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Roman Catholicism (Part 4)

1. Having looked at the NT which makes up the largest part of early Christian writings from the first 2 centuries AD we will proceed with non-canonical early Church writing (Sacred Tradition) from the1st and 2nd centuries.

2. Historical commentary on the availability of early evidence for the Roman Catholic doctrine of (Papal or) Apostolic Succession.

a. "Apostolic Succession - The origins of the doctrine are obscure, and the New Testament records are variously interpreted." - Britannica.com

b. "Christianity - For the first three centuries of Christianity, history is dependent on apologetic and religious writings; there are no chronicles (see patristic literature). Historians differ greatly on how far back the 4th-century picture of the church (which is quite clear) can be projected, especially respecting organization by bishops (each bishop a monarch in the church of his city), celebration of a liturgy entailing a sacrament and a sacrifice, and claims by the bishop of Rome to be head of all the churches (see papacy)." - The Columbia Encyclopedia, Sixth Edition. 2001. 
c. "Papacy - There is no unequivocal evidence about the status of the pope in the earliest days of the church." - The Columbia Encyclopedia, Sixth Edition. 2001.
3. Roman Catholic scholars are fond of referring to the early bishops of Rome by the title pope. 
a. The title pope was not used in the early Church as it is employed by today's Roman Catholics.

1. "Pope - The teaching of the Second Vatican Council (1962-65) on the role of bishops the office and jurisdiction of the bishop of Rome, or the pope (Latin: papa, from the Greek pappas, "father"), who presides over the central government of the Roman Catholic church, the largest of the three major branches of Christianity. The term pope was originally applied to all the bishops in the West and also used to describe the patriarch of Alexandria, who still retains the title. In 1073, however, Gregory VII restricted its use to the bishop of Rome. According to the Annuario Pontificio, the papal annual, there have been more than 260 popes since St. Peter , traditionally considered the first pope. Among these, 78 have been proclaimed saints, as have some antipopes (rival claimants to the papal throne who were appointed or elected in opposition to the legitimate pope)." - Britannica.com

2. "The Pope - The title pope, once used with far greater latitude (see below, section V), is at present employed solely to denote the Bishop of Rome, who, in virtue of his position as successor of St. Peter, is the chief pastor of the whole Church, the Vicar of Christ upon earth." - Catholic Encyclopedia
4. We will first address the claims made by the Catholic Encyclopedia as it argues for the historicity of their papal doctrine from the earliest times, specifically the first three centuries A.D.
a. "The Pope - History bears complete testimony that from the very earliest times the Roman See has ever claimed the supreme headship, and that that headship has been freely acknowledged by the universal Church. We shall here confine ourselves to the consideration of the evidence afforded by the first three centuries." - Catholic Encyclopedia

1. Despite the RCC’s claim that evidence for RCC papal doctrine is "afforded by the first three centuries" and comes "from the very earliest times" the Catholic Encyclopedia does not begin in the earliest period, with the 1st century writings, or even with 2nd century writings, but instead, begins with third century works. 
2. Their reason for this is due to the fact that it is only in the third century that Sacred Tradition exhibits frequent references to this crucial doctrine.
a. "The Pope - It is no longer denied by any writer of weight that St. Peter visited Rome and suffered martyrdom there (Harnack, "Chronol.", I, 244, n. 2). Some, however, of those who admit that he taught and suffered in Rome, deny that he was ever bishop of the city e.g. Lightfoot, "Clement of Rome", II, 501; Harnack, op. cit., I, 703. It is not, however, difficult to show that the fact of his bishopric is so well attested as to be historically certain. In considering this point, it will be well to begin with the third century, when references to it become frequent, and work backwards from this point." - Catholic Encyclopedia
3. Why start with the 3rd century and work backwards if evidence is ample in the earliest times?

a. It would be more natural to begin at the onset and work forward as time progresses. 

b. In order to demonstrate that a teaching is inherent to Christianity it is critical to establish the presence of that teaching at the onset of Christianity NOT 3 centuries later. 

c. The Catholic Encyclopedia's decision to start at a later period of history when references become frequent itself attests to the lack of evidence from the1st and 2nd centuries. 

d. Consider these questions: 

1. As long as we aren't starting at the beginning why should we start with the 3rd century? 

2. Why not start with the 4th century? 

3. Why not start with the papal decrees of later times, which solidified this teaching in formal language in the Roman Catholic Catechism? 

e. The Catholic Encyclopedia provides the answer to these questions by affirming the difficulty of finding unequivocal evidence of the doctrine of papal succession in the earliest period of Church history.
1. "The Pope - The limits of the present article prevent us from carrying the historical argument further than the year 300. Nor is it in fact necessary to do so. From the beginning of the fourth century the supremacy of Rome is writ large upon the page of history. It is only in regard to the first age of the Church that any question can arise." - Catholic Encyclopedia

4. The advantage of starting at the 3rd century and working back towards earlier periods is:

a. So that the RCC can establish their doctrine when it is readily evident in later times

b. Then use this documentation to color the information that we have from the earliest period where evidence is insufficient on its own to validate this teaching. 

5. To start later than the 3rd century would be too obvious because 4th or 10th century documents for example would not be useful in demonstrating that the RCC's doctrine of papal authority originated in Jesus' own teachings in the early 1st century A.D.

6. Concluding NOTES: 

a. The Catholic Encyclopedia must recognize that it would be very difficult, if not impossible, to sufficiently and reasonably demonstrate the legitimacy of their papal doctrines based purely on 1st and 2nd century Christian writings.

b. Their solution to this dilemma is simple: 

1. Start with the third century, where the Roman Catholic position becomes more arguable. 

2. In employing this approach the Catholic Encyclopedia essentially makes a very bizarre argument: "In order to prove once and for all that the 1st century Church held to the Roman Catholic doctrine of papal authority we now turn to these third century documents…"

c. Proof from the 3rd century which seems to support the Roman Catholic doctrine of papal succession does NOT demonstrate that the doctrine originated with Jesus Christ in the 1st century.
1. At best it only demonstrates that this Roman Catholic belief was present in the 3rd century Church. 

2. It remains unknown then whether the 3rd century Church was affirming existing doctrine, developing new doctrine, or borrowing doctrine from some other non-Christian source. 

3. The critical question remains as to whether or not evidence in support of this doctrine can be found in the earliest Christian period - the first two centuries A.D.

4. We will examine this after first taking the time to call into question a few of the 3rd century evidences offered by the Catholic Encyclopedia.

5. The Catholic Encyclopedia makes two claims in their attempt to establish the legitimacy of their papal teaching. 

a. The first claim is that Peter was the first bishop of Rome. 

b. The second claim is that the bishopric of Rome, which Peter occupied, enjoyed supreme authority over the Church. (This is referred to as the doctrine of Roman primacy.)
1. "The Pope - It is no longer denied by any writer of weight that St. Peter visited Rome and suffered martyrdom there (Harnack, "Chronol.", I, 244, n. 2). Some, however, of those who admit that he taught and suffered in Rome, deny that he was ever bishop of the city e.g. Lightfoot, "Clement of Rome", II, 501; Harnack, op. cit., I, 703. It is not, however, difficult to show that the fact of his bishopric is so well attested as to be historically certain. In considering this point, it will be well to begin with the third century, when references to it become frequent, and work backwards from this point.
2. "The Pope - History bears complete testimony that from the very earliest times the Roman See has ever claimed the supreme headship, and that that headship has been freely acknowledged by the universal Church. We shall here confine ourselves to the consideration of the evidence afforded by the first three centuries." - Catholic Encyclopedia

c. Peter as bishop of Rome

1. The claim that Peter was the first bishop of Rome, is not sufficient by itself to establish the legitimacy of Roman Catholic papal teaching.

2. It must be demonstrated that Peter was not only the bishop of Rome, but that he was the supreme authority over the Church and exercised sovereignty over all the other bishops.

3. Peter’s being bishop of Rome does NOT support the legitimacy of Roman Catholic papal doctrines any more than the Apostle John's being bishop of Ephesus would indicate that John was the supreme authority over the Church. 

4. Even an unlimited amount of proofs from 1st and 2nd century authors declaring Peter to be the first bishop of Rome would NOT mean that Peter was the supreme authority in the Church.

5. Only by proving both claims can Roman Catholics hope to substantiate their papal doctrines.

6. The RCC’s evidence for the 2 Claims

(3rd century evidence offered in support of the papal doctrines of the RCC.)

a. The evidence that they offer fails to conclusively support either claim.

b. Evidence 1: Bishop Cyprian of Carthage challenges the authority of bishop Stephen of Rome, whom Catholics call Pope Stephen.
1. The Pope - In considering this point, it will be well to begin with the third century, when references to it become frequent, and work backwards from this point. In the middle of the third century St. Cyprian expressly terms the Roman See the Chair of St. Peter, saying that Cornelius has succeeded to 'the place of Fabian which is the place of Peter' (Ep 55:8; cf. 59:14). Firmilian of Caesarea notices that Stephen claimed to decide the controversy regarding rebaptism on the ground that he held the succession from Peter (Cyprian, Ep. 75:17). He does not deny the claim: yet certainly, had he been able, he would have done so. Thus in 250 the Roman episcopate of Peter was admitted by those best able to know the truth, not merely at Rome but in the churches of Africa and of Asia Minor." - Catholic Encyclopedia

2. Historical Background:

a. Cyprian became the bishop of Carthage in 248 A.D.

