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Roman Catholicism (Part 7)

1. Introduction on Clement and his letter

a. With the First Epistle of Clement to the Corinthians we begin a very small number of works, which themselves will only make a few remarks that may be relevant to our study.

b. Clement was a bishop of Rome.
1. “Clement I, Saint – or Clement of Rome, d. A.D. 97?, pope (A.D. 88?–A.D. 97?), martyr; successor of St. Cletus. He may have known the apostles Peter and Paul and was a highly esteemed figure in the church.” – The Columbia Encyclopedia, Sixth Edition. 2001.

2. “The Pope – The first witness is St. Clement, a disciple of the Apostles, who, after Linus and Anacletus, succeeded St. Peter as the fourth in the list of popes. In his ‘Epistle to the Corinthians’, written in 95 or 96…” – Catholic Encyclopedia 

c. Clement wrote an epistle known as the First Epistle of Clement to the Corinthians, which will be the subject of the Roman Catholic appeal. 

d. This epistle was written before the year 100 A.D. 

e. (Remember, of course, that the term “pope” was not used as an exclusive reference to the bishop of Rome until the eleventh century.)

2. Evidence 6: Clement’s letter to Corinth

a. RCC argument: “The Pope – The first witness is St. Clement, a disciple of the Apostles, who, after Linus and Anacletus, succeeded St. Peter as the fourth in the list of popes. In his ‘Epistle to the Corinthians’, written in 95 or 96, he bids them receive back the bishops whom a turbulent faction among them had expelled. ‘If any man’, he says, ‘should be disobedient unto the words spoken by God through us, let them understand that they will entangle themselves in no slight transgression and danger’ (Ep. 59). Moreover, he bids them ‘render obedience unto the things written by us through the Holy Spirit’. The tone of authority which inspires the latter appears so clearly that Lightfoot did not hesitate to speak of it as ‘the first step towards papal domination (Clement 1:70).’ Thus, at the very commencement of church history, before the last survivor of the Apostles had passed away, we find a Bishop of Rome, himself a disciple of St. Peter, intervening in the affairs of another Church and claiming to settle the matter by a decision spoken under the influence of the Holy Spirit. Such a fact admits of one explanation alone. It is that in the days when the Apostolic teaching was yet fresh in men's minds the universal Church recognized in the Bishop of Rome the office of supreme head.” – Catholic Encyclopedia
b. Arguments:

1. The Catholic Encyclopedia claims Clement to be the first witness to supremacy of the Roman bishopric from the earliest times – Clement’s letter was written in 95 or 96 A.D.

2. Questions:

· Why no evidence before 95-96 AD?

· Is this single document sufficient to demonstrate the origin of this Roman Catholic teaching with Jesus Christ over six decades earlier at about 30 A.D.?

· ANSWERS: 

· Consider the lack of support in the NT and other non-canonical works…

· Even if Clement’s letter is shown to indicate papal authority it would not be sufficient to demonstrate that this was the teaching of Jesus Christ or his apostles. 

· It would remain entirely possible that this doctrine was elaborated or exaggerated by some later bishop of Rome such as Linus, Anacletus, or Clement himself in order to strengthen their power.

3. Quotes

· “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

· “The Pope – The first witness is St. Clement, a disciple of the Apostles, who, after Linus and Anacletus, succeeded St. Peter as the fourth in the list of popes. In his "Epistle to the Corinthians", written in 95 or 96.” – Catholic Encyclopedia
4. (Clement is not really making such a claim.)

5. NOTES:
· Clement certainly did succeed Linus and Anacletus as bishop of Rome.

· However, the Catholic Encyclopedia has offered no evidence that Peter was the first bishop of Rome. 
· Yet, the Catholic Encyclopedia is, nevertheless, more than willing to simply assume Peter to be the first bishop.
· The Catholic Encyclopedia insists upon referring to Clement as the fourth bishop of Rome though Irenaeus simply calls him the third from the apostles.
6. The Catholic Encyclopedia is quick to assert that Clement was “himself a disciple of Peter” BUT the New Testament, Irenaeus, and the Columbia Encyclopedia state that Clement, like Linus, was a companion of Paul and NOT Peter.

· Philippians 4:3 And I intreat thee also, true yokefellow, help those women which laboured with me in the gospel, with Clement also, and with other my fellowlabourers, whose names are in the book of life.
· “Clement, in the Bible – in Philippians, one of Paul’s coworkers. He is traditionally identified with St. Clement of Rome, the likely author of a letter written from there to the Corinthian church in c. A.D. 96.” – The Columbia Encyclopedia, Sixth Edition. 2001.
· “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.” – Irenaeus, CHAP. III.--A REFUTATION OF THE HERETICS, FROM THE FACT THAT, IN THE VARIOUS CHURCHES, A PERPETUAL SUCCESSION OF BISHOPS WAS KEPT UP
7. Why does the Catholic Encyclopedia feel comfortable insisting that Clement was “himself a disciple of Peter?” 

· By omitting Clement’s relationship to Paul when discussing Clement as a disciple of Peter, the Catholic Encyclopedia gives the mistaken impression that Clement was solely Peter’s disciple just as one would expect if Clement later succeeded Peter as pope.
· It is inappropriate and misleading to refer to Clement as a disciple of Peter ALONE since he was also a disciple of Paul, perhaps even more so since Clement was a companion of Paul’s during his ministry.
· That Paul and Peter together were the predecessors and mentors of the bishops of the Roman church including both Linus and Clement. 
8. The Catholic Encyclopedia only quotes 2 statements from Clement to prove Papal Authority.

· "If any man should be disobedient unto the words spoken by God through us, let them understand that they will entangle themselves in no slight transgression and danger." 

· "…render obedience unto the things written by us through the Holy Spirit."

9. Examining these quotes from Clement

· Does he remind the Corinthians of the primacy of Peter? No. 

· Does he remind the Corinthians that Peter was the first bishop of Rome? No. 

· Does he remind the Corinthians of his authority as the Roman bishop? No.

· Clement does:

· speak from a position of authority in telling the Corinthians to be obedient to the words spoken by God “through us” 

· tell them to be obedient to the things written “by us” through the Holy Spirit.

10. Authorities of bishops

· that Clement had some authority as a bishop in a church (in his case at Rome) 

· there is no reason to think that Clement had more or less authority than any other bishop in any other church.

· all bishops exercised authority, 

· showing that Clement was aware of his authority as a bishop is in no way equivalent to proving that Clement thought he had supreme authority above and beyond all other bishops.

11. Church congregations often appealed to the bishop of another area for instruction and decision in times of trouble:

· Cyprian, bishop of Carthage, was asked to decide some matters for church congregations in Spain – does this prove Cyprian, the bishop of Carthage was the head of the Church?

· “Cyprian, Saint – 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.” –Britannica.com

· Polycarp, bishop of Smyrna, wrote a letter to the Philippian church – does that make Polycarp the head of the Church?

· ."(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.

12. Clement’s use of the plural pronoun “us” – page 5.

· Does us refer to the bishops in all the churches or just the succession of Roman bishops (popes)?

· Does Clement’s letter treat Peter and Roman bishops with special authority or as the same as other Apostles and other bishops of other areas? NO.

· 1. Peter and Paul mentioned alongside one another as pillars – no special position is noted for Peter; Peter is not the Rock, but just a pillar.

· “But not to dwell upon ancient examples, let us come to the most recent spiritual heroes.(11) Let us take the noble examples furnished in our own generation. Through envy and jealousy, the greatest and most righteous pillars[of the Church](3) have been persecuted and put to death.(12) Let us set before our eyes the illustrious(13) apostles. Peter, through unrighteous envy, endured not one or two, but numerous labours and when he had at length suffered martyrdom, departed to the place of glory due to him. Owing to envy, Paul also obtained the reward of patient endurance, after being seven times thrown into captivity,(14) compelled(15) to flee, and stoned.” – Clement, First Epistle to the Corinthians, CHAP. V.--NO LESS EVILS HAVE ARISEN FROM THE SAME SOURCE IN THE MOST RECENT TIMES. THE MARTYRDOM OF PETER AND PAUL.

· 2. Clement discussing how the apostles appointed bishops to succeed them. 

· Clement does not identify Peter or the Roman bishops as being in a place of pre-eminent authority

· Clement only broadly mentions the Apostles together as a group as well as those they appointed as bishops and deacons.

· “The apostles have preached the Gospel to us from(4) the Lord Jesus Christ; Jesus Christ [has done so from(4) God. Christ therefore was sent forth by God, and the apostles by Christ. Both these appointments,(5) then, were made in an orderly way, according to the will of God. Having therefore received their orders, and being fully assured by the resurrection of our Lord Jesus Christ, and established(6) in the word of God, with full assurance of the Holy Ghost, they went forth proclaiming that the kingdom of God was at hand. And thus preaching through countries and cities, they appointed the first-fruits [of their labours], having first proved them by the Spirit,(7) to be bishops and deacons of those who should afterwards believe. Nor was this any new thing, since indeed many ages before it was written concerning bishops and deacons. For thus saith the Scripture(8) a certain place, "I will appoint their bishops s in righteousness, and their deacons(9) in faith."(10) – Clement, First Epistle to the Corinthians, CHAP. XLII.--THE ORDER OF MINISTERS IN THE CHURCH.

