vaval infallibility was decreed by the
Vatican Council in 1870.
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the authority of the vhurch, of which vhrist is the head. Our
belief is qulite independent of historical evidence, which, however,
such as 1t 1s, appears to us to supvort our belief. But should it
seem to be opposed to the evidence, we would unhesitatingly reject
the evidence rather than abandon the dogma. It 1s therefore im-
vossible to discuss the dogma of the Roman Primacy from an his-
torical standpoint. It 1s based on the famous promise to Peter
which is to be found in Matthew's Gospel alone. Any discussion as
to the composition and language of thlis Gospel, any enquiry as to
why Christ's worde have not been preserved by other evangelists or
as to what they may mean, 1s entirely beside the point. Ve believe
that the words were spoken on the authority of the Catholic chugch,
and we consequently accept the interpretation which the sane auih%rrw
has placed on them. 'We hold them to be true because they are in-
foired, and we hold them to be inspired, because the Church guar-
antees them as such'. No new discovery of history or criticisn

can shake our conviction on this point.“

Such bigotry: The unbelievable must be belleved: These

words would not cause any alarm had they been written a few (

i

\

hundred years ago; but when they come from the press in 1929,

during an age when most people want to be shown before they accept
anything as part of thelr credo, then oneé faith in humanity

begins to wane. However, Bagnani's words are but a reiteration

of a very unscientific (uns;ientiflc in its narrower sensa) spate-
ment made by Ignatius Loyola when he said that if the pope ahould“ﬁay
that 'white is black and that black is white then it would be so'.

We utter the Ciceronian lament: O Tempora!l 0 Mores'
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Some of the arguments from Scripture against the Homan
interpretation that Christ appointed Peter to be the roundation,
the rock upon which the Church was to be bullt, are the following:
1, The parallsel passages, Mk.8;29 and Luke 9,20. - Here Uhrist
asked His disciples the same questlon as in Mt.16,15, "“But'whom
say ye that I am?* The words in the Greek original are identical
in all three placea. According to Matthew, Peter replied, *“Thou
art the Christ, the Son of the’'livinm God"; according to lark,

" Thou art the Christ "; and according to Luke, " The Christ of
God*". while HMatthew proceeds with the blessing pronounced by Christ
upon Peter, lMark and Luke bring the conversation to an abrupt stop,
except that Christ " straightly charged them, and comnanded them

to tell no man that thing". It seems queer that such a cardinal

dogmna as the orimacy of Peter should be found in but on®e of the
three gospel narratives, when it would have fitted very nicely x '/Z‘
into the other two also. The Bible student finds himself in:a f J
veritable labyrinth. He is tempted to join forces with the critics ]
in claiming these words as unauthentic. Some Roman Cathollc |
scholars say that Mark, who was Peter's understudy and mouth-
vlece, was moved by modesty to remain silent. On the other hand,

it is hardly credible that Luke, an historian with such a carsful

eye and ear for detall, should glide over so notable a passags,

the settlement of a monarch in God's church and a soverelgn of the ﬂ

Apvostolic School. .

2. To ascertain the true meaning of any Scripture passage there
18 but one method to follow, namely, the apostolic rule that
Seriptures interoret themselves, - "Scriptura Scripturam inter-

pretatur.” Now the expressions rock, foundation, and corner-=stone




of the Church as found in the New Testament refer to Christ except |
in the passage in Matthew.

Hear the word of Paul in 1 Cor.3,10-11l: “According to the -
grace of God which 1s gl¥en unto me, as a wise masterbuillder, I
have laid the foundation, and another bulldeth thereon. But lat
every man take heed how he buildeth thereupon. For other founda-
tion can no man lay than that is laid, which is Jesus Christ."
Again Paul says Eph.2,20-22: * And are bullt upon the foundation
of the apostles and vrophets, Jesus Christ himself being the chief

corner stone; in whom all the bullding fitly framed together |

groweth unto an holy temple in the Lord: in whom ye also are builded l

together for an habitation of God through the Spirit." {
And now the great statement from the pen of Peter himself, =3

1 Pet.2,4-9: " To whom coming,as unto a living stone, disallowé&uT;deed

of men, but chosen of God, and ovrecious, ye also, as lively stones,

are bullt unp a spiritual house, an holy oriesthood, to offer up
spiritual sacrifices, acceptable to God by Jesus Christ. Where- :
fore also it is contained in the scripture, Behold I lay in Sion |
a chief corner stone, elect, precious: and he that believeth on j
him shall not be confounded. Unto you therefore which believe ﬁe is
preclous: but unto them which be disobedlent, the stone which the

builders disallowed, the same is made tne head of the corner, and a

stone of stumbling, and a rock of offence, even to them which

stumble at the word, being disobedient: whereunto also they were |
apvointed. But ye are a chosen generation, a royal priesthood, an
holy'nation, a peculiar people; that ye should show forth the

Praises of him who called you out of darkness into hls marvellous

light.*

-
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In the 014 Testament also the term rock referred to God. It
occurs some 35 times. ‘In a beautiful Messianic prophecy Isaiah
calls out: " Therefore thus salth the Lord God, Behold I lay in
Zzion for a foundation a stone, a tried stone, a precious corner

’l
stone, a sure foundatidén: he that belleveth shall not make haste.”

Then also the words of the Psalmist; © Pa.118,22-23) which are
quoted by the Savior Mt.21,42: " T..e stone which the builders

refused 18 become the head stone of the corner. This 1s the lLord's

doing; it 1s marvellous in our eyes."”

Surely an unblased reader after comparing these texts will
not find any room for the papal exegesis of Mt.15,18. In the light
of God's Word the construction of the Romanists placed on.thasa
words becomes untenable and unreasonable. Cardinal Bellaralne
souzht to avoid the difficulty of these references by puttips the
case in this way: "other foundation no man can lay than Christ,
but after Christ 1s Peter and except through Peter it 1s not
possible to come to Christ." ( This argument from Scripture would
hardly milltate agalnst the interpretation that the rock is Peter,
not the personal Peter, the son of Jonas, not the 'flesh and blood'
Peter who apoolnted successors as the Romanists claim, but Peter
in view of his confession and faith, = Peter as the recipient and

falthful utterer of the divine inspiration in his confession. )

% 15 All we know about Peter from the Acts or'the Apostles is op-
vosed to Roman claims. When the nuﬁber of the disciples had in-

Cregsed and the Twelve saw that they could not minister to all of
them properly, they, the iwelve, not Peter, called the mul titude

together to elect the seven deacons.A In Acts 8,22 he did not

11 s 28 N1'6%
2. Acts 6.
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undertake to forgive sins. He says to Simon, who had been a sor=-
cerer, " repent therefore of thls thy wickedness, and pray God, if P
perhaps'the thought of thine heart may be forgiven thee." 1In

Acts 10,25 he refused adoration when he sald to Cornelius who had

/
fallen down at hls feet worshipping him, "stand up; I myself also -

am a man."” ( How different the pope of today who clalms to be the
successor of this humble fisherman!) In Acts 10,47 Peter asked
the inferior attendants who were present in the home of Cornelius,
whether they had any deactions‘that these Gentiles should be bap-
tized. In the 15th chavter of Acts we see Peter taking the first
word at the synod of Jerusalem but James gives the jJudgment. The
counsel of James was accepted by the apostles and elders together
with the whole church. This Councill at Jerusalem is the only
Church Council on record as having taken place durling Apostolic
times. Now 1f Peter had been apnointed head of the Church why did
he not preside instead of James? Again, so far as appointing any
one of the cleresy to any speclal jurisdiction, we find that Peter
was himself sent on missionary duty by the Avostles. "Now when the
Apostles which were at verusalem heard that Samaria had recelved

[

the word of God, they sent unto them Peter and John.“- Peter did

not send the other apostles at any time to any place; they sent him.

He was not the supreme governot. We find Peter vointing out a vacancy
in the apgftolate,but not filling 1t” We do not find him conse-
crating a single bishop or ordaining a single minister. On the

other hand, we find St. Paul, ﬁithout any reference to St. Peter,
doing these very things. Paul ordains elders and consegrates Timothy
for the office of the ministry. Luther argues that all the apostles

were equal to Peter in all matters of authority, because Peter

l. Acts 8,14, '
2. Acts 1, 15ff.




never selected an apostle, nor confirmed or ruled over one; " al-
though 1f he had been thelr superior by divine appointment thls
would have had to be, or all of them would have been heretics.
Moreover, all of the apostles together could not make St. lLiatthlas
and St. Paul apostles, but thls must needs be done from heaven, as
it 1s wriltten 1in Acts 1 and 135. How then could St. Peter alone be
lord over them all? This little nut no one has been able to crack
as yet, and T trust they willl be so gracious, even agalnst their

I
will, to leave it uncracked a while longer."

4, Likewise Peter's eplstles are void of any conaclousneas of

/ belng the head of the church. In 1 Pet.5,1 he does not call himself

the chlef of the apostles but a2 fellow-elder. “The elders which are
among you I exhort, wh o am also an elde r>* In the
fifth verse of the second chapter he speaks of Christ as the

“chief corner stone™ and of the believers - without distinction -
as " lively stones built upon a spiritual house.” In 2 Pet.l,16
and 3,2 he speaks in the first person plural including thereby

also the other apostles.

Bls And the keys which were here glven to Peter alone were
shortly afterwards given to all the apostleé% Paul, who was not:
present on elther occasion, exercised that powe;ﬁ Likewlise it 1s
given to the Uhurch wherever two or three are gathered together

in the name of Jesus. Regarding the office of the keys Luther says

1. “Works of Martin Luther® vol.I,374, - A.J.Holman Co.
2. The Greek text c1%?r¥¥ shows the position which Peter topk.
TIPrBvlepovs ovy tr Vaulr Teoa A & o vrips r,e-ﬂ‘z/-ns
He is their * fellow=elder “; he is one of them; he 1ls an
elder with, ¢vvZpsr@s74pss ,then.
(] Mtl -18.17.
« 2 Cor. 2,10.
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that from all apvearances the keys were given to Peter alone -in
{t. 16,19, but that the same keys were given to all the disciples
in Mt. 18,18 and in John 20,22, * The case cannot proceed any
further than to establish a doubt, whether the one passage shall

interpret the two, or the two the one, and I hold as tenaciously
]

to the two, as they to the one.;
6. The title “head of the church®" 1is used by Paul a humbar of
times but is invariably apvlied to Christ. The apostles are asso-
clated together as coequal in authority. We find no distinction
made when Uhrist spoke His great miaslonary commandf According to
Paul, 1 Cor. 12,28, “ God hath set some in the Church, first
avestles, secondarily prophets, thirdly teachers..." Now if Peter
had received a primacy from Christ this certainly would have been
known to Paul and he would have sald, ' God hath set some in the
vharch, first Peter, then the apostles'. What 1s more Paul would
hardly have acted the way he did when he rebuked Peter at Antioch
had Peter been the head of the church. Paui felt grieved at such
unchristian conduct on the part of an apostle. The situation was
a serlous one. 'The whole liberty of the Gospel of Christ was at
stake in this question. And so Paul comes to the rescue. The
speech which he delivered. is recorded in Gal.2,11ff. and as Bengel
says, 1t contains *“the very pith and marrow of Christianity".

