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There is nothing to suggest thnt the keys of 
the kingdom of God has any reference to 
jurisdiction, as though Pete r or his successors 
were door keepers, perpetually lotting in or 
keeping out pe ople from God's presence in Heaven. 

Tho pamphlet I spoke of deals fUlly and 
interestingly with Peter's l eade rship in the 
early dD.ys of' the Christ i nn Gospe l but when the 
writ er denls wit h the connecting link s o 
important f or modern Roman Catholic claims; 
n nrnc ly tho r e l atiotiship of PctcP t o Rome, the 
p nmphlct fnils. Only one page is devoted to 
th i s crucial po in t nnd then no eviden ce a t o.11 
i s brought f or ward. Of co11rse, the fact is 
there is n::i ev idence to bring fo r w2r d. All 
the evi den ce of th~ Bible i s against Pe t e r' s 
connection with Rome. Thus, when s t. Po t er 
wr ote his first ep i 8tlc he stated that he was 
in Babylon, where there ~ns, of cou~se, an 
importan t colc:my 0f the ,Tews; 'Jncl. so was ci. 

plnce w,:c re he would :nnti:r nl ly g:::i to -9roach 
the Gospe l s ince he wo.s esp2cially the Apostle 
to the Jews. Moreover he wrote his letter to 
churches i n a re~ote pnrt ::i f Asia M in~r, 
l"Jcnt L Jning them gc c:i ghlphic nll~r fr om :ri~'l.st tCJ 
Wes t ~s though h i o lette~ were c oni~g to thoQ 
from the Enst; which confirms his statement that 
hG wo.s in Bn.byl'.:rn whe n he V'.ll"Jte the letter. 

Othc:c import a:o t ev:l.den ce is St. Priul' s 
let-C0 r tc:i the Church at Romo, wh ich he wrote 
i:n o.b :::i1Jt 57 A. D. , tho. t i c seven yeo.rs bcf :J re 
the trnditi onal da te of Peter ' s death. In 
this l etter to the Christ i o.ns at Rome; St . Po.ul 

· sends greetings by nrune t o 28 differen t 
Christians liv i ng nt Rome. Pete r is not 
mentioned c.m:::mg these 28 9 which 1iJ:.rn.l d be 
~b s~lutcly incrcd ibl0 if ht w~c living the re 
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__ _300 yp.1rs l o.tcr 9 mn. lnt ci.in ccL 9 st::t;y·L1g thrtt _St. 
Peter h~d be en living iil Rome fr 0m o.b:Jut l.i-2 A. D. 
As I say 9 this trnditi~n is incr0d iblc ns St. 
Pnul's letter is irrcfr~ngiblc c~idcnco thnt Peter 
-:10..s n'.Jt L"lt R'.Jmc: in 57 .A. D. -ri hcn th'J. t letter '•ins 
~ ritten. Furthcr 9 three years l o t c r? i~ 60 A.D~ 9 · 

St. Paul himself visited R3mG 2c u pris 1nc r. He 
wns mat by the Christi~ns ot Rooc ~s ~anti :Jned in 
Acts 28 :15; but st. Peter is nat rncnt i :J~~6. · 
Three dnys lntcr, s~ t~e b ~~ k 8f Acts tells us 9 

Et. Pa ul cnllcd t og0ther nll the chicr :Jf tho Jen s 
at R~mc t ~ cxp~und t ~ them t he Gospel :Jf Jesus 
Christ . The nnrrativc makes cle a r tho.t these chief 
r:i cn '.J f chc .Jcv1ish _Syno.g-:Jgue g, t Rc:>mc h'ld up till then 
n..; fil'st h::tnc1 kn ::w1lcdgc: :Jt the Cht>isti n.n d:i ctrincs 9 

wh ich ·chcy et8kcd stQ P o.ul to c;_xp::)Und t o them, ond 
·1hich he cbc;s (se c Acts 28 vv 20,22~24?. r"b re::>vcr 
tt.c.;sc J ew i,sh lcnd.e :!:'G :-v.:::mi t tb 2t their kn 'Jw lc ~1gc 
of the Christian Churcn is only sec:Jnd hand nDd 
hcLtrso.y k1nwlcdge? (sec v. 2.2?. B:J th these things 
~ o uld hnvc been imp oss ible a nd incre dib le if 
2t. Peter ha.d p..J r eady visited R'.:'mc when St. Pnul 
arrived, becnusc as you will remember the Bible 
so.ys tho.t he wc..s especially the Ap.Js tlc t1 the 