· 3. Clement indicates that the church of Corinth consulted the church of Rome on some matter
· Clement notes that this request was directed not to him singularly as the head of the Church and bishop of Rome, but was directed to what Clement again refers to with the plural pronouns “we” and “us.”
· “THE Church of God which sojourns at Rome, to the Church of God sojourning at Corinth, to them that are called and sanctified by the will of God, through our Lord Jesus Christ: Grace unto you, and peace, from Almighty God through Jesus Christ, be multiplied. Owing, dear brethren, to the sudden and successive calamitous events which have happened to ourselves, we feel that we have been somewhat tardy in turning our attention to the points respecting which you consulted us.” – Clement, First Epistle to the Corinthians, CHAP CHAP. I.--THE SALUTATION. PRAISE OF THE CORINTHIANS BEFORE THE BREAKING FORTH OF SCHISM AMONG THEM.
· 4. CONCLUSIONS on “us”

· 1. As the bishop of the Roman Church, Clement was writing the Corinthian Church concerning a matter that the Church at Corinth had consulted them (the entire Roman Church) about.

· 2. Clement tells the Corinthians to obey “the things written by us.” 

· 3. The “us” to whom Clement is referring is the same “us” to whom the Corinthians had addressed their consultation. It is the elders of the Roman Church along with Clement. 

· 4. Clement is speaking as the head of the local body of elders at Rome, as the bishop of Rome, not the head of the universal church, the bishop of bishops. 

· 5. And again, this is very similar to the situation in which two Spanish congregations wrote seeking instruction and decision from Cyprian the bishop of Carthage.

13. Clement rebukes the Corinthians in the same way that Paul did for their tendency to esteem one Apostle above another as Roman Catholics esteem Peter (Cephas) above the other Apostles and early Church leaders.
· “Take up the epistle of the blessed Apostle Paul. What did he write to you at the time when the Gospel first began to be preached?(2) Truly, under the inspiration(3) of the Spirit, he wrote to you concerning himself, and Cephas, and Apollos,(4) because even then parties(5) had been formed among you. But that inclination for one above another entailed less guilt upon you, inasmuch as your partialities were then shown towards apostles, already of high reputation, and towards a man whom they had approved…” – Clement, First Epistle to the Corinthians, CHAP. XLVII.--YOUR RECENT DISCORD IS WORSE THAN THE FORMER WHICH TOOK PLACE IN THE TIMES OF PAUL.
14. Irenaeus mentions this letter of Clement to the Corinthians in his own writing.

· He places no special emphasis on Clement’s letter as an exercise of papal authority or Roman supremacy.

· He mentions Clement’s letter as well as Polycarp, bishop of Smyrna’s letter to the Philippians.

· Both letters are offered side by side as evidence of the succession of Apostolic teaching in the universal Church.

· Irenaeus reckons Clement’s epistle to the Corinthians as being a work of the Church at Rome and not just of Clement – thus explaining the use of the pronouns “us” and “we.”
· “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.” – Irenaeus, CHAP. III.--A REFUTATION OF THE HERETICS, FROM THE FACT THAT, IN THE VARIOUS CHURCHES, A PERPETUAL SUCCESSION OF BISHOPS WAS KEPT UP.

· “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…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.

15. CONCLUSIONS on Clement’s letter

· The epistle of Clement to the Corinthians, which the Catholic Encyclopedia refers to as the first witness of Roman papal supremacy offers no support of Roman papal supremacy over the Church.

3. Evidence 7 (and 8): Two more 2nd century appeals: a) Ignatius’ letter to the Church in Rome (107 AD) and b) Victor, bishop of Rome (189-198 AD)

a. NOTE: The reversal of chronology back to the 2nd century.

b. Ignatius’ letter to the Church in Rome (107 AD)

· 1. Ignatius was a disciple of John the Apostle

· 2. Ignatius lived between 30-107 AD

· 3. Ignatius was the bishop of Antioch

· 4. “Ignatius of Antioch, Saint – d. c.107, bishop of Antioch and Christian martyr, called Theophorus [Gr.,= God-bearer]. He was probably a convert and a disciple of St. John the Evangelist. On his way to Rome to be martyred by the wild beasts of the amphitheater, he wrote the important letters to the churches in Rome and in Asia Minor, and to St. Polycarp. The seven epistles are an invaluable testimony to the beliefs and internal organization of the early Christians.” – The Columbia Encyclopedia, Sixth Edition. 2001.

· 5. RCC arguments

· “The Pope – A few years later (about 107) St. Ignatius of Antioch, in the opening of his letter to the Roman Church, refers to its presiding over all other Churches. He addresses it as ‘presiding over the brotherhood of love [prokathemene tes agapes] The expression, as Funk rightly notes, is grammatically incompatible with the translation advocated by some non-Catholic writers, ‘pre-eminent in works of love.’” – Catholic Encyclopedia

· NOTES: The RCC doesn’t quote the actual letter. 

· 6. Questions about the RCC position

· A. If the bishop of Rome is supreme, why is the bishop of Antioch writing to instruct and administrate oversight to the church of Rome?

· 1. Bishops of different regions at times would lend a hand to the oversight of churches in other areas – as we saw with Clement, Polycarp, and Cyprian.

· 2. Ignatius, the bishop of Antioch, is here giving oversight to the church of Rome.

· 3. Ignatius’ letter demonstrates that the church of Rome was not under a supreme bishop because if it were, then it would not be in need of pastoral instruction from a bishop of a lesser authority, such as Antioch.

· 7. Ignatius’ quote in context

· A. “Ignatius, who is also called Theophorus, to the Church which has obtained mercy, through the majesty of the Most High Father, and Jesus Christ, His only-begotten Son; the Church which is beloved and enlightened by the will of Him that willeth all things which are according to the love of Jesus Christ our God, which also presides in the place of the report of the Romans, worthy of God, worthy of honour, worthy of the highest happiness, worthy of praise, worthy of obtaining her every desire, worthy of being deemed holy,(2) and which presides over love, is named from Christ, and from the Father, which I also salute in the name of Jesus Christ, the San of the Father: to those who are united, both according to the flesh and spirit, to every one of His commandments; who are filled inseparably with the grace of God, and are purified from every strange taint, [I wish] abundance of happiness unblameably, in Jesus Christ our God. – The Epistle of Ignatius to the Romans
· B. Analysis of a long introductory sentence.

· 1. Ignatius is writing this epistle to the church of Rome. 
· 2. , Ignatius is not speaking of things in which the Roman church is unique from other churches.
· A. Ignatius begins with the phrase “to the Church which has obtained mercy.” 
· Is the Roman church the only church which has obtained mercy? NO.
· B. Ignatius calls the Roman church, “the Church which is beloved and enlightened by the will of Him that willeth all things.” 
· Is the church of Rome the only church which was beloved by God? NO.
· C. Critical quote: Ignatius’ describes the Church of Rome as “presiding over love” or even “presiding over the brotherhood of love.” 
· Is this meant to be unique of Rome to the exclusion of the other churches? NO.
· 3. Who/where/what does the Church preside over?
· A. The Roman Church does  NOT preside over the UNIVERSAL church or the whole world, nor does it preside over DOCTRINE of the church. 
· B. The Roman Church “presides in the place of the report of the Romans”
· C. The Roman Church “presides over love”
· 4. NOTE that it is the church and not the bishop of the church, which Ignatius says “presides” – no place of authority is given to the bishop alone. 
· (Thus Clement wrote of “us,” the entire Roman Church, and not just of himself, its bishop.)
· 5. “which also presides in the place of the report of the Romans”
· A. the word “also” is meant as “in addition” to the other 2 “which’s.”
· B. “which has obtained mercy,” “which is beloved,” and “which also presides in Rome.” 
· 6. Does “preside” equal supreme authority over?

· A. At the Council of Nicaea it was the Roman Emperor Constantine who presided over the affairs of the meeting.

· B. The bishop of Rome was not even present and is merely said to have sent to representatives in his place.

· C. “Nicaea, Council of – (325), the first ecumenical council of the Christian church, meeting in ancient Nicaea (now Iznik, Tur.). It was called by the emperor Constantine I, an unbaptized catechumen, or neophyte, who presided over the opening session and took part in the discussions. He hoped a general council of the church would solve the problem created in the Eastern church by Arianism, a heresy first proposed by Arius of Alexandria that affirmed that Christ is not divine but a created being. Pope Sylvester I did not attend the council but was represented by legates.” – Britannica.com

· D. Catch-22 

· If presides indicates “held supreme authority over” then Constantine demonstrates that the bishop of Rome, Sylvester, had no supreme authority over the Church as late as 325 AD.

· 7. CONCLUSIONS:
· Ignatius is simply affirming that the Roman church has authority and presides over the Christians in the region of Rome.
· 8. Relevant comments from Ignatius’ other letters

· A. Ignatius indicates that both Peter and Paul laid the foundations for the Church.
· “This was first fulfilled in Syria; for "the disciples were called Christians at Antioch,"[9] when Paul and Peter were laying the foundations of the Church.” – The Epistle of Ignatius, CHAP. X.--BEWARE OF JUDAIZING.