1. "Cyprian, Saint - born AD 200, Carthage died September 14, 258, Carthage; Western and Eastern feast day September 16; Anglican feast day September 26 Latin in full Thascius Caecilius Cyprianus early Christian theologian and bishop of Carthage who led the Christians of North Africa during a period of persecution from Rome. Upon his execution he became the first bishop-martyr of Africa." -Britannica.com

2. "Cyprian, Saint - Cyprian was born of wealthy pagan parents and was educated in law. He practiced as a lawyer in Carthage before he was converted to Christianity about 246. In baptism he found complete release from the sinful and useless life he believed he had led hitherto. Within two years he was elected bishop of Carthage and a few months later, early in 250, was confronted by the Decian persecution. He went into hiding. Bereft of his leadership, thousands of Christians apostatized (rejected their faith) or obtained libelli (certificates), by which they declared that they had sacrificed to the pagan gods." -Britannica.com
b. The conflict

1. "The Pope - The views of St. Cyprian (d. 258) in regard to papal authority have given rise to much discussion. He undoubtedly entertained exaggerated views as to the independence of individual bishops, which eventually led him into serious conflict with Rome. Yet on the fundamental principle his position is clear. He attributed an effective primacy to the pope as the successor of Peter. He makes communion with the See of Rome essential to Catholic communion, speaking of it as "the principal Church whence episcopal unity had its rise" (ad Petri cathedram et ad ecclesiam principalem unde unitas sacerdotalis exorta est). The force of this expression becomes clear when viewed in the light of his doctrine as to the unity of the Church. This was he teaches, established by Christ when He founded His Church upon Peter. By this act the unity of the Apostolic college was ensured through the unity of the foundation. The bishops through all time form a similar college, and are bound in a like indivisible unity. Of this unity the Chair of Peter is the source. It fulfils the very office as principle of union which Peter fulfilled in his lifetime. Hence to communicate with an antipope such as Novatian would be schism (Ep. 68:1). He holds, also, that the pope has authority to depose an heretical bishop. When Marcian of Arles fell into heresy, Cyprian, at the request of the bishops of the province, wrote to urge Pope Stephen 'to send letters by which, Marcian having been excommunicated, another may be substituted in his place' (Ep. 68:3). It is manifest that one who regarded the Roman See in this light believed that the pope possessed a real and effective Primacy. At the same time it is not to be denied that his views as to the right of the pope to interfere in the government of a diocese already subject to a legitimate and orthodox bishop were inadequate. In the rebaptism controversy his language in regard to St. Stephen was bitter and intemperate. His error on this point does not, however, detract from the fact that he admitted a primacy, not merely of honour but of jurisdiction. Nor should his mistake occasion too much surprise. It is as true in the Church as in merely human institutions that the full implications of a general principle are only realized gradually. The claim to apply it in a particular case is often contested at first, though later ages may wonder that such opposition was possible." - Catholic Encyclopedia

a. NOTES: 

1. The RCC article makes several acknowledgments that Cyprian's views of papal authority are not consistent with this claim of the RCC.

a. It is noted that Cyprian "undoubtedly entertained exaggerated views as to the independence of individual bishops, which eventually led him into serious conflict with Rome."

2. "Cyprian, Saint - Cyprian returned to Carthage (early 251) and at a council of bishops in May 251 was able to regain his authority. The decision of the council was that, though no one should be totally excluded from penance, those who truly had sacrificed (the sacrificati) should be readmitted only on their deathbeds, and those who had merely accepted certificates (the libellatici) were to be readmitted after varying periods of penance. Three important principles of church discipline were thus established. First, the right and power to remit deadly sins, even that of apostasy, lay in the hands of the church; second, the final authority in disciplinary matters rested with the bishops in council as repositories of the Holy Spirit; and, third, unworthy members among the laity must be accepted in the New Israel of Christianity just as in the Old Israel of Judaism." -Britannica.com

a. NOTE: It is the second principle decided on by this council of bishops would be central to the dispute, which would develop between Cyprian and Stephen, the bishop of Rome.

3. "Cyprian, Saint - In the summer of 254 his position was tested again by a dispute with Stephen, bishop of Rome (254-257). Until then relations between the churches of Carthage and Rome had been cordial." -Britannica.com

4. Though Cyprian did affirm the centrality of the Roman bishopric as the Catholic Encyclopedia claims, he denied the authority of the Roman bishop over matters of faith outside the Roman diocese by his actions. 

a. In 254 A.D. two Spanish congregations appeal to Cyprian against a decision made by Stephen. 

b. In response to this appeal Cyprian does not affirm papal authority, but instead convenes a council to consider the matter.

c. "Cyprian, Saint - Though Cyprian may have written two drafts of an important passage concerning the primacy of the chair of Peter, he implied no acceptance of Roman jurisdictional prerogatives. When in 254 two Spanish congregations (Mérida and León) appealed to him against a decision by Stephen to restore bishops who had lapsed during the persecution, he summoned a council to consider the case. The council decided that the congregations not only had a right but a duty to separate themselves from a cleric who had committed a deadly sin such as apostasy. Cyprian wrote (Letter 67) that the Holy Spirit was no longer in such a priest and that his sacraments would lead to perdition and not salvation. The church as the "pure Bride of Christ" might be obliged to absorb a sinful laity, but a sinful priest making offerings on behalf of the people was unthinkable." -Britannica.com
d. NOTES: Two things are worth noting from this historical account.
1. Cyprian's denial that the bishop of Rome had authority on such matters. 

2. This disregard or disagreement with Rome over the bishop of Rome's authority is further strengthened by the fact that the two Spanish congregations themselves thought it appropriate to appeal to the bishop of Carthage (Cyprian) against a decree of the bishop of Rome. 
3. These facts, beg the question:
a. If Stephen, as the bishop of Rome, wielded a supreme authority that was handed down to the Church from its onset by the Apostles, how is it that a council of bishops, Cyprian the bishop of Carthage, and two Spanish congregations not only failed to acknowledge this supreme authority, but acted in opposition to it?
1. The Catholic Encyclopedia concludes regarding Cyprian, that "it is not to be denied that his views as to the right of the pope to interfere in the government of a diocese already subject to a legitimate and orthodox bishop were inadequate." 
2. In saying so, the Catholic Encyclopedia undermines their own argument by acknowledging that Cyprian does not agree that the bishop of Rome exercised supreme authority over the Church.
e. Britannica confirms:

1. "Cyprian, Saint - Within months there was an even more serious dispute with Rome. For a few years the supporters of Novatian had been active in Africa, asserting against Cyprian that no forgiveness for lapsed Christians was possible. With the recovery of Cyprian's prestige, however, their threat began to fade. Many of those whom they had baptized clamoured to be admitted to the church. Was their baptism valid or not? In Rome, Stephen, confronted by the same problem, decided that all baptism in the name of the Trinity was valid. The Africans at first were of two minds. Cyprian held three councils between the autumn of 255 and September 256. The last, at which 87 bishops were present, decided unanimously that there could be no baptism outside the church, just as there could not be faith, hope, or salvation for those outside it. A minister could not dispense what he himself did not possess, namely, the Holy Spirit. Those who had received baptism from Novatianists must be baptized anew. Behind this clash over rites lay the more fundamental question concerning the nature of the church. Though Rome emphasized the church's universal and inevitably mixed character on earth, the North Africans stressed its integrity under all circumstances. Baptism entailed total renunciation of the world and the reception of the Spirit." -Britannica.com

2. NOTES:

a. A total split between the two was not avoided on the basis of Roman authority, but by Stephen's death in 257 A.D.

b. "Cyprian, Saint - A complete breach between Rome and Carthage was averted by Stephen's death on Aug. 2, 257, and his successor, Sixtus II, was more conciliatory." -Britannica.com

