TOPIC w=MARY

Part I--~Introduction, The lmportance of the stugy of Mary,

1. The Growth of the importance of ilary.

A, In RC life, Marian year 1954. Marian Congresses as in Canada,
Consecration of nations %o Hary. Stery in Eternity child home from RCschool.
"Next to my real liyther, I love you most kyther." Who is real? Mary,
People are made to bel we have not only Heavenly Father but Heavenly li,ther also,

B. In RC theology. lilegge 1 6~17, He says devotion to Mary as great in 20C as
in 12~13t%h C which were centuries of lariolotry.

11.The Reasons for the growth.

A, Desire to reach masses, Best way is to present someone who wan sympathize,
"There is the subdued and nostalgic adoration of the drowsy child that is forever
in us, desirous of caresses and protection.," Mary fulfills this in us,
Best way to reach is to present Hary who is so human,

B, Desire for peace, We want peace., Ask X, Who has most influence on X7 Hother,
So promoting MHary aes mediatrix of man.

C. Dekire to make RC rel singudar. Orthodox can agree with lots of R‘ but
Mary draws the line.They appear to have something more than wej thus come into RC &

111.The Doctrinal Ievelopment.
Miegge p 21=22,
ions
IV, The Dootrinal Problem and ramificatiBseznity Ot 55.

A. The Heart of the Dootrine. Mother of Gods Theotokes,
lst used in 431 during controversy against Nesorian heresy at Couneil
of Ephesus, Hestorians against deity of X and schoffed that if X were God then
Magy was mother of God,Thus phrase was sort of forced on orthodoxy.
Bu® note it concerned controversy about X first and attention on Hary only later,

B, The PeRRasSSEs°8% the Dootrine,
1, Has led to dootrine of perpetual virginity.
2+ Has led to doctrine of lmmaculate Conceptions

€. The Arguments for title li ther of God.

l, Jesus is truly many so Hary truly mother,

2. Jesus is truly Godj so Hary turly mother of God.
Objection by Prots lMary only mother of human nature not of God,
Answer by RC (Bibbons).We don't say Mother of my body (and of course human parents
don't ereate the soul tho they propagate). X is indivisible person and “ary mother
of the Person Jesus X, p.167. Argumant has grounds,

D. Arguments against title.

1, Historic, History has proved that when becomes habit to think of dary as
Mother of God this leads to Mariolatry, Leads (as it has) to further ideas:
she ought to be without sin (immeec conceptn)gy if so then hody incorruptible
and fitting she assumed to heaven (1950 dogma). 1f assumed, then Queen of heaven
and worthy of every honor X is, Leads to anti-biblical doctrines.

Doesn't necessarily make title mother of God wrong but shows shouldn't become
widely used,

2, Linguistie, Never used in Bible, Douay and Confraternity wes at Lk 1243

tr lMother of my Lord, Not equivalent, 1If Hother of God then Hary would be
related to etednal deity. 1f Lord then only to humanity--the person who
came into being at the Incarnation.



Mary's relatn not to eternal deiiy but to Theanthropic pgrson,

3. Loglo?cnﬁfft on syllogism, Jesus is God; Mary mother of Jesusy therefore

Mary mother of God. _
Pake step farther, Cod is trinity, Mary is lother of God, therefore
Hary is mother of trinity. Logic is inescapabley but conel wrong.

S0 with 1st syllogism,



PartTl-~Mary in the Gospels,
1, Bvents related to the Birth of Jesus,

Hope of women to be mother of lessiah, In Hary realized and tius impt,.
One says lary tuming point of history of women,

A, The Genealogiesn,

%, Lk, Diff but not purpose to disouss whose they are., ldea that 1 Joe and 1 lary
not proposed till 1490,
l. l1dea of subordination,
Seen in Mary's legal po#ition in the genealogies,
a,Clear that Matt's ie Joe's, Hatt's intention was to show that Jesus as heir

of Abr and David fulfilled promises made to them, Pedigree quite artificial
but iatt has to stress that Joe was husband of dary to showthat as Joe recogniszed
his wife's son =x in a legal sense his own Jesus was legally the heir of David.

