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i APOSTOLIC DEPOSITS BI THE ROMA'I CHURCH. 0.1.

i;I. introduction.

1. The prominence of Rome makes her apostolic 

deposits appear as a very important matter.

2. That Paul lived,wrought and died in Rome,exert- I. I
ing a pov/erful influence there is admitted. j

3. Traditionally Peter has obscured Paul in Rome.
1!4. V/e shall investigate the evidences for Peter»s ij
!|prominence,and for his presence in Rome. ji

i. i’
ill.Biblical evidence supports Peter’s primacy,and the ' 

possibility of his having been in Rome. !

1.Historical notices in the New Testament give 

Peter many prominent positons.

■! A.He appears to be primary in the resurrection

i| faith.

j B.Peter is lindisputed leader of the primitive j

Church in Jerusalem» j

C. Peter gives apostolic sanction to the Church ofj|
i

Palestine. S

D. Peter inaugerates extensive missionary ;
journeys in Palestine opening the door to GentileL

y E.Peter’s active ministry closes in Acts at

,! CaesGrea,the port of embarkation for Borne. |

1 F.Paul goes to see Peter in Jerusalem. i



■‘it;
¡!
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;■ G.Peter,arrested,is delivered aiid goes to anotheJ

■ (I’"place,possibly Rome. ti

H. Peter is still prominent at the Council of

Jerusalem,where he makes a speech and vanishes. 1

I. Paul rebukes Peter at Mtioch, i

J. 1 Peter suggests that Pet<?r worked in Asia | 

Minor,to which Churches he wsufee from Rome. [

K. The Cephas Party at Corinth proves nothing. j'
ij

L. Revelaticn 18: 20 suggests Peters death in Rome;^

also John 21: 18-19. i!

M. A vague reference to leading a wife in 1 Cor. :■ 

9:5 closes the historic references to Peter. j

ii.James superceded Peter in Jerusalem as the lat-j; 

ter became prominent in missionary activity. >

2.Literary workd of the N.T. originating with Peter!
¡i 

illustrate his prominence. |i

A. That Peter is the source of Mark’s Gospel can | 

hardly be doubted,which shows him to be the •
ii 

source of all our Gospel materials. ||

B. Peteris first Epistle seems to be authentic,and' 

to shovz his importance.

C.There  is much evidence that Peter himself is ths

source of his sjieeches in Acts.
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■; 3.Paul’s Letter to the Ronans suggests strongly that

Peter’s influence was felt in Rome at that time. i

A.Rome  is no longer a missionary objective.

3.Paul says he is providing for the Gentiles there.

ji . C.Paul writes a fraternal letter hoping to leam j 

of Lvorne as well as give to the Romans.

pll.Christian tradition from the Patristics discusses 

ithe last 25 years of Peter’s life showing him to have ii 

,worked some time in Rome. §

■; l.Many centers of Apostolic thot claim the influence 
of Peter besides Rome. ii

A.Corinth church erroniously ascribed to Peter* -t 
i’ ■:i B.There is a strong tradition that Peter worked

in Antioch which is not impossible.
r 1
ii C.Peter’s activity in Asia Minor assumed from hisii 

Epistle. sj

D.Some  try to fiid Peter in Babylon,impossible, is

2.Traditions that Peter was in Rome come from all tie 

great centers of early ^hristian thot.

I A.Di Rome it is asserted by Clement,Caius,Hypolit^ 

and the Muritorian Fragment.
ii i
i B.m Syria it is affirmed by Igiatius,the Clementi 

ine literature,ajad the Doctrine of Addnl.
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C. Ih Corinth it is confirmed hy Dionysius, 
and the

D. In Asia Minor Papias,^’*Acts of Peter'*,doubtless ;

built on an early traditiitun, conf irm Peter in Il
E. In South Gaul Irenauus states ¿he tradition in jl

a. very valuable testimony. i

F. Prora Alexandria comes the testimony of Clement,^ 

Origin,and Peter of Alexandria.

G. In North Africa TertuHian brings his testimcnyi
Gommodian also mentlions the tradition, j

<3.The foutth centurji" Cjmrch Historians support the | 

traditicsi that Peter was in Rome.

A. Lacktantius affirms it frequently.

B. Eusebius brings much added testimony apart from 

his many quotations from others on the subject,
a. He erroniously connects Peter with Simon ^-‘agu^ 

ti
following a curious error of Jusitn Martyr. ■!

b. He affirms the composition of Marfa in Rome. !|

c. He mentions the death of the Apostles/and thetr

tombs in: the Roman cemeteries. I
d. ^g often mentions the successor of Peter in tie 

Roman Episcopate.

e. His other works besides the Church History

reiterate the same traditions. .......      4.
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'■ C.Eusebius’*ChroniGle'' calculates that Pet^r was

in Rome twenty years erroniously connecting him § 

with Simon Magus.

a.Jerome copies this curious erroh in his

paraphrase* ii

•; b.Jerome calculates P5 years residence in Rome 

later from the same tradition which is worthless.

¡¡IV.The eivence that Peter vias in Rome is irresistable.

A. His presence and influence there cannot be doubted
!i

B. His martyrdom there seems to be required by the '■
i! 

sources.

C. The chronology of his arrival is difficult to

determine however. ¡j

a. Arguments from silence alone can be appealed to';
■' i'
u which cannot be caidusive. i*

b. Probability would require that Peter worked in Si

5 Rome for some time between 60 and 64. |!

¡Iv.The Petrine tradition is as strong as the majority I 

i'of the aeeepted facts of eatiy EhrAstian history. |
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In viev7 of the persisting pre-eminence of the 

Roman Church in both the doctrine and the history of 

Viestem Christianity,an analysis of the Apostolic 

deposits there assumes extreme importance. Apostolic 

"foundation of the Roman Ohurch by any of the major 
't

Apostles seems to be excluded by Paul’s Epistle to the 

■Romans'*. An important Apostolic ministry and influence 

there,however,is not excluded by that Letter,and these 

are both definitely affirmed by important and early 

'tradition,and are apparently supported by authentic 

Biblical eiridences .We shall attempt a determination 

iand an analysis of the real or assumed apostolic 

^■iftfluences to be found ihi the §oman Church.

i That Paul reached Rome^mo^t probably in the

spring of 58*,a prisoner in the hands of the Roman 

'off icials,and preached there’'two whole years' teaching 

lithe things concemiWij. the Lord Jesus Christ with all 

boldness,none forbidding” is definitely stated in 

^Acts 28: 50.His personal influence an the Roman Church 

i^ay thus be assumed to have been considerable.His 

masterpiece written to the Roman 0hurch(Romans), 

;i?zritten shortly before this,his two years captivity 

|iin Rome when he is assumed to have preached doctrines

Rackham.
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■’
'similar to those contained in his ’’captivity Enistles’,*s! 

¡(Ephesians,Phillipians,Gplossians),and his martyrdom § 

'¡there in the persecution of Nero in July 64/Which is ■ 

characterized as the”one certain historical fact >
'^'V- I*

knoivn about Paul outside the New Test^ent accounts” 

assure us that Paul made a deep and lasting impressicn; 

'fin the Roman Church.We may feel certain that Paul left^i 

a permenant deposit of his life and thot in the Capital 

of the Roman Empire.V/e may thus feel that much of the i 

’¡later prominence of Rome is due to the ministry in 

rRome of the majestic Apostle to the Gentiles.lt may. 

thus, be safely assumed that his message and ideals S 
■, ji
found a lodging in the Roman Church and fruited hhere 

¡in succeding centuries.

Traditionally,however,Paul and his influence ini' ; ji
Rome have been obscured by the figure of Peter who is p 

said to have been the chief Apostolic messenger,who 

■arrived early in Rome and left the lasting deposits ofl; 

¡¡Christian thot and institutions that have persisted to.' 

Hour day.This traditional exaltation of the position ofi; 

¡Peter and obscuration of Paul among the influences tha-^ 

^moulded the Romaji Church and Western Christendom is J 

¡ia matter around which dogmatic controversy haS long «

li-McGifferf’Eusebius” n.l29.

Gentiles.lt
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' H’;raged.This Icsig historic controversy has often tended j;

t! 
to obscure the evidences and conceal the facts^rather h 

.•than to reveal thera.A new inquiry into the position of ii 

^Peter and his influence on the Roman Church will thus ¡i 

doubtless prove valuablejan inquiry in which stress is> 

/to be rather on evidences r&-hc^ than cn canclusions^; 

'and dogmatic asserticns.We h6pe to make such an inquirj^^, 

;in which we shall accumulate the most vital evidences b

'bearing cn the problem of the influence of Peter cn

:the Roman Church.We shall be forced to investigate j 

'somewhat the importance of Peter in the Apostolic Age,;i 
j: . j!
,his position among his contemporaries,and his certain ij 

contributions to later Christianity,By thus tracing the 

origiical prominence of Peter we may decide the possible 

Lifluence he may have exerted in Rome had he arrived ¡! 

there.Then we shall hope to trace the evidences that ;i 
•’ i!
relate to his arrival in Rome and his ministry there, ¡i 

;'0ur investigation will require an analysis of the 

:WSusal fields of early Christian history,viz.,the ¡i 

¡^Biblical evidences,and the traditional evidences from 

'^he Apostolic Fathers.Prom the Biblical sources we

is Shall thus hope to Investigate many things.We shall 
i!
¡^inquire into Peter's position in the early Church,
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jiwitb special reference to his positicn regarding the 

iiresurrection faith>Ue shall then review his importance' 

pin the Church in Jerusalem,and following that his 

¡'missionary activities .We shall further see the 

ilimplications regardiiag Peter that can be dram from 

:'Romans,and from other literary remains in the New

1] Testament .This will read us to a geographical analysis^ 
h
!jof Chx istian tradition ccncemiiog Peterjand finallÿ 

Ho some probable cone lus iions regarding his ministry in!

ii Rome • 1

The entire structure of the later Christian i;
iiChurch seems to have begun and centered in the
Î:

^resurrection, faith of the early Apostles.This is the

¡Hoot out of whi'’h all later developments proweded. (I
'! Jh the early records of the genesis and spread of the ! 
li
'resurrection faith,we fing Peter playing a very pro- 

eminent part .Strangest perhaps and most significant of 
(the positions accorded to Peter iin this ocnnecion I 

!are the words of Paul in Ql Cor.15: 5 where he moitions 
i
¡the appearance of the risen Lord"first to Cephas and 

then to the 'i'welve".This indicates thaï" in Paul’s
i 

raing Peter has firstppBcievefi the appearance of the 

accounts of the....resurre.otipn J
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i^Peter is twice mentioned,which indicates that he did 

not separate himself from the other apostles hüt was 

jstiil regarded as their natural leader as he had beöi
I
1

■in Jesus life,in spite of his cowardly betrayal . i 

■iLate cn the day of the resurrection the Lord is said ¡i 

to have appeared to Peter alone to seal his repentanoeh 

"with forgiven ess (Luke 24: 34).Aid in the account of the^

third appearance to the apostles^ as a body at the

¡i^ake of Tiberias( John 21), Peter takes a most prominenti^

psrt.These notices of Peter’s importance in the i' 
' ij
resurrection faith issuing as they do into the j!