· B. No supremacy is granted to Peter

· “…though I am acquainted with these things, yet am I not therefore by any means perfect; nor am I such a disciple as Paul or Peter.” – The Epistle of Ignatius, CHAP. V.--I WILL NOT TEACH YOU PROFOUND DOCTRINES.

· “I do not, as Peter and Paul, issue commandments unto you. They were apostles.” – The Epistle of Ignatius, CHAP. IV.--ALLOW ME TO FALL A PREY TO THE WILD BEASTS.

· “I do not, like Peter and Paul, issue orders unto you. They are(6) apostles, but I am one condemned; they indeed are free, but I am a slave, even until now. But if I suffer, I shall be the freed-man of Jesus Christ, and I shall rise in Him from the dead, free. And now being in bonds, I learn to desire nothing.” – The Epistle of Ignatius, CHAP. IV.

· “Ye have been the disciples of Paul and Peter; do not lose what was committed to your trust. Keep in remembrance Euodias,(10) your deservedly-blessed pastor, into whose hands the government over you was first entrusted by the apostles. Let us not bring disgrace upon our Father. Let us prove ourselves His true-born children, and not bastards. Ye know after what manner I have acted among you. The things which, when present, I spoke to you, these same, when absent, I now write to you. "If any man love not the Lord Jesus Christ, let him be Anathema."(11) – The Epistle of Ignatius, CHAP. VII.--EXHORTATION TO CONSISTENCY OF CONDUCT.

· C. Ignatius mentions Paul along with Peter in the context of the succession of the bishops of Rome.

· “Now it occurs to me to mention, that the report is true which I heard of thee whilst thou wast at Rome with the blessed father(8) Linus, whom the deservedly-blessed Clement, a hearer of Peter and Paul, has now succeeded.” – The Epistle of Ignatius, CHAP. IV.--COMMENDATION AND EXHORTATION.

· NOTES: 

· 1. The RCC dismissed Irenaeus’ same remark as due to his refutation of the Gnostics, but Ignatius is not refuting heretics here at all.

· 2. Both Ignatius and Irenaeus confirm that both Peter and Paul appointed Linus to succeed them and to be bishop of Rome.

· D. On the office and authority of the bishop in their own area – no place of authority granted the bishop of Rome over all

· 1. “And do ye also reverence your bishop as Christ Himself, according as the blessed apostles have enjoined you. He that is within the altar is pure, wherefore also he is obedient to the bishop and presbyters: but he that is without is one that does anything apart from the bishop, the presbyters, and the deacons. Such a person is defiled in his conscience, and is worse than an infidel. For what is the bishop but one who beyond all others possesses all power and authority, so far as it is possible for a man to possess it, who according to his ability has been made an imitator of the Christ Of God?(6) And what is the presbytery but a sacred assembly, the counsellors and assessors of the bishop?” – The Epistle of Ignatius, CHAP. VII.--THE SAME CONTINUED.
· 2. “Take ye heed, then, to have but one Eucharist. For there is one flesh of our Lord Jesus Christ, and one cup to [show forth(1)] the unity of His blood; one altar; as there is one bishop, along with the presbytery and deacons, my fellow-servants: that so, whatsoever ye do, ye may do it according to [the will of] God. I have confidence of you m the Lord, that ye will be of no other mind. Wherefore I write boldly to your love, which is worthy of God, and exhort you to have but one faith, and one [kind of] preaching, and one Eucharist. For there is one flesh of the Lord Jesus Christ; and His blood which was shed for us is one; one loaf also is broken to all [the communicants], and one cup is distributed among them all: there is but one altar for the whole Church, and one bishop, with the presbytery and deacons, my fellow-servants. Since, also, there is but one unbegotten Being, God, even the Father; and one only-begotten Son, God, the Word and man; and one Comforter, the Spirit of truth; and also one preaching, and one faith, and one baptism;(2) and one Church which the holy apostles established from one end of the earth to the other by the blood of Christ, and by their own sweat and toil; it behoves you also, therefore, as "a peculiar people, and a holy nation,"(3) to perform all things with harmony in Christ.” – The Epistle of Ignatius, CHAP. IV.--HAVE BUT ONE EUCHARIST, ETC.

· 3. “Let governors be obedient to Caesar; soldiers to those that command them; deacons to the presbyters, as 82 to high-priests; the presbyters, and deacons, and the rest of the clergy, together with all the people, and the soldiers, and the governors, and Caesar [himself], to the bishop; the bishop to Christ, even as Christ to the Father. And thus unity is preserved throughout.” – The Epistle of Ignatius, CHAP. IV.--HAVE BUT ONE EUCHARIST, ETC.

· E. Ignatius nowhere mentions the bishop of Rome in this letter, but in closing mentions two bishops, Polycarp and Vitalius.

· “Let your prayers be extended to the Church of Antioch, whence also I as a prisoner am being led to Rome. I salute the holy bishop Polycarp; I salute the holy bishop Vitalius, and the sacred presbytery, and my fellow-servants the deacons; in whose stead may my soul be found. Once more I bid farewell to the bishop, and to the presbyters in the Lord.” – The Epistle of Ignatius, CHAP. XIV.--FAREWELLS AND CAUTIONS.

· NOTE : This is similar to Irenaeus’ references to Clement and Polycarp.

· F. On Roman Succession

· 1. Ignatius records that Linus (1st bishop of Rome) was a disciple of Paul (not Peter) while Anacletus (2nd bishop of Rome) and Clement (3rd bishop of Rome) were disciples of Peter.

· “And what are the deacons but imitators of the angelic powers,(7) fulfilling a pure and blameless ministry unto him, as the holy Stephen did to the blessed James, Timothy and Linus to Paul, Anencletus and Clement to Peter? He, therefore, that will not yield obedience to such, must needs be one utterly without God, an impious man who despises Christ, and depreciates His appointments.” – The Epistle of Ignatius, CHAP. VII.--THE SAME CONTINUED.

· 2 Timothy 4:21 Do thy diligence to come before winter. Eubulus greeteth thee, and Pudens, and Linus, and Claudia, and all the brethren.
· 2. Contrast to the RCC’s view

· “The Church – It has been seen that Christ not only established the episcopate in the persons of the Twelve but, further, created in St. Peter the office of supreme pastor of the Church. Early Christian history tells us that before his death, he fixed his residence at Rome, and ruled the Church there as its bishop…The list of his successors in the see is known, from Linus, Anacletus, and Clement, who were the first to follow him, down to the reigning pontiff. The Church has ever seen in the occupant of the See of Rome the successor of Peter in the supreme pastorate. (See POPE.).” – Catholic Encyclopedias

Roman Catholicism (Part 8)

4. Evidence 8: Bishop Victor of Rome (189-198 AD).

a. RCC argument

· “The Pope – During the pontificate of St. Victor (189-98) we have the most explicit assertion of the supremacy of the Roman See in regard to other Churches. A difference of practice between the Churches of Asia Minor and the rest of the Christian world in regard to the day of the Paschal festival led the pope to take action. There is some ground for supposing that the Montanist heretics maintained the Asiatic (or Quartodeciman) practice to be the true one: in this case it would be undesirable that any body of Catholic Christians should appear to support them. But, under any circumstances, such a diversity in the ecclesiastical life of different countries may well have constituted a regrettable feature in the Church, whose very purpose it was to bear witness by her unity to the oneness of God (John 17:21).Victor bade the Asiatic Churches conform to the custom of the remainder of the Church, but was met with determined resistance by Polycrates of Ephesus, who claimed that their custom derived from St. John himself. Victor replied by an excommunication. St. Irenaeus, however, intervened, exhorting Victor not to cut off whole Churches on account of a point which was not a matter of faith. He assumes that the pope can exercise the power, but urges him not to do so. Similarly the resistance of the Asiatic bishops involved no denial of the supremacy of Rome. It indicates solely that the bishops believed St. Victor to be abusing his power in bidding them renounce a custom for which they had Apostolic authority. It was indeed inevitable that, as the Church spread and developed, new problems should present themselves, and that questions should arise as to whether the supreme authority could be legitimately exercised in this or that case. St. Victor, seeing that more harm than good would come from insistence, withdrew the imposed penalty.” – Catholic Encyclopedia

b. NOTES:

· 1. Pontificate

· A. note that the word “pontificate” is derived from the word “pontifex,” which was the word for the ancient priests of the Roman paganism.

· B. This word was not applied to the bishops of Rome until sometime after the Roman Empire melded with Christianity under Constantine during the early 4th century A.D.

·  “Pontifex – The immense authority of the collegium centred in the pontifex maximus, the other pontifices forming his consilium, or advising body. His functions were partly sacrificial or ritualistic, but the real power lay in the administration of the jus divinum.” – Britannica.com

· “Pontifex – The title pontifex was used of Roman Catholic bishops and pontifex maximus of the pope by the end of the 4th century. In modern usage, both terms generally refer to the pope.” – Britannica.com

· “pontifex maximus – highest priest of Roman religion and official head of the college of pontifices. As the chief administrator of religious affairs he regulated the conduct of religious ceremonies, consecrated temples and other holy places, and controlled the calendar. During the time of the empire, and until Christianity became firmly established, the emperor was designated pontifex maximus. After the supremacy of Christianity, the popes assumed the title.” – The Columbia Encyclopedia, Sixth Edition. 2001.