C.

be Seen in Luke, He doesn't mention Mary. He avoids saying Jesus is natural

son of Joe, butHe also avoids resting Jesus' claims on lary,

If Lk is genealogy of Mary nevertheless Jesus linked to grandfather Heli
thru Hary but without mentioning her name, RC generally hold Mary's geneal,
Jews said that genealogy of mother no genealogy at all,

2 » 1dea of exa ltation.

Seen in mention of 4 wowen by Matt, Tama r, 1:13; Rahab and Ruth, 1:5; Bathsheba,6,

In the history of the royal family God accepted stmangers and sinners,

The Annunciation,

Lk 1328~-highly favored. Charitoo. Only Eph 136 elsewhere, Fram analogy of
vbs ending in oo, the form in Lk 1:28 must mean endued with grace,

But no greater grace on her than on every believer today.Certainly doesn't make
her the dispemser of grace.

RC from Gibbons,175, links with fact that Mary free from sin herself,

Says she had more grace than apostles who followed, Uses 1 Cor 15341 and makes
Hary as glory of sun.

The visit to Elizabeth,

Gibbons 176, Mother of my Lord has been the basis for theotokes in later years,
Reverence is given to X and thru liary of necessity.

RC say that they are only Ch which fulfille Mary's prediction that generations
will callher blessed, RC's earn the approval of heaven by fulfilling this
prophecy of the HS, True that maybe Protestants could praise liary a little more
as they praise Rachel or Rebecca or Ruth or Esther,

Read Gibbons defense of Mary on 181-2, This is abuse and reason why Protestants
don't revere horﬂ more, 1 suppose, llaybe this is one case where we have to let
the abuse of a truth govern our use of it,

11, Mary's Public Encounters with Jemus,

A,

Age 12,
Main point is that Jesus made it dear to idary that when it concerned Father's

business there was to be no interference from her, Yet time had not come when He
would be mainly occupied with Father's business so we read that He was subject
to parents after that time.

Jn 2, Cana of Galilee,

Joe prob dead. Tradition says in X's 18th yr, when Joe 1ll1l, "What to me and thee
woman." Woman address of respect clearly but Ti emoi kai soi whenever used
"marks some divergence between the thots and ways of the persons so brot together
" BFW. X's remark that hr notyet come shows that He considered Mary's request

untimely.



Hiegge "1f one would draw a general prineciple from this indident it would be that J
Jesus does not welcome His mother's interference in His messianic work, and it

does not hold much to indicate an enhenced wvalue in “.ry's intercession even if Jesue
in the last analysis does accede to her wish,"26.

C. Mk 3:31-353 Mt 12:46-503 Lk 8:19-21.
Mary present v 31, Principle illusirated is that supernatural rolationa
transcend natural ones. Story prob preserved by early ch to show that
His own family did not receive Him, but $this of course exciudes lary who
did understand. Prob she was there merely as member of the family which now
if Joe dead would be run by the brothers, daybe she really tempered the

situation and hatred of brothers and X's remarks directed twd brothers more
than toward her,

D. On Cross, Jn 19'26"’!
Same address woman so not dishonorsble,
1, Shows Mary's outstanding couposure when most Orientals and Jews would be
wailing (of Aots 9).
2, Shows X doesn't throw overboard complefely natl relatnships and responsibilities,

El1l. Other encounters,

A, RC's say "1t is not improbable that Jesus visited His Blessed lother
repeatedly during the 40 days after His resurrection" Illaas Cabk Ency.
Nothing in reoords,

B. Acts 1l:14 only other recorded appearance,

1, Not a source of information on this occasion,
2, Hot a fount of authority.