5. Important questions about the RCC’s argument here

a. Are Cyprian's actions those of a man who attests to the Roman Catholic claim that the bishop of Rome held superior authority? 
b. If not, then how is it possible that the bishop of Carthage failed to understand this important Church doctrine? 
1. Unless no such doctrine existed in the early Church.
c. The Catholic Encyclopedia continues by insisting that Cyprian's "error on this point does not, however, detract from the fact that he admitted a primacy, not merely of honour but of jurisdiction." 
1. But how can this be their conclusion? 
2. How can the Catholic Encyclopedia offer these events as proof for the doctrine of the superiority of the Roman bishopric? 
a. Certainly Cyprian's belief that the bishop of Rome had no authority in the diocese of another orthodox bishop, 
b. his disrespectful words, and 
c. the actions he took to deny any supposed authority of the Roman bishop 
d. all strongly undermine the claim of the RCC that the early Church all understood the supremacy of the bishop of Rome, the bishopric of Peter.
d. The Catholic Encyclopedia attempts to redirect the evidence in their favor.
1. "The Pope - In the rebaptism controversy his language in regard to St. Stephen was bitter and intemperate. His error on this point does not, however, detract from the fact that he admitted a primacy, not merely of honour but of jurisdiction. Nor should his mistake occasion too much surprise. It is as true in the Church as in merely human institutions that the full implications of a general principle are only realized gradually. The claim to apply it in a particular case is often contested at first, though later ages may wonder that such opposition was possible." - Catholic Encyclopedia
a. The Catholic Encyclopedia fully admits that the doctrine of the papal authority was not fully understood by the Church in or before Cyprian's day, but was "only realized gradually," which in the context of their article implies this doctrine wasn't realized until AFTER Cyprian's time.  
b. Thus, instead of supporting their view, the Catholic Encyclopedia ends by having to defend their position against the very evidence that they themselves offered in the first place. 
e. Britannica.com sums up the views of Cyprian regarding papal authority confirming the conclusions implied by the history of these events in a more reasonable manner.
1. "Cyprian, Saint - Unity was expressed through the consensus of bishops, all equally possessing the Holy Spirit and sovereign in their own sees. There was no 'bishop of bishops.' The church consisted of the people united to their bishop. Schism and rebellion against the priesthood were viewed as the worst of sins. These views-associated with an uncompromising insistence on the integrity and exclusive character of the church, which are believed to have been derived from the North African theologian Tertullian -received divine sanction for most North African Christians through his martyrdom." -Britannica.com

3. CONCLUSIONS about Cyprian and Stephen

a. I is hard to see how the Catholic Encyclopedia can use Cyprian as support for the idea that the supremacy of Rome was established in the Church even during the 3rd century. 

b. If Cyprian has anything to show it is that the Roman Catholic doctrine of Roman primacy, which becomes so apparent in the 4th century was not even that well established yet, during the close of the 3rd century. 

c. This being the case, we must wonder why the Catholic Encyclopedia would bother to offer this kind of evidence? Is more sufficient proof not available? 

d. With this kind of 3rd century proof at least we can understand why they would be reluctant to begin with 1st or 2nd century documents.

Roman Catholicism (Part 5)
7. Evidence 2: Tertullian's contentions with Callistus, another bishop of Rome. (This argument is chiefly concerned with establishing that Peter was the bishop of Rome.)
a. The Catholic Encyclopedia here argues on the basis that Callistus makes a claim that could not have been made if Peter were not, in fact, the first bishop of Rome.

1. "The Pope - In the first quarter of the century (about 220) Tertullian (De Pud. 21) mentions Callistus's claim that Peter's power to forgive sins had descended in a special manner to him. Had the Roman Church been merely founded by Peter and not reckoned him as its first bishop, there could have been no ground for such a contention." - Catholic Encyclopedia

b. Problems with this RCC argument

1. Even if this incident provides evidence that Peter was the first bishop of Rome it does not therefore follow that this bishopric had all of the powers that the RCC attributes to it.

2. Additionally, are we to be persuaded of the legitimacy of Roman Catholic teaching because a 3rd century bishop of Rome claimed that Peter was the bishop of Rome?
a. It is not disputed that the 3rd century bishops of Rome claimed that they sat in the seat of Peter or that they for this reason believed that they inherited supreme authority over the Church. 

b. What is disputed is whether or not this claim is legitimately rooted in the original teachings of Jesus Christ or is simply a 3rd century Church development. 
c. This dispute is not addressed by this line of evidence, which so far has only shown that a 3rd century bishop of Rome thought himself the successor of Peter and thought this bestowed on him some special privileges.
c. The Catholic Encyclopedia point out that Tertullian does not challenge Callistus' claim that Peter was the first Bishop of Rome though it would have been useful for Tertullian to do so, thus the RCC concludes that Tertullian attests to Peter being bishop of Rome, simply by not challenging it.
1. "The Pope - Tertullian, like Firmilian, had every motive to deny the claim. Moreover, he had himself resided at Rome, and would have been well aware if the idea of a Roman episcopate of Peter had been, as is contended by its opponents, a novelty dating from the first years of the third century, supplanting the older tradition according to which Peter and Paul were co-founders, and Linus first bishop." - Catholic Encyclopedia

2. NOTES:

a. It is hard to see how Tertullian's silence equates to Roman Catholic substantiation. 

b. It simply does not follow that the absence of a challenge from a dissenting party unequivocally equals the historical establishment of an opposition's claims.
c. It also does not follow that because a 3rd century dissenter does not oppose papal claims that therefore papal authority must have been taught and understood by the 1st century Church.

d. It is entirely possible that Tertullian may well have understood that Peter was the first bishop of Rome and therefore refrained from arguing this particular point all the while disputing (as we are free to do today) that the Roman bishop position carried with it any inherent supremacy. 

d. The next Catholic Encyclopedia quote shows that while Tertullian through silence may have perhaps acknowledged Peter's bishopric over Rome, he did not in any way agree that this granted the bishops of Rome supreme authority as the RCC claims.

1. "The Pope - Tertullian's bitter polemic, "De Pudicitia" (about 220), was called forth by an exercise of papal prerogative. Pope Callistus had decided that the rigid discipline which had hitherto prevailed in many Churches must be in large measure relaxed. Tertullian, now lapsed into heresy, fiercely attacks "the peremptory edict", which "the supreme pontiff, the bishop of bishops", has sent forth. The words are intended as sarcasm: but none the less they indicate clearly the position of authority claimed by Rome. And the opposition comes, not from a Catholic bishop, but from a Montanist heretic." - Catholic Encyclopedia

2. NOTES:

a. While Tertullian is silent on the matter of Peter's being bishop of Rome, he does feel the need to comment on the bishop of Rome's claim of supremacy and primacy over the other bishops.

b. It simply does not follow that because a 3rd century heretic sarcastically disputes the authority of the bishop of Rome, that therefore the bishop of Rome actually did have supreme authority.

c. Tertullian's comments on these matters can only attest to his awareness and disagreement with the claim of the Roman bishops to supreme authority over the Church and cannot be used as proof that those bishops were legitimately given that authority by God.

e. NOTES on Tertullian and Callistus

1. It should be stressed that the only thing 3rd century writers can conclusively attest to is the beliefs of the 3rd century Church. 

2. The comments of Tertullian and Callistus only really inform us of the beliefs of the 3rd century Church. 

3. If we want to understand the beliefs and teachings of the 1st century Church we will have to examine writings from that period. Or more to the point, if we want to determine if the doctrine of the papacy originates from Jesus and his apostles in the first century, we are going to have to establish that idea from writings earlier than the third century.
8. Evidence 3: Mentions of Peter as the bishop of Rome.

a. (This is the final 3rd century evidence.)
b. "The Pope - About the same period, Hippolytus (for Lightfoot is surely right in holding him to be the author of the first part of the "Liberian Catalogue" -- "Clement of Rome", 1:259) reckons Peter in the list of Roman bishops." - Catholic Encyclopedia

c. "The Pope - We have moreover a poem, "Adversus Marcionem", written apparently at the same period, in which Peter is said to have passed on to Linus "the chair on which he himself had sat" (P.L., II 1077). These witnesses bring us to the beginning of the third century." - Catholic Encyclopedia
d. NOTES: 
1. These two references do not speak to the matter of the supremacy of the Roman bishop, but merely to Peter's holding the office of Roman bishop, and so they lend no weight to the Roman Catholic claim of papal authority.
(2nd century evidence offered in support of the papal doctrines of the RCC.)

9. REMINDER:

a. The Catholic Encyclopedia took an odd approach and instead of starting in the 1st century as one might expect, they began with the 3rd century documents because, according to them, that is when references to this doctrine become frequent. 
b. The implication of this statement is that, before the 3rd century, references to the RCC's doctrine of papal authority are hard to come by. 
c. This fits with the observations made by Britannica.com and the Columbia Encyclopedia, which both concluded that evidence for the Roman Catholic doctrine of papal authority from the first three centuries is inconclusive.
1. "Apostolic Succession - The origins of the doctrine are obscure, and the New Testament records are variously interpreted." - Britannica.com

2. "Christianity - For the first three centuries of Christianity, history is dependent on apologetic and religious writings; there are no chronicles (see patristic literature). Historians differ greatly on how far back the 4th-century picture of the church (which is quite clear) can be projected, especially respecting organization by bishops (each bishop a monarch in the church of his city), celebration of a liturgy entailing a sacrament and a sacrifice, and claims by the bishop of Rome to be head of all the churches (see papacy)." - The Columbia Encyclopedia, Sixth Edition. 2001.
3. "Papacy - There is no unequivocal evidence about the status of the pope in the earliest days of the church." - The Columbia Encyclopedia, Sixth Edition. 2001.
d. The Catholic Encyclopedia's evidence from the 3rd century was inconclusive at best, despite their claim that this time period contained frequent support for their papal doctrine, yet we find the following statement is made by the Catholic Encyclopedia regarding 2nd century evidence.