■descriptions of the Apostolic Church in the Book of ¡j

Acts,in whiisrh Peter has still undisputed leadership

seem to be very sigiif leant .They assume that somethingffe 

striking had occured to him to enable him to recover § 

the confidence of his associates after his flagrant
t: 

;^d repeated denial of his afiaster(Mat,26: 39-75) just S 

ia few weeks before.The implication seems to be very 
istreng that it is to Peter that the Church really j 
'• II
bwes its faith in the resurrecticn.lt may well be 5 

Assumed from Paul’s words,confiremd by Luke and John j 

¡that in was Peter who was first convincefl of the great 

. "act,and when the despalr^pf Jhe. Mseiples,^^

resurrecticn.lt
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liPe of Christianity,fje ¿lay have come to the
'i !
rescue© with a sturdy expression of faith.If this 

i'Suppositicn be correct Peter is in a new and vital 

ásense the» RoGk(Mat. 13; 18)on which Christ built his 

i;Churoh.Thus it seems from Peter’s sturdy resurrection 
;faith/a new life was inspired in the desciples and mdk 

Peter’s leadership they seem to have retiia^d© to 

'Jerusalem,and t her© a successor of Judas was chosenj 

¡Peter being still the dominating spirit.
ii ' ' i
i¡ We come then to the first early days in the

ilife of Christiaiiity described in the opeiing chapéersí 

bf Acts,where we find in the first place,the story of 

¡íthe life of the Church in Jerusalem,presented in Acts 

'¡1:1-8:1. In this entire period Peter stands out alone 

hand preeminent as the leader of the Apostles.He in thei 

pfirst Apostolic SpeeohfActs 1:15-28) urges the 

appointment of a disciple to fill the apostolate of 
h
iiJudas.In this speech he bases his argument on an appeaL 

'jto the Old Testament,and he defines the essential I 

¡fmction of an apostle as being a ’’witness of the ! 

^resurrection”.Beginn ing with this primary posibdon 

ííln both aetive matters,and in understanding and 

i'interpretaticn of the events of th© time Peter
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iicontinues the ao'-ive leade/iship of the early church. 

■;Peter is leader in the events of Pentecost.In the 

•'•moming of that day the disciples had gathered togethe'* 

’■in aie of the many chamhers of the tTeraple.The courts 

i;Of the Temple were all crowded with worshipers ’’from > 

’hmong the dwellerd in Jerusalem.To these people^ after | 

ithe miraculous manifestaticns/Peter spoke to the i 

’perplexed multitude(Acts 2: 14-57),very likely speaking^ 

pin Greek.His speech begins with an apology and ends with 

■a proclamation of the crucified Jesus of Nazareth as ¡! 

■the sovereigi Messiah.With this event an which ^eter 

iwas still leading,the life of the @hurch quickened andH 

’■increased immensely.Eollowing this Peter next corned 

rinto prominence by healing a notable crip:gile at the 

Gate Beautiful. He accomplished this healing in the i 

^ame of Jesus,the Messiah,the i!fazarene,and here again 

‘we find Peter proclaiming Jesus as the restorer. { 
' p i
'Soon after -^eter is arrssted aKM brought before the ' 

m i
'Sanhedrin but is soon liberated^Acts 4:32-5:16 we i 

pass to a study of the inner life of the Church where 

Peter is also prominent.He in this cainecticn dealt 

¡severely with Ananias and Sapphira.In this connection
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iPeter appears as the Joshua of thé new Israel.Shortly 

rafter this event,from a revival of the gift of healing, 
ii ■ '
ijPeter became the object of almost superstitious regardijifc 

ito the populacB of Jeinisalem.The narrative continues ;! 
a ii:in which we witness an outburst of popugtar-envy-due to^ 

¡the envy of the Saducees,(Acts 5:17-42),éna the Apostl^ 

tare irapriscned but are miraculously delivered and

¡iare found teaching in the Temple.Peter is still leading 

¡'the apostolic band as they teach in the Temple^ and hisi 
teaching stir)^ up a popular frenzy was-able-te-ail 

iiWhich Gamaliel succqded in allaying,Peter’s name does 

not appear in the stories of the appointment of the 

iiseven or the trial of Stephen .After the murder of 

iiStejihen persecuticn arose and i’eter with the other 

’¡Apostles remained in Jerusalem.Thus we may conclude 
j; i
¡¡that during these early days in Jerusalem Peter ! 

¡¡vindicates the primacy with which the Lord had 

¡¡entrusted him.He is thruout the history the leader and 

¡¡the spokesmaji of the other Apostles within the
Ii 5
iisociety of the brethem(Acts 1: 15f,5: lS)itself,before i 

¡'crowds of listening and inquiring Jews(2:14f ,2: 37f, ji
¡:3! 12f),before the Sanhedrin (4: 8f,5: 29f) .Apparently 

itherefore,siising from his original xeadership in the
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resurreotion faith,Peter has the important part in 

^shaping the ccnduct and doctrine of the primitive 

¡Church in Jerusalem. 
I
■ From its exclusive existence in Jerusalem the

hew faith hecomes the church of Falestine(8: 1-9:31).

i-^fter the earl^ persecutions following the death of St^ 

'Stephen,the new Israel becomes a Diaspora,and maiby 5: 
lienforced evangellistic jotameys occured.The most ii 

¡¡important of these,tliat of Phillip is described, in 3 

|which we leam that he won many ma converts in the 

¡city of §amaria(Acts 8:5).This was an historic event

¡as it .-.-was an admission that pure Israelitish blood 

was not a necessary qualificaticn for entrance into th| 

Christian community.This evfe®t apparently demanded j! 

Apostolic sanction,aid so the Apostles acting together; 

¡(Acts 8:14) sisaat the two most promlnentiof their number 
jto review and confirm his work.Here another outpouring! 

if ¡1
¡¡of the Holy Spirit occured as the divine response to tir 

¡prayers of the two apostles.m the sequel to this storyjj 
i
'Peter appears as the sole acbbr in his dealing with :i 

¡early degrading influences as symbolized by Simon i 

Magus.Thus in this early work in which the Gospel was 

first extended beyonfl the Jews in Jerusalem ••■Peter does " 
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hot indeed initiate the work,but he exercises the 

important flifiotion of settling hhe seal of approval cn 

¡the work as he acts as chief delegate ofthe Apostolic I
'College.He thus becomes the onw who stts official|:
approval on the work done,and he takes the lead in the 

rebuke of the early dangers which arose from the 

^contact of the fihurch with outside habits of thot and I 

^action,as symbolized in Simon Magus.' Thus again Peter 

‘is fulfilling his mission of Primacy in early Ghriatiapj 
!' ''
’leadership, officially if not actually. ij

h The further records of the life of the Church i!
i i¡record its extension from Palestine to”the uttermost ■.

iends of the earth"as they are symbolized in Rome.This I
ii § 
istory is recorded in Acts 9: 32-28: 30) .The record of this 

lextension follows the moveapents of Peter much in detail
Ij ' ii
¡and it is assumed that he /hears a huge part ie at leastj 
f ' ' J
¡the earlmer portions of this extension.As we follow th^

¡narrative,we see Peter returning from Samaria and ij 

staying in Jerusalem during the remainder of the * 
i di ;
|)erseoutlons.V/ith the conversicn of Saul|,ocoured in th^ 

apostolic policy.The Apostolic Oollegw which befoBe i 
i
had acted as a unit,of which Peter had been the spokes- 

ln^,now seems _to have been definitely broken up and... 



jiaiid Peter mncoompanied by any Apostle,tbo perhaps 

¡having other coinpanions(Acts 10:45-11:12) starts out 
i‘ 
ipn a journey of visitation and evangellizaticn vaguely 

¡described by the words $ < tp)Cock tVc /b

¡■This is followed in the narrative by the story of the 

more or less protracted sojourn at bydcla,and ’^oppa 

¡¡where Christian oommunities had already been planted/ 

¡and later at feaeserea.Much sigiificance may well be 
h
¡•attached to Peter’s stay at Joppa,which we l?now Has i 

’■a half-Gentile city,whose products were under the ban i 

’¡of the strict Jens in Jerusalem.Especially notable is ! 

(the fact that Peter stayed with''one Slmcn a tanner^^ 

¡whose vocation was held in mush deprication by the 

'¡Jews.This all goes to show that Peter’s Jewish 

¡prejudices were weakBning,and that his vision was 

iieztending. Joppa moreover, looked out over the Mediterrari' 

^¡ean,and with its mixed population,it could hardly fail;! 

ito bring home to the mind of the jostle questionings'■ 
i ii
'-as to those- who were afar off .Thus he was prepared I 
I
¡for the thrice repeated vision, and its divinely 
’ • , -.'b' ;
¡(given interpretation, and the mention of the Spirit

bidding him to go with the messengers of the Rom^Ti 

isoldiese, nothing doubting. Pet er thus enters Cacserea



the Roman capital of Judea,with a population,which 

Josephus sa^s(B. J.3: 9:1) was predominately Gentile. 

This forms a notable event in the progress of the 

Gospé^. The sequel,containing the descent of the 

Spirit upon the Gentiles,made that day the Pentecost ¡ 
. Iof the Gentile world.The full meaning of the movement i 

ui-iderway was not immediately comprehended.After the
Í 

crowning event of tfee conversion and baptism of ( 

Cornelius,Peter*s action was approved,after his j

explanaticn,by the Church in Jerusalem,but their J

verdict(Acts 11:18) indicates rather a half grudging ¡
i 

acquiescence in what could not be gainsaid than a § 

hearty approval of his action.The disciples were content 

-to let the conversicn cfComelius remain an isolated E 

overfloa< of the divine favor.This incident closes the
1 

active ministry of Peter as recorded by Luke.Here it 

is that the Apostolic Acts of Peter cease as the Acts 

of Paul begin .Peter is thus left in this Gentile city, |i 

the pDDt of embarkation for Rome>with his Gentile E 

Gospel already accompllshedjand with his heart dnubtle^ 

full of yeardings for those who were afar off.Doubtles 

^ke kiew moré of Peter’S ministry,aid had he meant t 

ja-biograiihical interest to dominate hisftw work.he^TOulá- 



i!have told us more.But his subject is the expansion of
!i
!;the church,and Peter In the admission under Divine guiy

,dance of typical Gentiles into the Churchy doubtless J

’reached the limits of his characteristic work in the 

^kingdom i)f God.Thu^ far then we find Peter justifying! 

ilhis position of leadership completely,and we may safely 

¡^assume that it is due to the limitation of Luke’s purp^ 

looses and aims that we do not follow him further.We have 
!• e ii¡¡at last attained a splendid foundation for further i| 

¡ispeculations .These events clearlj^ come soon after 
i! i!
Paul’s conversicn which must be dated aDQund 39 and we^i 
' '! 
■see farther dispositicn of Peter must be made,His ij 
i J ■
¡gigantic influence and p’osticn of leadership in the ii 

'1 i!
'past would surely seem to look foreward to a ccntinuat-i

■ !
I'ion of that influence and that leadership.V/e must scan! 