3. Not at all a leader of the group.

4. Not worshipped or even venerated.



Fa rt lll--Eternal Virginity of Mary (liegge)

i. The Dootrine Stated., Mayy only gave birth to Jesus and none other.
Expressly stated that she was a virgin till birth of X, Lk 1326-7
and RC saye always thereafter tco.
"The Canon of the Mass, which is very probably of Apostolie antiquity, speaks
of her as the 'glorious ever Virgin,' and in this sentiment all Catholic tradition
concurs,." Gibbons,168,

11, The History of the Dectrine.

A. Apostolic Age, Little mention of Mary, 1st half of 2nd century, Fathers and
Apologists never mention her,

H. Effect of gnostic teaching. Gnostics were docetic and denied reality of
body of X (dokei,seems only He had a body), Reaction was to emphasize reality
of body and points of emphasis were idary and Pilate, Born and cricufied with
real beody.

C. Afriocan Fathers,
l. Clement Alex hesitatingly proposed idea of perpetual virginity, He
always attempted to unite gnostic or phidosophic idead with Xnty.
2, Origen followed and further tried to avoid difficulty of brothers of Lord
by saying they were by an eariier marriage of Joseph.
3. Tertullian stressed virgin birth more and not perpetual virginity.

Pe 3940,

D. 4th Century.
Here arose idea of perpetual virginity. Came not from theology or piety but
along with rise of aceticism, Iiary became greatest example of aceticism,
Theology born of idea of chivelry. Jerome beld,
Pseudo~ilatt taught perpetual virginity. read pp47-8.
In 5th ¢ this and other pseudo documents circulated freely and weren't
gonsidered so unorthodox as earlier, And most of RC teaching conen ilary comes
firom these,

31, The Biblical Appeal, Gibbons,169.

A, Matt 1325, Till, He says till does not imply other children, "When a
thing is said not to have eccurred until another event had happened, it does
not necessarily follow that it did occur after that event took place.,"
Proofs Gen 83:7--raven never returned, 1 Kg 15835~-"id not see him at all,

Pop,d0%8ut 4988 82300000 Po,PiSa"EvERE 110°88.08,00% £5195. °neDEoS.05°.0 001 d:
#. Title firstborn, Does not imply other childdren,
Title given to Jewish child whether there were other children or not.

¢. Mention of brothers of X, Mt 121463 13:855-6,.
RC says James and Joseph sons of lMary wife of Cleopas, Jn 193125,
She was sister of Virgin so really cousins of Jesus, To call cousins brothers
OK bec Gen 13:8,
However, 1 major flew., Brothers of Jesus did not believef in Him, Jn T15.
James son of Cleopas and “ary was disciple and followed X,
Also why would Virgin Mary have sister named Mary,in same family don't do that,
See Hiegge p 42 fint on Jn 19325,



Fart IVe-~Immaculate Conception of lary

I. Statement of the doctrine., Soul of Hary, unlike rest of children of Adam,
was never subject to sin, even in lst moment of its infusion into the body.
Hary was redeemed "but in a more sublime manner," Gibbons,171,

"Mary is as much indebted to the precious blood of Jesus for having been
preserved as we are for having been cleansed from original ain,"

11, Foundation of the Doctrine. Ligget Th.l. 54.

4. IN Seripture,

1, Gen 3314~B6, RC interpret she shall erush kmx thy head and thou shalt
bruise her heel, Vulgate has feminine but neither Heb nor LXX--both masc,
Rhle~Preuss admit thie but argue s&hat bec enmity put bet Satan and
woman that “ary ia involved with X in this conflict.
4nd then conclude that she couldn't triumph unless free from original sin,

2, Lk 1:28,42, Hary had highest form of grace and thus immaculate,

3+ Other Script. Some use allegorically, Prov 83225 Song Bol 2:2; 1 Cor 15347,
Fohle Preuss say "The dogma of the Imm Con is not expressly enunciated in
faored Seript." VIi,42, GQuite an admission,