. Jews, :::mc1 yet t 'ne Jews 8.t Rome k:..neVJ n :ithing of tho 
Christio.n G:Jsnel when st, Pt::tul nrr ivc d 9 S'.:l that 
plainly the iittle Chr1 st i :::i.n church at R'.:lme wns o. 
Gen tile Chur ch 9 l:n vi:og little or n c:> c ·:-i nto.ct with 
the chief men :Jf the Jewish Synagogue. M:Jreover, 
QS I say, nm:Jngst the 28 persons mentioned by name 
in St. Paul's lette r -t'.:l the Church at R')mc, St. 
peter' s name is o.bsent. 

You may 9 of course~ remember tha t recently 
a t:Jmb has been excavated under st. Peter's church 
at Rome 9 but there is n<Jthing 'Jf c ·:mrse t o identify 
this tomb with that of st. Peter. The are a abounds 
with tombs. 
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One :J f my lis tc'O c rs has kindly s e nt ·nie- ; · 
thcugl1 a.11ori;y-r11ously , a Ca tholic 'rruth Society 
pamphlet cntitlc.;d 11 St. P e ter and . his Succc.1ssors 1'. 

I have read it with great interest~ '11hc Romnn 
Ca tholin.Church places great empha sis on its 
cla im tha t St. Peter f J undcd th.e Church. at 
Rcimc and was its first bishop and that his 
authority passed on to tho bishops af Rome, now 
callcd popes, and they fI'eely designate the 
bis hopPic of Rome a s the See of St. Pe ter • . 

The Roman Ca tholic bishop~ of ~cw Sorith 
·wales have recently invited 311 who do not 
acknowledge that the Bishop of Rome h u s any ~" 
a uthority outside his cr:m diocese? to return· to 
the Sec of' Peter o.s they put it. It is . · 
rem a rkable that so imposing a supc r-str•uctu;_,.,<§ : 
and cl nim sh ould rest on so slender o. f o undntlon 
of evidence. It may not be realised by all but 
the fact is t hat the earliest histarical refe rence 
to Peter's visit to Rome is made by Dionysius 9 

Bish 'Jp of Corinth , in nbout 170 A.D. 9 at lr;ast 
100 yGars o.ftcr Pc te r' s de nth, and then he does · .. 
n:it s ny thnt peter visited Rome but only rhentfons 
Italy. The pamphlet that I was sent is n·ot · 
able to make out any real case f 'Jr st. Peter in 
connection with R:imc. Most of its pages ' deal ' 
with what n :J reader of the Bible denies, narnely -
thn c peter was gifte d in personality as n · ' 
leader amongst Jesus' Qisciples and that 'JUr 
Lo~d confirmed these gifts of God by_ giving · 

him special responsibilitic9 with regard t'J 
the beginning of the Gospel. He was one 'Jf the 
three closest companions of the Master, the 
bro the rs James and John being the other two. 

Peter is really o. nickname which Jesus 
gave to Simon the son of J 'Jhn. The word means 



'a stone' and when 9 towards the end of Jesus' 
ministry 9 in reply to Christ's question to his 
disciples ns to their opinion about Himself 9 

Peter confessed his faith in Jesus as God's 
anointed . ~nc 9 the Son of tho living God 9 J es us in 
a cknowledging the truth of this 9 s a id to Peter 
"You arc P<::tcr 9 m1d upon thi s rock I will bLJ_ild my 
church11

o It was a play on words . In the Gre ek 
the words for stone and r ock sound alike 9 Petros 
and Petra~ But to what was Jesus r ~fe rring when He 
said "You arc Petros and on this petra 9 on this 
rock 1 I will build my churc~'? The maj ority of 
the early Chri s tian Fa thers were of the opinion 
that J es us was referring to Peter's confession of 
faith in J esus as the Christ 9 the Son of the 
Living God. This se em s the mos t likely reference 
of the wo rds 'on thi s r ock will I -build rny church'~ 
f or i.t is in dee d upon f a ith in J esus as L :::ird 
th2. t t he Ch11 isti an chur ch h'.ls o.lwctys been 
f ounded and built. It i s interesting t :::i note 
tha t the Roman Ca tholic C0uncil of Trent itself 
in Sess i on 3 nlso endor sed this as the ri ght 
interpretoti~n~ namely that it i s faith in Jesus, 
which is the r 8ck on which the church is built. 