1. "The Pope - In the second century we cannot look for much evidence. With the exception of Ignatius, Polycarp, and Clement of Alexandria, all the writers whose works we possess are apologists against either Jews or pagans. In works of such a character there was no reason to refer to such a matter as Peter's Roman episcopate. Irenaeus, however, supplies us with a cogent argument." - Catholic Encyclopedia

2. NOTES: 

a. This is an RCC admission that the 2nd century does not bear much evidence supporting RCC teaching.

b. If the 3rd century evidence, which the RCC said would readily support papal authority was less than sufficient, we might suspect that 2nd and 1st century evidence will be all the more ineffective for establishing Roman Catholic claims.
10. Evidence 4: The RCC claims that the 2nd century Christian writings of Irenaeus state that Peter was bishop of Rome.

a. NOTE: Proving Peter was bishop of Rome is necessary in order to prove that Peter and the bishops of Rome had supreme authority, but proving that Peter was bishop over Rome does not prove that he or they held supreme authority over the church.

b. Historical Information on Irenaeus

1. a disciple of Polycarp, the disciple of John and bishop of Ephesus, 

2. the bishop of Lyons. 
3. lived between 120-202 A.D.
4. wrote defending Christian doctrines from heresies
5. "Irenaeus, Saint - c.125-c.202, Greek theologian, bishop of Lyons, and Father of the Church. Born in Asia Minor, he was a disciple of St. Polycarp." - The Columbia Encyclopedia, Sixth Edition. 2001.
c. The RCC’s claim

1. "The Pope - Irenaeus, however, supplies us with a cogent argument. In two passages (Adv. haer. 1:27:1, and 3:4:3) he speaks of Hyginus as ninth Bishop of Rome, thus employing an enumeration which involves the inclusion of Peter as first bishop (Lightfoot was undoubtedly wrong in supposing that there was any doubt as to the correctness of the reading in the first of these passages. In 3:4:3, the Latin version, it is true, gives 'octavus'; but the Greek text as cited by Eusebius reads enatos. Irenaeus we know visited Rome in 177. At this date, scarcely more than a century after the death of St. Peter, he may well have come in contact with men whose fathers had themselves spoken to the Apostle. The tradition thus supported must be regarded as beyond all legitimate doubt." - Catholic Encyclopedia

2. By pointing out that Irenaeus numbers Hyginus as a bishop of Rome, the Catholic Encyclopedia argues that Irenaeus therefore is indicating that Peter was the first bishop of Rome.

d. Analysis of the RCC’s Argument

1. Irenaeus himself does not anywhere ever number Peter as the first bishop in this succession of bishops of Rome.

2. It stands to reason that there must have been someone whom Irenaeus was reckoning as the first bishop of Rome, the RCC is assuming that this must have been Peter.

3. The Catholic Encyclopedia does assume this to be the case and then offers their presumption as a conclusive argument - this is merely circular reasoning and so cannot be accepted as a sound argument for the claim that Peter was the first bishop of Rome.

e. Irenaeus repeatedly identifies both Peter and Paul as founding the Church at Rome and together appointing Linus to succeed them as bishop of Rome, a point that the Catholic Encyclopedia understandably leaves out.

1. "Matthew also issued a written Gospel among the Hebrews(3) in their own dialect, while Peter and Paul were preaching at Rome, and laying the foundations of the Church. After their departure, Mark, the disciple and interpreter of Peter, did also hand down to us in writing what had been preached by Peter. Luke also, the companion of Paul, recorded in a book the Gospel preached by him. Afterwards, John, the disciple of the Lord, who also had leaned upon His breast, did himself publish a Gospel during his residence at Ephesus in Asia." - Irenaeus, CHAP. I.--THE APOSTLES DID NOT COMMENCE TO PREACH THE GOSPEL, OR TO PLACE ANYTHING ON RECORD, UNTIL THEY WERE ENDOWED WITH THE GIFTS AND POWER OF THE HOLY SPIRIT. THEY PREACHED ONE GOD ALONE, MAKER OF HEAVEN AND EARTH.

2. "Since, however, it would be very tedious, in such a volume as this, to reckon up the successions of all the Churches, we do put to confusion all those who, in whatever manner, whether by an evil self-pleasing, by vainglory, or by blindness and perverse opinion, assemble in unauthorized meetings; [we do this, I say,] by indicating that 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 successions of the bishops. For it is a matter of necessity that every Church should agree with this Church, on account of its pre- eminent authority,(3) that is, the faithful every-416 where, inasmuch as the apostolical tradition has been preserved continuously by those [faithful men] who exist everywhere." - Irenaeus, CHAP. III.--A REFUTATION OF THE HERETICS, FROM THE FACT THAT, IN THE VARIOUS CHURCHES, A PERPETUAL SUCCESSION OF BISHOPS WAS KEPT UP.

3. "3. The blessed apostles, then, having founded and built up the Church, committed into the hands of Linus the office of the episcopate." - Irenaeus, CHAP. III.--A REFUTATION OF THE HERETICS, FROM THE FACT THAT, IN THE VARIOUS CHURCHES, A PERPETUAL SUCCESSION OF BISHOPS WAS KEPT UP.

f. RCC’s response to the above statements by Irenaeus

1. The Catholic Encyclopedia argues that the reason that Irenaeus attributes the Roman Church to both Peter and Paul is because Irenaeus intends to "to lay stress on the fact that that Church inherited the teaching of both the great Apostles."
a. "The Pope - Nor is there the slightest ground for the assertion that the language of Irenaeus, 3:3:3, implies that Peter and Paul enjoyed a divided episcopate at Rome -- an arrangement utterly unknown to the Church at any period. He does, it is true, speak of the two Apostles as together handing on the episcopate to Linus. But this expression is explained by the purpose of his argument, which is to vindicate against the Gnostics the validity of the doctrine taught in the Roman Church. Hence he is naturally led to lay stress on the fact that that Church inherited the teaching of both the great Apostles. Epiphanius ("Haer." 27:6) would indeed seem to suggest the divided episcopate; but he has apparently merely misunderstood the words of Irenaeus." - Catholic Encyclopedia
2. NOTES:
a. The Catholic Encyclopedia is content to merely make conclusions about Irenaeus' writing for their reader, but avoids actually quoting him in order to demonstrate the validity of their interpretations.

b. When reading Irenaeus, the Catholic Encyclopedia simply assumes that Peter is the first Bishop, although Irenaeus does not specifically say so. 

c. And when confronted with the fact the Irenaeus repeatedly lists Peter and Paul side by side as the founders of the Roman church who together handed the bishopric to Linus, the Catholic Encyclopedia again simply makes another assumption to provide an alternate motive for Irenaeus' listing of Paul side by side with Peter. 
3. Important Questions on Irenaeus’ purpose in mentioning both Peter and Paul:
a. If Irenaeus understood Peter to hold the place of supreme authority over the Church and its doctrines, why would he feel led to stress Paul's contributions to the teachings held by the Roman Church? 

b. If Peter was the pope, by commission from Jesus Christ, and held all of the supreme authority that Roman Catholics ascribe to that position, what difference would it make that Paul contributed to the teachings of the Church at Rome? 
c. What benefit or weight could Paul possibly add to Irenaeus' argument if Peter were invested with all the supreme authority of the RCC pope?
d. ANSWERS:
1. The fact that Irenaeus felt it helpful "to lay stress on the fact that that Church inherited the teaching of both the great Apostles" at least undermines the Roman Catholic claim that Peter held superiority in the Church. 

2. If Peter indeed did hold superiority there would have been no need for Irenaeus to stress Paul's contributions in order to add weight to the authenticity of the teachings of the Roman Church. 
3. If Peter had supreme authority as the pope, then Peter himself would have been sufficient weight without Paul. 
4. Appealing to Paul in any way only undermines the exclusive sufficiency of Peter as the RCC pope.
5. The Roman Catholic view can in no way claim support for their position that Peter occupied a position of supreme authority from Irenaeus, whom they admit felt the need to stress Paul's involvement alongside Peter in forming the doctrines of the Roman Church.
4. The arguments of the Catholic Encyclopedia do not explain the other quotes from Irenaeus, which have nothing to do with establishing the authenticity or orthodoxy of the teachings exhibited in the Roman Church.
a. "Matthew also issued a written Gospel among the Hebrews(3) in their own dialect, while Peter and Paul were preaching at Rome, and laying the foundations of the Church." - Irenaeus, CHAP. I.--THE APOSTLES DID NOT COMMENCE TO PREACH THE GOSPEL, OR TO PLACE ANYTHING ON RECORD, UNTIL THEY WERE ENDOWED WITH THE GIFTS AND POWER OF THE HOLY SPIRIT. THEY PREACHED ONE GOD ALONE, MAKER OF HEAVEN AND EARTH.

