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Catholics! Edward Carson corrected this deliberate falsehood the following
afternoon-see H=sard. Lloyd George did it for a political purpose, and
we believe Churchill did it for the same reason, but behold the end of
Lloyd George! What will be the end of Churchill i Any person who will
take the side of popery, let him be high or low, and continue and persist
in supporting it shall come to grief. Popery is the greatest" mystery of
iniquity" that ever disgraced the creation and the most offensive blasphemy
that ever insulted the God of heaven! "\V"e will make constant use of the
writings of that redoubtable historian, Rev. Samuel Edgar, D.D., and refer
to the authorities he so frequently quotes, mostly Roman Catholic histOl'ians.

We shall begin with the Popes, and the great schisms of that" united
ehurch" of the Vatican! The English Chureh, as well as the Roman
Catholic Church claim "Apostolic Succession." Their claims are both
without a shred of evidence. The English, in more recent times, admit
that on historical grounds the myth of "Apostolic Succession:' cannot be
supported on evidential facts. The Vatican adheres to the myth more than
ever. Some Protestant, as well as Roman Catholic historians, speak about #

Popes of the second, third, and fourth centuries, which is not correct, and
cannot be substantiated by evidence, that no Bishop of the Christian Church
claimed to be the" Universal Bishop" before the year 606 of the Christian
era. The Emperor Phocas, by assassination of the royal family, seizes
the throne, and for political reasons, confers the dig'nity of "Universal
Bishop" on the Bishop of Rome. Did Phocas revoke this political recog­
nition of the Roman Bishop is a question historians are not agreed upon.

Popery was a gradual growth from the middle of the first century to
the middle of the fifth century. In the days of the Great Constantine,
beginning about the eal'1y part of the fourth century, or about 315, when
the Emperor cast off the yoke of paganism and made pulic profession
of the Christian religion. It was after the declensions that followed that
glorious period that Satan stirred up the corruptions of men to assume the
place of gods, as there used to be in the pagan world before the advent of
the Christian era. We shall deal meantime with the great schism.

The first question which confronts the Protestant is-Was Peter in Rome,
and if so, at what date, and who says that he was, and what proof, what are
the extant records of his visit, stay and position i The Papists maintain that
Peter was Bishop of Rome, the first Bishop of that See. The Protestant
is at once confronted with the question-Is a bishop, archbishop or cardinal
an office above that, of an apostle' If not, how could one of the apostles
be bishop, and who would make a bishop of him' As one probes into
the rumour that Peter. was ever in Rome the deeper the mystery becomes,
and the more impossible it is to conceive the silence of Paul and others
of the visit and bishopric of Peter in the city of Rome I As Edgar says:
"The pontifical succession is attended with more difficulty than the quad­
rature of the circle of the longitude at sea. . . . But the papal succession
mocks investigation, eludes research, and bids proud defiance to all inquiry."
That is true about the papal system all through. Its history and movements
are shrouded in darkness. The Jesuits of to-day work so secretly that
even the reigning Pope may not know exactly where they are operating',



Popery. j:J;.