¡the succeding references to ^eter and his influence j 
h i
Jin the Biblical records to see what evidences thate are 

¡¡that will enable us to follow Peter’s important work i
- i

¡further.' !
i !

; The active ministry of Deter thus eeases in thei

¡Lucan record a few months after the conversion of Pauli

Silence falls on Peter at once which is not broken until 

some three years afterward,when it is recored in Gal
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¡1:13,that Paul went yp to Jerusalem, "to visit Cephas, 

;^nd tarried with him fifteen days" .References to the 

isame evieiet are found in Acts 9: 2Sf ,22: 17f ,26: 20f which | 

^indicates j^aul's estimate of the importance of the event 

'Paul’s reference in Galatians seems to show that Peter! 
ii ;
,alone of the Apostles was in Jerusalem at the time aniit!

¡certainly this indicates a ccntinuation of the earlier 

pre-eminence we have found Pfehrr to have en joyed.Por j;
¡the next six or seven years no noitce of Peter has heeh 
!: i
preserved. »Ye hear of him next in the spring of 44

1 
¡shortly before the death of ^rod figrippa when that !

king whose policy it was to ccnciliate the Pharasaic 

party among he ¿^ews.C Jos."Ant". 19: ?: 13) ,made an attack 

^¡upon the Church.3h this event we see how the rapid andj! 

¡continued growth of the Church had so provoked the envy 

ipf the Jews that Herod was encouraged to slay aie of tfe 

■leaders,James(Acts 12:2),and imprisoned PeterfActs 12:3) 
ii “ 'i 
¡He was strangely delivered from the prison(Acts 12:9) !| 

¡and goes at once to the home of Mary the mother of Marlt

¡'(Acts 12:12) where he tells his story,bids them inform
i
¡¡James and the brethern,and then"he departed to another

jnlaoe" (

Several important suggestions come from this story.



! 15.I
:The fact that Peter went so naturalljr to the home of i

■Mary suggests that very likely he made his home there : 
[while in Jerusalem.This would help account for hia 
|| i
intimacy with John Mark,ajid especially his notable j

preference to Mark as "my Son"{l P 5: 15).His reference !

'to James is also important(12:17)as it indicates that ;i j
¡James was now in official relation as the head of the !

!! Jerusalem Church.Apparently then James had completely ¡i
Ji 1
jpsuperceded Peter in official position in Jei*usalem. ;

¡^Doubtless because Peter had been so long absent from j 

iiJerusalem on his evangellistic mission James had
ii i
¡naturally assumed the leadership due to his relation- i 

‘ship with the Lord.Regarding the tOTTc*/ '

¡"the other place" to which Peter went there is absoluti^

i ly no indication 4»- as to its location in the narrative 

¡Accordingly conjectures have been numerous.The most H 

important that have be'n suggested have been Antioch, 1 

i!Caeserea,and Rome.No assurance can be reached for eith^ 
q 1
tiof them however,and it must remann an unsettled questim

¡{Further light may be sought on Peter’s movements in 

{connection with Paul’s journeys to Jerusalem.On the h 

¡wecond of the journeys thither,that occasioned by i he
il 

report of the famine there,we find Paul and Barnabas ji

Rome.No
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i^sent relief to Jerusalem to the elclers(Acts 10J 50)

¡’Which indefinite notice wold seem to indicate clearly

¡■that Peter was not there at that time.The silence in ;! 'i
M ¡i
¡Galatians 1 and 2 go to confirm the opinicn that he ¡!

;Was absent from Jerusalem on that occasion.The third

‘¡great j urney to Jerusalem,that undeteaken in regard to 

¡¡the great Gentile controversJr(Acts)15) which issued !

¡•in to the Council of Jerusalem,we find importanct ¡

¡notices regarding Peter.Peter,James,and John/were | 

Jstill the leaders and again we find Peter^ making a 

¡brief hut important speech(Acts 15: 7-11),which seems 

¡bo have calmed the multitude so that they were willingi 

rto listen to Paul and Barnabas.Some unpleaswt events i 
■' i
¡¡are supposed to have happened at the Council,vzhich ¡ 

!^are to he inferred from Paul’s narrative in- Galatians, ¡
-Diand we are to infer that Paul and Peter were cn 

¡: li
:iOpposite sides of the controversy.IVe may well infer

¡’from Paul’s words in Gal.2: 8 that Peter had been laíor- 

¡ing among the Jews as Paúl had been working among the 
f! ;
i;Gentiles,and the difference between their labors had 

I'to he adjusted at this Council.At any rate Peter is 

•present and quite prominent,still apnametly a 
¡1
¡¡missionary who had been working among the Jews.
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¿ames refers in the opening words of of his speech to 

¡Symeon's rehearsal of how God had first visited the

■Gentilesdcts 15: 14r)and there stresses the drift of 

¡Peter's words by quoting the prophets(Acts 15:15-19). |
i j 
iTh-s is the last mention of Peter which we find in thej

iibook of Acts.Paul later makes some rather vague remarks

• :'in the stress of a later controversy of how Peter had ¿b
ii , H
i;Come dovAi to A^tiotah^and accomodating himself to ¡i 

¡¡Jewish Christian practices had recieved a severe rebukd 

i'from Paul (Gal 2: 11-15) .This latter evient places Peter; 
!' ii■¡in a very bad light as being again guilty of moral 

iicowardice,for after having agreed to the decrees of th^ 

¡iCoiiicil of Jerusalem,he was guilty of being led away |S 
i’ 1
¡¡from his agreement by false Judiastic leaders. Much li 
¡may be detracted from this storyjas due to the heat ofj 
h ;
¡the controversy^but it ^¿&1 shows how Peter still | 

¡retained a commanding . position in the esteem of faul 

¡¡so as to deserve a temporary rebuke.
¡i ' I'Well authenticated Biblical records of Peter's :• 

¡¡lifeiji and work seem to be lacking as we endeavor to i 
'i ¡¡trace Peter further .Later referencesjhoweverjmay be '

Cited to contribute some probability as to the 
isucceding importance and activity of Peter.Very impor-j
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notices may be gathered from 1 Peter regarding 

::his later activity and sigiificpnce.Admitting its 

:jComplete authenticityjas we feel there is no vital 

■^objection for doing, it is singularly important as a 

Jwork of the Apestle,from his later years,as it contains 

¡many striking coincidences an thot and language between 

i;it and the earlier speeches of Peter that are recored 5 
■j matters for us ii
¡iin Acts.The importantAevents in our pursuit of evidenbe 

;ifor the whereabouts of Peter when he vanishes fcom the'i 
I; i
¡narrative in Acts and in Paul’s Epistles are the 

i'Addressf 1: 1) and the reference to Babylon(5:1^).

B^he perscnal note in the address in which he writes 
¡!”to the elect who are sojoumners of the dispersicn 

jin Pontus,Galatia, Cappadocia,Asia,and Bithynia” 

¡¡certainly implies that the author was familiar with 

¡the peoples and the R6raan provinces,to whom he thus 

writes.This would imply that Peter had worked as an 

i'evangellist and a missionary in these districts to 
i; }
¡which he now writes a perscnal pastoral letter.The i 

¡reference to Babylonhowever, is the sigiificant thingjj 

[as this in commonly considered as a metaphorical and 

¡veiled reference to Rome as th^iace from which the 

¡Epistle v/as written,This is obviously the usage of
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jO ff <1 '*iBabylcn ân Revelation and may well be assumed here.

¡Th^re seems to be no complete and final objection to 

iitaking this reference as evidence that Peter was in | 

kRome and wribte this letter to his churches in Asia (

¡■Minor.m fact a very respecâtble argument can be made i 

¡¡for the postion that Peter was living in Rome at ■ 
ji
hhe time,and wrote the letter at the suggestion of

(Paul,with whom he had been staying dome time,which 
1;
(would accoijit for much of the Pauline materials

Si in eluded in it. It would thus serve to give an example 
li 
ijof Christian unity to the Church.The lack of mention of 

¡Paul in the letter is said to be due to the fact that 

rSiivanus(5J 12)is to carry the letter and is to bear 

inews regarding Paul,and also some letters from Paul (j 

¡which themselves discuss his situation.This at any raté 
!! 1
iiis the reconstrucion of the matter offered by Chase and

It has much to commend it^altho too much credence dare-i 

(not be placed in it.m fact the whole evidence of the § 
ji 'i

jPpistle must rather be cumulative evidence than ;
i' •^substantial,independent testimony, t: 
j! Further Biblical evidence regarding Peter is
!• ¡i
(öfter cited in Paul’s reference in 1 Cor.lî 12,3: 22 ;i

where Paul in writing to the Corinthians probably in 55
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imentions the existence of a party at Coranth who call 

itheinselves by the name of Cephas.Little can be drawn fipn 
! i-¡from this reference,however,as their being called i 

ibyt the name of ?eter does not necessarilgr imply that i 
;|peter founded the party.Nor will it prove that he. 
i!
I’ever visited Lorinth,altho it may well incline one to 

[that belief.The later statement of Dionysius of 

•Corinth that Peter and Psul together planted the 

i'Church in borinth,found in Busebius(2: 25: 8),seems |
’i Iil !
¡;to be rather a mistakoi inference from the language ofi 

iithis passage,than independent testimony.There is not a| 

:single further trace of atradition that feter worked
!* 

rGreece,and this is surely not very strong evidence 

^regarding the whereabouts of ^eter |
r Al other J

Alth© not impossible reference to f’eter may we

ijwell be contained in Revelatiai 18:20 where an invitatac

¡Us given for"the saints and the apostles and the pro-
I
;phets”to rejoice over the judgment of Babylcn i.e. 

iRome,’‘for God has judged her judgement upon her". |

¡This may not unreasonably be ccnsidered as an allusion 

to the martyrdom of Peter and Paul under Nero.The

I term Apostle is surely used here in its restricted 

sense as in Rev.21:14,and the passage may very vzell 
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icontain a veiled reference to Peter’s death in Rome.A 

l;inuoh more important notice regarding Peter is that in 

;:john 21; 18-1<J where the martyrdom of Peter by 

j! crucifixicn is predicted.No place however is indicated 

i;and the value of the passage must be doubted.lt may 

■'probably be part of the evidence that Peter was 

imartjrred in Rome as there seems no objection to the 

'theory from these passages.