Paul felt it to be his duty to do what he could to arrest the
growing evil. He decided to give Peter a public rebuke, “before
them all*. Now if Peter had been the head of the church, the Papa
of all, Paul would hardly have made this rebuke public but wogld

havve drmwn Peter aside and reprimanded him in private, 1n that way

1. “works of Martin Luther® vol. I,376, = A.J.Holman Co.
2. Mtl. 28.19.
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preserving the " head of the church* from much embarassment before
his "subjects”. The result was that Peter allowed himself to be
corrected by his younger brother. What room is there here for the
primacy of Feter? And what for papal infallibility?

Paul's position in the church does not allow room for any one
above him save Christ alone. If Paul ever heard that Peter was
selected by Christ to be the head of the church, he not only sup-
orescsed thig knowledge, he contradicted it. And who is there to
call Paul, whose inspired writings amonnt to one-half of the New
Testament, a heretic or a religlous upstart? OChristlans, he
wrote, * are bullt upon the foundatlion of the apostles and prophets,

Jesus Christ Himself being the chief corner stone", ( Eph. 2,20 ).

iTie And flnally, the early church was a democratic institution and
no limited monarchy. The relation betwsen the varlous officers in
the church is clearly indicated by a number of passages in
Scriptures. The Word which is the sols norm of the church also
regulates the relationship between its servants. Luther says, that
according to divine right the pope is nelther higher than the.
bishop, nor the bishop higher than the presbyters - " nec papa est
eviscovis, nec eplscopus est superior presbyteris iure divlnof"
Serivture sees no distinction between bishops and presbyters be-
cause the same persons are in one place called bishops and in
another, bresbyters, as can be seen from Acts 20,17 with which
compare v.28," over which the Holy Ghost hath made you oversesrs" =
e -k STOVS L and Tit.1,5 with which compare v.7. Dean Alford
comaents on 1 Tim.3,1: * The "lm’r Ao 7704 of the New Testament have

officially nothing in common with our Bishops. The identity of the

1. Pieper:“Christliche Dogmatik"™ vol.III, 525, note 1638.




y Tir /K eTe3 and 77 pe "/B-v/fl/oo in apostolic times 1s evident
from Tit.1,5-7." Pleper epitomizes aptly: " Dass die Roemischen
und Eplskopalen den apostolischen Character der Kirche in die
bischoefliche Sukzession setzen, 1st mit recht als eine Kinderel
bezeichnet worden, da die Schrift erstlich keinen Unterschied
swischen Bischoefen und lehrenden Aeltesten oder Pastoren kennt

( Acts 20,17.28; Tit.1,5~7) und zum andern alle Lehrer melden

heisst, die eine andere als die apostolische Lehre lshren, einerlsi
. 2
ob sie Bischoefe, Aelteste, oder sonstiwle helssen." ( Se< also Rom.

16,17; Gal.l,6~8).

Besldes these there are other convincing reasons wny Peter
cannot be the rock, the head of the church. The scriptural doctrine
i1s that the Church is bullt on the foundation of all the apostles.
The Roman view 1s that eleven of these have disappeared and the
Church now rests upon the successor of one. The heavenly Jerusalem
is thus moré like an lnverted pyramlid resting on its apex than
rising four-square uvon 1ts twelve foundation-stones. This is con-
trary to the teaching of Holy Scrivtures, as set forth in type,
pronhecy, and revelation. There mere the twelve patriarchs, the
twelve tribes, the twelve stones on the high priest's breastplate,
the twelve apostles, the twelve sides and foundation-stones and the
twelve gates of the celestial city. The Church 1s not an inverted
pyramid but has twelve living foundations as its basef‘ and the

éver-~living Christ Jesus as its corner-stone.

1. Pieper: “Christliche Dogmatik" vol.III, 4T4.
2. Rev. 21,12ff.
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IV.

PRESENTATION AND EXAMINATION OF THE ROMAN CLAIMS
AS BASED ON THE WRITINGS OF THE CHURCH FATHERS.

CLEMENT OF ROME: EPISTLE TO THE CORINTHIANS. ( c. 95 ).

“Our apvostles also knew, through our Lord Jesus Christ,
that there would be strife on account of the office of the epils-
copate. For this reason, therefore, inasmuch as they had obtailned
a perfect fore-knowledge of this, they appointed those ( ministers )
already mentioned, and afterwards gave instructlons, that when
these should fall asleep, other approved men should succeed them
in thelr ministry. We are of opinion, therefore, that those apvointed
by’ them, or afterwards by other eminent men, with the consent of
the whole church -~ - = - cannot be justly dismissed from the

1/
J
ministry" 1.e. if they " have blamelessly served the flock of Chriag.“‘

These words are directed to the Corinthians because of sedi- :
tion in the Corinthian congresaﬂion. Because of thls sedition " the
Church of God dwelling at Rome " wrote to " the Church of God
dwelling at Corinth". The ﬁoman Catholics consider this letter as
a Providence of God'who intended them to have what 18 perhaps the
clearest example of the Pope's universal jurisdiction before the
Year 100'. They say that this " church of God at Rome " means the
authority of that church, that is, its bishop, and that Clement
throughout the letter does not advise but comm;nds. '

Against this we say that according to this cltation the
ministers were not avvointed absolutely but “ with the consent of
the whole church". Iloreover, Clement does not use the first person
singular but the first verson plural: not, ' I, Clement', but "we",

that 1s, the uhurch at Rome, the Roman Christians. This can also

be'seen from his salutation, "The Church of God which sojourns at

l. chapter XLIV - Ante-Nicene Fathers, vol.I.




Rome, to the Church of God sojourning at Uorinth." To say that the
“Church of God at Rome" means its bishop is unwarranted, because
that would be exalting himself, which would not agree with the
vassage where he says, " For Christ is of those who are humble-
minded, and not of those who exalt themselves over His.flock. Our
Lord Jesus Uhrist, the Sceptre of the majesty of God, did not cone
in the pomp of pride or arrogance, although He might have done so,
but in a lowly condition, as the Holy Spirit had declared regarding
Hlmf“

In chavter 42 Clement writes: " And thus preaching ( the
apostles ) through countries and cities, they appointed the first-
frults ( of their labors ), having first proved them by the Spirit,
to be bishons and deacons of those who should afterwards believe.
Nor was thls any new thing, since indeed many ages before 1t was
written concerning bishops and deacons. For thus saith the Scripture
in a certain place, " I will aopoint their bishops in righteousness
and their deacons in faltﬂﬁ" It 18 qulte evident that Clement con-
nects the office of bishop and the deaconship with the offices in
the Jewish Church. It is therefore noteworthy that in making this
connection he does not find a parallel for the office of the high
priest in the New lestament Uhurch, which, if there had been room
for such an analogy, could hardly have been avoided by Clement,
esvedially since he was pope at that time. Franz von Baader in his
article "Blitzstrahl wider Kom" says: “ In dem ganzen Briefe ist
nicht dle blasse Spur einer Hindeutung auf einen obersten Biachof
der christlichen Kirche und folglich auch darauf keine zu finden,

dass er selbst dieser oberaste Bischof sel.”

1. Ch.xvl - Ante-Nicene Fathers, vol. I, vg. 9. ( The guotations
from the Ante- Nicene Fathers are all from the Anerican
kdition edited by A. Cleveland Uoxe, D.D.

2. Is. 60,17.




GilbayT Bagnanl considéers it a"waste of time to examine in
detall the various and well-known passages of the Fathers, especi;%&y
since they can usually be interpvreted to suit the interpretor.™
But the famous Epistle of Clement to the UOfinthians he considers in

‘a class apart. " It is a direcé-evhdence on our subject since it is
an actual document of Koman jurisdiction..... It asserts that Christ
 gveaks thru it....... and_thb general tone of the Epistle is
hortatory and admonitory; 1t does not enter into questions of detail
and does not advance any definite clailms. This is one of its chief
mer;ts, since nearly all subsequent evidence is somewhat vitlated
by the desire to prove a thesis. The -—arly rathers in particular
have nearly always their own axe to grind; they extol the poaitloﬁ:of
the Roman dee when they exvect 1t to agree with them and deprecilate
1t when it does not. On the other hand, the Clementine npistle
Seems to me to prove beyond doubt that in the first century the
npostolle Shurch of Corinth recognized the right of Rome to sendmﬁhat

we should now call ' legates a latere ' to conduct an inquiry into
I

1ta.affa1ra and to pronounce judgment on them.; Ve wonder of
what value }r. Bagnanl considers the Pauline mpistles. Should he
regard them of fair historical value we would be interested in his
explanation of the lack of any allusion to Petrine jurisdiction in
them; on the grounds that St.Paul was the most prolific writer of
the very same first century in which Clement lived and what is more,

the greatest leader in the church at that time.

iGNATIUS, BISHOP OF ANTIOCH: (Died under trajan 110-115, = ¢.1l07).

In his salutation to the Homans Ignatius speaks of ' the LVhurch

which presides in the place of the region of the Romans' and calls

1. Gﬁ#iivt'Bagnani:“Rome and the Papacy"” pg.55.




this church ' the president of love', - 71'/:‘-.1 Au! ﬂ)ol«.{gq Tas

v FiTw Xuf.',-u TR O b e Tgpo KeOmacsvn 7375 <y aTms.
This passage has furnished much debate. Funk and Harnack are in
agreement with the Catholic view when they take 7,/e ”"'9"!1"“
absolutely and not with Xu-'f'/o Y : "the presiding church".
Harnack says regarding this passage: " However much one may tone
down all excessive exvressions in his letter to the Romans, this
much is clear that Ignatius has admitted in fact a precedence of
the Roman comumunity in the circle of her sisters, and that he knows
of an energetic and perpetual activity on the part of this con-
munity in éupnorting and teaching others...... Even the elaborate
address shows that he honors and greets this cominunity as the most

,
distinguished in uvhristendom."