1. NOTE: Irenaeus clearly held that Peter and Paul together provided the foundation of the Roman church, which effectively strips Peter from any hint of exclusive authority as the foundation stone of the Roman church.
b. "3. The blessed apostles, then, having founded and built up the Church, committed into the hands of Linus the office of the episcopate." - Irenaeus, CHAP. III.--A REFUTATION OF THE HERETICS, FROM THE FACT THAT, IN THE VARIOUS CHURCHES, A PERPETUAL SUCCESSION OF BISHOPS WAS KEPT UP.

1. The Catholic Encyclopedia acknowledges this quote, but does not provide an adequate explanation for why Irenaeus would have recorded that Peter and Paul together appointed Linus to be the bishop of Rome.

2. "The Pope - He does, it is true, speak of the two Apostles as together handing on the episcopate to Linus." - Catholic Encyclopedia

3. CONCLUSIONS on Peter and Paul in authority at Rome:

a. If Peter was truly the one and only first bishop of Rome, then for Irenaeus to describe both Peter and Paul appointing Linus to be bishop of Rome would be either a serious historical inaccuracy or a very misleading argument. 

b. It is much simpler and more natural to understand Irenaeus' words as they plainly indicate - the Roman Church was founded by Peter and Paul who together appointed Linus.

c. When interpreted reasonably and without a Roman Catholic bias, Irenaeus does not provide any support for even the initial claim that Peter alone was the first bishop of Rome.

d. there seems no objective reason to deny a dual-episcopate shared by both Peter and Paul.

4. We need not speculate that both Peter and Paul were counted as bishops of Rome.

a. Irenaeus nowhere states that Peter was a bishop. 

b. It is possible that because both men were apostles that neither would have been identified by the lesser designation or title of bishop. 

c. In fact, be the case that while Peter and Paul both lived, there was no bishop of Rome.

d. Though they indeed did found and oversee the Church at Rome, as apostles their role in the Church is more universal and would not fit as well with the title bishop, which denoted a local Church leader.

e. No need would have existed for one since these two men would have fulfilled all the duties and met all of the needs that a bishop is meant to fill.

f. Explanation of the discrepancy noted by the Catholic Encyclopedia regarding exactly which place Hyginus occupied as bishop of Rome - eighth or ninth.

1. The RCC: "The Pope - Irenaeus, however, supplies us with a cogent argument. In two passages (Adv. haer. 1:27:1, and 3:4:3) he speaks of Hyginus as ninth Bishop of Rome, thus employing an enumeration which involves the inclusion of Peter as first bishop (Lightfoot was undoubtedly wrong in supposing that there was any doubt as to the correctness of the reading in the first of these passages. In 3:4:3, the Latin version, it is true, gives 'octavus'; but the Greek text as cited by Eusebius reads enatos. Irenaeus we know visited Rome in 177. At this date, scarcely more than a century after the death of St. Peter, he may well have come in contact with men whose fathers had themselves spoken to the Apostle. The tradition thus supported must be regarded as beyond all legitimate doubt." - Catholic Encyclopedia

a. NOTE: That it is Eusebius’ citation that numbers Hyginus as “enatos” or ninth, while the Latin text of Irenaeus gives “octavus” or eighth.

2. Irenaeus (in Latin): "3. The blessed apostles, then, having founded and built up the Church, committed into the hands of Linus the office of the episcopate. Of this Linus, Paul makes mention in the Epistles to Timothy. To him succeeded Anacletus; and after him, in the third place from the apostles, Clement was allotted the bishopric…To this Clement there succeeded Evaristus. Alexander followed Evaristus; then, sixth from the apostles, Sixtus was appointed; after him, Telephorus, who was gloriously martyred; then Hyginus; after him, Pius; then after him, Anicetus. Sorer having succeeded Anicetus, Eleutherius does now, in the twelfth place from the apostles, hold the inheritance of the episcopate. In this order, and by this succession, the ecclesiastical tradition from the apostles, and the preaching of the truth, have come down to us. And this is most abundant proof that there is one and the same vivifying faith, which has been preserved in the Church from the apostles until now, and handed down in truth." - Irenaeus, CHAP. III.--A REFUTATION OF THE HERETICS, FROM THE FACT THAT, IN THE VARIOUS CHURCHES, A PERPETUAL SUCCESSION OF BISHOPS WAS KEPT UP.

3. NOTES:

a. Irenaeus uses the designation "from the apostles" in order to number the bishops of Rome. 

b. This phrase, used four times by Irenaeus, again indicates that he understood both Peter and Paul to rule the Church of Rome before Linus. 

c. Irenaeus numbers the succession of Roman bishops in this order according to their distance from the apostles Peter and Paul:

1) Linus, 

2) Anacletus, 

3) Clement, denoted by Irenaeus as “third from the apostles”

4) Evaristus, 

5) Alexander, 

6) Sixtus, denoted by Irenaeus as “sixth from the apostles”

7) Telephorus, 

8) Hyginus, 

9) Pius, 

10) Anicetus, 

11) Sorer, 

12) Eleutherius denoted by Irenaeus as “twelfth from the apostles”

4. Only if neither Peter or Paul was identified as bishop of Rome, would Linus would be counted as the first bishop of Rome, Hyginus be the eighth bishop of Rome, and the others fit their number including those actually numbered by Irenaeus (Clement – 3rd, Sixtus – 6th, Eleutherius – 12th).

5. By making Linus the first bishop of Rome, Clement the third, Sixtus the sixth, and Eleutherius the twelfth, Irenaues leaves no place for Peter as the first bishop.

6. Alternately, if one were inclined to count Linus as the second bishop of Rome following a period in which the position was first fulfilled by an Apostle or both Apostles, then and only then could Hyginus be reckoned as the ninth bishop of Rome.

7. NOTE: Nowhere does Irenaeus ascribe the first bishop of Rome to Peter, which is the critical issue.

11. Peter and Paul both over Rome indicates:

a. Since Irenaeus' words indicate that Peter and Paul shared in the founding and administration of the Church at Rome, any supremacy attributed to that Church by Irenaeus cannot be taken to indicate Peter's sole papal authority. 

b. Since Irenaeus equally credits Paul in these matters any indication of Roman primacy by Irenaeus would equally apply to Paul and Peter and not solely to Peter as the RCC contends.
12. Evidence 5: The RCC claims that Irenaeus supports the teaching of Roman primacy.
a. Having undermined the Roman Catholic argument that Irenaeus attests to Peter being the sole bishop of Rome there is little need to continue with their second claim that the Roman bishopric occupied a position supreme authority over the Church.
b. If Peter cannot be said to have been bishop of Rome and the one and only first bishop of Rome then it is impossible to argue that the bishops of Rome have supreme authority over the church through Peter.
c. The RCC’s argument:

1. "The Pope - The same century gives us the witness of St. Irenaeus -- a man who stands in the closest connexion with the age of the Apostles, since he was a disciple of St. Polycarp, who had been appointed. Bishop of Smyrna by St. John. In his work 'Adversus Haereses' (3:3:2) he brings against the Gnostic sects of his day the argument that their doctrines have no support in the Apostolic tradition faithfully preserved by the Churches, which could trace the succession of their bishops back to the Twelve. He writes: 'Because it would be too long in such a volume as this to enumerate the successions of all the churches, we point to the tradition of that very great and very ancient and universally known Church, which was founded and established at Rome, by the two most glorious Apostles, Peter and Paul: we point I say, to the tradition which this Church has from the Apostles, and to her faith proclaimed to men which comes down to our time through the succession of her bishops, and so we put to shame . . . all who assemble in unauthorized meetings. For with this Church, because of its superior authority, every Church must agree -- that is the faithful everywhere -- in communion with which Church the tradition of the Apostles has been always preserved by those who are everywhere [Ad hanc enim eoclesiam propter potentiorem principalitatem necesse est omnem convenire ecclesiam, hoc est eos qui sunt undique fideles, in qua semper ab his qui sunt undique, conservata est ea quâ est ab apostolis traditio]'. He then proceeds to enumerate the Roman succession from Linus to Eleutherius, the twelfth after the Apostles, who then occupied the see." - Catholic Encyclopedia
d. Initial notes on Irenaeus’ remarks and Matthew 16:

1. The reason Irenaeus is appealing to Rome is on the basis that it preserves the teaching of the apostles in contrast to the Gnostics who deviate from apostolic teaching. 