!■ A further vague reference in 1 Cor 9:5 to Cephafe

j!leading around a wife;apparently on his missionary | 

j!journeys,which can lead to no direct inference,completes 
i' I
!;the list of the Biblical evidences as to the later i 

¡'Apostolic activity of Peter.After the accounts of the i 

jievents immediately following ^eter’s final appearances; 

iiiniji Jerusalem,the notices become very vague,but they s^ 
' .i

hseemt to imply that Peter became a travelling missiona^ 
'■ ' ¡1
¡much like Paul in the later chapeter of Acts. We see 
i College ¡5
■his influence in the Apostolic Geuaeii gradually wan- j! 

'ing and his leadership passing,by the time of the h 
!■ (c.5O) j
hCouncil of »JerusalemACompletely into the hands of James, h ‘i
¡This confiitim. was doubtless due to Peter’s new vooaticn

ijas a travelling evongellist.His repeated and extended j 

¡absences from Jerusalem led him into new fields that !

1
d

predicted.No
doubted.lt
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!■
pmade him unsympathetic with the narrower Judiastio
■ i
¡circles in iJeinjsalem^in which Jam es became the leader!^

; His liberal tendency seen in his conduct with reference

¡ to Cornelius ^and in his subsequent actions at Mtioch^ 

¡¡indicate that Peter, was becoming the leader in the new' 

evangellistic work,while he was receding from prominence

' in Jerusalem.They reveal him going farther and farther;^ 

¡’afield also and may well imply that he was leading j 

¡■directly into the heart of the Roman Empire as we § 
h ' I
iknow Paul was ever hopiiTjg to do.There is much reason 

6 ■ i
pto believe that he confined his earlier labors to j

¡¡Syria,a field which Paul had abandoned, and perhaps
j: 'CSaaa. pA4n><-*cjfc><j
jiprocedin^Athe Asia Minorías his Epistle indicates,and 

¡¡stopping at 0orinth,as Dionysius believed,he may well 

¡ have come to Rome.At least there is not any Biblical

evidence that will exclude this supposition,tho such a

¡fact is not definitely stated.Likewise it is very j
!

important to note that there is not a single unequiv- ¡i
I:
¡¡ocal passage in the New Testiment on which a fictitiosij

¡¡story of his having come to Rome could have been built?.
ij

h Tradition thus seems to be independent of the Bible ij 

in its later reconstrucion of Peter and his misnistry.

further importariú Biblical evidences regardin
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i ¡1
.the position and prominence of Peter may be gained apaH 

|ifrom the explicit historical references by noting the 

lillterary ;vorks of the Bib^e that have with much reasonii 
ti ■ ?!
!ibeen attributed to him. Besides the tvro Petrine Epistle^ 
^jthe first at least of which seems to have come directif 
Jfrom Peter and the second surely influenced by him, j 

i! ij
î!we find much reason to believe,as tradition is 'i

¡iunanimota in asserting,that tîark's Gospel came directly 

?:from Peter.Aid as modem critisral schol^i^ip has i! 
iishavTn the entire Synoptic tradition must/krest ulitmate^
i • 1|^with Peter.Still further there is reason to believe that 

! Peter himself was the source of his speeches in Acts. '! 

liMd thus he becomes a prominent contributor to the boo^ 

iiof Acts as well. These considerations established^ i!
I-¡¡will merely contribute to our estimate of the value ? 
t! 1
l^and importance of Peter and the amonut of his influencé

iithere,if it may be shown that he reached Rome.The i! 

•iPetrine Epistles have been discussed and we will now ? 

‘turn to hark. i

ji The tradition that Mark based his Gospel ai !
ii '
i'Peter is recorddd by Eusebius thus,**(5: 59:15)This also 

!,the presbyter(è.e,Papias)said,’Mark having become the ' 
i? !
¡interpreter of Peter wrote dov/n accurately tho indeed i 
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hot in order,whatsoever he remernbered of the things 

Psaid od done by Christ.For he neither heard the Lord ¡; 

¡nor followed him,but afterwards as I have said he i' 
r ■followed Peter,who adapted his teahhings to the needs of 

i=his hearers,with no intention of giving a ccnnected 'i 
s
¡account of the Lord’s discourses,so that Mark commit- 

!;ted no error while he thus wrote some things as he remé 

hembered them.For he was careful of one thing,not to 

i'omit any of the things which he had heard,also not to 

¡;state any of them falsely’”.This original account as ¡í 
í¡ ¡i
¡taken from Papias is used by Eusebius in his Icngor i'

¡¡and finer account of Mark’s Gosple in 2: 15.It shovzs Í

¡■how the traditicn was early universally accepted.We ;•

ihave no adequate reascn for doubting it .All we know ofi 

piark goes to ccnfirm the ascription of the Gospel to 
ii¡ihim.The style and ccntent of the Gospel show that it I, 

hwas writtenprMiariXly for Gentiles by a Christian Jew,? 

•¡who had broken entirely loose form the trammels of 

Judiasm^aniwas a member of the world Ohruch to whom ? 

¡^distinctions of race and lineage meiant nothing.Mark 
ij '■
|was exactly such a man.A resident of *^erusalem in his ¡: 

earlier days,he later becamsa disciple andfeompanion of 
I 

Paul,and labored with him in both East and West to !,
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íi 
Si 
i! 
ji

f;

‘ spread Chriatiaiiity among the Gentiles.All indicaticnS 

¡also point to Rome to the place of the coraposibicn of 

^the Gospel.These favor Mark’s authorship too for he v/aS 

¡clearly in Rome when 1 ^eter v;as written.(Col.4; 10, i; 

¡Phil 24:1,2 Peter 5:1^),This Gospel nowhere makes the p 

|:clañan to have been written by an eyev/itness of the i: 
li
¡¡events recorddd-in which respect it fibs Mark well.The¡ 

Report that the material came from Peter seems to be 

'¡completely confirmed in the Gospel itself.There are

¡many indications that-the author was particularly ü 

¡interested in Peter,and many of Peteros ovn character-i' 
P 'Pistics also appear in it,It is just such a work as we ? 
i!
¡would expect from one who has been intimately associate 

¡¡with the Apostle and had gained all his ki owl edge of 5¡ 

¡Christ thru him.The Gospel reveals the same impression / 
¡¡of »^esus Power which Peter so strongly felt .St is Chrls& 
si ■ ¡1
¡mightyworks that the writer is chielfly interested it.; 

ííHis wobds concern him far less.The simplicity and 
ii
¡directness of the Apostle also aprear in the Gospe^ and 

jit is marked by Peter’s practical turn of mind thruout.
i! ■'
¡jit is no accident that repentance upon which Peter layéi; -
'i i
¡SO much stress in his discourses in -^cts stands at? thei^

(•
i!

¡¡very forefront of the distinguishing features of Mark's
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H !;ji i'■iGoepel.The Gosp^ialso seems to represent accurately» !■ 

jp’eter’s final views touching the Chriatisn relation tor 

■;jthe Jewish law.He has now progressed in the course of i' 

Jhis liberalism^until he has reached a positicn of 

incomplete suneriority and indifference to all racial 
ii 
¡!dist motions Within the Chriatian Church, and has risen 

jjabove all bigotry and narrovness,and even above 

Controversy.Thus was his importance becoming greater as

Hhewas acquiring the power to impress the Christians in: 

jjRome.SoH Peter becomes the source for the Gospels which; 

iiare the primary factors in the early literature of j 

jChriatiacaity.He is surely no meager personality who ;■ 
: 1 
jcan do this,and it seems that his influence in Rome i 

¡must be considered important tha if it may be proved 

[ithat he was there.

i; A close study of Peter’s Epistles and his

iirecorded speccches in Acts,show numerous close parallels 

jbetvieen the two which goes to show that they are from i 
i!
^phe same man^ and from Peter as tradition affirms. • 

¡¡These parallels are too numerous to mention.Qne i 
j: !
tistrikihg example must suffice to show the general 

resemblance,and the probability that we may owe both j 

to Peter.Thus in the Epistle and in one of the speeches
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’Christ who with the Bather is the object of man’s faitij' 

j. < f ÍÍ
jis described as the chaimel or i*ts bestowal "Q

0(1)700 (Acts fi: 16),and as 7 0(/3 ÒÌof-brot)!^ 
« *' 
íll7<-<rTOCtS Peter 1:21).This parallel r

j;sug2-sts that Luke’s authority for the Petrine speeches 

¡¡in Acts may well have been Peter himself,Thus again 

iPeter assumes a prominence which whll make his visit to 

[pome important if it can be established. ;

li Further Biblical materials which may be servio-f
;• 

kble in our quest are the notices preserved regarding :

¡Paul’s ccnnection^and especially from his extant
Ì ii
^Epistle to the Romans .Clearly Paul the grand olfl ii 

[■strategist that he was>had early formed a plan to carry 

¡bis Gospel’into the heart of the Roman Empire(Acts 19: 21. 