That it was the presiding church no one will deny, for which
the reasons are obvlous? But how any one can find an argument in
this salutation to the Romans we fall to see. His salutation in the
evistle to the Philadelphians is very like that to the Romans, boéﬁ in
style and language. There 1s,moreover, a very interesting section
in this salutation which seems to be an allusion to 1it.16,18. The
words read: * through the Lord Jesus Christ, who, according to His
own will, has firmly established His church upon a rock, by a sprit-
ual building, not made ﬁlth hands, against which the winds and the
floods have beaten, yet have not been able to overthrow it: yea,
and may spiritual wickedness never be able to do so, but be tho-

roughly weakened by the power of Jesus Christ our Lord." It seems

l. Fortescue: *“The xarly Papacy"™, ch.lv.
2. Hobbes in his Leviathan éayz:'“If a man consider the originall

of this great Eccleslastical Dominion, he will easily perceive
that the Pavacy 18 no other than the thost of the deceased Roman
Empire, sitting crowned upon the grave thereof. For so dld the
Pavacy start up on a sudden out of the Ruines of that Heathen
Power." Moehlman: “The Catholic-Protestant Mind", pg. 15.
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queer that Ignatius should employ the picture of iHt.16,18 to the
Church at Phlladelphia and not to the Lhurch at nome. What 1is more
surprising 1s that he does not even mention the noman bishop and
speaks only of the Roman Church. He grants the Houian Ghurch a
snecial honor for three apectéic reasons. First of all tnis church
Was situated in the caplitol city of the enplre which 1s shown by
the ohrzse “ which also presides in the place of the region of ths
Romans*, Secondly because of her unique origin. She was founded

by Peter the Apostle and Paul the missionary. Finally because of
the great love this church had shown to others. Therefore the
words, * which presides over love". Her great love is later
expressed by Dionysius of Uorinth;(c.170), who speaks of her as
having been kind to all the brethren and an everready support to the
ohurcheaf Catholics translate the phrase 27.Akn£v»~e;—z,faa
;Yu"l'l_’ﬂd “the president of the bond of love". This is ilmpossible
since :&yu’ﬂ"'z nowhere has the meaning of “bond of love“,l.e.,
according to Catholics, the church, but always the simple meanlag

of “love.

IRENAEUS, BISHOP OF LYON: ( c. 202 ).

In refuting the hereflcs from the fact that in the various

churches a perpetual succession of bishops was kept up, Irenaeus
Speaks of a "tradition derived from the apostles, of the very great,

the very ancient, and universally known Church founded and organized

at Rome by the two most glorious apostles, Peter and Paul; as also
( by pointing out ) the faith preached to men, which comes down to
our time by means of the succession of the bishops. For it 1s a

L] \ 2
1. Tavias sy adidfovs MorX,/ Adws évefyetslv, Garl lirbt:

“Quellen zur Geschichte des Papsttums und des roemischen Katho-
lizismus™, Selte 14.




matter of necessity that every Church should agres with this Church
on account of its preeminent.authority, that is, the falthful every-
where, ilnasmuch as the apostolic tradition has been preserved con-
tinuously by those (faithful men) who exist everywhere.: This
vassage is used by Roman Catholics as a supvort for their doctrine
of the primécy of Peter. Both the text and the meaning of the

last sentence of this quotation have glven rise to much debats.

Phe ~atin text which is fatal to the claims of the papacy, reads:
*ad hanc enim ecclesiam propter potiorem principalitatem necesse est
omnem convenire ecclesiam.™ The following translation rendered by
a candid Roman Catholic is ¥oid of any support toithe papal claims:
“for to this Church, on account of more potent principality, it is
necessary that every church ( that 1s, those who are on every side
of the falthful) resort; in which Church ever, by those who are on
every side, has becn preserved that tradition which 1s from the

2.
avostles.” The greatness of Rome as the capitol of the empilre,

imparts to the local church a premler position as compared with the
other churches. Ilany peovle visit Rome, among them faithful wit-

nesses from everywhere, that 1s, from all the churches; and it 1is

their united testimony which preserves 1ln some the pure apostolic
‘traditions. The papal system 1s the reverse of this; for at the
late Council, Pius IX Anformed his bishops that they were not called
to bear their testimony, but to hear his infallible decree, reducing

them, as the Archblshop of Paris said, " to a councll of sacristans™.
The faith, according to Irenaeus, is not preserved by the bilshop ‘
who pbesldes in some but * by those who exist everywhere",that 1is,
by those falthful ones who come to Home.

1. Against Heresies, Book III, ch.11i,2. Ante-Nicene Fathers,

vol. I, og. 415.
2. See footnote Ante-Nicene xathers, vol. I, pg. 415.
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If we consider this passage together with the context, and so
we should, then it amounts to this: “We must ask, not for local, but
unilversal testimony. Now, in every church founded by the apostles
has been handed down their traditions; but as it would be a tedious
thing to collect them all, let thls sufrice. Take that éhurch
(nearest at hand, and which is the only Apostolic Church of th;uxﬁst),
the great and glorious Church at xome, which was there founded 5g!tha

two apostles Peter and Paul. In her have been preserved the tradi-

tions of all the churches, because everybody is forced to go to the

geat of the emplre: and therefore, by these representatives of the

eollielzd

Whola Catholic Church, the apestolic traditions have been all collected

in Rome: and you have a synoptical view of all Churches in what 1is

L
there preserved.*™ Would Irenaeus have uttered these words had he
but had the slightest apverception of the papacy? On the contrary,

for he would very likely have said, ' it 1s no matter what may be
gathered elsewhere; for the bishop of Rome 1s the infallible oracle

of all Catholic truth, and you will always find it by his mouth'.

Irenaeus then states that the blessed apostles Paul and :
Peter, * having founded and built up the church, comaltted into the
hands of Linus ( the one mentioned in 2 rim.4,21) the office of the
episcopate.” Upon this follows a passage which 1s a comnentary on
that much discussed phrase quoted above: "In the time of this
Clenment, no small dissension Hﬁving occurred among the brethren at

Corinth, the Church in Rome dispatched a most powerful letter to the

Corinthians, exhorting them to peace,renewing thelr faith, and ,
- Qze.
declaring the tradition which it had lately received from the apostles.

Irenaeus does not recognize the Bishop of Home as the successor of

1. Elucidation,Ante-Nicene Fathers, vol. I, pg.46l.




Ide

Peter for he places the emphasis on the Church in Rome and not on

Bishov Clement. Iurthermore, he does not say “which Bishop Clement
had lately received from the apostles" but which "it", the church,

the congregation, "had lately received from the apostles"™.

In studylng the early church we will notice that up to the
Nicene Youncil Latin Christianity had no place in some. Before this
council the purely receptive charaater of the Roman see is quite
apoarent. Although the "mother and mistress" of the churches, she
is yet volceless, while Africa holds the mastery of @hristian
thought in her schools at Carthage and Alexandria. The instances
before the Council of Nicea where the Uhurch at rome assumes the
attitude of a teaching church are very rare. Aeneas Sylvius, who
afterwards became Pove Pius II, testified to this when he said, ;
“Verily, before the Council of Nice some regard there was unto the

Bishops of Kome, although but small." Irenaeus has justly stated

the case of the church at Home: As the focus of the empire she was
the natural center of exchange and soclal commerce among all nations.
Thither all Christians converged, - representatives from all the
churches. Hence from all these churches there came into Rome a

Catholic testimony , which was thus preserved in the metropolis by

l
the pressure from without.
TERTULLIAN, PRESBYTER IN CARTHAGE. ( died c¢. 220 ).

“ If, because the Lord has said to Peter, "upon this rock I
will bulld my church", "to thee I have given the keys of the kingdom
of heaven", and 'whﬁtever you shall have bound or loosed on sarth,
will be bound or loosed in heaven', you therefore presume that the

power of binding and loosing has derived to you, that is, to every

l. Introductory note to Minucius Fellx, Ante-Nicene Fathers, vol.'IV,

Pg. 170, and Introductory note to Dionyslius, Blshop of Koane,
Ante-Nicene Fathers, vol. VII, og. 36}.
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church assoclated wlth Peter, what sort of man are you, subverting

the o
and wholly changing the manifest intention of the Lord conferring this
personally upon Peter? “Upon you“, he says, ™ I will build mny

church* and " I will give to you the keys", not to the church..."

Catholics say that rTertullian's argument against the pope
shows that the pove claimed the authoritj of St. Peter as prince
of the apostles. It may be noted that at this time Pope Callistus
(217-?22) was the first Roman bishop who apvlied the words of our
Lord to Peter,lMt.16,18, to himself. And there was a reason for
this. Already at the time of victor I ( 189-199) and Zephyrinus
(199-217) the Koman Church was the center of the severest doctrinal
controversies. Various sects arose as the result of these debates
and among the leaders of these parties could be found dangerous
competitors to the Homan bishop. In addition to this the church at
Rome had cessed to be an assembly of God-fearing people. Adultery
was a comiaon occurrence. A moral and spiritual degradation had set -
in. As a rule these condltions were more prevalent among the
richer classes who were also the influential party in the church.
They had to be tolerated because the right of the church to pass
Judgment was questioned. A higher power was necessary. And what
greater authorlity could Rome have claimed, than the authority of
the orince of the apostles? And so we find that at this crisis
Pope Uallistus sees in Mt.16,18f. the basis for this authority.
That Tertullian did not know of the personal prerogatives descending
on the bishop of Rome before the clalm of Callistus can be seen

from his letter against Praxeas where he, the very founder of Latin

Christianity, accuses the Bishop of rome (Victor, 190 A.D.) of

heresy and the patronage of heresy.

l. “On Modesty* ch.xxi, Ante-Nicene rathers, vol. IV, pg. 99.
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ORIGEN: (died 254%).

Origen quotes Mt. 16,18 very frequently and what 1s more gives
his interpretation of it in his commentary on Matthew. This inter-
vretation is in every way a direct contradiction of the papal
Claims. He remarks: " And Af we too have sald like Feter, "Thnou
art the vhrist, the son of the living God"“, not as if flesh and
blood had revealed it unto us, but by light from the Father in

heaven having shone in our heart, we become a Peter, and to us
there might be sald by the VWord, “Thou art Peter" etc. kor a rock
( a Yeter) is every disciple of Christ of whom those drank who
drank of the spiritual rock which followed them? and upon every
such rock 1is bullt every word of the church, and the pollty in
accordance with 1t; for 1ln each of the perfect, who have the com-
bination of words and deeds and thoughts which fill up the blessed-
ness, 1s the Church built by God.

* But if you suprose that upon that one Petér alone the whole
church is bullt by God, what would you say about John, the son of
thunder,or each one of the Apostles? Shall we otherwise dare to say,

that against Peter in particular the gates of Hades shall not pre-
vaill, but that they shall prevall against the other Apostles and

the perfect? Does not the saying previously made, “"The gates of
Hades dhall not prevail against 1t*, hold in regard to all and in
the case of each of them? And also the saying, * Upon this rock I
will build my church“? Are the keys of the kingdom of heaven given
by the Lord to Peter only, and will no other of the blessed receive
them? But if this promise, "I will give unto thee the keys of the
kingdom of heaven', be common to the others, how shall not all the
things previously spoken of, and the things which are subjoinsd as

1. 1 Cor.10,4:“And did all drink the same spiritual drink: for

they drank of that spiritual Rock that followed them: and that
Rock was Christ."
2. Comunentary on latthew,ch.x, Ante-Nicene Fathers,vol.IX,pg. 456.
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having been addressed to Peter, be comuaon to them? For in this
place these words seem to be addressed as to Peter only, "Whatso-
ever thou shalt bind on earth shall be bound in heaven",etc; but
in the Gospel of John the Savior having given the Holy Spirit unto
the disciples sald, “Receive ye the Holy Spirit“'étc.