2. This is the main theme of Irenaeus' argument here. 
3. This perfectly confirms our analysis of Matthew 16, in which any commendation to Peter is dependent upon his own faithfulness of the previous revelations given through both John the Baptist and Andrew in John 1:29-42. 
4. Both Irenaeus and Matthew 16 strongly indicate that preservation of previous divine teaching was the basis of divine approval and authority, not any supposed Roman papal authority.
Roman Catholicism (Part 6)

13. Evidence 5: The RCC claims that Irenaeus supports the teaching of Roman primacy.
a. RCC claim: It has been argued by Roman Catholics that Irenaeus' appeal to the Roman Church constitutes evidence of the primacy of this Church's bishop. 

b. Irenaeus’ intentions:

1. Context: an argument he makes against Gnostic heretics.

2. Purpose:

a. To show Gnostic doctrine to be in error and fraudulent because the teachings of the Church can be traced directly back to the Apostles, while that of the Gnostics could not. 

b. Affirm that the beliefs and teaching of any group can be affirmed or rejected by direct comparison to the apostles themselves.

c. To trace one's doctrines back to the apostles and NOT contradicting or ignoring the very things taught by the apostles. 

d. The teaching of any group must originate with and remain in perfect, uncorrupted agreement with the teachings of the apostles. 

e. (To the extent that the RCC itself deviates from the things taught by the apostles, it too would be disproved.)

c. "1. It is within the power of all, therefore, in every Church, who may wish to see the truth, to contemplate clearly the tradition of the apostles manifested throughout the whole world; and we are in a position to reckon up those who were by the apostles instituted bishops in the Churches, and [to demonstrate] the succession of these men to our own times; those who neither taught nor knew of anything like what these [heretics] rave about. For if the apostles had known hidden mysteries, which they were in the habit of imparting to "the perfect" apart and privily from the rest, they would have delivered them especially to those to whom they were also committing the Churches themselves. For they were desirous that these men should be very perfect and blameless in all things, whom also they were leaving behind as their successors, delivering up their own place of government to these men; which men, if they discharged their functions honestly, would be a great boon [to the Church], but if they should fall away, the direst calamity.      2. Since, however, it would be very tedious, in such a volume as this, to reckon up the successions of all the Churches, we do put to confusion all those who, in whatever manner, whether by an evil self-pleasing, by vainglory, or by blindness and perverse opinion, assemble in unauthorized meetings; [we do this, I say,] by indicating that 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 successions of the bishops. For it is a matter of necessity that every Church should agree with this Church, on account of its pre- eminent authority,(3) that is, the faithful every-416 where, inasmuch as the apostolical tradition has been preserved continuously by those [faithful men] who exist everywhere.      3. The blessed apostles, then, having founded and built up the Church, committed into the hands of Linus the office of the episcopate. Of this Linus, Paul makes mention in the Epistles to Timothy. To him succeeded Anacletus; and after him, in the third place from the apostles, Clement was allotted the bishopric. This man, as he had seen the blessed apostles, and had been conversant with them, might be said to have the preaching of the apostles still echoing [in his ears], and their traditions before his eyes. Nor was he alone [in this], for there were many still remaining who had received instructions from the apostles. In the time of this Clement, no small dissension having occurred among the brethren at Corinth, the Church in Rome despatched a most powerful letter to the Corinthians, exhorting them to peace, renewing their faith, and declaring the tradition which it had lately received from the apostles, proclaiming the one God, omnipotent, the Maker of heaven and earth, the Creator of man, who brought on the deluge, and called Abraham, who led the people from the land of Egypt, spake with Moses, set forth the law, sent the prophets, and who has prepared fire for the devil and his angels. From this document, whosoever chooses to do so, may learn that He, the Father of our Lord Jesus Christ, was preached by the Churches, and may also understand the apostolical tradition of the Church, since this Epistle is of older date than these men who are now propagating falsehood, and who conjure into existence another god beyond the Creator and the Maker of all existing things. To this Clement there succeeded Evaristus. Alexander followed Evaristus; then, sixth from the apostles, Sixtus was appointed; after him, Telephorus, who was gloriously martyred; then Hyginus; after him, Pius; then after him, Anicetus. Sorer having succeeded Anicetus, Eleutherius does now, in the twelfth place from the apostles, hold the inheritance of the episcopate. In this order, and by this succession, the ecclesiastical tradition from the apostles, and the preaching of the truth, have come down to us. And this is most abundant proof that there is one and the same vivifying faith, which has been preserved in the Church from the apostles until now, and handed down in truth.      4. But Polycarp also was not only instructed by apostles, and conversed with many who had seen Christ, but was also, by apostles in Asia, appointed bishop of the Church in Smyrna, whom I also saw in my early youth, for he tarried [on earth] a very long time, and, when a very old man, gloriously and most nobly suffering martyrdom,(1) departed this life, having always taught the things which he had learned from the apostles, and which the Church has handed down, and which alone are true. To these things all the Asiatic Churches testify, as do also those men who have succeeded Polycarp down to the present time,--a man who was of much greater weight, and a more stedfast witness of truth, than Valentinus, and Marcion, and the rest of the heretics. He it was who, coming to Rome in the time of Anicetus caused many to turn away from the aforesaid heretics to the Church of God, proclaiming that he had received this one and sole truth from the apostles,--that, namely, which is handed down by the Church.(2) There are also those who heard from him that John, the disciple of the Lord, going to bathe at Ephesus, and perceiving Cerinthus within, rushed out of the bath-house without bathing, exclaiming, "Let us fly, lest even the bath-house fall down, because Cerinthus, the enemy of the truth, is within." And Polycarp himself replied to Marcion, who met him on one occasion, and said, "Dost thou know me?" "I do know thee, the first-born of Satan." Such was the horror which the apostles and their disciples had against holding even verbal communication with any corrupters of the truth; as Paul also says, "A man that is an heretic, after the first and second admonition, reject; knowing that he that is such is subverted, and sinneth, being condemned of himself."(3) There is also a very powerful(4) Epistle of Polycarp written to the Philippians, from which those who choose to do so, and are anxious about their salvation, can learn the character of his faith, and the preaching of the truth. Then, again, the Church in Ephesus, founded by Paul, and having John remaining among them permanently until the times of Trajan, is a true witness of the tradition of the apostles." - Irenaeus, CHAP. III.--A REFUTATION OF THE HERETICS, FROM THE FACT THAT, IN THE VARIOUS CHURCHES, A PERPETUAL SUCCESSION OF BISHOPS WAS KEPT UP.
d. Analysis

1. Irenaeus indicates that the Roman Church was not alone and that his appeal to the succession of Apostolic teaching was universal rather than localized and limited to the Church at Rome.

a. Irenaeus starts out with an appeal to the power inherent to every individual Church to contemplate the traditions of the Apostles, which were manifested throughout the whole world. 

b. Irenaeus notes, that all Churches were in a position to reckon those who were appointed by the Apostles to be the bishops of the Churches, not only in Rome, but throughout the world.

c. "1. It is within the power of all, therefore, in every Church, who may wish to see the truth, to contemplate clearly the tradition of the apostles manifested throughout the whole world; and we are in a position to reckon up those who were by the apostles instituted bishops in the Churches, and [to demonstrate] the succession of these men to our own times;" - Irenaeus, CHAP. III.--A REFUTATION OF THE HERETICS, FROM THE FACT THAT, IN THE VARIOUS CHURCHES, A PERPETUAL SUCCESSION OF BISHOPS WAS KEPT UP.

2. Irenaeus is here describing his understanding of Apostolic Succession.



a. It does not include the Roman Catholic notion of a supreme papal succession from Peter to the bishops of Rome. 

b. Supreme papal succession from Peter to the bishops of Rome is completely absent from Irenaeus’ discussion of Apostolic Succession. 

c. For Irenaeus, Apostolic Succession deals with all of the bishops in all the Churches succeeding from all of the Apostles.

d. Irenaeus makes the governance appointed by the Apostles to their successors conditional upon their remaining perfect and blameless in regard to the Apostolic Traditions that they passed on to them. 

e. Irenaeus also makes it possible for the apostles' successors to fall away by deviating from the apostles' own teaching. 

f. Apostolic authority in Irenaeus' mind did not include a blind and unconditional appointment to power as the Roman Catholic Church asserts.

g. "For they were desirous that these men should be very perfect and blameless in all things, whom also they were leaving behind as their successors, delivering up their own place of government to these men; which men, if they discharged their functions honestly, would be a great boon [to the Church], but if they should fall away, the direst calamity." - Irenaeus, CHAP. III.--A REFUTATION OF THE HERETICS, FROM THE FACT THAT, IN THE VARIOUS CHURCHES, A PERPETUAL SUCCESSION OF BISHOPS WAS KEPT UP.

3. Why does Irenaeus limit his discussion to only the Roman church?

a. First of all, he does not, he mentions several churches.

b. Irenaeus states that to document all of these successions of bishops would take too much time.

c. His solution is to limit his discussion only to the bishops of the Church at Rome (and a few others, which he also mentions later).

d. "2. Since, however, it would be very tedious, in such a volume as this, to reckon up the successions of all the Churches, we do put to confusion all those who, in whatever manner, whether by an evil self-pleasing, by vainglory, or by blindness and perverse opinion, assemble in unauthorized meetings; [we do this, I say,] by indicating that 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 successions of the bishops." - Irenaeus, CHAP. III.--A REFUTATION OF THE HERETICS, FROM THE FACT THAT, IN THE VARIOUS CHURCHES, A PERPETUAL SUCCESSION OF BISHOPS WAS KEPT UP.

e. CONCLUSION: 

1. Irenaeus is not arguing against the Gnostics by appealing to the supreme and singular authority held by the Roman Church as the successors of Peter. 

2. Irenaeus appeals to the legitimacy of the Roman Church because it is substantiated by both Peter and Paul as its founders and because he does not have the time to write down the arguments for the reliability of all the Churches.