¡,23: 11) .After repeated hinderances of his attempts to 

¡^o to Rome(Romans 15:22)ynow during his final stay in ;< 

[¡Corinth in 57 or 58 he wrote his Epùstle to the Romansi 

lilt is a peculiar letter, in that, it is addressed to a 

[jChurch he had not himself foundedjor even seen.He had •; 

¡[long desired to visit Rome(Rom 1: 10,13,15: 22)but in thè 

imeantime while he had be^n preaching in the East

IjChristian ity was carried to Rome »and a Church founded ■■ 
ii r
¡there worthy to recieve his greatest letter.Thus a
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a difficulty was presented,for it was his principle ! 
Iiot to build on another man’s foundation(Rom 15:22, ;

2 Cor. 10: 15-16) .Rome v/as thus closed to him as a field'.

sfor missionary labor,yet the partially Gentile ccnstit^ 

huency of the ^oman Church( 1: 6,15,11: 1,15,15: 16)demanded 
•i
!¡his attention as it was his duty as Apostle to the i 

Gentiles to impart to them such spirtiual gifts as he ' 

Icould(Rom.l:5,ll,15,i4,15: 16) .m this perplexing 
I 
;situatlcn,he determinedykto up his long cherished : 
Í
¡plan of visiting Rome^ but looking beyond it for a furthg 
f
¡field of labor,hr would now súmnly make the Capital ofi' 

!' '' 
¡¡the Empire a temporary halting place cn his jouney ■;

hwestv/ard.His work in the East now being completed and ;

¡ho further room remaining for th© him there_yhe vzould laaik“ 

i;kake his way to Spain,whithtr Christianity^ had not yeti; 

¡¡penetrated, intending doubtless to carry tfi^Gospel !■ 

¡Sthence,thruout the entire western world. (Rom. 15: 25 f).'; 

¡¡This plan vias i'ull'y formulated when he wrote the letter 
ij
¡¡to the Romans.His puropse seems to have been to write , 
ji Í:
¡¡to them ;to excuse himself from not having visited them 

¡before,and to announce his intended visit on his V^stein 

ljoumey,and to prepare them for it.(Rom 1:10,15:25), ¡i

In speaking of his proposed visit,he informs them !
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carefully that he oomesjnot as a missionary to the f 

evaiigdlized, but as abrother^expecting to recieve ;

jfrom them_jas well as to impart spiritual gifts to 
i
^hem.Hc is careful to preserve his apostolic character^ 

jjand to guard against the accusation of building upon 

jknother man’s foundation,so he assures them that his
i . . . '
Ipbjective is far beyond,aj'id that he is not coming to 

¡labor in Rome^but only to visit there on his Wèstern 

iJirlp.Even thus he had to continue to justify his visit,: 

ijby appealing to the fa'^t that his readers were Gentile^ 

;and were therefore his special province,because he had, 

¡been called by God to be an Apostle to the Gentiles,and 

jio minister to their needs , (Rom. 1: 5, i?i, 15: 16) .This 

'Situation in itself^might not seem to be related to h 

ijPeter particularly were we not seeking clues as t o
ii ;■ 
;jPeter's whereabouts after his disappearance as an acitve 

worker in about 44.These facts regarding Paul’s Roman ; 

¡Letter become much more sigiificant in view of our

Ijquest.When and by whom,was Rome removed fcmm Paul's 

|grasi) as a virgin missionary field?Some one clearly had 

pone there of great prominenc0,to preempt the field and 

t’emove it from Paul’s grasp.Some one,moreover, who 

peems to have been especially interested in the Jewish È

I ■ ' I



¡■element in the i<oman Church so that the Gentile element 

■if or Paul's ministration. It would just fill the gap in P 

the life of Peter,which we have found existent,to jj 
t ■ iisuppose it were Peter who prevented Paul from consid~ g 
il Ii
jhring Rome as a missionary objective.He need n6t be § 

hconcieved of as founding the Church or even being pres-i- 

¡ent when ^eul wrote.lt need only be assumed that he had 
ii ■'
.jbcen there and had exerted an influence,and had removed

¡¡the virgin field from Paul's grasp .This,however,must 
ii
pbe considered merely indirect evidence,having little 

iiindependent authority,but valuable in coi^iaection with \ 

i;other considerations.

if Thus de vre exhaust- the Biblical evidences
'i P
^regarding Peter's presence in the Roman Church.The

isources here extablishe some very important conclusions, 
i;
gThey show Peter to have been a prominent leader in

lApostolic Christianity.They show him to have been 
i'
¡primary in the resurrection faith, in the Jerusalem

¡'Church, in the Palestinian Church,and to have inaugerat- 

ped the Gentile missions.Beyon^ this these sources show-^ 

ijthat he is the source of much of our Chiistian
Ij p
literature and he may well have worked in Rome.They doj'

f, 
hot state tha he did,nor to they indlude any evidence i

wrote.lt
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'¡that would favor the conclusion that he did not^ratherj’ 

.as we have seen the:; incline to the conclusion that

he may have dome so.

li When our Biblical records fail us in establish-- 1;
!ing further conclusions regarding the last twefibty fiveh 

jiyears of Peter’s life aiad his traditicnal visit to 
i-
¡¡Rome,we must turn to Christian tradition® as further

'sources for this matter.Here as in other fiew Testiment:

¡¡problems/Christian traditions furnish much material of i! •
¡¡varying value,that must be appraised before it is

¡¡accepted.V/e hhall therefore examine this material, t
'i i’
¡evaluate it,and seek to reconstruct Peter’s history f

¡further,and establish, if we may his ccnnection ,with
•' hRome.Before approaching the Roman attention,we must 

!i
¡note vaizious traditional attempts to identify Peter ii :
¡iirith other centers of earllr Apostolic thot.
¡/
i; We have already noted the attempt to identify
i; co
¡.Peterjas aAfomder with Pauly of the Church in Corinth 

¡¡maintained by Dionysius of Corinth/which we have found: 

¡¡may have been based an erronious interuretaticn of ii ‘
¡'Paul’s wohds in 1 Corinthians.Besides this there is a

¡wide spread tradition ithat• makes Peter the co-founderi;
ii

and organizer of the Church in Antioch.The Clementine §
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Romanoe,which must be dated in the beginning of the 

third century,makes the Apostle’s entry into Antioch

Peter with

Peter,cn

been built

iiothers.Thus it s©<“-ms that the simeple tradition 

jjassociating -Peter with iintioch,gojfes back to the sec- 
jiond century and is not in itself intimically improb- 

fable.Tradition has also clearly associated 
¡1 
i;the provinces of Asia Minor,mentioned in 1

l!which passage the traditions have Jsrobably

!iEusebius(3: 1f-2) mentions it thus,’’Peter appears to have ¡i
■preached in Pontus,Galatia,Bythinia,Cappadocia,and

¡Asia to the Jev/ws ‘'of the Dispersion’’.Epiphanlus goes i

a step fiartherCHaerq27: S),and states that the Apostle j

fand his success there,the happy conclusion of his 
’istory(Hom.20: 23,gecog.!?10: 68).^his may merely reflect !
i; ■ ■ I
¡'current traditè’ons in Syria,where it originated.Origeni|

fcalls Igiatius the second Bishop of Aitioch,after the S
i

jjblessed Peter.He probably based his idea on a list of J

hearlyer Bishòps.Eusebiusf^: 36: 2)menticn.s this traditici^

¡¡when he says”At the same time Papias,Bishop of Heir-

Èopolis became well linown,as did also Igiatius,who i
■

¡was chosen Bishop of Antioch,second in succession to I

iPeter,and whose fame is still celebrated by a great i 
i; ]
¡¡many”.it is found also in Chrysostom,ìierome and many j

%25c2%25a1%25c2%25a1many%25e2%2580%259d.it


• Ci

055- *1
!i ji
’^often visited Pontus and Bithynia. Jerome (de Virr i

;Illust)places this missionary journey between the

; apostle *s Episcopate in Antioch,and the journey to j 

Rome,in the second year of Claudius.Very many other § 

plater traditions and romances include this story but jj 

all are apparently but inferences drawn Brom the Epist'^

:;le and do not have anjz independent value.Some attempt i- 

jhas been made to show that there was a traditicn that 5, 

;iPeter worked at Baybion.This seems to be an impossible- 
•i
; attempt however.CouAd such a tradition he found it

;iwould be most certainly based on a literal interpreta-:

^’tion of 1 Peter 5; 15.Thus we fi''-d,tho it does not amo?^;: 

::unt to history,yet there is some prbbability that Peteir 
;; ti
¡■may have worked in -Antioch,Asia Minor,and Corinth. p

'¡Little reliance can be placed on these traditicns

•;inBependentlyjhowever.Dependence on them can come only- 

’¡thru finding them plausible in the light of ^eter’s

Ion ger missionaries to Rome.

p Regarding the tradition that Peter preached in

PRome,and died there very much may be said.We shall || 

eddeavor to collect the vital sections of this traditicn 

^Classifying them according th their geographical origin.
' ii

;iWe sail thus review the shief forms of the tradition 11
F ■............ ........

'i
ii
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;;as they come,respectively,from Rome, Syria, Corinth, 

;'Asia Minor,South Gaul,Alexandria,lEorth Africa,and from'i 
r 'i
ithe rreat historians of the early church.V/e shall thus' 

¡^acquire an idea of the extent ©£-th and importance of , 

:;the tradition.

;; Turning then to the extant Roman sources which

¡¡record the preaching and death of ^eter in Rome, we jl
I ' Î
¡■come at oice to Clement,the first outstanding fi^re ot 

i;
'¡that church dating approximately at 96.His reference ;{ 
r is
[to the matterAÀî^ the fifth and sixth Chapters of his

[letter to the Corinthians.In this letter,in which in the

(previous chapters he Bad spoken of the evils which have 
[ il
[sprung from jealousy and eivvy,he has taken examples i 

[from Scripture in chronological order,ending with

[David."Let us"he continues,"come to the atheletes who 

jilived bbut latelyCrOOS l/OCH i

[i,e.as compared with the Old Testament héros,the noblei 

'’examples of our own time.Because of envy the great and' 

¡righteous pillars of the Church were persecuted and i 

ioontenned to death.-Cet us set heforre our eyes the i 
l! i
¡good apostles-Peter who endured many labors,and having 

borne his witness)went to th© appointed] 

place of Golry: Paul(who suffered much and journeyed fa^)



iihaving bourne his witness before the rulers,departed 

thus from the world,and went to the Holy place.To 

¡these men here was gathered a great company of the elect 

j'who being ©ictiras of jealousy,by reason of many oatrag^ ji li
i’aiid tortures,became a notable examnle among us’ISeveralJ' 
i 
¡¡important deductions may be made from this passage. ¡i 

plement clearly passes over all the other apostles j} 

(’and comes to f’eter and Paul because their axamnles of i'

iiheroism are best kiown to the Church in whose name he
i' 

writOS.His language here is clearly chosen to emphasize 

;:the parallel between Peter and Paul,and as Paul is ¡j 

¡¡universally recogiized to have died in Home,Peter is ii 
ii i|
hhere estimated to have paralleled him in that event. 3

P;!He also gives a hint as to the time of -^eter’s death, 

¡for as he had been following the chocnological order 

(¡previously,we suppose that he must have continued it I 

¡¡in this passage.Aid as it is clear that the great com-i 

;pany of the elect who suffered,are nlai nly Nero’s •! 
r ~ 1
¡ivictiras it seems^that he implys that the /|postles | 

iporished either before or in the Heronian persecutiai . j 
j i
As there is no evidence that it could have been before’ 

we feel that he means it imply that they both^ fell I 

{in yjero’s persecutions.His usage of the phrase
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seems to require the translation’to !| 

! I
¡1 these were gahhered” which seems to imply that the s 

iiApostles were among those who were siezed first.(Tac ! .1 i!
■ Mn 25:44),the first fruits of a too abundant harvest.-

§ 
Nlhus Clement seems to imply that Peter and Paul -j
■' h
^¡perished in the Meronian persecution,tho his words arsij 
¡not explicit enough to have created the traditio'i that}! 
ii 1
:jis SO common in later forms. •