The conclusion derived from this is evident: Origen does not

allow a distinction of rank between Peter and the other disciples.
The prlvilé&gea which are granted to Feter in lt. 16,18f. are like-

wise glven to the other apostles, and also to all believing Ghrfg%fans.

CYPRIAN, BISHOP OF CARTHAGE: (died 258).

Cyprian 1s lnvoked with equal persistence by both defendsrs
and opoonents of the Papacy. The Romanlsts explain thls wvarlance
in his vlatform by saylng that, on the one hand there are some of
the plainest exoressions of the Roman primacy in his writings, whlls

on the other hand there are cases when he quarrelled with the pope

and resisted his orders.

“ The Lord speaks to Peter, saylng, "I say unto thee, that
thou art Peter, and upon this rock I will build my church, and the

gates of hell shall not prevall against it. And 1 will give unto
thee the kgvs of the kingdom of heavenjetc. And again to the same He
says aftarlHis resurrection, "Feed my sheep". And although to all
the apostles, after his resurrection,He gives an equal power, and
says, “ As the lather hath sent me, even so send 1 you: Recelve ye
the Holy Ghost: Whosoever sins ye remit, they shall be remltted unto
him; and whose soever sins ye retain, they shall be retained"; yet,

that he might set forth unity,He arranged by His authority the

1. Comnentary on Matthew, ch.ll, Ante-Nicene Fathers,vol.IX, pg.458,
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,
origin of that unity, as beginning from one."

According to the Roman Church this 1s an affirmation of the
Roman primacy. It is true that in reading this passage one would
gather from it that Cyprian ascribes a certain preeminence to Peter;
But he immedlately causes the reader to understand that this pre-
eminence was not ofticlal or jurisdictional, as if he were on a
higher plane than his colleagues, but purely transient. For he
continues: “ Assuredly the rest of the apostles were also the sane
as was Peterf"endowed with a like partnership both of honor and
vower; but the beglinning proceeds from unity."” According to
Cyorian Peter does not receive any speclal priviledges other than
his colleagues received except that for a time he is the only one

and the first_one of the Apostles who is armed with the power of ;
binding and loosing. But this priviledge, which Peter according to
Mt.16,18 was the first to receive, was glven to all the apostles
later on as John 29, 21 shows. This also holds good with the office
of the eplscopate. Cyorian continues in ch. v: “ The eplacopate
ls one, each part of which 1s held by each one for the whole?“
inhis phrage 18 explained in his epistle to Antonlanus, 11,24, by
the words, " and although there is one Church, divided by Christ
throughout the whole world into many members, and also one epis-
copate diftused through a harmonious multitude of many blshops.*™
Furthermore, he shows in his epistle to Quiptuérghat Peter did not
claim the primacy nor assume the vositlon of rulershlp. COyprian
writes: “ For neither did Peter, whom first the Lord chose, and
upon whom he built his church, when Paul disputed with him after-
wards about circumcision, claim anything to himself insolently,
1. Treatise I, "“On the Unity of the Church", ch. 1v - Ante-Nicene
2. gﬁtggﬁz'ézgiioXé gg.gfﬁé the phrase “sed primatus Petro datur"

inserted here. According to good authorities these words are gf
post-Cyprian origin. 3 %
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nor arrogantly @ssume anything; so as to say that he held the
primacy, and that he ought rather to be obeyed by novices and thoss
lately come.™ A clearer passage than this one regarding Cyprian's

idea of Peter can hardly be found.

AMBROSE, BISHOP OF MILAN: ( died 397 ).

The Synod of Aqulleia in 381, of which St. Ambrose was the
gulding spirit, though not president, told the emperors that the
“"Roman Church i1s the head of the whole Roman world", not merely of
the West. Thlis passage 1s used by Romanists to prove the suprenacy
of the Roman Church.

Another expression used by vatholics is Ambrose's remark
about the locality of the Church, " where Peter is, there is the

/.
Church; where is the Church there i1s no death, but eternal l1life."

In answer to the guotations presented by the papists we have
other words of St. Ambrose which refute their position:

“"The davior comunanded that we should not regard any mortal
as an infallible teacher in religious matters for there 1ls but One
who 18 a teacher of all - who is ever ready to enlighten our under-
standing”, ( S. 8. in Ps. 118,c.8)%

Regarding the office of the keys Ambrose says: " Woe unto us
1f we do not use the keys of the kingdom of heaven in order to
open the hearts of the Uhristians and to drive out the darkness. -
Just as the apostles, especlally Peter, James, and John, were
Pilllars in the Church, just such a pillar 1s every Christian who

§.
has overcome the world, whom God himself raises up and sustains.™

“ In the same manner do the words of Christ spoken to Peter

l. Fortescue: "The marly Pavacy", pg. 51.
2. Baader: "Blitzstrahl wider Rom" Seite 26.
3. Serm. 5, Ps. 118, c¢.6.




apoly: “ I will give thee the keys of the kingdom of heaven®”, -

“ feed ny sheep" etc., - they refer not only to Peter, but to all
'the avostles, in fact to all those who teach and educate the
Christlan congregations. Only for this reason is Peter called the
“rock“: because he had the courage to be the first one to imake an
oven confesslion of Christ in verusalem. And not upon him as a single

l
human but upon hlis confession and his failth is the church founded."

AUGUSTINE, BISHOP OF HIPPO: ( died 430 ).

As we all know St. Augustine was at first 1in favor of the
Ronan view of it. 16,18 but that in his later 1ife he retracted his

earlier ovinion as can be seen from hls " Retractiones *. His
"Retractions" were written in 428, shortly beforse his'death, wherein
he gives his final verdict upon his previous books, correcting
whatever his maturer judguent held to be misleading or wrong.
Nevertheless he 18 quoted by Romanists as upholding their view.
Fortescue uses the following selectlons to supvort hls arguament:

" In which ( the Roman Church ) the ruling authority of the
Apostolic See has always held flrmfﬁ |

St. Augustine explains the authority of Caecillan of Carthage
“"because he saw himself joined by letters of communion to the
Homan church, in which the primacy of the Apostolic See has always
obtained, and with the other lands whence the Gospel had come to
Africa“?'

Regarding the Pelaglan heresy Augustine says, "Already two

synods have sent to the Apostolic See concerning this affalr. The

rescripts have come from there, the cause is finished. Would that
at last the error were finishad,too:%
1. De. Incarn. Sacram. I.4,c.l.) - Baader:"Blitzetrahl wider Ron",

Selte 26 und 27.
2. Ep.43,7 - Nicene & Post-~Nicene Fathers, First Serles, edlited by

] Philin Schaff, vol. I, pg. 278.
i 3. Ep. 43,7 - Fortescue:"The Early Papacy" pg. 51.
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The last passage containing the phrase " Roma locuta est,
causa finita" has been the object of much textual criticism. Schaff
has found this phrase to be a forgery, that the words * Roma
locuta est* are of later origin. He writes: " The words of Augustine
- “causa finita est"”, the case is settled, was changed to "Rona
locuta est; causa finita est", Rome has spoken; the case is settled
and 1s so quoted in the Manual of Pius X's catechism, pg.210.
Augustine was speaking of a decision of two African synods on
relagius which had been sent to " the apostolic see.™ His words had
reference to the answer received and, while they show great respect
for the Roman see, they do not state a princlple,-aﬂ the forgery
18 intended to make out as Auguetiné‘s. His full words are " causa
finita est, utinam aliquando finiatur error!" The case is settled.
Oh, that the error may come to an end!ﬁ

Hear agein the words of Augustine. " But whillst we are absent
from the Lord, and walk by faith, not by sight, we ought ot see ﬁhe
“back parts™ of Christ, that is His flesh, by that very faith, that
1s, standing on the so0lid foundation of faith, which the rock
signifies, and beholding it from such a safe watch-tower, namely
in the Uathollie Church, of which it is said, " And upon this rock
I will build ny chureﬂ&“ Augustine interprets “"rock™ to signify
falth, “the s0lid fourdation of falth, which the rock signifies".
The Church is not built upon Feter but upon “the solid foundation
of faith".

“But thHat-after this sin (cutting off the ear of Malchus)
Peter should become a pastor of the church was no more émproper than
that Moses, after smiting the Egyptian, should become the leader of
Serm.131,10 = Fortescue:“The karly Papacy" pvg. 59.

David S.Schaff: "Our Fathers:Falth And Ours" ch.XIV, pg. 256.

Nicene & Post-Nicene ~athers, First Series,vol. III,pg 51,"0n the
Trinity“, Book II, ch.lT7.
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B
the congregation.” Here Augustine refers to Peter as a pastor and

not as the vicar of vhrist on earth, which, if it had been the case,
would surely have intensified the argument."

* For that church is founded on a rock, as the Lord says, “upon
this rock I will build my church".... But that you may not suppose
that the Church which upon & rock is in part only of the earth, and
does not extent even to its furthest boundaries, hear her voice
groaning from the psalm, amid the svils of her pilgrimage. For she
says, “"From the end of the earth have I cried unto thee; when ny
heart was distressed Thou didst 1ift me up upon the rock. " See

how she cries from the end of the sarth. She is not therefore in

3.
Africa alone; nor only among the Africans...."

“ Now thls name of Peter was given him by the Lord, and thathln

a figure,that he should signify the church. For seeing that Christ
1s the rock (Petra), Peter is the Christian people. For the rock
(Petra) is the original name. Therefore Peter is -so called from the
rock; not the rock from Peter; as Christ is not called Christ
from the vhriastian, but the Christian from Christ. “"Therefore™, he
salth, “Thou art Peter; and upon this nock" which thou hast con-
fessed, upon this Kock which thou hast acknowledged, sayiné; “Thou
art the Christ, the Son of the living God*, will I build my church;
that upon umyself,the Son of the living God, “will I build my Church.”
I will build thee upon llyself, not liyself upon theefﬁ Augustine
continues by showing that Peter in but a few moments was both blegéed
and rebuked by the Lord: Peter the Strong, and Peter the Totterer. .
He concludes, “In that one Apostle then, that is, Peter, in the
order of Apostles first and chiefest, in whom the church was flgured,
both sorts were to be represented, that 1s, both the strong and wéak;

l. Reply to Faustus,Book XXII,70 - First Seriles,vol.IV,pg.299.