. In Tradition.
Remember that equal with Seript. PP "but the lack of Serip evidence can be
abuddantly supplied from the writings of the Fathers," VI, 43,

1, Bxam To 1100 A.D, No definite idea of Immac Conc,
2 ddeas preveiled, Mary's transcendent puritiy and contrast betilary and
Eve as compared with X and Adam (and as X sinless so idary too).
PP-dogma may be logicelly deduced from Patristic conception of idary as 2nd BEve.
Augustine's words not clear, He made lary an exception but not clear
statenent of lum Conc, PP take it so, tho admdt Aug never formally drew
this conclusion.

2. 12th C onward, At this time a feast of lmm Con held in S, France honoring
miraculous birth of Mary and herf exemption frow sin, Bernard of Cldrvaux
opposed, tho near teac.ing.

Thomas Aquinas "Hary immune both from original sin and from aciual sin,"
But Thomas further said that Mary was conceived in sin tho not born with it,
lary was sanctified in the womb after conception and before birth,

Otherwise X not Savior of all,

i11.The Doslt.

fteps leading up to proclamation on Dec 8,1854.by Pius 1X.
dpproval to feast given in 1471-84.
Approval to invoeing Mary under title of lmm Come 1484-92
Counci) of Trent,1545-63 did not want dary included in discussion conecn original sin,
fope Paul V 1605-21 forbade anything contrary to teaching of + m Con to be said

in publiec.
Fope Gregory XV, 1621-23 same for anything said in private.
Ffope Alex V11,1655-67 said conception of lary was legiti .ate object of devotion,
lecree of dogma says that Imm Cone means that lMary "in the first instant of her
gonception by a unique hrace and privilege of the omnipotent Uod and in consideration
of the merits of XJ the Savior of the human race, was preserved free from all
stain of original sin...f



Fart Ve~The Assumption
1, The Apoecryphal Accounts concerning the death of Mary, Miegge pp86-90,
i1, The Related Doctrines to the doctrine of Assumption,

A. Divine Maternity.

lMother of God given at Council of Eph 431, Link to assumpitn is idez that

since her body bore His, hers would naturally be kept from comruption,
#o reasoned Andrew of Crete, 660-740 and Jn of Damascus, d 749, who taught not
assumpin but incorruption, They said this was fitting the dignity of Mother of God.

§. Immaculate Conception. Idea helped assumpin, Reasoning wass liary's condition
as without sin points way to idea that her body would not see corruption which
points way to idea that her body belonged in heaven, Incarruption was lst idea
then assumpin, When dogma problamed by Puis XII he said "These 2 privileges
(immac conceptn and assumption) are most closely boudd to one another,"

©. Infallibility. Proclamed in 1870 not without a lot of discussion.
There was internal party friction over this, But after proclamed it
gave confirmation to iumac conceptn 1874 and that in turn almost made
assumptn a foregone conclusion,

i11, Seriptural evidence adduced.

HC's divided over this, Aquinis said no Soript evidence, Others cite TimplicitW

wvidence,

A. Gen 3315, Prophecy of man's victory over sin., Since X inseparable from “ary
Hary ie included in this promise too and thus she will also have victory over
d“‘hg

B. Luke 13128,42, ™Mull of grace and blessed among women and thus she could not
be subjeet to death.

£+ Rev 12, Hary is woman and she taken up into heaven., In Rev acc to some RC interp
the taking up is not taking up of man ¢hild but flight of woman into desert
and her preservation for a season. Never suggested before 5th ¢ and
even then and now held with reservations, Note that woman's sojourn in
desert is limited as to time.

iV, BEvidence from "Appropriateness" of doctrine,

E ™ R.l.t.d to Person of x.
1. X's glory would not have been coumplete if He had left body of His liother
to see corruption,
2, His filial devotion would not have allowed that,
3, His papt favors to her (perpetual virginity) make us bel He would also do this,

B, Related to lary.