The next important form of the tradition,coming- 

jirom i^ome,is that associated with the Poman presbyter ij 

i'Caius .Regarding his ccntributioii Eusebius says,(2:25:6t- 

!;8)*Re gar ding the slaughter of the apostles by Nero, i 

:iiit is confirmed likewise by Caius a member of the i 
h . 'I
•¡Church who arose under Zephyrinus,Sishon of ^ome(199- I

X * ' i
t:217),he in a published disputation with Proclus,the I 
I; i
'ileader of the Phrygian heresy, speaks as follows ? 
jiconceming the place where the corpses of the afore- i 

¡'said apostles are laid,’But I can show the trophies of; 
S'
¡¡the Apostles for if you go to the Vatican or to the 
; • h
Ostian V/ay,you will fing the trophies of those who ¡5

■ § 
¡¡laid the foundation of this Churohl”.Caius testimony |

¡thus clearly states that the two apostles worked for 

¡¡some time in Rome founding the church there and that
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ii they both died a martyr’s death there. Whet er his words i- 

•( 7^ T/^i)TZ’sf 1X Indicate the place of execution(Lipsip  ̂

or of buriaaCZahn) is a disputed ijuestion .There are 

reasons for prefering the latter. The of CaiT^

suggests that he at Rome claims to eclipse what Proclus 

appealed to in Asia Minor i.e, the tomhs of Phillip and 

his daughters at Hieropoais,mentioied explicitly in 

Eusebius(3: 31: 4).Thus Eusebius clearly understood the f 

words of Gaius,for he says(3i 31: l)**the time and the § 

manner of death ae weli of "^eter and Paul as well as tife 

their burial places,have already been shovjn by us". j!

Thus we may also iwfer fromCaius words^that at the 'i

beginning of the third century,the Toman Churhh thot i; 

that it possessed the bodies of the two Apostles.The j 

exact meianing of is mcertain as it may refer

to some sort of a memorial,or to a special natural 

object that may mark the spot.

Other notices to similar efifect are numerous ing 

later forms.Vie will notice but a few of these as they ’ 

come from Rome.Thus Htpol^tus in his Fefutatio(G: 20) 

/speaks of the conflict between Simon Magus and the j 

■apostles at Rome,and mentions in particular Peter’s o I 

bnposition to him.He seems to have used the Apocraphal i
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Acts quite extensively in his work,and we may not be 
iisure that his statement is independent testimony. |

¡Likewise the Muritorian Fragment speaks of the Passinn: 

^of -^eter in close connection with the account of Paul’s I ;
ijourney to Spain.But as these are also mentioned to- j 
' \fiigether in tfee Acts of Peter we may vzell inger that this 

ii 
hwriter is merely borrowing from them.The important ii
i! ii
' 'i¡¡notice in the ’’Deposito Martyrum"as to the transplacing 
ii ij
¡¡of the Apostles’ bodies is an important cenfirmation ij

I 
of the evidence of Gaius. ii

■ !i
|! Turning to the evidence regaring Peterjs presence

¡¡in Rome as found in the Syrian sources,we note the 

i;remar3fkof Ignatius of Antioch(ca.ll4)who whm writingii 
to the Romans,Chapeter 4 says,"ct^ I

kA O/Ull/' "I do not e-ioin
¡you as did Peter andP^aul" .This clearly indicates if I

I 
¡¡it indicates anything,that the writer in mentioning |

iPeter and Paul because they had actually given com- j 

imandments to the Church in Rome.Clearly also Peter is | 

ion a complete parallel with Paul,and both had given 

icommandments to the Roman Church.Further Syrian 

ievidencQs are found in the Clementiitii® literature( 

Recog.Hom),which originated probably in Syria before i. IX.7-. - ........j -
I 
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lithe close of* the second century.Thss contains a few 
ft
'iallusions to Peteris visit to Rome but they may be 
h I
hlater additions to the story.Of the later Syriac t 

5Christia37 literature,the”D octrine of Addai*’which in 

ijits present shape comes from the latter half of the 
¡¡fourth
h&esond century (Wright),speaks of the ’’Epistles of 

iPaul,which Simon Peter sent us from the city of Rome, 

¡and also of the doctrine of the Apostles”.
Ij
¡: in Corinth,we find this Petrine tradition
ij
¡^reflected in the words of Dionysius of Cori''-th,quoted 
ij
in Eusebius(2: 25: 8),where in an letter addressed to

Soper bishop of Rome,after speakiijg of the com non work 

of Peter and Paul in Gorinth,he continues,"Aid they 

¡taught together in like manner in Italy,and suffered 
I i/
¡martyrdom at the same time".This too in a wotkat least!

I’as early as 170 in Corinth,writing to Pome where such 

ptraditicns would surely amaunt to history.The earlier 

¡^reference to the work in Corinth,may well *be an infer- 

|!ence,but noting in the New Testament can be the ground

:for this assertion of their common activity in Italv.
i
[This tradtion may have come to Dionysius frorajli the

i Petrine Asts,but however he got it he clearly accepted!

höre the vital matter.Italy is clearly a 



'■'generic term for Rome.The last words imply that thw 

;iApostles sui'f'ered,not necessarily the same day,but 

^rather in the same persecuticn,

Oi* the Asia Minor evidences,Papiasfca 1^0), 

¡Bishop of Hieropalis,seems to contribute to the ^etring: 
i' !'
';tradition of Peter in Rome.H© seems to have interpreted 

¡'Babylon in 1 Peter as Rome,and so acquiesced in the 

'view that Peter was there when he wrote his letter. | 
¡Regarding this matter,we read in Eusebius(2: 15: 2)^In ij 

irinXthe accomt. of the writing of Mark’s gospel,’’Clement 
s (
¡■in the eighth Book of his Hypotheosis,g ives this i 

■account,and with him agrees Papia,the Bishop of 

pHieropoiis.Aid Peter makes mention of i^ark in his first 

fEpistle which they say he wrote in Rome itself”.
ii ;!
'ipapias thus seems to become a witness of the Roman visit 
r h
!;The "Qaiostic Acts of Peter” also from Asia Minor, 

¡¡contribute much to the Petrine tradition .These seem ii 
ii i
hto have been the work of Lucius Charinus in the second t 
I; ■ j
rhalf of the second century.The prominent part of thisii 

¡¡Romance in our survey is the account of the conflict 
!i !|
¡Peter with Simon Magus at Rome.Living in asia Minor th^ 

jseems to he not patriot motive ,which could have promptd 
1 i
the composition of this story.lt is most natural to I 

story.lt
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i:suppose that the legent was thus built on a current j; 

traditicn of Peter's visit to Rome.V/e may almost

assume the existence of such an early traditicn,then, j'
1:

i in Asia Minor, on which these Apochriphal Acts were ;■ 
i' 

based. h

In goutSa Gaul ^Irenaeus contributes important j!
•; Ij
.evidences to our material regarding Peter in Rome, - j? 

lilting about 190 a pupil of Polycarp,and so ''’amiliar h 

vzith all the Johannine traditions,he is espe®ftally 

important in this connecticn,because of his visits

■to Rome.He is knov/n to have gone to ^^ome and some
'■ i!
, (Li,-htfoot)thinks he spent some time there.At any rate^: 

^;he preserves for us valuable lists of the Roman Bishopi^ 

it hat seem to imply that he had access to the early 

records of the Roman Chinch.His testimony is thus G 
” / ■ 
^extremely Important.We findhim sayii^g in Adv.Haei^: 1 j 

"Matthexv also issued a written Gospel to the Hebrews |i 

^in their own dialect,while Peter and ^aul were preach-;: 

iing in Rome and laying the foundations of the Church. 
JiAfter their departure(c'^o'^6^) Mark the disciple and ! 

;|interpreter of ^eter did also hand down to us In ’

writing,what had also been preached by Peter’.He thus 

^speaks of the joint work of the Apostles at Rome as 
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ibelcnging to a time so well knowi that it supplies the 

’•means of dating another event i.e. the composition of 

’¡Mark’s Gosple,Further the word irJ0^03 very likely

refers to the death of the two Appefeles as this is

the common usage of~^ho oomraon uO’&ge of the word,and 

¡¡Irenaeus is giveiing as the reason of the publication 

|!of Lark’s Goapel,the death of the two Apostles^A 

¡further most important passage from Irenaeus in this 
’ Adv.Haer*
¡oonneotion is that in Eusebius (3: If: 2).In this section 

¡Irenaeus speaks as follows,’’Since however,it would be 

verjr tedious to reckon up the succession of all the 

'^hurches,we do put to confustion all those who...
i
¡assemble in unauthorized meetings,by indicating thejji 

jitradition,that derived from the Apostles,of the very 

igreat,the very ancient and universally recognized 

¡Church fomded and organized at Rome,by the two most 
i
¡glorious Apostles Peter and Paul: as also we may put 
i
ithem to confusion by pointing out the faith preached 
!
(to men which comes do^vn to our time by means of the
1
¡successions of the Bishops.For it is a matter of 

necessity that every Church should agree with this 

Vhurch on account of its preeminent authority, in as 

much as the Apostolic traditioio has been preserved
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Continuously b^' those faithful men who exist every­

where. -^he lesse¿ft apostles then having founded and 

:ibuilt up the -hurch committed into the hands of Linus 
'■ '! 
'■the office of the Episcopate”.This is a strangely ii 
•jsigiificant passage indicating that the work of ¡I 

Teter anf-paul was directly ccnnected with the recogí-;!