· 2. Dishonesty

· A. By referring to Victor’s time as the bishop of Rome with a term that we in modern times associate with the office of the pope (pontificate) the Catholic Encyclopedia irresponsibly implies that at the time of his being bishop, Victor was understood to be the pontiff, or pope.
· B. Because these terms only came into use a century or more later, it is inappropriate for the Catholic Encyclopedia to apply them in this way without informing the reader of these details. 
· C. Thus, by using the word “pontificate” to indicate the papal office the Catholic Encyclopedia assumes the very thing that they are attempting to demonstrate – that such a papal office existence in the 2nd century Church.
· 3. “the most explicit assertion of the supremacy of the Roman See in regard to other Churches”

· A. This means that what we are about to read is, in their own words, the best proof that they have available.
· B. Why does the Catholic Encyclopedia believe that Victor provides such an explicit assertion of Roman primacy? 
· 1. “Victor bade the Asiatic Churches conform to the custom of the remainder of the Church.”

· Victor does appeal on the authority of the custom of the Churches 

· Victor does not exhibit an “explicit assertion of the supremacy of the Roman See” at all, 

· Thus, Victor exhibits an assertion of the authority of that which is held by the universal Church

· NOTE: Victor’s demand, whatever its authoritative basis, was resisted by Polycrates, the bishop of Ephesus as well as the Churches of Asia Minor.

· 2. The RCC attempts to convince us that Victor exercised Roman papal supremacy, by excommunicating Polycrates.

· A. Irenaeus, in writing to ask Victor to reconsider does not deny that Victor had this power to excommunicate Polycrates.

· B. How does an acknowledgement that one bishop could excommunicate another bishop amount to Roman primacy?
· In 323, bishop Alexander of Alexandria, excommunicated Arius, the author of the Arian heresy.

· “Eusebius of Cæsarea – Alexander, Bishop of Alexandria, excommunicated Arius about the year 320.” – Catholic Encyclopedia

· Ambrose, bishop of Milan excommunicated Theodusius I in 390

· “Ambrose, Saint – 340?–397, bishop of Milan, Doctor of the Church, b. Trier, of Christian parents. Educated at Rome, he became (c.372) governor of Liguria and Aemilia—with the capital at Milan. He was highly regarded as governor and popular pressure resulted in his appointment (374) as bishop, although he was reluctant and lacked religious training…He excommunicated Theodosius I for the massacre at Salonica (390) and imposed a heavy public penance on him before reinstating him.” – The Columbia Encyclopedia, Sixth Edition. 2001.

- C. Conclusions

· bishops had the power of excommunication in the early Church.

· Irenaeus’ acknowledgement that Victor could excommunicate Polycrates does not demonstrate papal authority, it only demonstrates that bishops had the right of excommunication.

5. Remaining 1-3rd century church writings (not mentioned by the RCC)

· NOTE: All of the following writings are part of the Sacred Tradition of the RCC.

· A. Comments of Polycarp

· 1. disciple of the Apostle John, 70-156 A.D, bishop of Smyrna, friend of Ignatius, teacher of Irenaeus
· a. “Polycarp, Saint – c.A.D. 70–A.D. 156?, Greek bishop of Smyrna, Father of the Church. He was a disciple of St. John, who appointed him bishop. Thus he linked the apostles and such 2d-century Christian expositors as St. Irenaeus. St. Polycarp was a close friend of St. Ignatius of Antioch. As a very old man, Polycarp went to Rome to discuss the problem of dating Easter. He died a martyr in Smyrna. His one surviving work, the Epistle to the Philippians, has been the subject of controversy. Some scholars have maintained that the letter is really two—one written c.115, enclosing St. Ignatius’ epistles, and the other written c.135 to warn the Philippians against the teachings of Marcion. He was in his time the mainstay of Christianity in Asia Minor. Feast: Jan. 26.” – The Columbia Encyclopedia, Sixth Edition. 2001.

· 2. In his writings Polycarp does not offer much information on any supposed papal office or authority. 
· 3. Polycarp commands the Church to be obedient to the word of righteousness rather than to any supreme bishop of Rome.

· a. “I exhort you all, therefore, to yield obedience to the word of righteousness, and to exercise all patience, such as ye have seen [set] before your eyes, not only in the case of the blessed Ignatius, and Zosimus, and Rufus, but also in others among yourselves, and in Paul himself, and the rest of the apostles.” – Polycarp, CHAP. IX.--PATIENCE INCULCATED.

· B. The epistle of Barnabas

· 1. Written at about 100 A.D. 

· 2. The work is considered orthodox, but it is not known whether or not this work was written by the Apostle Barnabas.

· 3. The epistle of Barnabas indicates that Jesus granted authority to all twelve of the Apostles equally.

· a. “To these He gave authority to preach the Gospel, being twelve in number, corresponding to the twelve tribes(7) of Israel.” – The Epistle of Barnabas, 100 A.D., CHAP. VIII.--THE RED HEIFER A TYPE OF CHRIST. 

· C. Papias, 
· 1. Disciple of John the Apostle, bishop of Hierapolis, 60-130 A.D.
· “Papias – fl. A.D. 130, early Christian theologian said to have been bishop of Hieropolis and a friend of St. Polycarp. Papias’ five-volume work, Oracles; or, Explanations of the Sayings of the Lord, survives only in fragments quoted by Eusebius of Caesarea and St. Irenaeus. These are valuable sources for the history of the church.” – The Columbia Encyclopedia, Sixth Edition. 2001.

· 2. a search of his works finds no mention of Peter, Paul, Rome, or bishop.
· D. Justin Martyr
· 1. wrote two important works, Apology and Dialogue, lived between 100-165 A.D.
· “Justin Martyr, Saint – c.A.D. 100–c.A.D. 165, Christian apologist, called also Justin the Philosopher. Born in Samaria of pagan parents, he studied philosophy, and after his conversion in Ephesus to Christianity at about the age of 38, he went from place to place trying to convert men of learning by philosophical argument. He opened a school of Christian philosophy at Rome, where he and some disciples were finally martyred under Marcus Aurelius. Of his writings (in Greek), only two undisputed works remain, the Apology (with an appendix called the Second Apology) and the Dialogue. The Apology is a learned defense of Christians against charges of atheism and sedition in the Roman state; it contains an exposition of Christian ethics and invaluable records of the customs and practices of 2d-century Christianity. The Dialogue sets forth in the form of an argument with Trypho (or Tryphon) the Jew a philosophic defense of Christian beliefs, particularly with reference to Jewish writings; it has references to the Gospels that have been of much interest to students of the Bible. Feast: Apr. 14.” – The Columbia Encyclopedia, Sixth Edition. 2001.
· 2. a search of his works finds no mention of Peter, Paul, Rome, or bishop.
6. SUMMARY of written evidence

· A. We have finished examining the arguments put forth by the Catholic Encyclopedia for Scriptural and Traditional evidence of papal authority and Roman primacy. 

· B. We have examined the NT and all early Christian writings from the 1st through 3rd centuries.

· C. All these early Church documents (whether Scriptural or non-canonical) either do not mention, do not support, or contradict the RCC’s doctrine of Roman Papal authority.
· D. No solid, objective, reasonable, explicit support for these Roman Catholic teaching can be found in the 1st, 2nd, or 3rd, centuries AD
· CONCLUSIONS:
· 1. Roman Papal Authority does not originate with Jesus and His apostles. 
· 2. Roman Papal Authority does not originate in the first 2 or more hundred years after Jesus’ ascension
· 3. Roman Papal Authority originates sometime near the end of the 3rd century and early 4th century AD.
· A. “Christianity – 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.

· “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…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

· “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

7. The Fourth Century – 

· A. Roman Supremacy begins to be asserted by Rome and rejected in the rest of the Church.

· B. North Africa

· 1. During the middle and late second century with Cyprian (251 AD) and Tertullian.

· C. The Eastern Churches

· 1. Eastern rejection of Roman Primacy led to outright schism between the bishops of Rome and the Eastern Orthodox Churches.

· D. The Great Schism

· 1. The Greek or Eastern Orthodox Church

· a. Official Name: The Orthodox Catholic Church

· 2. The Roman Catholic Church

· 3. In reality we have the Greek Catholic Church and the Roman Catholic Church, or the Eastern Orthodox Church and Western Orthodox Church

· 4. History

· a. “Eastern Orthodox – The schism between the churches of the East and the West (1054) was the culmination of a gradual process of estrangement that began in the first centuries of the Christian Era and continued through the Middle Ages. Linguistic and cultural differences, as well as political events, contributed to the estrangement. From the 4th to the 11th century, Constantinople, the centre of Eastern Christianity, was also the capital of the Eastern Roman, or Byzantine, Empire, while Rome, after the barbarian invasions, fell under the influence of the Holy Roman Empire of the West, a political rival. In the West theology remained under the influence of St. Augustine of Hippo (354–430), while in the East doctrinal thought was shaped by the Greek Fathers. Theological differences could have been settled if the two areas had not simultaneously developed different concepts of church authority. The growth of Roman primacy, based on the concept of the apostolic origin of the Church of Rome, was incompatible with the Eastern idea that the importance of certain local churches—Rome, Alexandria, Antioch, and later, Constantinople—could be determined only by their numerical and political significance. For the East, the highest authority in settling doctrinal disputes was the ecumenical council.” – Britannica.com

· b. “Greek Church – The relations that grew up between Rome and the Greek Churches during the long period from the death of Constantine the Great to the end of the Iconoclast persecutions (337-843) were far from cordial. In principle East and West were united; in fact they were separated during most of that time. During those 506 years the Greek Church was in open schism with Rome during seven periods aggregating at least 248 years.” – the Catholic Encyclopedia

· 5. Cause of the Schism

· a. The defining difference between the Eastern Catholicism and Roman Catholicism is that the Eastern Catholic Church does not recognize the proclaimed supremacy of the bishop of Rome. 