1, Her blood relatnship with X demands this,

2, Her personal relatnships with X demand.

3¢ Her lmmunity from sin demands,

4. Hone of her relics have been found so must have been assumpted.

5¢ Others were granted this privilege or will be, Mt 27351-533 1 Cor 15:151ff

so surely lary would be.

£i.
&, Related to men,

Assumptn of Hary promotes esteem of her and faith in her and faith in

our own future resurrection.
sonel, These reasons may be fine and mey be edifying, but do they est her res, as
s fact. Either it is a fact she arose or it is not, If it is not a fact then
#ll arguments of appropriateness have no importance,



What about the silence of Scrip concen her death, RC's szsay it indicates
that she was assunpted and did not die,

Actually it may juet as well indicate that she merely passed from
prominence in c¢h and died a natural death in a lowly manner,

Her passing out of picture in record of Acts argues for this,

Actually when the Bull proclaming the dogma in 1950 was read it

only contained Seript references in passing and without using as support,
it only referred to tradition as early as Tth ¢ and did not bass

dogma on either Soript or tradition.

HReal foundation of dogma sce to the Dull iec the theological suitability
of the dootrine. :



Part Vieeilary, Mediator and Redemptress,
1. Hediator.,

A. Background. Historieal.
1, Parallel bet Eve and MHary., Instituted by iraeneus and Justin Martyr
2, ldea of special value in intercession of uwartyrs which began at end of 2nd o,
Entered the ch unnoticed from idea of unity of oh militant and ch triumphant,
3. Hary is associated with martyrs in first place,
4. Then prayers to “ary and sainfs,

B, Theologieal background,
l. Idea of mediator necessary to be human and divine stated by lrenaeus,
2., Then Bernard said X all divine and Hary all human in thie idea of mediator.
3, Hiddle Ages idea developed into picture of X as executicner with axe
raised, and lo, the sweet Mary lays her gentle hand on the blade so that it
should not come down on thehead of the guiliy one.
4. Then Hary made practically oumnipotent in her service for sinners,

C. Elements in the doctrime.

l, There is nothing dary cannot do for the sinner in persuading X,

2, Her intercession is naturally efficacious after death,

3. Unlimited trust is to be put in “ary. To find Hary is to find grace,
Read Hi.ge. 1430

4., Her intercession is necessary for our salvation. All graces God dispenses
pass thra Hapry,

5. Her influence exceeds that of angels, patriarchs, prophets, Gibbons 187-89,
of story in Miegge 94. Read both,

11. CoeRedemptress,

A. History.
Extends as far back as 12 ¢h C, loving very rapidly toward it soday.
However, RC theologians divided on ques and esp on how much Hary involved in redemptn,
Present statuss Agree that Mary has some part in sal, She is not idle,
What part is wues., (1) Ae mother of Redeemer she had passive part.
(2) All agree & he collaborates with X in distribution of graces He acquired
by Himself on Calvary.
(3) Don't agree on whether or not Mary also ecquired some merits and graces
in herself.

B, Seriptural citations,

l, Gen 3315 again.

2, Luke 1326-39 again,

3+ Jn 19125-27, Roschini says llary at foot of cross "impelled by the duty of
offering her Son for the sal of the world to the extent that it depended on her just
as she had brot Him 30 the light for its sal, to unite her sacrifice to that of her
Son." She stood "like afd priest offering his sacrifice to God for all humanity,"”
When Jesus said Behold thy mother He was declaring "the spiritual motherhood of
bhe Blessed Virgin and therefore her immediate cooperation in the objective redempin.,"”
"She shows herself to be the immediate cooperator in the work of redemption, thatis,
as true and proper co-redemptress,”
If these things are being said today, how long will it be Before this is
declared as a dogma?l
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TOPIC -=-DOCTRINE OF INPALLIBILITY  (Pickering,52)

;?rtﬁfztory of the Doetrine

F 4 I,
A,

1,
2.