,

er what their plans and schemes are in U.S.A., Britain, France, or even
Russia, as out and out communists. It is a mystery I The Holy Ghost
calls it the" mystery of iniquity." He' may be a most humble Protestant
pastor, very evangelical, kind, a good father, and gradually but persistently
begin to attack the Bible, the facts of history, applaud the ancient customs
of the Fathers, seek to change the worship, the pulpit to face the east,
and introuuce his Romish gesticulations bit by bit, and before he finishes
his antics, a whole generation of men and WOrne!l. ruined for ever. He
comes in as a lamb, goes lout as a lion I 'l'hat has happened in the
Protestant Chmch soon after the dawn of the glorious Reformation.
It is estimated that there are over five thousand Jesuits in Britain at the
present time, and five scores of them would be dangerous to any nation
let alone five thousand! The folk who feel secure and content have never
followed up their history and may mock at those who realise their danger,
but the Jesuit may be working on a scheme which will mean the death
of thousands of their sons and daughters. That he was behind the bombing
of London, etc., is as sure as the sun rose in the east from the creation
of the world. But, to return to Peter, the first Roman "Pope," Edgar
~ays: "A single hint on this subject is not afforded by Peter himself, nor
by his inspired companions, Luke, James, Jude, PrlUl and John. Peter:
in his cpistolaT')' prorlnetions, montions nothing of his Roman residency,
episcopacy or supremacy. Paul wrote a letter to the Romans, and from
the Roman city addresseil the Galatians, Ephesians, Philipians, Colossians,
Timothy and Philemon. No man, except Luke, stooet with Panl
n.t his first anPwel' or at the near approach of dissolution." In derision.
E(\gar says: "His apostolic holiness could not have been in his own
cliocesfl, and should have persecuted for non·residence. His infallibility,
perhaps, like some of his successors, had made an excursion, for amusement,
to Avignon. The omission is continued by the Apostolic men,
CIemens, Barnabas, ·Hermas, Ignatius and Polycrap. Not one of all theBe
uesigns to mention a matter of such stupendous importance to Christendom."
The "myth" deepens as we proceed to examine tile records, and the
"mystery of iniquity" passes out of sight into the catacombs of Roman
Catholic antiquity!

Edgar says: "'rhe fiction of Peters' visit to the metropolis of the world
began to obtain credit about the end of the second century. Irenaeus,

, trusting to the pmttlement of Papins, or to common. report, recorded the
tradition, and was afterwards followed by others." The historian, Eusebiu8,
considered the tradition without evidence to support it. He introduces
it as something reported, but not certain. It was a mere hearsay.
"Bede, the British analyst, is conjecturing from the writings of others,
"'hat was said without proof. Bede, v. 4;" The fact of the matter i~

that there is not a shred of authentic evidence that Peter was ever in Romp.
rI'enaeus 'is the first to mention it one hundred and fifty years after Petpl'
was supposed to be "Bishop" of Rome. The Roman historians, Baronius,
Binnius, and Labbe, and all that followed them, to this day are positivel)'.
certain (without the least evidence) that Peter founded the Vatican in the
city of Rome I The Apostles had no stated charges, like bishops or
pastors, which indeed was a result of the apostolic mission, and then how'
coulc1 Peter differ from the other apostlt's tllat got the same kind of
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commISSIon as aU the rest did from the Lord Himself ~ We see that even
good men may be the mouth-piece. of Satan sometimes in spreading ·false
reports. Irenaeus was a good man, but so imperfect that he began to
spread a false report that Peter was in Rome-just on hearsay report!
What mischief a good man may be instrumental in doing; and the good
old Bede followed the stories of the old monks, men as a rule that had
very little respects to truth. On all the available evidence extant, the only
·conclusion one can come to is that Peter was never in Rome, as Paul,
Luke, John, 'Clemens, Barnabas, Hermas, Ignatius and Polycrap are all
silent on Peter's visit to the city of Rome! But the clem'est evidence
will not silence a person who has become mentally delirious. He or she
will continue to rave till death silences the muttering of the dying patient!
That is the way with the Roman priests, popes and historians. Death alone
will silence them from muttering their false stories about the Apostle
Peter and his Roman See!

It is a dream, a myth and a Roman Catholic made-up invention which
·cannot be proved from history. The Apostles also founded and organised
the churches in the various places and nations that they visited, settled
pastors over the congregations that they founded and officers to cal'l'y on
the functions required for the good government of the house of God. The
Pope Peters, the holy fathers, archbishops, cardinals, bishops, archdeacons,
etc., etc., came on the scene long after Paul, Peter, John, James, Timothy,
Titus, Luke, Clemens and Polycrap had passed on to be for ever with the
Lord. It was the gradual development of the "mystery of iniquity" which
Paul and John warns the church against-it was to be after the manner
Satan works, as he entered into the garden in the form of a serpent!