· b. Roman Catholicism is alone in teaching that the bishop of Rome holds supreme authority in the Church

· c. The Greek (or Eastern) Catholic Churches hold that supreme authority resides in and is distributed among all of the local Churches.

· 1. “Eastern Orthodox – The Orthodox Church is a fellowship of “autocephalous” churches (governed by their own head bishops), with the Ecumenical Patriarch of Constantinople holding titular or honorary primacy. The number of autocephalous churches has varied in history. Today there are many: the Church of Constantinople (Istanbul), the Church of Alexandria (Egypt), the Church of Antioch (with headquarters in Damascus, Syria), and the churches of Jerusalem, Russia , Ukraine, Georgia , Serbia , Romania , Bulgaria , Cyprus, Greece , Albania, Poland, the Czech and Slovak republics, and America” – Britannica.com

· 2. “Autocephalous Churches  – in the modern usage of Eastern Orthodox canon law, church that enjoys total canonical and administrative independence and elects its own primates and bishops. The term autocephalous was used in medieval Byzantine law in its literal sense of ‘self-headed’  (Greek: autokephalos), or independent, and was applied in church law to individual dioceses that did not depend upon the authority of a provincial metropolitan. Today the Orthodox archbishopric of Mount Sinai, with the historic monastery of St. Catherine, still enjoys this privilege.” – Britannica.com

· 3. “Eastern Orthodox – The bishop is primarily the guardian of the faith and, as such, the centre of the sacramental life of the community. The Orthodox Church maintains the doctrine of apostolic succession —i.e., the idea that the ministry of the bishop must be in direct continuity with that of the Apostles of Jesus. Orthodox tradition—as expressed especially in its medieval opposition to the Roman papacy—distinguishes the office of the “Apostle” from that of the bishop, however, in that the first is viewed as a universal witness to the historic Jesus and his Resurrection, while the latter is understood in terms of the pastoral and sacramental responsibility for a local community, or church. The continuity between the two is, therefore, a continuity in faith rather than in function.” – Britannica.com
· 4. “Orthodox Eastern Church – community of Christian churches whose chief strength is in the Middle East and E Europe. Their members number over 250 million worldwide. The Orthodox agree doctrinally in accepting as ecumenical the first seven councils (see council, ecumenical) and in rejecting the jurisdiction of the bishop of Rome (the pope). This repudiation of the papal claims is the principal point dividing the Orthodox from Roman Catholics.” – The Columbia Encyclopedia, Sixth Edition. 2001.
· 5. “Greek Church – The term Orthodox Greek Church, or even simply the Orthodox Church, designates, without distinction of speech, or race, or nationality, all the existing Churches of the Byzantine Rite, separated from Rome. They claim to be a unit and to have the same body of doctrine, which they say was that of the primitive Church. As a matter of fact, the orthodoxy of these Churches is what we call heterodoxy, since it rejects the Papal Infallibility, and the Papal Supremacy, the dogma of the Immaculate Conception, that of Purgatory, etc. However, by a polite fiction, educated Catholics give them the name of Orthodox which they have usurped. The term Schismatic Greek Church is synonymous with the above; nearly everybody uses it, but it is at times inexpedient to do so, if one would avoid wounding the feelings of those whose conversion is aimed at.” – the Catholic Encyclopedia

· E. Historical Observations and Assessment

· 1. A historical trend identifiably appeared after the year 300 A.D. 

· a. Roman primacy, which has no reasonable representation prior to the 4th century, began to be asserted by the Roman bishops during the 4th century.

· 2. This doctrine had not been known or accepted prior to this time so the bishops of other regions reacted with objections to it. 

· 3. This historic rejection of Roman papal supremacy is chiefly exemplified through bishop Cyprian of Carthage and the Eastern Orthodox Churches. 

· 4. If the Roman Catholic doctrine of papal authority had been present in the Church since its inception we would expect two things. 

· a. We would expect to see that doctrine explicitly and consistently reflected in at least some of the writings of the first three centuries of the Church. 

· b. We would also expect to see a uniform acceptance and adherence to this doctrine whenever it was exercised as Church history continued.

· 5. We instead find the opposite. 

· a. The first three centuries of Christian writing contain absolutely no statements confirming the presence of this doctrine in the Church, but instead undermine even the consideration of Roman papal supremacy. 

· b. Then in the early 4th century just as this doctrine begins to be stated with frequency and in clear terms, we find a large scale, widespread reaction against its claims within the Church worldwide.

· 6. Roman Papal Supremacy did not originate with Jesus and His Apostles, but was a 4th century phenomenon.

· F. Development of the Papacy

· 1. Official Roman Catholic certification of papal authority and Roman primacy in its elaborate complexity comes from sources, which occurred many, long centuries after Jesus Christ and His Apostles lived and taught the original doctrines of Christianity.

· 2. The term pope was widely applied until the 9th or 10th centuries, after which it was reserved exclusively for the bishop of Rome.

· A. “Pope – (Latin papa, from Greek pappas, “father”), an ecclesiastical title expressing affectionate respect, formerly given, especially from the 3rd to the 5th century, to any bishop and sometimes to simple priests. The title is still used in the East for the Orthodox patriarch of Alexandria and for Orthodox priests, but, since about the 9th century, it has been reserved in the West exclusively for the bishop of Rome. (See also papacy. The article contains a list of popes and antipopes.)” – Britannica.com 

· B. “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.” – Britannica.com

· C. “Roman Catholicism – The word papacy (Latin papatia, derived from papa, “pope”; i.e., father) is of medieval origin. In its primary usage it denotes the office of the pope (of Rome) and, hence, the system of ecclesiastical and temporal government over which he directly presides.” – Britannica.com

· 3. The infallibility of the pope was officially declared in the First Vatican Council in 1870.

· A. “Infallibility – Roman Catholics hold that the infallibility of the church is vested in the pope, when he speaks ex cathedra (i.e., from the chair of Peter, as the visible head of the church) on matters of faith and morals. Definitive pronouncements resulting from an ecumenical council, when ratified by the pope, are also held to be infallible. The pope speaks ex cathedra only rarely and after long deliberation. The dogma of papal infallibility was enunciated by the First Vatican Council (1870).” – The Columbia Encyclopedia, Sixth Edition. 2001.

· 4. The Roman Catholic doctrine of the papal authority of Peter and the Roman bishops owes its acceptance primarily to three Roman Catholic popes of the 4th and 5th centuries.

· A. “Roman Catholicism – Nevertheless, in the late 4th and 5th centuries there was an increasing tendency on the part of the Roman bishops to justify scripturally and to formulate in theoretical terms the ill-defined preeminence in the universal church that had long been attached to the Roman Church and to its bishop. Thus, Damasus I, despite the existence of other churches of apostolic foundation, began to call the Roman Church ‘the apostolic see.’ About the same time the categories of the Roman law were borrowed to explicate and formulate the prerogatives of the Roman bishop. The process of theoretical elaboration reached a culmination in the views of Leo I and Gelasius I, the former understanding himself not simply as Peter's successor but also as his representative, or vicar. He was Peter's “unworthy heir,” possessing by analogy with the Roman law of inheritance the full powers Peter himself had wielded, which he interpreted as monarchical, since Peter had been endowed with the principatus over the church.” – Britannica.com 

· B. “Damasus I, Saint – born c. 304 , Rome died Dec. 11, 384 , Rome; feast day December 11 pope from Oct. 1, 366, to Dec. 11, 384. During his rule the primacy of the Roman see was asserted.” – Britannica.com

· C. “Leo I, Saint –  born 4th century , Tuscany? died November 10, 461, Rome; Western feast day November 10 ([formerly April 11]), Eastern feast day February 18 byname Leo The Great pope from 440 to 461, master exponent of papal supremacy. His pontificate—which saw the disintegration of the Roman Empire in the West and the formation in the East of theological differences that were to split Christendom—was devoted to safeguarding orthodoxy and to securing the unity of the Western church under papal supremacy.” – Britannica.com 

· D. “Gelasius I, Saint – born , probably Africa died Nov. 19, 496 , Rome; feast day November 21 pope from 492 to 496.” – Britannica.com 

8. CONCLUSIONS

· a. The foundational and defining claim of the Roman Catholic Church to possess supreme authority over the Church in matters of faith and doctrine as ascribed to the office of the pope as the successor of Peter, the first bishop of Rome DID NOT ORIGINATE
· 1. With the teachings of Jesus Christ and His Apostles

· 2. Anywhere in the first three centuries AD. 