3.
bde

Se
6.
Te
8.
B.

1.
2

3.
4

5

Papacy during lst 13 centuries,
Prom Apostolic era to Leo Great,

KT says nothing sbout papal system.

Authatsy of bishops began to rise in 2nd century.

lst in Rome who tried to act as a Pope was Vietor 1, 193-202, Tried to

settle for whole church question of celebrating Easter, Upbraided by other
bishops so evident he not recognized as having authority over whole ch,
Callistus bishop of Eome 217-222, Fapal supremacy began to flourish under him.
Cyprian beld that Peter was a bishop of Rome and held to the supremacy of Roman see,
Strong supporter of bishops but not of a rope.

S8irieius bishop of Home from 384-398 lst to use word papa in title.

Leo Great 440-461 said “St, Peter has spoken thru Leo."

Gregory Vi1 said every Pope if lawfully eleoted is holy and infallible,

in 13th C more and more claims made,

From 14th C to 1870,

Boniface V111l said ch had 1 head and vicar of X was Peter and his successors,

Rival popes. Around 1400 when Popes waht to France in exile, When returned to

Rome, French cardinals elected rival Pope, In Rome Urban Vi, in France, Clement VII,
Schism not ended till 1417.with election of Martin V.

Charzecteristic of middle ages was inereasing outspokenness for infallibility.

Jansen and followers against infallibility. Papal bull broke their power and
prepared way for proclamation of infallibility.

infallibility proclaimed July 1870 by Pius 1X.

EI.Factors in rise of Papad§¥ Supremacy.

1.

24
3.

4e
Se
6o
Te

Geographicak, political, economic supremacy of city of Home,

People naturally looked to Home and ch did too for settling of controwversies,

Rise of liohammedanism in EBast orippled eastern ch and strengthened western.

Ability of bishop of Rome to grant favors made him sought after and

recognized as Pope.

Sending out of official represensatives to foreign govis.

Younding of religious bodies in ch whose existence depended on Pope, not bishops,
The Index Expurgatorius which condemned all books that might have been enlightening,
Jesuits who have always been strong papalists, They are bound by a special

vow to the Yopel Decree of 1870 was crowning achievement of Jesiuts,

Part 1l-~The Doctrine of Infallibility

1.

A,

What is not involved in Infellibility

What RC's do not mean by infallibility.

Does not mean priests of RC are infallible, He is almost everything else,

Can dispense God's grace, can consecrate Host, provide regeneration thru

baptism, administer grace to dying, but not infallible,

Vatican counéil not infallible, dorany comneil,

Occupant of chair of Peter infallible when speaking a® supreme teaching of ch.

l. Not infallible in secular matters,

2+ Pope not sinless, Infallibility does not require holiness of life,

3. As a private teacher Pope may make mistakes, but not when speaking ex cathedra,

Hotes: Gibbons argues for infallibility én practical layman way from ch, not from
individual, Says no one says lst ¢ ¢h fallible, and its successors not either,
As the Pppe is the ch, the ch is infallible, but Gibbons argues from ch corporate,68ff,



1l.What is involved in Infallibility
Pope is when speaking ex cathedra. What does this mean?
A, leaning of ex cathedra,
1, When Pope is carrying out his office as Supreme Teacher of all Ans,
2, When defining a doctrine of faith and morals
3¢ In view of his supreme apostolic asuthority
3. When speaking to the universal ch
5+ When making mandatory the doctrine he is defining.

B, Heaning of infallibility :

1, Preserved from all error and all possibility of error

2, “eans conclusion only is infallible. Could be built on fallible premises
but infallible concl or decree is independent of fallible adguments on which
it may be based.