4. Pre-eminent authority of the Roman Church?

a. "For it is a matter of necessity that every Church should agree with this Church, on account of its pre- eminent authority,(3) that is, the faithful every-416 where, inasmuch as the apostolical tradition has been preserved continuously by those [faithful men] who exist everywhere." - Irenaeus, CHAP. III.--A REFUTATION OF THE HERETICS, FROM THE FACT THAT, IN THE VARIOUS CHURCHES, A PERPETUAL SUCCESSION OF BISHOPS WAS KEPT UP.

b. This remark, taken out of context, has been used by Roman Catholics as evidence of a 2nd century witness to papal authority and Roman primacy. 

c. By placing this comment in its context we see that Irenaeus is doing no such thing.

d. In context:

1. It is true that the Church of Rome must have been held as having a high degree of reliability with regard to its doctrine.

2. Irenaeus credits this to:

a. The fact that the Roman church had been founded by Peter and Paul

b. not merely because it was the heir to Roman primacy as Roman Catholics contend. 

3. Irenaeus' reason that every Church should agree with the authority of Roman is that the Apostolic Tradition has been preserved everywhere in every Church, just as he stated at the beginning of his arguments.

a. In context Irenaeus is saying: "…every Church should agree with this [Roman] Church, on account of its pre- eminent authority…inasmuch as the apostolical tradition has been preserved continuously by those who exist everywhere."

4. In other words because all churches founded by the apostles should have the doctrine of the apostles, it is necessary only to trace the doctrine in one particular church. 

5. Because they are founded with the same teaching, all other churches of apostolic origin would necessarily have the same doctrine. 

6. Therefore, it is not necessary for Irenaeus to take time to trace the apostolic succession in every church, only one. 

7. So, he chooses Rome because both Peter and Paul were there. 

8. So, Irenaeus does not exhibit any support for the Roman Catholic claim of Roman primacy and supreme authority over doctrine, but instead, denies it by distributing the authority to the universal Church, rather to the local Church at Rome, using Rome only as an example of what was widely held in apostolic churches "everywhere."

5. Irenaeus' closing remarks

a. Unequivocally demonstrate the continuity of his arguments as an appeal to the Apostolic Tradition preserved in all of the Churches and not just the Church at Rome while using Rome as one example.

b. Provide additional examples of the universal and consistent teaching of the Apostles held by all the churches.

c. "4. But Polycarp also was not only instructed by apostles, and conversed with many who had seen Christ, but was also, by apostles in Asia, appointed bishop of the Church in Smyrna, whom I also saw in my early youth, for he tarried [on earth] a very long time, and, when a very old man, gloriously and most nobly suffering martyrdom,(1) departed this life, having always taught the things which he had learned from the apostles, and which the Church has handed down, and which alone are true. To these things all the Asiatic Churches testify, as do also those men who have succeeded Polycarp down to the present time,--a man who was of much greater weight, and a more stedfast witness of truth, than Valentinus, and Marcion, and the rest of the heretics. He it was who, coming to Rome in the time of Anicetus caused many to turn away from the aforesaid heretics to the Church of God, proclaiming that he had received this one and sole truth from the apostles,--that, namely, which is handed down by the Church.(2)…There is also a very powerful(4) Epistle of Polycarp written to the Philippians, from which those who choose to do so, and are anxious about their salvation, can learn the character of his faith, and the preaching of the truth." - Irenaeus, CHAP. III.--A REFUTATION OF THE HERETICS, FROM THE FACT THAT, IN THE VARIOUS CHURCHES, A PERPETUAL SUCCESSION OF BISHOPS WAS KEPT UP.

d. NOTES:

1. Besides including Paul along with Peter as the founder and father of the Church at Rome and besides making a general appeal to Apostolic Traditions preserved in all of the Churches.

2. Irenaeus concludes by making a specific appeal to the Apostolic Tradition preserved by Polycarp, the bishop of Smyrna, as handed down from John the Apostle. 

3. Besides his mention of Clement's letter to the Corinthians as he discussed the reliability of the Roman Church's teaching, he here mentions Polycarp's letter to the Philippians as an exhibition of the reliability of the Apostolic Tradition Polycarp received from John.

4. Irenaeus concludes with an appeal to the Apostolic Tradition preserved in Ephesus from both John and Paul.

a. "Then, again, the Church in Ephesus, founded by Paul, and having John remaining among them permanently until the times of Trajan, is a true witness of the tradition of the apostles. - Irenaeus, CHAP. III.--A REFUTATION OF THE HERETICS, FROM THE FACT THAT, IN THE VARIOUS CHURCHES, A PERPETUAL SUCCESSION OF BISHOPS WAS KEPT UP.

6. CONCLUSIONS on Irenaeus and Apostolic Tradition:

a. Irenaeus argument against the Gnostics is based on his appeal to the Apostolic authority possessed and exhibited by all bishops in all of the Churches NOT just Rome.

b. In total Irenaeus points to Apostolic succession thru: 

1. Paul and Peter to Clement

2. John to Polycarp in Smyrna

3. John to the bishops of Ephesus

c. In total Irenaeus points to Apostolic succession in the churches of: 

1. Rome

2. Smyrna, 

3. Ephesus, 

d. It is not an appeal to the primacy or supreme authority of the Roman Church as Roman Catholics claim. 

e. Irenaeus’ emphasis on the Roman Church is simply a matter of convenience – he doesn't have to present the Apostolic succession of all churches, he chooses instead to mention only a few whose doctrine is reliable and whose succession can quickly be traced and recognized. 

f. Rome is merely one example among a group of sufficient churches used for the sake of conserving space, but any of the others would have worked equally well according to Irenaeus.

14. Another odd argument

a. The Catholic Encyclopedia offers a contradictory reason for why the second century does not provide much evidence for Roman Papal Supremacy.

b. "The Pope - In the second century we cannot look for much evidence. With the exception of Ignatius, Polycarp, and Clement of Alexandria, all the writers whose works we possess are apologists against either Jews or pagans. In works of such a character there was no reason to refer to such a matter as Peter's Roman episcopate. Irenaeus, however, supplies us with a cogent argument." - Catholic Encyclopedia

c. RCC explanation:

1. The reason that the second century does not provide much evidence to support papal authority is chiefly because "all the writers whose works we possess are apologists against either Jews or pagans" 

2. "in works of such a character there was no reason to refer to such a matter as Peter's Roman episcopate."

d. Oddity:

1. Why would apologetic works made toward Jewish or pagan objections have "no reason to refer to…Peter's Roman episcopate?"

2. Consider this question in light of the primary and first proof that they offer from this period.

3. Immediately after claiming that 2nd century apologists would have "no reason to refer to…Peter's Roman episcopate" as an explanation for the absence of support from this period, the Catholic Encyclopedia then offers as its main evidence from this time the arguments of the apologist Irenaeus, which they claim appeal to Peter’s Roman episcopate (Roman Papal Supremacy).

4. Thus, the RCC undermines their own explaination for why the 2nd century offers little evidence supporting Roman Papal authority.

5. By citing Irenaeus the RCC argues that 2nd century apologists had ample reason to appeal to and therefore show support for Roman Papal authority – and yet these 2nd century apologists not provide such support even as the RCC recognizes.

5. The fact that 2nd century apologists do not appeal to Roman Papal authority strongly implies that no such doctrine was known to them otherwise we might have expected them to employ it in their argumentation, just as the Catholic Encyclopedia erroneously suggests Irenaeus is doing. 

6. Since, 2nd century apologists did appeal to this RCC doctrine we must assume that no such doctrine existed in the 2nd century Church.

15. A few other comments by Irenaeus bearing on the question of Peter's supposed supremacy and authority.
a. Paul and Peter are equal 
1. Irenaeus is refuting the suggestion, made by some heretics, that Paul was the only apostle who had a complete knowledge of the truth. 

2. He argues that Peter must also have had complete knowledge. 

3. By quoting Matthew 16:17, Irenaeus establishes that God also revealed truth to Peter.

a. "2. And again, the Lord replied to Philip, who wished to behold the Father, 'Have I been so long a time with you, and yet thou hast not known Me, Philip? He that sees Me, sees also the Father; and how sayest thou then, Show us the Father? For I am in the Father, and the Father in Me; and henceforth ye know Him, and have seen Him.' (3) To these men, therefore, did the Lord bear witness, that in Himself they had both known and seen the Father (and the Father is truth). To allege, then, that these men did not know the truth, is to act the part of false witnesses, and of those who have been alienated from the doctrine of Christ. For why did the Lord send the twelve apostles to the lost sheep of the house of Israel,(4) if these men did not know the truth? How also did the seventy preach, unless they had themselves previously known the truth of what was preached? Or how could Peter have been in ignorance, to whom the Lord gave testimony, that flesh and blood had not revealed to him, but the Father, who is in heaven?(5) Just, then, as 'Paul [was] an apostle, not of men, neither by man, but by Jesus Christ, and God the Father,'(6) [so with the rest;] (7) the Son indeed leading them to the Father, but the Father revealing to them the Son." - Irenaeus, CHAP. XIII--REFUTATION OF THE OPINION, THAT PAUL WAS THE ONLY APOSTLE WHO HAD KNOWLEDGE OF THE TRUTH.