2. Fs. 61,2-3. 575,
BT O Petilian the LDonatist,ch.109,247 - First Series,vol.IV,pg. 595.

4. Berm.XXVI,l1 - First Series, vol. VI, pvg. 340.
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because the Church does not exist without them both."

ST. GREGORY, BISHOP OF ROME: (died 60%4).

 The followins quotations of Gregory are of speclal interest
because they come from'the pen of a 'successor of St.Peter'.
Another point of interest 1s that they were written.after the
Council of Chalcedon,451. This is significant because Roman
vatholics, orthodox and Anglican, acknowledge the Church at least
down to that year. To all of them this early period is the standard,
for they all claim that their religion is that of the Cathollc
Church at least down to 451.

Gregory writes of Paul (Dial.l.c.12) that although he had per-
gdecuted the Christlilans before hls conversion, nevertheless he
becama the first of the apostles because he worked more than all
the other apostles; for which reason he received with Peter the
first rank in the Church?:

He writes to John,Bishop of Constantinople: *"For what are all
thy brethren, the bishops of the universal church, but stars of
heavén, whose life and dlscourse shine together amld the sins and
errors of men, as if amid the shades of night? And when thou déﬁ?ﬁeat
to vut thyself above them by this proud title (Universal Bishop),
and to tread down theilr name in comparison with thine, what else
dost thou say but "I will ascend into heaven; I will exalt.my throne
above the stars of heaven?% Are not all the bishops together
Clouds, who both rain in the words of preaching,and_glitter in the
light of gond works? And when your rraternity despises them, and you
would fain press them down under yourself, what else say you but
What is said by the anclent foe, “I will ascend above the heights of
the clouds?“.... “Certainly Pater, the first of the apostles, him-

self a member of the holy and universal church, Paul,Andrew,John, =

l. Serm.XXVI,1l-4 - First Series, vol. VI, pgs.340-341.
‘2. Basder:"Blitzstrahl wider Rom"™ Seite 35. 3. Ts. /44,73




41.

what were they but heads of partlcular comaunities? And yet all
Were members under one Headf“

“For to all who know the Gospsel 1t 1s apvarent that by the
Lord's voice the care of the whole church was committed to the holy
Apostle and Prince of all the Apostles, Peter?“ Lé, he received the
keys of the heavenly kingdom, and power to bind and loose is given
him, the care and prlnéipali@y of the whole church is committed to
him, and yet he 1s not called the universal apostle; while the
most holy man, my fellow-priest John, attempts to be called the
universal bishpp. I am compelled to ery out and say, O tempora, O
nores. “......... " Certainly in honor of Peter, Prince of the
apostles, it was oftered by the venerable synod of Chalcedon to the
Roman pontift. But none of them has ever consented to use this nane
of singularity, lest by something being glven pecullarly to onse,
oriests in general should be deprived of the honor due to them.f
Regarding Gregory's assertion that the title of 'universal blsh;p'
was given to the noman pontiff by the Youncil of Chalcedon Glessler
says, " Gregory was mistaken in helieving that at the Council of
Chalcedon the name “"Universalis Episcopus" was glven to the bishop
of Rome. He 1s styled o Kimvtas sy s fas ‘3‘//”7'/;'4’"7""’3 (Mansi VI,
1006, 1012) as other patriarchs also. But in another place the
title was surreptitiously introduced into the Latin acts by the

HKomish 1egatea!ﬁ

At the Council of Chalcedon the doctrine that the pope is the
Successor of Peter as the supporter of the Church, was prominently
announced for the first time by the representatives of Pope Leo the
Great. Before this Pope Callistus had besn the first to use the

1. Book V, Ep.18.Nicene & Post-~Nicene fathers, Second Serles - ed-
ited by H.Wace and P.Schaff, vol.XII,pg.l1l66.

2. John 21,17; Lk.22,31; ?t.16,18.

3. N.&%Poat~Nic.Fathers,Second Series,vol.XII,pog.170- Book V, Ep.20.

4. N.% Post-Nic.Fathera,Sec. Series, vol. XII, pg.l67, note 5.
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“power of the Keys" given to St.reter as a basis for an arbitrary
decision. Leo was regarded with great enthusiasm because he had
resisted Dioscoros, Bishop of Alexandria, who was very unpopular

in the church. At the Council of Chalcedon, while every one was
condenning Dioscoros and commending Leo,"his delegates declared
Dioscoros deorived of his dignity by the authority of Leo, the most
blessed and holy archbishop of the great and elder Rome, and in
conjunction with: 'the twice blessed and all honored Peter, whb is
the rock and basis of the Catholic Church, and the fourdation of the
orthodox faith.' When these words were pronounced, they were not
used to urge a claim to any precedence by the bishop of Rome; they
Were svoken to glve force to the condemnation of Dlocascoros. A

little later, when the epistle of Leo was read, the bishops were so
charmed with its doctrine that they exclaimed: ' This is the faith
of the fathers; this is the faith of the apostles.  Peter has
uttered these words through Leo.: Thus has Cyril taught, the te:éhing
of Leo and Cyril is the same. Anathema to him who does not thus
believe' From these words 1t has been inferred that the prelates
at Chalcedon received Peter as the master of the Church; as 1its
foundation,and as the owner of its keys; and that Leo was the
successor of Peter's priviledges. However it never occurred to ths
bishops that Peter was lord over the Church and that Leo's juris-
diction was universal. "All they meant by Peter speaking through.Leo.
was that the present Bishop of Rome wrote the same truths whlcgggg%er,
the first bishop, published.” This deduction is corroborated by the
28th canon of Chalcedon. This canon occuples the most important

Place in the entire transactions of the Council. It expressly states

1. Catheart,"The Papal System" pg.T1l-72.
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that the honor glven to the Bishop of rome in ecclesiastical

matters was not given him because Peter was the first Bishop of Roae,
or the vontiff, the vicar of Christ, or Peter the rock, but because
ROME WAS THK IMPERIAL CITY. The canon reads:

LWe.everywhere following the decrees of the holy fatle rs, and
acknowledging the canon which has been Just read of the 150 bishops,
most dear to God, do also ourselves decrec and vote t h e same
things conecerning the precedency of
the most holy Chure h. of Constanti 5134%_1 Gy
New Home; for the fathers, with reason, gave precedency to the
throne of old Kome, bec ause 1t was the i1mperial
¢ 1 t y; and the 150 bishops beloved of God, moved bt the same
consideration, awarded EQUAL PRECEDENCY TO THE MOST HOLY THRONE OF
Ni%W ROME, reasonably judging that a city which is honored with ths

government ané senate should enjoy equal rank with the anclent gueen

Home; and, 1ike her, be magnified in ecclesiastical matters, having
the second place after her; but so that the metropolitans alone
of the Pontle,Aslatic, and Thracian dioceses, and also the bishops
among the barbarians in the sald dloceses, should be ordained by the
aforesaid most holy throne of the Holy Church of Constantinople, to
wit: that each metrovolitan of the said dloceses, with the bishops
of the province, should ordain the bishops of the province, as it is
stated in the divine canons; but that the metropolitans of the sald
dioceses, as has been sald, be ordained by the Archbishop of Con-
stantinople, where there has been an agreement in the election,
according to custom, and a report been made to him.*"

The doctrine of the spiritual supremacy of the pontiffs was
entirely unknown in the councils of the first seven centuries, when
the Church was measurably pure. A cer#ain amount of prestige was

1 Cathcart: The Paral System, Dpg. 47-48.
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given to the Roman bishop, but imerely by reason of locallity: hils
seat was 1ln the IIPERIAL CITY. Here was the place to recognize
Peter as the rock and keyholder of the Church, and the pope as his
Successor; but the Councll respected the pontiff only as the biéhop

of the old capitol of the world.

The study of the Church Fathers in reference to it.l16,18 shows
that patristic literature does not uphold the Roman clﬁim. illost of
the fathers interpret the rock to be either Christ or the conf;gglon
of Peter of Christ's divinity. Then there are some who state that
nere an office and authority were given to Peter but none of then
hold that it was to be transmitted to a successor. In a brave

specch “prepared for speaking but not spoken in the vatican Council

of 1870", Archbishop Peter Richard Kenrick of St. Louls writes:

“Not on Peter only, but on all the apostles and their aue;gggora.
is built the church of “Yod..... In a remarkable pamphlet 'printed
in fac~simile of manuscript' and presented to the fathers two months
ago, we find five different interpretations of the word “rock" 1n
the place cited; the first of which declares that the church was
built on Petar; and this 1nterpretatlon'ia followed by 17 fathers
ineluding Cyprian, Leo the Great, Jerome, Augustine..... The second
intervretation understands these words, "On this rock I will build
ay church", that the church was built on all the apostles, whonm
Petoar represented by virtue of the orimacy. And this opinion is
followed by elght, fathers, among them Origen, Cyprian, Jerouse,
Augustine..... The third interpretation asserts that the words, "on
thls rock" ete., are to be understood of the faith which Peter had
brofassed. that this faith, this profession of faith, by which we

1. lMoehlman: "The Catholic-Protestant Mind*,pg. 15. Also David S.
Schaff: “"Our Fathers Falth And Ours"™, pf. 248-249.
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belleve Christ to be the Son of the living. God, is the everlasting
and imnovable foundation of the Church. This interpretation 1s the
welghtlest of all, since it is followed by 44 fathers and doctors
inecluding Gregory of Nyssa, Chrysostom, Hilary, Ambrose, Augustine,
Cyril of Alexandria, Theophylact and Leo the Great.... Th; fourtn
Interpretation declares the words, "on thls rock"etc., to be under-
stood of that rock which Peter had confessed, that is, Christ, that
the Churech was bullt upon Christ. This interpretation is followed by

16 fathers and doctors including Augustine...... The fifth interpre-
o
tation of the fathers understands by the name, the rock, the faiﬂgful

~ed
themselves, who belleving Christ to be the Son of God, are consti%utad

llving stones, out of which the church is built." Upon the baais
of thls 1list the archbishop vroceeded to say: "If we follow ths

Yathers, an argument of slender probability 1s to be derived from

the words of Mt.16,18, in support of the primacy of the Roman bilshop.

If we are bound to followithe majority of the Fathers in this thing,
then we are bound to holf for certain that by the rock should be

understood the falth professed by Peter, not Peter professing the
faith." (This classification vroves entirely false Bellarmine's
statement that ' the consent of the entire church,both Greck and
Latin lrathers', interpreted 1t.16,18, of Peter.) The archbishop
then sumnarized his arguments as follows: * We have in the Holy
Scriptures perfectly clear testimonies of a commlssion given to all
the apostles and of the divine assistance promlised to all. These
vassages are clear and admit no variation of meaning. We have not
even one single passage of Scripture, the meaning of whicn 1s
undisputed, in which anything of the kind is pr-om:.éed tp Peter
Separately from the rest. And yet the authors of the scheme want us

to assert that to the Roman pontiff as Feter's successor is glven



that power which cannot be proved by any clear evidence of holy
scrivture to have been given to Peter himself except just so far

as he receilved it in common with the other apostles.”
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4.
V.