3s Includes realms of faith and morals but not necessarily doctrines which
only need explamning on basis of former revelation, ¢f Assumption which
was proclaimed ex cathedra without any attempt to justify it from Seript.

C. Organs of infallibility.

1, Bishops in comuunion with Pope

2+ Boumenical councils called and controlled by Pope

3. Pope himself alone.
But all depend on Pope. Can be no infallible organ which is independent of or in
opposition to the Pope.

111.The &= RC logic behind infallibility.

A. X when He est His rel on earth must have left sowe means by which any
seeking person could ascertain it.
B. This means must be certain and never fail,
C, This means must be universal so that i$ is adaptable over all the earth,
P. This means is the RExek, true oh,
L. The true ch is the RC by tests of sanctity, catholicity, aposiolicity, perpetuity.

iV. The Logical Case against infallibility.

A. It is incompatible with Homaniat theory of development of doetrine,
X gave germs and ordained that ch should go on developing under guidance of HS,
If that is so, then why ,e.g., didn't oh recognize doctrine of infallibility
before 1870, Not revealed yet, RC ane, But if germs there why could not
an infallible ch recognize it. The preceeding generations must have been
fallible. True there is a developmt of doctrine but e.g. as premil developed we
say that Calvin was wrong. As RC dootrine of infallibility developed we have
to say that wrong before it was announced.

#, Pallible logic must support infallibility.
Not the fallible premises bec RC say God gives special protection to ch
and we admit fallible men used in inspiration.
But related to Protestant principle of private judgment. An individual must
decide for himself whieéhis the infallible ch, Having decided by using principle of
private judgment then he can accept the infallible teachings of that ch, But
suppose hie logic is fallible in deciding and he make s wrong decision?
RC answer is "Once we come to bd in and rely upon authority we can afford to
overlook the means by which we were brot to accept it.,"



¢art 11i--The Claim of the Primacy of Peter and the Roman See

I. X Apptd Peter the lst Pope.

A. Seript Argument,” Almost all writers use same, ¥o difficulty getting agreemt on texts,
In thie e¢laiwm Serip is all impt. Can't prove this one with tradition,

1, it 16:317-19. Rock is Peter and keys give Peter and successors judicial and
legislative authority over ch, To thee keys given, not to her, i.e. ch,

Thou art Petros and upon Petra. RC's point out that Aramaic word for rock is same

in both beses, But inspired text is in Grk not Aramaic. Rock is foundation and

Peter understood it to be X, 1 Peter 214,6-~8, ef 1 Cor 3:1l, Eph 2:20.

iigever, the vs does give a primacy to Peter, yet P had same, 2 Cor 12111,

Keys of kgdom=—just as it is a mistake to make Petros and petra same, so to make

chupch and kgdom of heaven, Keys of kgdomy, not ch nor heaven, Passage does not

give Peter power over souls of men, Same pofwer given to all disciples, Mt 18:15-18,

2. Lk 22132, Some RC admit this is a very personal word to a disciple in trouble
and don't use this for primacy. Note Grk pl--desired to have you pl., Prayed for

you sins., When converted Peter to strengthen his brethren. ¥This is duty of all

ministers,for same word used Acts 14:22; 15332,413 183235 Rom lslly; 2 Cor 11:28,

3, John 21315-18, R claim Peter recd his institution here as Papal head of ch,.
This is actual installment into office, Laumbs are laymen and sheep are clergy.
Pope is over both and all, But is this a peculiar honor conferred on Peter?

Noy, ef Acts 20328, Did Peter claim supremacy, No, 1 Pet 5:32,

B. Arg from Tradition.

lrenaeus, 175, and his support of bishops, Chrysostom later, etec eto,

But can easily ciie fathers who taught that the Rock was X or faith in X as
Origen, Hilary, Augustine, etc.

I1. Peter Executed the Office of chief apostle and Pope.