4. NOTES:

a. Irenaeus argument is to show that other Apostles, besides Paul, understood the teachings of Jesus Christ, we see that Irenaeus seeks to make Peter equal with Paul. 

b. By referring the reader to Matthew 16:17, Irenaeus establishes that Peter received divine revelation from God the Father. 

c. His point is to compare Peter's experience with Paul's, wherein Paul was called by divine command and personally addressed by Jesus Christ while on the road to Damascus (Acts 9, Galatians 1:1). T

d. Irenaeus argues to establish Peter as equal with Paul and yet at no time discusses Peter's superior authority or papal commission, even when mentioning Matthew 16:17. 

e. Irenaeus is interpreting Peter receiving revelation in Matthew 16:17 in light of Paul receiving revelation and as being of the same caliber as the revelation received by Paul, making the two men equal as vessels of revelation. 

f. Irenaeus makes Peter's receiving revelation in Matthew 16:17 of no special status above the way that other apostles, such as Paul, received revelation. 

g. Irenaeus wished to refute those who demoted Peter improperly he surely would have invoked Peter's papal authority on this matter. 

h. Since he does not strongly implies that no such papal authority was known by Irenaeus. 

i. Irenaeus' mention of Matthew 16:17 in order to speak of Peter's legitimacy in the teachings of Christ occurs without any indication of the Roman Catholic interpretation that in this passage Jesus placed Peter in a position of authority over the whole Church and as the head of the Apostles. 

j. Irenaeus' failure to mention this critical Roman Catholic interpretation of Matthew 16 while discussing this very passage and Peter's validity as an Apostle of Christ plainly implies that either the Roman Catholic interpretation was not known to Irenaeus or, even if it was known to him, he did not subscribe to it.

b. Irenaeus and Matthew 16’s Petrine Superiority

1. Irenaeus refers to Jesus' remarks to Peter in Matthew 16:17 at least two other times in his writings. 

2. In neither case does Irenaeus indicate anything resembling papal authority.

3. "4. The Lord Himself, too, makes it evident who it was that suffered; for when He asked the disciples, 'Who do men say that I, the Son of man, am?'(16) and when Peter had replied, 'Thou art the Christ, the Son of the living God;' and when he had been commended by Him [in these words], 'That flesh and blood had not revealed it to him, but the Father who is in heaven,' He made it clear that He, the Son of man, is Christ the Son of the living God. 'For from that time forth,' it is said, 'He began to show to His disciples, how that He must go unto Jerusalem, 447 and suffer many things of the priests, and be rejected, and crucified, and rise again the third day.'(1) He who was acknowledged by Peter as Christ, who pronounced him blessed because the Father had revealed the Son of the living God to him, said that He must Himself suffer many things, and be crucified; and then He rebuked Peter, who imagined that He was the Christ as the generality of men supposed(2) [that the Christ should be], and was averse to the idea of His suffering, [and] said to the disciples, 'If any man will come after Me, let him deny himself, and take up his cross, and follow Me. For whosoever will save his life, shall lose it; and whosoever will lose it for My sake shall save it.'(3) For these things Christ spoke openly, He being Himself the Saviour of those who should be delivered over to death for their confession of Him, and lose their lives." - Irenaeus, CHAP. XVIII.--CONTINUATION OF THE FOREGOING ARGUMENT. PROOFS FROM THE WRITINGS OF ST. PAUL, AND FROM THE WORDS OF OUR LORD, THAT CHRIST AND JESUS CANNOT BE CONSIDERED AS DISTINCT BEINGS; NEITHER CAN IT BE ALLEGED THAT THE SON OF GOD BECAME MAN MERELY IN APPEARANCE, BUT THAT HE DID SO TRULY AND ACTUALLY. 

4. "8. Wherefore also Moses giving a type, cast his rod upon the earth,(6) in order that it, by becoming flesh, might expose and swallow up all the opposition of the Egyptians, which was lifting itself up against the pre-arranged plan of God;(7) that the Egyptians themselves might testify that it is the finger of God which works salvation for the people, and not the son of Joseph. For if He were the son of Joseph, how could He be greater than Solomon, of greater than Jonah,(8) or greater than David,(9) when He was generated from the same seed, and was a descendant of these men? And how was it that He also pronounced Peter blessed, because he acknowledged Him to be the Son of the living God?(10)" - Irenaeus, CHAP. XXI.--A VINDICATION OF THE PROPHECY IN ISAIAH (VII. 14) AGAINST THE MISINTERPRETATIONS OF THEODOTION, AQUILA, THE EBIONITES, AND THE JEWS. AUTHORITY OF THE SEPTUAGINT VERSION. ARGUMENTS IN PROOF THAT CHRIST WAS BORN OF A VIRGIN.
5. NOTES:
a. The early Church writers did discuss Matthew 16:15-19 and the need did arise to assert Peter's place as a legitimate Apostle of Christ. 

b. Yet, when discussing these matters, the Roman Catholic idea of papal authority being held by Peter is never mentioned. 

c. Though Irenaeus does note that Peter was blessed, it does not in any way follow that "blessed" means "given papal authority over the Church." 

d. The only way to interpret Irenaeus' comments on these matters in favor of the Roman Catholic position is to employ circular reasoning and biased presumptions. 

e. We must conclude that Irenaeus' failure to mention Roman papal or Peter’s authority is a strong indication that it did not exist or that he did not accept this doctrine.
16. Irenaeus makes Peter equal to not superior to the other Apostles

a. Irenaeus repeatedly places Peter side by side with Paul as an Apostle in terms of both rank and soundness of doctrine.

1. "6. Some of his disciples, too, addicting themselves(2) to the same practices, have deceived many silly women, and defiled them. They proclaim themselves as being 'perfect,' so that no one can be compared to them with respect to the immensity of their knowledge, nor even were you to mention Paul or Peter, or any other of the apostles." - Irenaeus, CHAP. XIII.--THE DECEITFUL ARTS AND NEFARIOUS PRACTICES OF MARCUS. 

2. "2. The soul, therefore, which is like that of Christ can despise those rulers who were the creators of the world, and, in like manner, receives power for accomplishing the same results. This idea has raised them to such a pitch of pride, that some of them declare themselves similar to Jesus; while others, still more mighty, maintain that they are superior to his disciples, such as Peter and Paul, and the rest of the apostles, whom they consider to be in no respect inferior to Jesus. For their souls, descending from the same sphere as his, and therefore despising in like manner the creators of the world, are deemed worthy of the same power, and again depart to the same place. But if any one shall have despised the things in this world more than he did, he thus proves himself superior to him." - Irenaeus, CHAP. XXV.--DOCTRINES OF CARPOCRATES.

17. Irenaeus does not identify Peter with the foundation rock of the Church spoken of by Jesus in Matthew 16:15-19, but he does refer to Jesus' teachings in this manner.
a. "1. WE have learned from none others the plan of our salvation, than from those through whom the Gospel has come down to us, which they did at one time proclaim in public, and, at a later period, by the will of God, handed down to us in the Scriptures, to be the ground and pillar of our faith.(2)" - Irenaeus, CHAP. I.--THE APOSTLES DID NOT COMMENCE TO PREACH THE GOSPEL, OR TO PLACE ANYTHING ON RECORD, UNTIL THEY WERE ENDOWED WITH THE GIFTS AND POWER OF THE HOLY SPIRIT. THEY PREACHED ONE GOD ALONE, MAKER OF HEAVEN AND EARTH.
18. CONCLUSIONS on Irenaeus and Roman Papal Supremacy

a. Irenaeus in no way can be said to demonstrate support for the Roman Catholic doctrine of papal authority. 

b. On the other hand, his statements when taken in context of his arguments reveal that he either was unaware of any such teaching or did not accept it as orthodox. 

c. Several arguments of his have been shown to even contradict the position of the RCC where, instead of appealing to papal authority or Roman primacy, Irenaeus attests to and appeals to the fact that Apostolic Tradition had been preserved in the universal Church and that Apostolic Succession was available in all of the Churches, of which Rome was merely one example. 

19. Summing Up and Looking Ahead:

a. The Catholic Encyclopedia next turns to the writings of Clement for support of their papal doctrines. 

b. By appealing to Clement the Catholic Encyclopedia proceeds to offer what they claim is 1st century evidence of papal authority in the Church. 

c. The RCC’s sole claim of evidence from the 2nd century involved the writings of Irenaeus, which we have shown do not lend credibility to the Roman Catholic position. 

d. Therefore, we arrive at the 1st century, non-canonical (not part of the Bible) writings of the early Church. 

e. We have now, in reverse order, examined the supposed 3rd and 2nd century evidence offered by the RCC in support of its papal doctrines and found it lacking. 

f. We have also already examined the New Testament, which comprises not only the majority of 1st century Church writings, but the authoritative writings of Church doctrine, and found that it too did not provide support for the Roman Catholic teaching on papal authority.
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