· b. This doctrine became prominently asserted in the fourth century AD (think: 325 AD).

· c. Up Next/Remaining Questions

· 1. Why did the Roman Catholic Church and its defining doctrine Roman Papal Supremacy begin the 4th century AD?

· 2. Where did the RCC get this teaching?

Roman Catholicism (Part 9)

9. Main Questions and Answers

· A. Why did the Roman Catholic Church and its defining doctrine Roman Papal Supremacy begin the 4th century AD?

· A very significant merger occurred in the early 4th century between the Church and the Roman Empire.

· B. Where did the RCC get the teaching of Roman Papal Supremacy?

· Both the title and structure of the Roman Catholic Church are directly and clearly taken from the title and structure of the Roman imperial cult.

10. Pontiff and Pontifex Maximus

· A. One of the names that is often used to refer to the Roman Catholic pope is the title Pontiff.

· “Pope – The Annuario Pontificio (official directory of the Holy See) describes the office of the pope by the following titles: Bishop of Rome, Vicar of Jesus Christ, Successor of the Prince of the Apostles, Supreme Pontiff of the Western Church, Patriarch of the West, Primate of Italy, Archbishop and Metropolitan of the Province of Rome, Sovereign of the State of Vatican City. The title pope or papa (abbreviated PP.) is officially used only as a less solemn style.” – Britannica.com
· “Roman Catholicism – The multiplicity and variety of papal titles themselves indicate the complexity of the papal office. In the Annuario Pontificio, the official Vatican directory, the pope is described as bishop of Rome, vicar of Jesus Christ, successor of the prince of the Apostles, pontifex maximus (‘supreme pontiff’) of the universal church, patriarch of the West, primate of Italy, archbishop and metropolitan of the Roman province, sovereign of the state of Vatican City, and servant of the servants of God.” – Britannica.com

· “Pontifex – The title pontifex was used of Roman Catholic bishops and pontifex maximus of the pope by the end of the 4th century. In modern usage, both terms generally refer to the pope.” – Britannica.com

· B. The common term “pope” is used as a less official reference, the term Supreme Pontiff is an official designation.

· 1. This term is used in various forms to refer to the pope as well as things related to this office including: the Pontifex Maximus, pontificate, pontifical, Annurio Pontificio (the official Vatican directory), etc.

· 2. The term pope was not used to refer to the bishop of Rome until the 10th century

· 3. The term pontifex maximus is a title of much earlier origination.

· C. The title and concept for the Roman papal office comes directly from the pontifex maximus

· 1. Pontifex Maximus  was originally employed to refer to the high priest of the Roman paganism.

· 2. The Roman Catholic college of bishops, which rule together with the pope, but in subordination to him, and from which the popes are elected, is also directly taken from Roman paganism.

· NOTE: Peter was not elected by the 12 Apostles.

· 3. Quotes

· A. “Pontifex – (Latin: ‘bridge builder’), plural Pontifices, member of a council of priests in ancient Rome. The college, or collegium, of the pontifices was the most important Roman priesthood, being especially charged with the administration of the jus divinum (i.e., that part of the civil law that regulated the relations of the community with the deities recognized by the state), together with a general superintendence of the worship of gens and family.” – Britannica.com

· B. “Pontifex – The college existed under the monarchy, when its members were probably three in number; they may be considered as having been legal advisers of the rex in all matters of religion. Under the republic they emerge into prominence under a pontifex maximus, or supreme priest, who took over the king's duties as chief administrator of religious law. During the republican period the number of pontifices increased until by the time of Julius Caesar there were 16. Included in the collegium were also the rex sacrorum, the flamines, three assistant pontifices (minores), and the Vestal Virgins, who were all chosen by the pontifex maximus. Vacancies in the body of pontifices were originally filled by co-optation; but from the second Punic War onward the pontifex maximus was chosen by a peculiar form of popular election, and in the last age of the republic this was true for all the members. They all held office for life.” – Britannica.com 

· C. “Pontifex – The immense authority of the collegium centred in the pontifex maximus, the other pontifices forming his consilium, or advising body. His functions were partly sacrificial or ritualistic, but the real power lay in the administration of the jus divinum.” – Britannica.com

· D. “Pontifex – It is obvious that a priesthood with such functions and holding office for life must have been a great power in the state, and for the first three centuries of the republic it is probable that the pontifex maximus was in fact its most powerful member. The office might be combined with a magistracy, and, though its powers were declaratory rather than executive, it may be described as quasi-magisterial. Under the later republic it was coveted chiefly for the great dignity of the position; Julius Caesar held it for the last 20 years of his life, and Augustus took it after the death of Lepidus in 12 BC, after which it became inseparable from the office of the reigning emperor.” – Britannica.com 

· E. “pontifex maximus – highest priest of Roman religion and official head of the college of pontifices. As the chief administrator of religious affairs he regulated the conduct of religious ceremonies, consecrated temples and other holy places, and controlled the calendar. During the time of the empire, and until Christianity became firmly established, the emperor was designated pontifex maximus. After the supremacy of Christianity, the popes assumed the title.” – The Columbia Encyclopedia, Sixth Edition. 2001.

· D. The idea of the pope as the vicar of Christ is modeled after Roman imperial paganism and pontifex maximus. 

· 1. Roman Catholicism employs the term vicar of Christ to the pope. (One of the meanings of the word vicar is(
· “vicar – 1 : one serving as a substitute or agent; specifically : an administrative deputy” – Merriam-Webster's Online Dictionary

· 2. In Roman Catholic theology the pope is the representative of Jesus Christ who physically rules over the earth in the place and authority of the Lord.

· 3. This office of pontifex maximus was held by emperor Constantine.

· “Constantine the Great – For a time it seemed as if merely tolerance and equality were to prevail. Constantine showed equal favour to both religions. As pontifex maximus he watched over the heathen worship and protected its rights.” – Catholic Encyclopedia

· 4. Eusebius of Caesarea

· a. Constantine’s close associate, court theologian, and biographer, 

· b. responsible for developing the organizational structure of the RCC as well as the Roman Catholic understanding for how the Church should relate to the state.

· 1. “Christianity – Eusebius of Caesarea (c. 260–c. 340) was the court theologian of Emperor Constantine the Great, who formed the Orthodox understanding of the mutual relationship of church and state. He saw the empire and the imperial church as sharing a close bond with one another; in the centre of the Christian empire stood the figure of the Christian emperor rather than that of the spiritual head of the church.” – Britannica.com

· 2. “Christianity – Eusebius made this idea the basis of his political theology, in which the Christian emperor appears as God's representative on Earth in whom God himself ‘lets shine forth the image of his absolute power.’” – Britannica.com

· c. Eusebius modeled the Roman Catholic pontifex maximus, or pope, directly after the Roman imperial pontifex maximus, who was the vicar of Sol Invictus.

· “Christianity – Eusebius of Caesarea (c. 260–c. 340) was the court theologian of Emperor Constantine the Great, who formed the Orthodox understanding of the mutual relationship of church and state… Eusebius made this idea the basis of his political theology, in which the Christian emperor appears as God's representative on Earth in whom God himself ‘lets shine forth the image of his absolute power.’ This religious interpretation of the Christian emperor reinterpreted in the Christian sense the ancient Roman institution of the god-emperor. Some of Eusebius' remarks echo the cult of the Unconquered Sun, the Sol Invictus, who was represented by the emperor according to pagan understanding. The emperor—in this respect he also resembled the pagan god-emperor who played the role of the pontifex maximus (high priest) in the state cult—took the central position within the church as well…The Christian emperor entered not only the political but also the sacred succession of the Roman god-emperor. Next to such a figure, an independent leadership of the church could hardly develop.” – Britannica.com

· E. CONCLUSIONS

· 1. Eusebius of Ceasarea’s transformed the office of the pagan high priest, or pontifex maximus, into the office of the pope.

· 2. NOTE: The term “pope” was not used exclusively of the Bishop of Rome until the eleventh century. 

· 3. However, the Catholic Encyclopedia itself states that, “From the beginning of the fourth century the supremacy of Rome is writ large upon the page of history.” 

· 4. So, it is the Bishop of Rome – later called the pope – who is the reinvented pontifex maximus. 

· 5. The idea of the pope is not to be found in the New Testament scripture or other early Christian writing.

· 6. It is clear that the Roman Catholic papacy is directly derived from and corresponding to ancient Roman imperial paganism in title, in authority, in structure, and in function.

· 7. All of the elements of the Roman Catholic papacy can be traced directly to the Roman pagan priests or pontifices and the high priest, the pontifex maximus. 

· A. The pontifex maximus was elected from the body of pontifices. – 

· The pope is elected from the body or college of bishops.

· B. The pontifex maximus ruled for life. 

· The Pope holds his office for life.

· C. The pontifex maximus along with the college of pontifices held the authority over the administration of all religious affairs of the empire. 

· The pope, together with the bishops under his supremacy, are vested with the authority to administer all religious matters of faith and morality over the Kingdom of God on Earth, the Church.

· F. Syncretism, pure and simple

· 1. Syncretism is the incorporation of religious elements from separate religious systems into a single theological construct. 