A, Argument.

l. His preeminence among lists of apostles, it 10:2-4; ik 3:16-193 Lk 6:113¢16;
Acte 1313, Hatt uses protoa in his list. We agree he had a unique position
and standing among apostles but that's far from clothing him with infallibility
as vicar of X,

2. Preeminence in choosing Judas' successor., Dlon't argue as some Protestants
that Peter was out of will of Godhere and P was rightful 12th,

Better simply point out that Peter was evidently only a chairman bec
certainly the appointment was not by 1 man, Peter didn't even give his papal
blessing,

BQ Anmr.
Just corinke in the account in Acts,
l. Hote Acts 153l-5, James handed down the decrees, Some RC's point out that
Peter spoke lst and then pass on.
2. Note Gal, 2:1l-14.
3+ Hote 1 Cor lell-l2,

111, Peter was lst bishop of Rome.
A, Bvidence of Tradition,

1, Clement of Rome 95 says Peter martryed there.

2., Irenaseus gives P and Peter as founders of Roman ch,

3. Dionysius affirms Peter founded.

4., Tertullian, Clem Alex Origen testify to BBter's being in Rowe, not founding.
RC's sometimes say (tho RC Ency is doubtful) that Peter there from 42 to 68,
Busebius says this and Jerome based on Busebius, Pickering argues tuis can't be
true therefore Peter was never in Home, Uoesn't follow.



B. Hvidence of Scripture. HRemember informed KC Hegy only cleaims Peter died in
Rome and says can't know how long ete., Don't argue against siraw man of 25 yr
residence as Pickering.

1, Peter in Jerus when P went lst time, Acts 9126, Gal 2,

2, Peter departed somewhere Acts 12:17. Some say he went to Rome then but
not necessary.

3, Peter at Jerus council in 51, and in Antioch right after, Gal 23:11ff,

4, Poter travelled as a missionary with his wife, 1 Cor 915.

5, Wasin Babylon in 1 Pet 5:13 about 67

6, Peter not mentioned in Romans 58 or 2 Tém 67. or in lst imprisonment epistles,

If Peter in fome would have to be 59=65 or so, Wouldn't have to be

mentioned in P's prison epis. If Babylon in 1 Pet means Home then

very strong case, If noj, still case,

Notes Admitting Peter was in Rome and bhad something to do with the Homan

church does not adwit he was Pope.

C. deaning of Zvidence.
See note above., Certainly neither tradition or Sceript gives sup ort to idea he was
bishop.
i, Tradition--Clement of Rome doesn't say he was bishop.
Other testimony only says he was 1 of founders,
Probably didn't have bishops till middle of 2nd e.
B, Seript, 1f bishop why didn't P mention in prison epist, Peter must have
been there by that time.



1V, The Popes today are the sucessors of Peter.

i,
k.,
1.

£,

3.

The 1ssue. RC dogma today depends not on even wether &r not Peter lst Pope.
Depends on whether Peter passed on power. Depends on succession.

The Proofs, :

No Beriptural proof. RC say about Mt 16318 that if gates of hell would not

prevail against ch then ¢h must have an infallible teacher and that is Pope,

But logic fand twisted at that ),

History bears out fact that apostolic suecession not really prominent thot

in ch till Cyprian,

History records 3 rival popes and council nullified all their appts and elected
Pope dartin V as true Pope, But all the cardinals who created this Pope

had no right to vote bec they had been created by an illegitimate Pope,

Cf Geo Salmon, the Infallibility of the Ch, Good and clever attack on Infallibility.
RC Logic. "Whatever official prerogatives were conferred on P eter were not to
cease at nis death, but were % o be handed down %o his succeswors from

generation to generation." Gibbons,108. Illus, Constitutional powers given to
Washington have @#evolved on the present incumbent of fhe Presidential chair.

But that's bec of continuing constitution, and RC can t say Pope today has

powers bec of continuing Sible. Do not claim for Pope today powers of inspiration
or miracles,