PETROS AND PETRA.

We are now nearing the end of our discussion. We have
presented the claims of the Romanists, both from Scripture and
patristic literature, and have seen that the Roman exegesis of
Mt. 16,18 is nelther warranted by the words of the inspired
writers nor by those of the Church lathera. There yet remain the
intervretations held by Protestant commentators. The Proﬁestanta

are all agreed on this one point: that the claims of the papists

are unscriptural; but in thelr interpretaion of "petra" we find

a variance of opinion. Some critics say that the rock is Christ;

others, that the confession which Peter made is to be taken as the
foundation of the church. We will first consider the view that by

"petra” one must understand Chrisat.

4 dedbir O

A. GHRIST - THi ROCK:

The interpretation that Christ is the noék is supported
by vpassages found in both the 014 and New Testaments wherein Christ
is exoressly called a rock or stone. “Behold, I lay in Zion for a
foundation a stone, a tried stone, a precious corner-stone, a
sure foundationf“ This passage refers to the New Testament Church

and the stone spoken of 1a Christ. Also the words of David in his

psalm of thanksgiving: " For who is God, save the Lord? and who 1s
2.

arock, save our God? Hear agaln the words of David: ™ He only

1s my rock and my salvation....... In God is my salvation and éiﬁ
3. :

glory: the rock of my strength,and my refuge, is in God." And now the

word of Paul: "“And did all drink the same apiritual drink; for they
.-1. Is. 28,16.

2. 2 Sam. 22, 32.
3l PS. 62’6-70
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drank of that spiritual Rock that followed them: and that Rock was
christf“ On the basis of such evidencse the supporters of this

view say the Rock must be Christ. Others arguse this waf% The

word Peter - "“Petros“"- means a part of a rock, that 1s a stone.

When the Lord says upon what He is golng to bulld His church, He

no longer speaks of "petros”, a stone, but He uses the word “petra®,
Which means a rock out of which the “petros", the stone, 1s 3

hewn. It is sald that Christ uses here the figure a synecdochs in é

which a part of the person 1s used for the whole perscn. The ;

word “petra",rock, is used by the Savior for the first time in

Mt.7,24-25. The house there 1s built upon a petra, a rock, and

cannot fall, and this rock 1s He Himself. Thls rock upon which the
assenbly 1s bullt is “Christ the Son of the living God" as con-
fessed bj Peter. The peculiar use of "petros"™ and “"petra" = a
part of a rock and the rock ~ brings out the precious truth that
Peter and every true believer in possession of eternal life, this
life imvparted, is assoclated with Him, is a part of Him, for He is
the Eternal Life.

Along simllar lines we have another argumené% Peter cannot
be the rock because the words "Peter™ and "rock"™ have different
s8ignifications. The difference is seen in the titles gilven to
our Lord. As the Son of God He 1s the rock; as Son of Man He is
the stone. He was the divine rock that followed Israel, and "that
Rock was Christ". He was as the Son of Man the Virgin born, the

Stone cut out without hands. His divinity was a r o ¢ k of of-
fence; His humanity a 8 t o n e of stumbling. Cephag.is, by

interpretation, a stone; but not necessarily a stone, for the word

l. 1 Cor.10,4. See also Ps.l1l8,31; 1l Cor.3,11, etec.
2. See Gabelein: Gospvel of Matthew.
5. Hishop Grafton: “Christian and vatholic“, pg. 325.
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signifies a kind or quality of material. Appllied to the person of
Peter it was to mark his spiritual transformation. By nature he
was Simon, unstable and weak; by union with the Living Kock he
became rocklike or petrified. Thus in contrast with the term "rock"“
in Scripture the word "stone" marks a difterence not only in size
but also in the quality of material. The "rock" denotes something
or some one whd is divine; "Peter" or "stone", something of like
nature with the rock, but belonging to humanity. Consequently
“Peter" and “this rock" are two different things, and the Church is
not said to be founded on Peter a man, but on Christ, the Son of
God.

To summarize this line of reasoning in the words of Wordsworth
Christ would have said to Peter, "Thou hast confessed Me, and I
Will now confess thee; thou hast owned Me, I will now own thee;
thou art Peter, that 1s, thou art a lively stone, hewn out of and
built upon Me, the living Rock. Thou art a genuine Petros of lie,
the divine Petra. And whosoever would be a lively stone, a Peter,

must imitate thee in thlis thy true confession of lie, the.iiving

Rock; for upon thls Rock, that is, on Myself, believed and conw
L
fessed to be both God and Man, I will build My Church."

Luther interprets the "rock* in teo ways, as meaning Christ
and also the faith of Peter. Basing his arguments on the phrase
“and the gates of hell shall not prevail against it™ he says: "The
rock can mean nelther St. Peter nor his authority on account of
the words of Christ which follow," and the gates of hell shall not
vrevall against it™. Now 1t 1s clear as day that no one is edifled
in the Church, nor withstands the gates of hell by the mere fact

1. Lange: Commentary.
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that he is under the external authority of the pope. For the
majority of'thoae.who hold so strongly to tihe authority of the
pope, and lean upon it, are themselves possessed by the powers of
hell and are full of sins and rascality. Then, too, some of the
Popes were heretics themselves, and gave heretical laws; yet they
remalned in authority. Therefore, the rock does not signify
authority, which can never withstand the gates of hell; but it signi-
fies only Christ and the faith in Him, against which no power can
ever prevallf“ In his sermnon on the festival of St. Peter and St.
Paul he says: “Darum i1st allein Christus der Fels; und wo man

elnen anderen Felsen legt, da mache das Kreuz vor dich, denn es ist
gewlss der ieufel. Denn der Spruch kann von keinem andern ver-
dtanden werden denn allein von Christo, wie 5t. Paulus sagt.....
Denn es i1st aus St. Paulus und Jesalas klar, wile gehoeret, dass
allein der Stein Christus seifh Then again Luther said in refer-
énce to lit. 16,18 that Paul and the Scriptures point this passage

3
alone to Lhrist.

If the “rock" is Christ then the reference to Peter becomes
neaningless: 'Thou art Peter and upon myself T will build my Church'.
The situation does not warrant such an interpretation because,if

Christ meant the rock to be Himself. then the phrase "Thou art Peter"

léBses its signiflcance, loj}ses its place in the sentence. Such

an interpretation is unnatural and destroys the rhetorical beauty
and emphasis of the passaée. Furtke rmore, according to Pnilip
Schaff, the antanaclasis ( the rhetorical figure of repeating the
same word in a different or punning sense) is conclusive against
this explanation.

“Works of }artin Luther" vol. I, 380, - A.J.Holuman Co.

St. Touls edition, vol. XI, 2299.

St. Louis edition, vol. XXII, 1674 - “Paulus und die hellige
Schrift deutet sle allein auf Christum."

N =
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B. CONFESSION ANV FAITH OF PETER - THE ROCK:

The exvlanation which understands the rock to be the great

confession of Peter has, been widely adopted by both ancient and

" Modern comnentators. At the present time most Protestants hold

this view. Launoy, Loctor of the Sarbonne, out of 1¢{( sa§1ngs of
the moat famous Church Fathers and church writers, has found 44

Wwho understand by the rock the faith which Peter professed; 16

hold the rock to be Christ and only 17 explain Peter himself as

the rock. Some of the writers who hold the faltn of Peter as the
rock are, Gragory of Nyssa, Augustine, Ambrose, Chrysostom, Hilary,
Cyril of Alemxandria, Leo the Great, et. al. Ehus Chrysostom: “Thou
art Peter, and upon this rock I will bulld my church, that is, on

/.
the falth of his confession."”

This view 1a favored by the feminine form of the Greek word
for rock - petra -~ and especially by the movement of the conversa-
tion as a whole which Christ had with His disciples. Peter had
confessed Christ and in blessing Peter Christ pronounced this con-
fessicn of His delity the foundation- stone of His church. This was
in accord with his usual declaration, "Whoso confesseth me before
men, him will I confess before my Father", and the declaration of
the Apostles, as by John, "Whoso shall confess that Jesus 1is the
Son of God, God dwelleth in Him and he in God." Furthermore,
petra not Petros (Peter) 1s the word translated rock. If the
Savior meant Feter to be the rock upon which He was about to build
His Uhurch, then He would have sald: "Thou art Petros and upon this
Petros (o0 &7 Zstpes, Hal im) todtiw #3 Hifow) I will bulld my
Church." But iinstead of that He says: "Thou art Petros, and up%%;this
petra (Zm‘ i"av,f;-p 7a ’7",7,"5 ) I will build my Church." Petra is

1. Nicene & Post-Nicene Fathers, First Serles, vol. X, pg. 333.
2. 1 John 4,15. Also }%t.10,22.
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a Greek noun in the feminine gender; the pronoun "this" 1is also in

the feminine agreeing with its noun petra; but Petros; or Petsr,

18 in the mascullne gender. Petra then MUST refer to something

different from Peter. Besides, Petros is a stone, a novable satone;

oetra is a rock, a mass of rocks, a cliff. The one, “such a stone

28 a mald-servant in the hall of judgment might upset; the other,

the Rock of Ages - the confession that Peter made that Christ was

the Son of the living God." When Peter confessed Qhrist he expragied
the fundamental confession of the Ghurch and thereby laid the
foundation. ( Simllarly Keil and Luthardt.)

Again they say that the foundation cannot be any one living
man, like Peter, but must be a spiritusl and divine natuBe. The
8postles and prophets have long since passsd away but the doctﬁine
which they promulgated and which was a veritable rock of refuge
to the members of the New Testament Church, still remains. There-
fore the foundation can only be the life-giving doctrine‘which
proceeds from, and which conducts to, a crucified Redeemer. This
doctrine was the very pith and marrow of the apostolic teachalngs,

namely: Jesus Christ, the Son of God, 1s tne Christ or Messiah.

The rock can be nothing else than the fundamental doctrine that
Christ came into the world to save sinners by the shedding of His
blood% Luther in hls exchange of words with ick at the Leipzig
Uebate says that the rock signifies the faltH: Likewise in his
Sermon on the festival of St. Paul and Peter: * Auf diesen Felsen
(verstehe), nicht der du bist; denn delne Person waere zu schwach
Zu eilnem solchen Grund: sondern auf das Bekenntnis und den Glauben,
der dich zun Felsen macht, da will ich meine Kirche auf bauen. Das
John 6, 63.