· 2. The combining of Christianity and Roman Pagan Imperialism is a most-unparalleled occurrence of syncretism.

· 3. Instead of being the true, unadulterated Church of Jesus Christ and sole possessor of His teachings, the RCC is a highly developed blend of Christianity and Roman imperial paganism.

11. Conclusions about the Roman Catholicism and The Doctrine of Roman Papal Supremacy

· A. Remember the high level of significance that the Catholic Encyclopedia places upon this doctrine and its origin.

· B. “The Pope – The position of St. Peter after the Ascension, as shown in the Acts of the Apostles, realizes to the full the great commission bestowed upon him. He is from the first the chief of the Apostolic band -- not primus inter pares, but the undisputed head of the Church (see CHURCH, THE, III). If then Christ, as we have seen, established His Church as a society subordinated to a single supreme head, it follows from the very nature of the case that this office is perpetual, and cannot have been a mere transitory feature of ecclesiastical life. For the Church must endure to the end the very same organization which Christ established. But in an organized society it is precisely the constitution which is the essential feature. A change in constitution transforms it into a society of a different kind. If then the Church should adopt a constitution other than Christ gave it, it would no longer be His handiwork. It would no longer be the Divine kingdom established by Him. As a society it would have passed through essential modifications, and thereby would have become a human, not a Divine institution. None who believe that Christ came on earth to found a Church, an organized society destined to endure for ever, can admit the possibility of a change in the organization given to it by its Founder. The same conclusion also follows from a consideration of the end which, by Christ's declaration, the supremacy of Peter was intended to effect. He was to give the Church strength to resist her foes, so that the gates of hell should not prevail against her. The contest with the powers of evil does not belong to the Apostolic age alone. It is a permanent feature of the Church's life. Hence, throughout the centuries the office of Peter must be realized in the Church, in order that she may prevail in her age-long struggle. Thus an analysis of Christ's words shows us that the perpetuity of the office of supreme head is to be reckoned among the truths revealed in Scripture. His promise to Peter conveyed not merely a personal prerogative, but established a permanent office in the Church. And in this sense, as will appear in the next section, His words were understood by Latin and Greek Fathers alike.” – Catholic Encyclopedia

· B. In summary

· 1. The Catholic Encyclopedia states that

· a. the Church ceases to be a Divine institution and instead becomes a human institution if and when it’s organization changes away from the organization given to it by its Founder. 

· b. organizations must endure perpetually under the organization given to them by their founder without admitting the possibility of change in that organization.

· 2. The Roman Catholic Church

· a. exhibits such a significant change in the organization of the Church from that, which was instituted by Christ, by inventing a position of supreme authority in the Apostle Peter and the bishops of Rome, which perfectly mimics the Roman imperial paganism

· b. was formed by the abandonment of God’s foundational and organizational constitution and the subsequent replacement of that constitution with structures borrowed directly from Roman imperial paganism.

· 3. Conclusions

· a. The RCC is not the handiwork of Christ, but is merely a human, rather than divinely mandated institution. 

· b. The RCC cannot be the true Church of Jesus Christ, as it claims. 

· c. The RCC must be abandoned by all those who wish to remain faithful to the original teachings of Jesus Christ

· d. Jesus made the authority of the Church inherently dependent upon adherence to His own teachings, which were taught to the Church by His Apostles.
Roman Catholicism – Christian, Neoplatonic Paganism

12. Roman Catholic Contradictions

· A. The RCC contradicts and denies the teaching of the early Church contained in both the New Testament scriptures as well as in many 1st and 2nd century Christian writings, both of which the RCC claims are the inspired, inerrant Word of God.

· B. By contradicting writings which it declares are the inspired, inerrant Word of God, the RCC exhibits an inherently self-contradictory theology

· C. The RCC disqualifies itself as a God-given, authoritative source for Christian teaching.

13. Neoplatonic and Gnostic and the theology of the RCC

· A. Neoplatonic and Gnostic beliefs have also had a significant impact on the theology of the RCC. 

· B. The Neoplatonic nature of Roman Catholic theology can be traced through two main sources: 

· 1. Augustine of Hippo 

· 2. Eusebius of Caesarea

Augustine’s Neoplatonic Influence on Roman Catholic Theology
14. Augustine’s Significance

· A. It is an almost universally acknowledged fact that the first and foremost scholar of Roman Catholic and Protestant Christianity is Augustine.

· B. However, Augustine’s theology is overwhelmingly influenced by Neoplatonic paganism. 

· C. Tracing the Neoplatonic influences of Augustine

· 1. Simply start with Augustine himself, for ample evidence abounds on this matter, which we will cover momentarily. 

· 2. Take a look at the work of those writers who influenced him.

· a. The chief of these men is Ambrose, bishop of Milan.

· b. The line of influence actually starts much earlier in Alexandria Egypt with Origen.

15. Origen

· A. Origen lived and wrote between 185 and 254 A.D.

· “Origen – born c. 185, probably Alexandria, Egypt died c. 254, Tyre, Phoenicia [now S ur, Lebanon] Latin in full Oregenes Adamantius the most important theologian and biblical scholar of the early Greek church. His greatest work is the Hexapla, which is a synopsis of six versions of the Old Testament.” – Britannica.com

· B. Origen is heavily dependent upon Neoplatonic and Gnostic thought from his youth through his adult life as a Christian theologian.

· A. “Origen – Origen was born of pagan parents, according to the Neoplatonist philosopher Porphyry, but of Christian parents, according to the ecclesiastical historian Eusebius of Caesarea, whose account is probably more accurate. Eusebius stated that Origen's father, Leonides, was martyred in the persecution of 202, so that Origen had to provide for his mother and six younger brothers.” – Britannica.com

· B. “Origen – According to Porphyry, Origen attended lectures given by Ammonius Saccas, the founder of Neoplatonism. A letter of Origen mentions his ‘teacher of philosophy,’ at whose lectures he met Heraclas, who was to become his junior colleague, then his rival, and who was to end as bishop of Alexandria refusing to hold communion with him. Origen invited Heraclas to assist him with the elementary teaching at the Catechetical school, leaving himself free for advanced teaching and study. During this period (from c. 212), Origen learned Hebrew and began to compile his Hexapla.” – Britannica.com

· C. Origen is one of the first to divide Christian teaching into “essentials” and “non-essentials.” 

· 1. Teaching designated as “non-essential” is often treated as unnecessary for disciples of Christ to understand, to believe, or to have in common.

· 2. “Origen – Prior to 231 Origen wrote De principiis, an ordered statement of Christian doctrine on an ambitious scale, based on the presupposition that every Christian is committed to the rule of faith laid down by the Apostles (the Creator as God of both Old and New Testaments, the incarnation of the preexistent Lord, the Holy Spirit as one of the divine triad, the freedom of rational souls, discarnate spirits, the noneternity of the world, judgment to come) but that outside this restriction the educated believer is free to speculate.” – Britannica.com

· D. Origen put his assessment that Christian teaching was open to speculation to great use in developing his form of Christian theology.

· 1. “Origen – Origen was writing long before the conciliar definitions of Chalcedon (451) concerning the Trinity and the Person of Christ and at a period when a far larger area of doctrine could be regarded as open for discussion and argument than was the case by 400. De principiis diverged in its speculations from later standards of orthodoxy.” – Britannica.com

·  2. It also can be shown to have seriously deviated from earlier standards of orthodoxy as preserved in the NT and non-canonical works of the 1st and early 2nd century.

· E. Origen’s Neoplatonic influence can be seen throughout his works.

· 1. In Contra Celsum, Origen agrees with the Platonic presuppositions of his opponent, pagan philosopher, Celsus.

· “Origen – Origen's great vindication of Christianity against pagan attack, Contra Celsum, written (probably in 248) at Ambrose's request, survives in its entirety in one Vatican manuscript, with fragments in the Philocalia and on papyruses. Paragraph by paragraph it answers the Alethes logos (“The True Doctrine” or “Discourse”) of the 2nd-century anti-Christian philosopher Celsus and is therefore a principal source for the pagan intelligentsia's view of 2nd-century Christianity as well as a classic formulation of early Christian reply. Both protagonists agree in their basic Platonic presuppositions, but beside this agreement, serious differences are argued. Celsus' brusque dismissal of Christianity as a crude and bucolic onslaught on the religious traditions and intellectual values of classical culture provoked Origen to a sustained rejoinder in which he claimed that a philosophic mind has a right to think within a Christian framework and that the Christian faith is neither a prejudice of the unreasoning masses nor a crutch for social outcasts or nonconformists.” – Britannica.com

· F. Origen’s theology affirms notions of Gnostic transcendence of the soul through a hierarchy of levels of existence

· 1. “Origen – Origen's experience as a teacher is reflected in his continual emphasis upon a scale of spiritual apprehension. Christianity to him was a ladder of divine ascent, and the beginner must learn to mount it with the saints in a never-ceasing advance.” – Britannica.com 

· 2. “Origen and Origenism – (2) Original Equality of the Created Spirits. ‘In the beginning all intellectual natures were created equal and alike, as God had no motive for creating them otherwise’ (De princip., II, ix, 6). Their present differences arise solely from their different use of the gift of free will. The spirits created good and happy grew tired of their happiness (op. cit., I, iii, 8), and, though carelessness, fell, some more some less (I, vi, 2). Hence the hierarchy of the angels; hence also the four categories of created intellects: angels, stars (supposing, as is probable, that they are animated, ‘De princip., I, vii, 3),’ men, and demons. But their roles may be one day changed; for what free will has done, free will can undo, and the Trinity alone is essentially immutable in good.” – the Catholic Encyclopedia

· G. Origen borrows from the Neoplatonic views of the inferiority and unspiritual nature of the material world and the cyclical nature of the universe.