^ized pre-eminence of the Roman Church.lt shows some i' 

■suggestions,perhaps late,regarding the importance of ! 

the Bishop and of tradition .But surely indicates the ! 

rexistence in his time of a recogiized tradition that iÜ 
■:H ¡'eter had worked in R-me.This same testimonjr is I
1 i
jCecDrddd of Irenaeus by Eusebius(5: 6) where giving j 

'ilrenaeus catalogue of the Bishops of Rome Eusebius i

:quotes,”The belssed Apostles havéng founded and 

established the Church,entrusted the office of the 

■Epjscopaie to Limus" His lists of Soman Bishops 

•must surely have come from earlier lists and thúu ! 
■:.hey seem to have much importance in this connection. |

In Alexandria the leading scholars of the first

\Christian century may be appealed to in support of 

ipeter's preaching in Rome.Clement of --/dexandriatca. 
d
’200) in a fragment preserved by Eusebius of his 
ii j
■íHypotheosús,in discussing the tradition of the earlier’  - -  . ..  -

f S
i! 
í¡ ii
ii ii

Church.lt


ipresbytors as to the order of th© Gospels in the 

¡following manner(6:14: 6)'’The Gospels containing the i 

|genealogies‘’he says,’’The Gospel according to Mark 

■¡had this oocasion.As Peter had preached the ,“ord 
'' ! 
'¡publicly at Rome and declared the Gospel by the Spirit; 
h
¡¡mnay who were present ^requested that filark,who had

;;follov/ed him for a Icng time and remembered his
‘i
ii sayings should write them out «And having composed the
P
ijGospel he gave it to those who had requested lt«V/hen

! Peter learned of this he neither directly forbade nor 

encouraged it.This pasage then cloarly states that pet 

Peter preached in Rome and furnished the materials for

' Mark’s Gospel there .firigin likewse( ca«250 ) testifys

I volubly to the sanfe Effect as he is recorded by i

Eusebius,’’Peter appears to have preached in Pmtus,

! Galatian,Bithynia,Cappadocia,and -^sia to the ^ews of t

i Dispersicn .And at last,having come to Rome,he was 

pcru&ified head downward;for he had requested that he 

Ijinighfr suffer this way”.Origin is apparently the first 
ii
ijto offer this striking story and its absence from the

I earlier stories makes it very doubtful,nevertheless 

Origin's witness to the coming of Peter to Rome is 

quite significant.Finally,we find ^©trr of Alexandria
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lirilK his "Epìstola Cancnioa’' dated apnarently in ^0 6 

;;also mentions Peter’s crucifixion at Rome.Thus does 
■■ I
■i -Alexandria contribute substantially th the tradition !

i ¡that ^eter was in Rome. !

ij Prom i'Torth Africa,we also find similar evidence'

ij Tertullian ( ca. 200 ) in his^^Scorp'ÌS writes, "Orientem 

fidem Romae primus Nero cruentauit.Tunc Petrus ab 

altero cingitur,cum cruci adstingitur.””At

¡¡Rome Peter was the first who stained with blood the 
I
(prising faith.Then was Peter girt by another when he is 
ji
':made fast to the Cross."In his"de Babtizsa also, 

i'Tertullian speaks of'quos Petrus in liberi tinxit". 

¡¡"Those whom Peter baptized in the Tiber'iStill again in^ 
ii . :
iihis "de Praescr IIaeret'*(32) Tertullian says,"Romanorus

( 35ccleaia referet^Clementem a Petro ordànàtum""As also 

: the Church of Rome,whi_.ch makes Clement th have been 

iordalned in like manner to Peter.” And finally, 

jin the same work Chapter 56 we find hi^ again saying, 

¡"Since moreover you are close upon Italy,you have 

¡¡Rome from whence there comes even unto out OX'S! time 
i
the very authority of Apostles themselves.How happy 

is its Church, cn which apostles poured forth all their 

doctrines along with their blood.*Where Peter endures a
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¡a passicn like his Lordis where i^aul wins a crown In 5

¡a death like John’s^These very striking and sigiificani 
i' ['
l^quotaticns shw ^specially that Tertullian first :i

!
¡^speaks of the manner of the Apostle’s death by

icrucifixicn,and he first explicitly states that it I 
i! !
lioccured in the reigi of Nero.He sates both these factsj 

;3noreover,as tho they were well kiown and trfniversally j

¡¡accepted facts of history which were nbt to be chai- i

^lenged in his time.He shows also hdw the traditon of >

^Peter preaching and diein g in Rome must have been very J 

strong in Africa at the beginning of the third centuryji 
il 

¡'Besides Tertullian,in Africa,we find Commodian,the
ii ■ i
¡earliest Christian poet,probably of African extraction^ 

hspeaking in his’’Carmen Apologeticum’'(Q2)of :^eter and i

¡Paul having suffered in Rome liftder Nero.He must be 

jdated about 250 and thus he^have gotten the story from

(¡Tertullian,but he also clearly accepted it,however^ 

■¡he may have recieved it.

¡( Besides our inquiry into the existence of a

(tradition regarding Peter in Rome in the various ii
’¡ceiiters early Christian thot,we must a3io^ review 
ij
((materials on the subject found in the two great

thè

(Church historians in the early part of the fourth
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;'century,Lacktantius and Eusebius .Thus we find
it
'Lacktantiufe in his "mstit .Div. 4: 2men timing

.Peter in Rome in the following words, (speaking of Jesui^

:?’He also opened to them all things which were about toj 
. r" i'^:happen,which Peter and Pal preached inRome^and this 

fpreaching being written for the sake of remembrance ;

^became permenant*'.Zatn thinks the reference to the ■; i;
’•teaching becoming permenant is to the Epistles of Paul^
•; 'i
¡which may apparently be the case.For us the important h

.thing is that this early writer also recognized that ii

•Peter tii-ught in Rome.Again the same historian in his ii
■' ii
:”de Mart.Perse.”2 speaks thus ocncexning Nero,"He it P

;was who first persecuted the servants of God;he ;■
h

crucified Peter and slew Paul ".He thus becomes a i;

^valuable witness to our tradition. ;

Eusebius,besides conutenancing,the traditions 

from the various vearlier authors whom he quotes as 

we habe noticed has many further contributicns to the

^subject.Among these is his discussion of the conflict

!of Peter and Simen Magus in Home during the reigi of 

iíClaudius-Jn his discussicn of Simen he comes to this 

iremark regarding Peter(2: 14),’'Por immediately during i
. i

’ihhe reigi of Claudius,the good and gracious providence?' 
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which watches over all things led Peter the strongest 

^iand greatest of the -Apostles and the on© ttfho cn 

'account 6f virtue was speaker for all the others,to 

^Rome against this great corrupter of life.He like a 

inobtfc cominander of God clad in Divine armor, carried 
^:the costly merchandise ofihe ^understanding from the ! 

i^east to those who dwelt in the west,proclaiming the 
!■
¡iLight itself,and the Word which brings slavaticn to 

!;sould,and preaching the Kingdom of Heaven7".He also 

¡states the story of the compositicn of Marks Gospel ini 

¡■Rome in 2:15 thus, "Aid so greatly did the splendor ! 
ijillumine the minds of ^eter's hearers that they were j 

jhot satisfied with cnce hearing only,and were not i 
hiicontent with the unwritten teachingd of the Divine 

Gospel,but with all sorts of entreaties,they besought 

p'‘ark,a follower of Peter and the one whose Gospel is 
ji '
iiextant,that he leave them a written monument of the ' 

i^Doctrino which he had oommiiiicated orally to them.Ncr 

!;did they cease until they had prevailed with him and t •
■had thus become the occasion of the writ ng of the 

¡¡Gospel^which bears the name of Mark,Aid they say 

■■that Peter vzhen he learned thru the revelation of the 

Spirit of what had been done was pleased #ith the zeal

>}
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'of the men,and the work obtained the sanction of his 
! h
¡^authority for the purpose of being used In the Churche^” 

¡'This whole account indicates clearly that Eusebius j 

¡: supposed it to be a fact of history which occured in 

¡Rome following the destruction of Simon Magus.His 
i
¡¡dating in the reigi of Claudius is doubtless an 

liaccomodation to the Sinion Magus legend and need not 

fbe historical.The weight of the passage merely shov/s 
p •'
[¡that Eusebius thot that Peter had been in Rome .Mother il 

iiindicaticn to the same effect tho again of doubtful i 

¡¡historic value,is his reference to Philo in 2i 17? 1 i 
ij j
¡¡thus,"It is said also that Philo in the reigit of ! 

¡■Claudius became acquainted at Rojofft with Peter^who was ! 

■then preaching there."This story is repeated by Jerome;; 

¡¡in"de Virr.Illustr." who doubtless borrowed it from i' 

¡¡Eusebius .We Mow from other sources that ht is quite 

¡¡impossible but it shows that Peter was generally : 

¡[tpecogiized to have been in Rome.Pf^ his discussion of :■ 
jihhe persecution uSjder Hero(2: 25),Eusebius makes some 

¡¡further valuable remarks regarding PeterV”Thus publicly 
¡¡
^¡annorncing himself as the first among God’s chief i 

¡enemies,he was led on to the slaughter of the Apostlesi 

jit is therefore recodedd that Paul was beheaded in Romd 

il
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and Peter likewise was crucified under Kero.This accoti^t 
’ !i
¡¡of Peter and Pal is substantiated by the fact that thejp 
h ;i
ii f¡^names are preserved in the cemeteries or that place ev^ 

lito this day.It is confirmed likewise by Caius”.This j

I:shows how the tradition of the death of ?eter in the 1 ji I
îjNeronian persecuticn was accepted entire by Eusebius 1¡
V ■
Ijwho also 101 ew of the preservation of the Apostles nami^ 
Ilin the Roman cbmeteries.Eusebius adds a further testiml- 
''dny to the traditiOK^, in his mention of element in 21 ^1 

il |!
11 of whom he says thaf'at that time Clement still rulesll 
I' !Ij the Church at Rome,being also the third that held the I 

jlEpiscopate after i^ul and Peter.Linus was the first, ! 

¡land after hin came Anacletus’.'Thus is Eusebius again j

11 accepting the tradition that Peter was a prominent i 
5 ■ ■ i
•¡figure in the early Church in Rome.He réitérâtes this !

jitestimony in 3:4:9 when speaking of Paúl he says,”But 1 

llLinus whom he mentions in the second Epistle to 1

'¡Timothy as his companion at Rome,was Peter’s successor^ 

iiin the Episcopate there,as has already been shown-’. 1 

¡A further hint at hhe martyrdom of Peter is contained ¡I 
i '■pin the words 8:6:5 when speaking of the contemporary

11 martyr in Wichomedia he says,’’Such was the martyrdom

of one of the servants of the palace,who was indded w í¡ 



hfforthy of his name for he was called i’eterJ”.

All the references from Eusebius have been to S 
i' !
jhis Church History which we ha¥e cited.H^s ccntribution 
i: 1
¡[to the tradition regarding Peter in Rome is not ccn- i 

ifined to that work alone however.His ’’Demons.Evang” j 
h 1
r(?)i5,6J5) also contains,in substantial agreement with 'fe

(the Church History,the story of the cruciSixion of i; .!
'Peter in Rome head downward.His '’Theophania”contaiJSs tip 
'■ i'
;pf the most importaint of the traditions.m 4:7 it 
i' 
iispeaks of Peter’s honorable sepulchur in the very j

¡heart of their city{ indicating Rome). S’: 31 of the same 

j'work reiterates the narrative of the crucifixion of j
i: !
'Peter in Rome.The Greek version of the’?Chrcnicle‘’of j
if !
teusebius,mentions in 2: 14 the fact that Peter came to ] 

pRome,in the reigi of Claudius to preach against the ;

ipestelential errors of Simon Magus.He is here merely 

reiterating the story as told in the Church History in 
i; i'
¡2:14 where Eusebius clearly indicated that he obtained-; 
i! 5
¡^he story from Justin Mart yr (2: 13), who in tum founded;; 
i !

on the inscription from a statue found in Rome/Which 
! h^as inscribed in the Latin tongue"SIMONl DEO SA^JCTOS^ 

i ' ' 'i¡which »j^ustin erroniously considered as a reference to j

pimcn Magus having preached in Rome and hating a i 
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Istatue erected there in his memory.This statue seems tó 

;ihave rather "been erected to the Sabine Divinity,Semo 

Sanctus” and thus Justin’s story of Simon iifagus preach^ 

in Rome seems to be worthless,along with its implicaticn

the Peter arrived in Rome in the reigi of Claudius. li 

Eusebius clearly accepted the story,however,and in the;iii
Armenian version of his ’’Chronicle” he repeats it and 

calculates that ^eter spent twenty years in Rom^, 

arriving in 44 and dieijinj^in>f64.^hus he says,’’Petros r 

Apostolus cum primus^ Antiochenara,ecclesiam fundasset^

Romanorum urbem profÌBiscitur,ubique evangeIlium

praedicat,et commoratur illic antistes ecclesiae 

iannis yiGDfTI".