St. Louls Edition, vol. XII, 931, - “es bedeutet den Glauben

(was wahr ist)*".
Lutheran Commentary.
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Fundament kann halten und ist stark genug: der Teufsel wirds nicht

/
koennen unstogsen noch einreissen."

Against thls view we have the following arguments:

As the opinion, that uhrisé is the rock’is-untenabla, 80 also 1s
Peter's confession excluded from belng the foundatlon of the Church.
Dean Alford remarks very strikingly that according to the uaése
of the New Testament, it is not doctrines, confessions, characters,
that are designated as pillars and coluumns of the building, but
nen, persons, referring us to 1 Pet. 2,5 where Peter spesaks of the
living stones, " Ye also, as lively stones, are bullt up a siritual
house, an holy orilesthood, to offer up spiritual sacrifices,
acceontable to God by -esus uvhrist.” A confession implies a con-
fessor; it was the person who made the confession that 1s meant,
not the mere statement itself, however momentous and trus. Iiieyer
evitomizes the entire. argument in one sentenca?'" The view that
the rock signifies Peter's steadfast faith and the confession he
made of 1t,"is incorrect, because the demonstrative expresaion,iﬁns
V! v/f'?l ’x 77_‘?/" & , Coning lmuediately after the v £
:Z?:%boa: , can only point to the apostle himself,

as doea also the A« S w ,etc., which follows, it being

i
understood, of course, that it was in conslideration “(

of Peter's failth that the Lord declared him to be a iz

foundation of rock."

And so we come to the conclusion that the rock 1s a person. %
pe— —'—\

( It may be well to note here that there are other 1nterpretations

of the rock besides the three (inclusive of ths Roman view) which

1. St. Louls Edition, vol. XIIIa, 1l174.
2. Meyer: Commentary on the New Testament.
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have been gilven and the one which is to follow, and, ln our
ovinion, is the correct onegs
a. The rock 1s apolied to Peter, inclusive of all the other
Apostles, and, indeed, of all believers.
b. It is applied to the faithfulness of confession ( die
petrinische Bekenntnistreue) which is the Petrine character-
istic of the Church. Hence 1t refers to Peter in so far as

by thls confession he identified himself with Christ, and

was the first to upbuild the Church by his testimony. (Lange).

c. It is held that the rock 1§ that “glorious Divine Powser"
which was manifested by the "Fullness of the Holy Spirit in
the disciples to the utter limit, as He came in Power at
Pentecost .

It may be noted that all these interpretations are but sub-inter-

vretations of the ones which we have taken for consideration, and

are therefore not in need of speclal attention.)

C. PETER THE LIVING PETRA:

From the very form of expression in Ko )N:J e’ Tos Aa’rw’
it 18 plain, that what is here sald by Christ is meant to cor-
respond to what had been just said by Peter. As he had declared
to Jesus: v - ;////o:rfo:t, SESHAR e S e 5307"0.5,
80 Jesus says to him: /f;yu\J ,fg’ g e/ "’lf‘" ,the sense of
which is, " moreover, I also say to thee". /ﬁ;)fuj is emphatic,
signifying that something very important was to follow. 1In the
next clause, o?‘/ a—v 51 /7_7}”" s We must bear in mind

that //: f/05 was not his original name but that it was a

l. Charles Harris Nash: “"The Foundation and Superstructure of
the Church of vesus Christ” = The Review and Expositor, vo
No.4, 0ct.1929, bB. 408.

I,
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surname given to him ( as was customary with the Jewish Rabbils

at the baptism of proselytes) at his acceptance into the ranks of
the Twelve. And as those names were often given with allusion to
aome'peculiar quality or disposition, 80, in the case of Simon, it
had reference to that zeal and firmness which he displayed. So also
did Christ surname James and vohn the sons of thunder. ioreover,
7/:-7‘,0 o5 or Cevhas does not only mean a stone ( a2s some claim),
but also a rock ( of. Plat. Ax. p. 371 E: i’,’ ,ru//av 7'}/-06 ;
Soph. Phil. 272, 0.C. 19, 1591; Pind. Nem. IV. 46, X. 126)%

The next phrase ';/7'/I fd"//n : /;-? 773,/'/;‘ offers a 1little
more difficulty. The emphasis rests on 7‘“"’7‘7' and depends
uovon the reference, whigh some, as we have seen, place on the con-
fession and others on Christ himself and others again on Peter.
That 1t canhot mean the confession nor Christ himself has already
been shown. Consequently the ovhrasse refers to Peter. It is a 7
bPromise as a reward for his faith. It 1s as personal as the most
Zealous advocates of papal supremacy could desire. Yet the inter-
®retation of the pavists and the intention of vhrist are as remote
as zenith from nadir. Would Christ have fought to death against 7

(]
one form of spiritual despotism to put another, if posseible worse,

pressed in abstract terms with reference to Feter's personality.

in its place? * Personal in form this famoua'% can be ex- ’1
And that ‘sense must be aimole;'elementary, suitabie to the initial |
stage; withal religilous and ethical rather than eccleslastical."

But how can one say that 77":/' # , a feminine form, and //C"/‘”

a masculine name, can refer to the same person? *“ The form is
feminine because 1t is not so much a ‘question of the name as of the

Lo
thing which it indicates, i.e. of that rocky element in the apostle's

1. See Meyer's Commentary and Bloomfleld:H KAINH DIATHHKH.
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character which furnished so solid a fouandation for the super-
structure of the church that was to be built upon 1tf“ 50 also
Burger: “Der Wechsel des Genus im Grundtext: Petrus und nachher
Petra, Fels, spricht nicht gegen diese Auslegung, wornach Petrus
Selbst der rels ist, auf den der nerr baut. Die [orm des IHascu-

linun ist séwaehlt, wo sle als Name des Hannes dienen soll, dile

des Femininum um des Bildes vom Baue willen, bel welchem der Kann

als Felsengrund erscheint. Ganz selbstverstaendlich ist aber, dass,

Wie er den Namen Petrus nur zu fuehren berechtigt ist wegen des

von ihm bezeugten Glaubens, nicht seinem natuerlichen lienschen nach

abgesehen von diesem Glauben: dass er eben so als Grundstein der

Kirche dlenet nur vermoege des Glaubens und Bekenntnisses zu Christo,

dass in ihm lebendig sich erwelset, nicht etwa schlechthin auch
ohne diesen Glauben lediglich kraft seiner eignen so oder so

7 2.
Zearteten Persoelinlichkeit.™

Such is the argument from grammar. However, there are just as
eninent srammarians who consider this view ungramaatical as thers
are those who say 1t cannot refer to the confession. Under such
conditions one can hardly settle the guestion on the basis of
gramnar. One method remains and that is, to look for an explanation
from the context, and not only from the lmmediate context but from
the entire New Testament; for in this passage one of the great
truths of the New Testament is contained. We must examnine these
vords in the light of the New Testament world of thought. In the
Ssecond chapter of the first epistle of St. Peter, the apvostle gives
an expvosition of these words showing'that the divine Architect
builds a spiritual house of “lively stones™. This word of Peter
realiy proceeds from the words of the Psalmisé%“The stone which the

1. Meyer's Commentary.

2. Burger,C.H.: "Die Evangelien". pg. 186.
3. Ps. 118,22.
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bullders refused 18 become the head stone of the corner." The

story of mankind is ane continual process of building. lian 1s always
eérecting bulldincs, domiciles,factories, amusement palaces, stores,
ete, Klnés and rulers erect fortresses, palaces and empires out

of the blood and gold of thelr subjecta. God also bullds, but
unlixe human architects; for God has elected for the corner-stone

of His edifice the Stone which the bullders refused and whom Pllate,
a governor of a province belonging to the greatest world-empirs,

condemned to die thﬁﬁeath on the cross. The housse which God builds

1s not 1like our valaces and castles but a "pneunatic etruoture“}ﬁﬁgat
1s, a building out of spirits, out of “lively stones*, conslsting

of human persons who are consecrated to God. God's method of bulld-
ing this spiritual house 1s entlirely foreign to man. The stones

are pvlaced on each other according to a divine building—plag. God
1s both archlitect and builder. His plan is described in Eph.2;19f:-
“Now therefore ye are no more strangers and foreigners, but fellow-
cltizens with the saints, and of the household of God. And are
built upon the foundation of the apostles and prophets, Jesus
Christ hnimself being the chief corner stone, in whom all the build-
ing fitly framed together groweth unto an holy temple in the Lord:
in whom ye also are builded together for an habitation of God
throughi the Spirit."” When a cathedral 1s to be ercted the archltact
draws a vlan of the rows of stones as they are to be placed on top
of each other. First of all, there come the foundation or ground-
stones; then the second and third layers, and so on, each layer
being definitely vlanned. In this passage in Ephesians we have

%ot before ug the first layer of the foundation-astones of this
divinely established bullding. On this foundatlon the rest of the

structure is built. Christ is the corner-stone and the prophets and
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apostles are the foundatlon-stones. In Revelation where the
Ltermal City 1s portrayed we read? “and the wall of the city had

twelve foundations, and in them the names of the twelve apostles

of the Lamb." According to this there are other personages besides

Christ who hold a positlon of distinction in thia congregation of

spirits, These are the apostles who received special powers and
r'—"‘""-——-___ R

privilﬁﬁges from vhrist. They are the ground-stones upon whom the

>

reat of the structure is bullt. When Paul received the cocmalasion
to preach the Gosvsl to the wentiles he got in toush with the men
at Jeruszalsam. When he relates thls story to the Galatians he uses
an expression which sheds added light on the word of the Lord to

feter. We read Gal.2,9: “James Gephaa. and John, who sesmed to bs
olllars® - o7 JoKsOvFes cFvlor 27vns These men were the
supnorting villars of the Christian Church, not only founders of
local congresgations but men who were of speclal significance toc the
veople. This special powsr they were to have till the end of tims.
To them was given a spscial poaition in the kingdonm of heavenz-thay
Were to s8it upon the twelve thrones judging the twelve tribes of
Israel."‘

If we place the worﬁ of Jesus to Peter in this connection
then the meaning becomes simple. Jesus says to Peter: “Thou art
Peter and upon this rock I will build my church®", that is. I am
naking you a foundation-~stone, a pillar upkn which shall be built
the entire house of living stones; I am glving you a apecia‘fl‘:&:{
I am giving you the keys of the kingdom. According to this Peter
was first among the discivles as “primus inter pares". That reter

eccupied this position can be seen from the references we have

¢oncerning his acts. He is the first ona of the apostles to whom

. Rev.21,14.

2N 19,28 and Lk.22,30.