"Peter was surely an apostle, yes, who should dare deny it, but that
he became after arriving in Rome a bishop, and Irenaeus heard it one
hundred and fifty years after Peter passed into heaven to be with Christ
for ever." There is no record in the Scripture or in history that Peter
ever saw Rome. We, therefore, conclude that it is utterly false to say that
he was in Rome. Historians are not really agreed who was the first bishop
in Rome. The Roman Catholic historians affirm that a man Linus was the
fiI'St bishop. No real evidence for that either! "Peter and Paul," says
Irenaeus, "having founded the Roman Church, committed its episcopacy
to Linus." Irenaeus was quoting from hearsay reports. He had no records
to prove his story·! Let us hear Dr. Edgar on this question: "But the
whole accounts of this event are as discordant as they are silly. The
partisans of this opinion differ in the time of the Apostolic Pontiff's
arrival and stay in the Roman capital. Jerome, Eusebius, Binius, Orosius,
Labbeus, Spondanus, Onuphrius, Nauclerus, Petavius, Bede, Bruys, Baronius,
and Valesius seud Peter to Rome in the reign of Claudius. These, however,
disagree in the year; the second, third, fourth, thirteenth and fourteenth
years of the Emperor's reign being assigned by different authors for the
era of this important event~ Bimon, says Jerome, having preached to the
Jews of Pontus, Galatilt, . Cappadocia, Asia and Bithynia, proceeded to
Rome in the second year .of 'Claudius and held the sacredotal chair twenty­
five years. Lactantius,Origon, Balusius and Pagius fix his .arrival at the
Rollian metropolis to the: reign of Nero. But these too differ as to the
year. The length of Peter's episcopacy is also disputed. Twenty-three,
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twenty-:five, twenty-seven and twenty-nine years have been reckoned by
various chronologers for its duration. This discorqance of opinion is the
natural consequence of deficiency of evidence. Contemporary historians,
indeed, say no more of the Apostle Peter's journey to Rome than of Baron
Munchausen's excursion to the moon!" We agree with the learned Dr.
Edgar. It is a part of the same "mystery of iniquity," contradictory
reports, confusion, groundless fables, and yet spreading like a disease which
the skill of man could not stop.

(To be contiooed.)

Church Notes.
Commtt~nion8.-April: 1st Sabbath, Portnalong and Breasclete; 2nd

Sabbath, Fort William; 3rd Sabbath, Greenock; 4th Sabbath, Glasgow;
last Sabbath, Wick. MI1f!J: 1st Sabbath, Kames and Oban; 2nd Sabbath.
Scourie.

Note.-Any changes or additions to the above dates of Communions should
be sent to the Editor.

Notice to Conveners of Standirng Committees.-Conveners are requested
to send to the Clerk of Synod their reports to reach him not later than
19th April.
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Jewish and Foreri,gn Missions.-Mr. D. M., 712 Main Street, Saskatoon,
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ful thanks to all who have contributed, the Fund is now closed.
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F.P. Magazine-Fl'ee Distib1!tion.-Mrs. C. Mackenzie, Ropework Cottage,
Stornoway, 5/6; Mrs. I. Morrison, 2330 Savery, Detroit, 4/2; Mi",
Mackintosh, Dundee, per Mr. D. C. Mackintosh, 2/6; Mr. D. McLeod, Uist
Cottage, Lochcarron, 2/6; Miss M. Mackenzie, Island Cottage, Lochcarroll,
5/6; Miss M. Mulll'o, 24 Dalrymple Crescent, Edinburgh, 5/-.

Aged and Intwm Ministers and Widows and Orp7w,ns F1md.-Mr. ,T.
McL., R.R.6 vValden Road, New Westminster, B.C., £2.

Organisation F·und.-Mr. J. McL., New Westminster, B.C., £1 15/-,

Legacy Fwnd.-Legaoy trmn the Estate ot the late Mr. Philip Bil'd,
Australia, per Rev. D. Beaton, Oban, from Messrs. Wedlake, Saint & Cu.,
Solicitors, 420 Seven Sisters' Road, London, NA. A Legacy of £237 13/6
has been received from the Estate of the late Mr. Bird, 54 Main Street.
Boxhill, Australia, on behalf of "The Free Presbyterian Magazine for its
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