· 1. “Origen – The material world was created by God as a means of discipline (and its natural catastrophes such as earthquakes and plagues remind man that this world is not his ultimate destiny). Origen speculated that souls fell varying distances, some to be angels, some descending into human bodies, and the most wicked becoming devils. (Origen believed in the preexistence of souls, but not in transmigration nor in the incorporation of rational souls in animal bodies.) Redemption is a grand education by providence, restoring all souls to their original blessedness, for none, not even Satan, is so depraved and has so lost rationality and freedom as to be beyond redemption. God never coerces, though with reformative intention he may punish. His punishments are remedial; even if simple believers may need to think of them as retributive, this is pedagogic accommodation to inferior capacity, not the truth.” – Britannica.com

· 2. “Origen – Thus, redemption restores fallen souls from matter to spirit, from image to reality, a principle directly exemplified both in the sacraments and in the inspired biblical writings, in which the inward spirit is veiled under the letter of law, history, myth, and parable. The commentator's task is to penetrate the allegory, to perceive within the material body of Scripture its soul and spirit, to discover its existential reference for the individual Christian. Correct exegesis (critical interpretation) is the gift of grace to those spiritually worthy.” – Britannica.com

· 3. “Origen and Origenism – (1) Eternity of Creation Whatever exists outside of God was created by Him: the Alexandrian catechist always defended this thesis most energetically against the pagan philosophers who admitted an uncreated matter ("De princip.", II, i, 5; "In Genes.", I, 12, in Migne, XII, 48-9). But he believes that God created from eternity, for "it is absurd", he says, "to imagine the nature of God inactive, or His goodness inefficacious, or His dominion without subjects" (De princip., III, v, 3). Consequently he is forced to admit a double infinite series of worlds before and after the present world.” – the Catholic Encyclopedia
· H. Origen, the Heretic

· 1. Origen’s most costly and obvious adoption of Gnosticism and Neoplatonic ideas is his teaching that Jesus Christ and the Logos were distinct beings who were joined together.

· 2. The older orthodox view taught by Jesus and the Apostles in the NT is that Jesus Christ and the Logos (or Word of God) are one and the same single being. 

· 3. This heretical teaching of Origen’s contributed to the development of the Arian heresy 

· a. Arius, the founder of that heresy, was influenced by Origen

· b. Both Arius and Origen lived and worked in the church at Alexandria, Egypt.

· 4. “Origen – The climax of redemption is the incarnation of the preexistent Son. One soul had not fallen but had remained in adoring union with the Father. Uniting himself with this soul, the divine Logos, who is the second hypostasis (Person) of the triad of Father, Son, and Spirit (subordinate to the Father but on the divine side of the gulf between infinite Creator and finite creation), became incarnate in a body derived from the Virgin Mary. So intense was the union between Christ's soul and the Logos that it is like the union of body and soul, of white-hot iron and fire. Like all souls Christ's had free will, but the intensity of union destroyed all inclination for change, and the Logos united to himself not only soul but also body, as was apparent when Jesus was transfigured. Origen, influenced by a semi-Gnostic writing, the Acts of John, thought that Jesus' body appeared differently to different observers according to their spiritual capacities. Some saw nothing remarkable in him, others recognized in him their Lord and God. In his commentary on St. John, Origen collected titles of Christ, such as Lamb, Redeemer, Wisdom, Truth, Light, Life. Though the Father is One, the Son is many and has many grades, like rungs in a ladder of mystical ascent, steps up to the Holy of Holies, the beatific vision.” – Britannica.com

· I. Origen is one of the first to champion the allegorical interpretative method for the scriptures. 

· 1. This method is adopted by those who came after him and studied his works with affection, including both Ambrose and Augustine.

· A. “Origen – Thus, redemption restores fallen souls from matter to spirit, from image to reality, a principle directly exemplified both in the sacraments and in the inspired biblical writings, in which the inward spirit is veiled under the letter of law, history, myth, and parable. The commentator's task is to penetrate the allegory, to perceive within the material body of Scripture its soul and spirit, to discover its existential reference for the individual Christian. Correct exegesis (critical interpretation) is the gift of grace to those spiritually worthy.” – Britannica.com

· B. “Origen – In his lifetime he was often attacked, suspected of adulterating the Gospel with pagan philosophy.” – Britannica.com

· C. “Origen – The chief accusations against Origen's teaching are the following: making the Son inferior to the Father and thus being a precursor of Arianism, a 4th-century heresy that denied that the Father and the Son were of the same substance; spiritualizing away the resurrection of the body; denying hell, a morally enervating universalism; speculating about preexistent souls and world cycles; and dissolving redemptive history into timeless myth by using allegorical interpretation. None of these charges is altogether groundless.” – Britannica.com

· D. “Origen – Origen attempted to synthesize the fundamental principles of Greek philosophy, particularly those of Neoplatonism and Stoicism, with the Christianity of creed and Scripture so as to prove the Christian view of the universe to be compatible with Greek thought. Before St. Augustine, Origen was the most influential theologian in the church. His threefold plan of interpreting Scripture (literal, ethical, and allegorical) influenced subsequent exegetical works. In spite of Origen’s fame as an apologist for Christianity, there was question as to his orthodoxy. His somewhat recondite blending of pagan philosophy with Christian theology led to his condemnation by Justinian in the Monophysite controversy. There is good reason to believe that he was often the victim of misquotation and unfair interpretation.” – The Columbia Encyclopedia, Sixth Edition. 2001

· E. “Origen and Origenism – II. ORIGENISM By this term is understood not so much Origen's theology and the body of his teachings, as a certain number of doctrines, rightly or wrongly attributed to him, and which by their novelty or their danger called forth at an early period a refutation from orthodox writers. They are chiefly: Allegorism in the interpretation of Scripture, Subordination of the Divine Persons, The theory of successive trials and a final restoration. Before examining how far Origen is responsible for these theories, a word must be said of the directive principle of his theology.” – the Catholic Encyclopedia

· F. “Origen and Origenism – According to Origen, Scripture is inspired because it is the word and work of God…Since Scripture is from God, it ought to have the distinctive characteristics of the Divine works: truth, unity, and fullness. The word of God cannot possibly be untrue; hence no errors or contradictions can be admitted in Scripture (In Joan., X, iii). The author of the Scriptures being one, the Bible is less a collection of books than one and the same book (Philoc., V, iv-vii), a perfect harmonious instrument (Philoc., VI, i-ii). But the most Divine note of Scripture is its fullness: ‘There is not in the Holy Books the smallest passage (cheraia) but reflects the wisdom of God’ (Philoc., I, xxviii, cf. X, i). True there are imperfections in the Bible: antilogies, repetitions, want of continuity; but these imperfections become perfections by leading us to the allegory and the spiritual meaning (Philoc., X, i-ii).” – the Catholic Encyclopedia

· G. “Origen and Origenism – At one time Origen, starting from the Platonic trichotomy, distinguishes the body, the soul, and the spirit of Holy Scripture; at another, following a more rational terminology, he distinguishes only between the letter and the spirit.” – the Catholic Encyclopedia

· H. “Origen and Origenism – Though he warns us that these passages are the exceptions, it must be confessed that he allows too many cases in which the Scripture is not to be understood according to the letter; but, remembering his terminology, his principle is unimpeachable. The two great rules of interpretation laid sown by the Alexandria catechist, taken by themselves and independently of erroneous applications, are proof against criticism. They may be formulated thus: Scripture must be interpreted in a manner worthy of God, the author of Scripture. The corporal sense or the letter of Scripture must not be adopted, when it would entail anything impossible, absurd, or unworthy of God. The abuse arises from the application of these rules. Origen has recourse too easily to allegorism to explain purely apparent antilogies or antinomies. He considers that certain narratives or ordinances of the Bible would be unworthy of God if they had to be taken according to the letter, or if they were to be taken solely according to the letter. He justifies the allegorism by the fact that otherwise certain accounts or certain precepts now abrogated would be useless and profitless for the reader: a fact which appears to him contrary to the providence of the Divine inspirer and the dignity of Holy Writ. It will thus be seen that though the criticisms directed against his allegorical method by St. Epiphanius and St. Methodius were not groundless, yet many of the complaints arise from a misunderstanding.” – the Catholic Encyclopedia

· J. CONCLUSIONS on Origen

· 1. Origen is readily identifiable as a source of heretical ideas and pagan syncretistic tendencies

· 2. Origen’s influence on the Church comes mostly through others, like Ambrose, who were influenced by Origen before his work came into dispute. 

· 3. Like Origen himself, these men had no problem incorporating large aspects of Neoplatonic paganism into Christianity.
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