1
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the risen Lord appeared. He it was who took the lead on the Day

of Pentecoat sveaking in the name of all the apestles. The effect

i of hls sermon was an increase of 3000 souls to the hundred and
twenty dlscinlesf He 1t was who spoke before the court of the hlgh
oriest?’ He was the one who admitted the Gentlles lnto the Ghristian
conmunlty? EE_EE_was who in those early days stood forth as a

?ggﬁgg:kg}lgpr, and was the first to open the kingdom of neaven

. = /
to the Jews and Gentliles, the constituents of the ¢ A4LA /.,

In the light of this evidence IHt. 16,18 says just the opooslite
of what the vavists claim. The evidence 1s as clear as we could
wish it. As an apostle Peter receives a conmisslon, an honor,
which cannot be inherited, which cannot be transmitted to the coming
generatisn. This poaltlion can in no way ever be repeated. This 1is
brought out by the picture of the foundation-stone and the con-

; struction of the spiritual houss. Thére can bs but one layer of‘
ground-stones. The role they vlay in any constructlion is an 1m§g¥£ant
one and occurs but once: in the beginning. This cannot recur and
% therefore excludes every succession. It is a particular bit of
| irony that just this word of our Savior was placed in glgantic
letbsers of gold on the basllica of St. Peter, especislly when under-
E stood in its original sense, it excludes every form of the papacy,
because 1t glves to Peter a unique and not-to-be-repeated position :
in the church. All the others,regardless of how great ahey may be
or what brilliant qualities of leadershlp they may possess, can
never be apostles, they can never possess the "sedes apostolica",
they can never have the significance and power of the original
avostles who were the 7w e of the Church. All others are

vlaced as living stones in thls pneumatic structure. They can only

1. Acts 2,41.
2. Acts 4,8.
3. Acts 10.

~
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be vlaced on tép of this layer of foundation-stones and can never
become “apostolic stones™. Compared with the apostles who have a
sveclal nosition (sul generis), they are ordinary brick but never
ground-stones. Helm says: “Den Aposteln gegenueber sind sie alle
koigonen, einfache Werksteine, gewoehnliche Backstelne und nlemals
undamente. "

If this word of Christ is understood in this sense then it
forms the magna charta of the Protestant conception of church
history. This declaratlion 1s based on the truth that the kingdom
of heaven knows of no special power which can be handed down from
one veraon to another. A prophetic cominlssion or an apostolic
charge can no more be handed down to a successor than the poetic
genius of Goethe or the artistic abllity of Hichelangelo could be
tranamitted to another person. A spiritual authority cannot ba'
lnherited as a plece of proverty; it cannot bp wllled to another
verson as a house or other material possessions, or as the klngiy
crown can be handed down from father to son.

To corroborate this truth wé have a beautiful illustration in
tbe 01d Testament. Elljah, who had received a call to the prephetic
office from God, was instructed by the Lord shortly before he was
taken up into heaven, to aﬁkelnt Elisha to be prophet in his steadf
This Elijah did by casting his mantle upon Ellaha?' Now the day
When Elijah was to be taken up into heavén waeé at hand. They had
Just crossed over the bed of the Jordan which had been parted by
Eliljah's mantle. As they were standing on the other side of the
Jordan watching the waters once more flow in a steady stream over
they path of dry ground which they had just traversed, Eiisha.
fllled with awe and reverence by this miracle, asks Elijahf'“I pray

l Kgs.19,16.

1.
2. 1 Xgs. 19,19.
3. 2 Kgs. 2,9.
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thee, let a doubie portion of thy spirit be upon ae." Ellsha has
asked more thepy klijsh can glve him, he has "asked a hard thing."
He has asked k11 3jah to hand down to him something splritual, .
Ssomething which 1s not of men but of God: a double portion of his
8oirit. This Elijah is unable to do. Nor 1is there any human who
could have complied with Elilsha's wish. SO.Elijah repllies: "“Thou

-

hast asked a hard thing: nevertneless, i1f thou see me when I aam

taken from thee, it shall be so unto thee; but if not, it shall
Not be sof“ By these words Elijah says that only God can bestow
8uch a gift, and if Xlisha would see him téken up into heaven, this
would be a sign from heaven that the Lord had granted his request.
We have a similar case in the New Testament with Paul and
Timothy. In his last will and testament to Timotny Paul tells his
faitnful understudy to be strong in the grace that 1s in Christ
Jesus, " and the things that thou ‘hast heard af e among many
Witnesses, the sanme commit thou to falthful men, who shall be abie
to teach others alsof“ Paul instructs Timothy to transmit the
doctrines which were taught him to faithful men, such as would be

able to teach others also. Paul tells him to instruct others so

that the Gosvel of Christ might flourish, but_he does not give him

avostolic authority which Timothy also never assumes.

A divine commisslion concerns but that person by whom it is
received. The whole 1dea of apostollc successlon, "successlo
apostolica®, 1s self-contradictory. It is an adaptation from huian
establishments which are but transitory and have been erected by
human builders, by those builders who have refused the head stone
of the corner. World power and world possessions can be transaitted

from the king to the crown-prince and from the father to his

1. 2 Kgs. 2,10.
2. 2 Tim.2,2.

_—
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descendants, but the “sedes apostolica" upon which Christ placed
Feter é6n that important occasion ln Caesarea Fhllippi, this throns
in the'apirltual klngdom excludes every form of succession. This
posinlonuwill be occupled by the apoastles for all tlmes. This 1a
the throﬁe from which he and the other apcstles will judge thes
twelve tribes of Larael. It 1s one of the twelve foundations of
the Xternal vity on which is indellibly imprinted the name of

' SIMON, BAR-JONAH, WHO WAS CALLED CEPHAS'. To luagine that this
throne will at one time be vacant and another will sit on it, or
that the nsme of Peter will be erased and another one added to it
( as a lovinz-cup bearing the names of the successive winners) 1s
48 vreposterous as 1t 1s unbiblical.

’
- e

It 1s self-evident that in the organizatlion of the congregationsa
& necessity for certain offices arose which could be transmitted to
Successors. Such an instance we have 1ln Acts 6 where “seven men
of honest report" were chosen to take charge of the department of
charity in the early church. However, none of these offices
Dossessed apostolic authority. For as acts 6 plainly shows these

offices were clenrlj distinguished from the apostolates.

The questlon may be raised: If the ap9stolate was a special
office and its powers and priviledges a speclal grant of God which
could not be transmitted to any other verson or persons, from whers,
then, does the oublic ministry derive 1ts'author1ty? As we have
8éen the avostles ‘exercised more power than thelr understudles.
Paul, Peter, and the other apostles had authority over all the
congregations, while rimothy,Titus,Mark,and the others, had only
One special field: Timothy 1s pastor 1in kphesus; Titus in Urgte and
Dalmatia; lkvaohras at Coldassae; Epaphroditus'at Philipoi. The

power of the keys was not transmitted to then by the apostles and
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80 down 4o our time but it was given to them directly by God as

also to all Christians. In. Ft.16,18 this power was glven to Peter
alone but lster it was glven to 211 ths apoatles and to all beligﬁgrs
a8 can be sesn from !1t.18,18 and John 20,23. An example whers thls

bower was exercised we have racorded in 1 Cor.5,4.

Out, of such lively stones as Peter Christ will build hls church,
hnamely, the congregation of the falthful, agalnst which the gates
of hell shall not orevail. The 44X A=+, x 1is to consist of
men confessing Jesus to be the Christ. Petsr-iike faith in Jesus

28 the vhrist adnits into the Kingdom of Heaven. An assembly of

len with such falth 1s the realization of this klngdom. If the

spirit of Christ continues to predominate in this socisty then the
77'1:) o/ ?//ov will not orevall against it, that is, nsithsr ths
2owar of death nov. the power of the devil shall be able to wreck

the eternal bullding of which Uhrist was laylng the foundatlon. g
“Mhe €N XA = o /% will be strong, enduring, only so long as thé!wﬁilth
in the rather and in Christ the Son, and the s plrit of the
¥ather and the Son, relgn in it. When the Uhrist spirit is weak

the Church will be weak, and neither creeds nor governments, nor

keys, nor ecclesiastical dignltiss will be of much help to her."

We have now reached the end of our 1nvest.igat.10nT We had

asxad oursselves the gquestion: What did vhrist mean when He sald to

Peter, “Thou art Peter and upon this rock I will build my church"?

In regard to the visew which the paplats place upon this "I:Emjwa
asked oursslves: Is the Roman Catholic Church of to—day.;;—sszzs:
lishment of vhrist? Is the secular-eccleslastical hierarchy of the
Romanists a product of the mind of Christ? We are of the opinion
and, what is more, w e are e sl 59 gk oy convineced

—p'gw
that we must answer thesas questions
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ln an unecondiltilonal negatlvae: NO, HE

DID NOT ESTABLISH. IT, NOR COULD HE HAVE THOUGHT OF ESTABLISHING
SUCH A HIZRARCHY BECAUSE HIS ENTIRE LIFE WAS A CONSTANT PROTEST
AGAINST EVERY IOK{ OF SPIRITUAL DLSPOTISM. Scripture speaks
agalnst such an interpretation; the patristic writings do not
Supvort it, for out of 77 sayings of the most famous Church rathers
Only 17 hold the rock to be Peter. Furthermore, the presenee.of
Peter in rome 1s not as yet a definitsly established fact, although
We may say, with a falr degree of certainty, that Peter spent hils
last days in the imperial city. But one thing is certain, néualy,
that the Homan assumptlion that Peter was Bilshop of Rome for 25
Years, is absolutaly without historical grounds. "There is nothling
to hinder the conclusion that Peter may well have besn in Rome
between 53 and 67..... Petar.may well have come to Rome after the
year 63, if only as a captive in the aftermath of the Neronian
vereacution, during which he also suffered death as a martyr of the
faith." Then, too, the other interpretations that_the rock is
Uhrist or the confession of Peter, are not in harmony with the New
Testament world of thought. Without a doubt our awe and reverence
for the Word of our Lord prevents us from twisting and contorting
1ts original meating and compels us to avert the thought that a
hunan being - should he be the ideal -~ has any authority to degqlds
over the faith and lives of men. For just thls majestlc w L
of the llaster to Peter, " upon this fock I will bulld my church"™,
excludaes the Church of God from all human organizations and compels
us to abandon all man-made ecclesiastical organizations to rsturn
to the Church founded by Christ and Hls Apostles. This Church is
the Congregation of the Saints in which the true believers do not

l. P.k.Kretzmann: “The Last Twenty-five Years of Pster's Life" -
Concordia Theological Monthly, vol. II, Feb. 1931, pg. 1ll4.



65.

worship God in Jerusalem or on Mt. Garizim, neither in Constantin-
ovle nor in Kome, neither in London nor in New York, nelther in
thls cathedral nor in that one, but who worship God " in spirit
and in truth“. In this Church there can be no strife as to which
one 1s the greatest, for it 1a founded on the word, “one is your

llaster, even uhrist, and all ye are brethren".

l. John 4, 24,
2. Mt. 23, 8.
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