Jerome in the fourth century in his paraphrase 

of Eusebius Chronicle mentions Peteros stay in Rome as|' 

tv/entyfive years,assuming without warrant that ^eter i; 

'left Jerusalem for Antioch in the second year of 
;:Caaddius(^^Acts 12: 17 clearly indicates that it was ;j 

;rather 44) and that he died in the fourtfeenth or | 

¡last year of iiero(68) .Thus Jerome saysi^hr.ad ann 44 

j”Petrus ...cum primum Antiochenam ecclesius fundasset, 

ihomam proficistur,ubi evangellium,praedicans 25 annis 
ii 
deiusdem urbls episcopas perseverat’IPollowing and con-^, 
ii 
ii !



^itinuing this same story wuhich he had taken from 'i ;i (i
Eusebius,Jerome clearly states the whole j 

J matter in his"de Virris Illustribus" Chapter 1 thus, jj

Simon ^etrus secundo Olaudii emperatorius anno ;!

^;ad expugiandum ^imcnura Magus,Roman pergit ibique ii 

i'VIGL'JTI QULVQUE<^ annis Cathedrara Sacerdotalem

i tenuit,usque ad ultimum annum i^eronis id est,decimuffi si 

^quartum.A quo et affixus cruci martyrio coronatus est,j’ 

■capite at terram,et in sublime pedibus elevatus i 

tasserens se indigiua que sic crucii'igerettur et
•’ i'
<Dominus suus*'.This story of Jerome seems to correspftng!

■'closely to the "Catalogus Liberianus^the oldest list of
■j >
■:the popes supposed to have been written before S66,whi^

■ extends the pontifice of Peter to 25 years jOne month© Ji

'and nine days.It puts the date of his death on J^e 293

;;65 and thus would date his arrival in the year 40. ]
;■ t

These later aeoGuftts calOulations of i^eter’s

¡^ministry in Rome are as we have seem based on erronious

^statements of Justin Martyr in Eusebius,"Church Histor^
S 'i
KS: 15).They may not thus be trusted as historic i!
:! !
:istatements,they do not however invalidate all the i
3 i
iievidence we have accumulated to Peter’s presence inii

G€8^t©ftd( e. g.LipsiusXthat, because _Peter- was.-„L

days.It
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'associated with Simon Magus erroniously by Austin that i 
r • ' i
¡¡the entire ^etrine tradition was wortheless.This seems i 
h !
!unv;arranted however.V/^ have seen but a few traces of 'j

'I 
jjthis erronious connection of Peter and giem Simon,whil^ 
u 11i,the tradition of Peter being in Rome seams to be i 
ij 
¡fairly universal as far back as we have records in Ifee 
li , i['the early ‘Christian centuries. 
i[ i
[! Thus we find that the evidence for the presences

i-and martyrdom of Peter in Rome is quite irresistable. ;

¡¡The length of his ministry and the dates of his ■;

[■arrival and raartyrdom^eemjiquite beyond accurate i
i’ 'i
¡determination.There seems to be a general tendency ii
il [1i'amcxig scholars to '’date the martyrdom in July of 64, 
h 
at a time immediately following the great fire,and thex^

¡seems to be nothing in our sources that sould effectually

ieXcTude this date and there is much that seems to §
■ i 
'effectively substantiate it.It is asserted by Tertull-i
■ !
[ian,is presurabed in all the Petrine Acts,is implyed ini 
i ' k iithe notice of Gaius of the tomb on the Vati®a,aYidis j 

S '¡.'almost a necessary inference from the words of Clement
s 
¡of Rome.That Peter perished in the famous Nercnian ! 
i i
ipersecuticn of 64 seems then to be fairly well !

established.As to the length of his ministry in Rome
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[somewhat less can be determined.The story that he was h 

¡'there wss- for twenty five years is seen to he

¡worthless as history but is nene the less important; asii 

;it expresses the widespread conviction that he was [ 

;:in Rome long enough to leave his impression oi) the [ 
'■ ti
phurch there.Such a conviction is also clearly expres- 

<sed in the words of Irenaeus,of Dionysius of Corinth, 

■^probably also in the words of Ig:iatius,and there can 

be no doubt,that Eusebius felt this strongly.A 

iministry of some length seems to be thus implyed from 

our evidences altho it cannot be proven.lt seems to 

jbe implyed^also^from the honor with which Peter’s 

iraemory was universally held by the Roman Christians,

;:aind the way his figure overshadows that© of Paul in thè 

:'reraembrah>ce of the Roman Church.His leadership and 

•¡dominion for some season in Rome alone seems adequate j 

jto account for this result.His residence and influence;^

fwould also explain how the Christians were so well

121 own and so prominent in Rome that they could be 

made the saape -goats by Nero at the time of the/^ 

•¡great coiflagraticn.Still again ¿he disappearance of 

.¡the rivalry and the dissentinis in the Roman Church 

ilrefleoted in the letter Paul wrote from Rome to the

proven.lt
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•iphillipians,could only be accomplished by great 

pleaders laboring some time v/ith the Somans,and the 

importance of the Roman Church in later times 

¡¡witnesses to the fact that these troubles must have 

¡.been removed.Thus we feel that ^eter must have wo'tked 

:in Rome for some time altho this fact cannot be proven 

:^from our present sources of information.

Much has been ccncluded quite confideiitly one 

■way or another from the silence of Luke in Acts and 

ijOf Paul in hi^ Epistles,especially in his C'aptivity -a- 
■and his pastoral Epistles,which are said to have 

¡¡come from Rome itself,regarding Peter’s presence and 

¡work in Rome .Arguments from silence can give only 

measures of probability aiid th in this case we ‘TIow 

¡¡so little of the dates and circumstances of the 

compositcn of Paul’s Letters and of Acts,that they 

ias- become especially precarious.Our limited .knowledge 

of the circumstances surrounding the writing 

;of these documents,may well acouuiit for the fact that 

iiwe do not know it,even if there wwre some good 

iireason why Pai- Paul did not mention Peter even if 
ii 
¡¡he were present when Paul wrote.All we can thus 

•assert in this matter is the probability of the ease.
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It seems probable then that from Romans 1:11,and 15; 22 

and fronii^ Acts 19: 21 that Peter not have been in 

Rome to Pal’s Jmowledge,when that Letter was written. 

Also the account of Paul’s arrival in Ror^e Acts 28: 14f 

seems to exclude the possibility of ^eter’s having 

been in Rome a the time.Thus it seems that Peter had 

not visited Rome when Paul’s captivity began.Mor could 

he well have been in Rome when Pal is describing his 

envircnment in Phillipians,Colosians,and Philemon,when 

Paul makes no mention of Peter.Again it is not easy to 

imagine that Peter was present when Paul wrote

2 TimothyfProbably in the winter of 63).4:i0f of^^ 

this letter seems to exclude him.There is room 
Pet-ey

for Peter’s vidit hov/ever,between the captivity 

Epistles of 60 or 61 and 2 Timothy 63, at which 

time many scholars are inclined to date Peter’s work 

inii Rome.His absence when 2 Tim.was written has been 

ingeniously ascribed to the fact of a visit to 

tJeinisalem in answer t a summons at the time of the 

death of James,and the appointment of bhis successor 

(Eusebius 3:11}

’ Thus probability would lead us to feel that 
I tvs POJ/VJk
peter worked/V’or some time Between 60 ajid 64 at
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i! 
iAvhich time,he made a permenant contribution to the

^dife of the Roman Church.That i*aul may have invited

¡Peter to Rome to assist in the work there is not 

Impossible.It is in entire accord with his principles, 

gas he ever strove to unify the efforts of the Church.

gHe wished to avoid trouble between the Jewslh and 

HGentile elements in the Church,whffich could surely be 

jidone in no way more effectivellr thaift to ask Peter to 

assist him in solving the huge problems of the Roman 

iChurch,which we see reflected in i^phesiaj'is 2*. 11^4: 16, 

^iajad Philemcn l:15f.It may well be tWit Paul summoned 

-Peter to Rome in the spring of 61 where they labored 

¡together-except for a brief period of Peter’s absence 

gin S3,until their common martyrdom,at the hands of 

giiero in 64.

Certainty is impossible in the chrcnology of 

¡Peter’s work in Rome,however,His presence and his 

^permenant impression there seems to be required from 

■bur evidences as implyffid,ajid certainly not excluded 
ii 
gby the entire Biblical materials,and S«. it is 

gcrrtainly required by the unanimous voice of early 

gtradition,in vhioh we find there iis not a siiigle 

dissenting voice.Thus it must be felt that Peter as 
 

Impossible.It
l:15f.It


■Vi/’ell as Paul left permenant Apostolic deposits in the il
.Poman Church, on which the course of centuries were to 

jhuild the pre-enonence in history and doctrine which 

:jthe Roman Ghruch long enjoyed in Western Christendom. | 

■I Comparatively at least it must he admitted thai

the case regarding Peter in Rome is cn a complete par | 

with the majority of our items of thaï» early Christian- li •
ihistory.The ©a© evidences for the martyrdom of Paul arg 

^feut slightly stronger thatn the ones we have noted |l 

¡Regarding Peter.The majority of the so-called facts of | 

Êifelîeal New Testament history are in exactly similar!

uncertâin condition .The tradticn that Mark wrote his m 

Gospel is in the same cm dit ion .That Luke wrote -^cts |j 

can cnly he supported from evidences exactly like the 

ones that go to show that Peter w as in Rome.The

Johann in e writings likewise are no better,if as well «
^estahlished.As we must feel that all these tradition^ 

must stand or fall together we are i nclined to follow 

hnd accept tradition,as historic evidence where no 

¡adequate reason can he found for rejecting it, 
li

¡1