Thl::; mode r:n Ror.1.:i..:n Co.t ho1i c suggest Jon tho.t 
it is Pc ter h i mself . w h'J is the r ock t c v1 hi ch J- c; sus 
refers on which the Church i s built i s not l i ke ly 
to be c nrrc ct. As I s ny 9 it i s not the; view of 
the Coun cil of rrcnt or ~f the early Chri s ti an 
writer s. J esus added 11 1 will give t o thee the 
keys of the kingdom of Heaven". Ke ys o.re f or 
opening doors, and the prom i se to Peter of the ~ 
keys wn a fulfilled whe n God gave him the 
privilege of being the firs t t~ preach tho ,J 

Go spe l t o the Jews ~n the Dny ~ f Pentecost, o.n~ 
the first t~ p reach tbe ; Go s~el t ~ the Gcntil~s 
i n the h ) usc ::£' Co rin elj_1is ~ He openccl ttie 
\·rn·:I into ths kingdom b ) th for· Jews 2nc1 G(.; ~1t1J c s. 
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There is a further point to consider. 
Even if it is established that St . Peter visited 
Rome after these events and shortly before 
his own death, and this would not be irnpossib:le 
for Apostles were itinerant missionaries 9 

and Rome 9 the great metrOpolis of the world 9 

would be a natural centre for such a visit . 
We know that St. Paul for many years was 
anxious to visit Rone and we may ascribe 
the same anxiety 'to St . Peter 9 although as I 
say 9 no contemporary evidence survives that he 
made such a visit . But even if he were to 
have done so 9 Roman Catholic claims are not 
really advanced 9 for there is nothing to 
suggest that St. Peter was Bishop of Rome . 
Paul also was an Apostle and visited Rome 9 

tho' no-on0 claims that he was bishop there, 
or for that matter bishop anywhere else 9 for 
apostles werenit bishops but missionaries 9 

which is what their nane means. Even if it is 
conceded (in spite of the lack of evidence, 
or likelihood) that Peter was Bishop of Rome, 
it does not follow that he was infallible 
a s a leader of the Christj_an comrmn i ty. In 
this passag e St . Paul says that ·when Peter 
came to Antioch "I resisted him to the f a ce 
because he stood condemned". We know also that 
at the tiIJe of the Sixth Gc·neral Council in 
the -seventh c entur y ther e wao still nn 
concept t hat the Bishop of Rome was inf allible 9 

because tbat Council condemned Pope Honorius 
f'or teaching heresy . Wtiether Honorius taught 
it or not I leave to his defenders . but the 
fact that t h e Council and many popes that 
followed all condemned Honorius as a heretic 
shows that they were q-o_ite unaware that a 
pope was infallible . Indeed the idea is a 
novel one , first oade de fide at the first 
Vatican Council 90 years ago . 

, I 



Although every reader of the Bible readily 
recognises that Pet13r had been given by Gou natural 
gi:f'ts of leadership, 8.no that this le ade rship amongst 
the Apostles was confirmed by Christ to Peter 9 yet 
there is nothing to suggest that he was infallible. 
The evidence is all to the contrary. There is no 
contemporary evidence th.8_ t he eve1' visited Rome 

9 
let 

alone that he handed on to the bishops there his 
position as lea0e r 9 any more thaP be handed on his 
natu.ral gifts of le ade rship. As for the use o.f f-l.. 

keys in opening the door· of the kingdom of HeaveL, 
there can be no further use for them 9 for once the 
door of the Gospel has be en opened to Jew and Gentile 9 
it has r ema ined open ever since. Th~ Ro~2n Catholic 
use of St. Peter's name has a very flimsy basis. 
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