Week Seventy– “What is the ‘rock’ that Jesus built His Church on?” (Matthew 16:18)
Welcome/Prayer

Review of Week 69:  “The importance & purpose of communion, the Last Supper, & the meaning of John 6:48-58”

Whenever Jesus uses normally, literally-meaning words for a greater spiritual truth, He uses them figuratively, such as when He says ‘the seed is the word of God’ (Luke 8:11), or ‘this is My body’ (Matthew 26:26).  The noun (‘eucharistia’) is never used in the New Testament to refer to the actual communion bread itself (Acts 24:3; 1 Corinthians 14:16; 2 Corinthians 4:15; 9:11-12; Ephesians 5:4; Philippians 4:6; 4:2; 1 Thessalonians 3:9; 1 Timothy 2:1; Revelation 4:9; 7:12), but is simply translated ‘grateful’ or ‘gratitude’ (Colossians 2:7; 1 Timothy 4:3,4).  Likewise, during the Last Supper, Jesus never said that either the bread or the wine ‘became’ (‘ginomai’) anything other than bread & wine.  Jesus never says anything about communion in John 6:48-58, nor does He use the words ‘flesh’ (‘sarx’) nor ‘food’ (‘brōsis’) during the Last Supper to refer to the communion meal in any of the Gospel accounts (Matthew 26:20-30; Mark 14:17:26; Luke 22: 14:23; John 13:21-30), nor by the apostle Paul (1 Corinthians 11:23-29).  We celebrate communion simply as a ‘remembrance’ of what Jesus did ‘for us’ (Luke 22:19; 1 Corinthians 11:24) by eating the bread & wine, which symbolizes His broken body & shed blood on the cross. ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
“What is the ‘rock’ that Jesus built His Church on?” (Matthew 16:18)
The four main ‘theories’ of what the ‘rock’ is:  1) Peter; 2) Christ; 3) the words ‘revealed’ to Peter, by the Father, ‘Who’ Jesus is (‘the Christ, the Son of the Living God’)(Matthew 16:16-17); 4) the apostles & the prophets.  Although the apostles & prophets are ‘foundation stones’ (plural)(Ephesians 2:20; Revelation 21:14,19), they are not the ‘rock’ (singular).

‘Peter’ (Greek [proper masc. noun]: ‘Petros’ – ‘a stone; a detached but large fragment.’)  

‘Cephas’ (Greek [proper masc. noun]: ‘Kēphas’ – ‘stone, another name for Peter.’)  ‘Cephas’ is a translation of Peter (John 1:42), from the Aramaic word ‘keph.’
‘Keph’ (Aramaic [masc. noun] – ‘hollow of a rock.’)  It’s only used twice in the Old Testament, both times used in the plural (Job 30:6; Jeremiah 4:29).  ‘Keph’ is further translated from the Hebrew verb ‘kaphaph’ (‘to bow down, be bent; of being hollow or arched, a cavern.’)

‘Rock’ (Greek: [fem. noun] ‘petra’ – ‘a rock, cliff, or ledge; a projecting rock, crag; a rock, a large stone; a metaphor for a man like a rock, by reason of his firmness & strength of soul; a massive living rock.’)  

Is Peter (Petros), Scripturally & historically, the ‘rock’ (petras) Christ built His Church on?
1. Outside of Matthew 16:18, ‘petra’ never refers to Peter, even in his own epistles.  Peter refers to his readers as ‘living stones’ (‘lithos’ – ‘small building stones’), who are ‘being built up as a spiritual house’ (1 Peter 2:4-5).  The apostle Paul refers to the apostles & the prophets as a ‘foundation’ (‘themelios’ – ‘beginnings, first principals’)(Ephesians 2:20), which the apostle John refers to the apostles as ‘foundation stones’ (‘themelios’ / ‘lithos’)(Revelation 21:14,19).  John recognized all of the 12 Apostles as ‘stones (‘lithos’), not ‘rocks’ (‘petras’), including Peter.  The only Person Who Peter refers to as a ‘rock’ (‘petra’) in his epistles is Christ (1 Peter 2:8).  Peter acknowledges that he shares the ‘same kind’ of faith as his readers (2 Peter 1:1-4).

2. Although Peter is often listed first among the 12 disciples (Matthew 10:2-4; Luke 16:14-16; Acts 1:13), he is often listed third among the other apostles during the Church age (1 Corinthians 1:12; 3:22; 9:5), second after the other 12 disciples before the Church age (Mark 16:7), including after his brother Andrew (John 1:44).  Peter is actually listed second as one of the 3 ‘pillars’ of the Church during the Church age, after James (Galatians 2:9).

3. Although Peter is mentioned by name more often than any of the other 12 disciples & mentioned so frequently in the New Testament (155 times), the apostle Paul is mentioned just as frequently (161 times).

4. Peter’s faith was weak before the Church age when Peter denied Christ 3 times (Matthew 26:69-75) after Peter called Jesus a liar (v.35), & when Peter rebuked Jesus (Mark 8:32) when Peter ‘forbid’ Jesus from going to the cross & Jesus called Peter ‘Satan’ (v.31-33).  

5. Peter questioned & refused God during the Church age (Acts 10:9).  

6. Paul ‘opposed’ (‘resisted’) Peter to his face & Peter ‘stood condemned’ (‘find fault, blame; charge laid, accused’) during the Church age (Galatians 2:11,14).

7. Peter was entrusted with the Gospel specifically to the circumcised (the Jews)(Galatians 2:7-8).

8. Peter was arrested after James (Acts 12:2-3), not first.

9. Peter ‘disappears’ from Acts after chapter 15, verse 7 (the Jerusalem Council).  

10. Paul only mentions Peter in 1 Corinthians & Galatians, while James, Jude, John, & the writer of Hebrews never mention Peter at all in their epistles – not even in Revelation.

11. Jesus renaming someone isn’t always positive or for a position of authority.  For example, Jesus rebuked & renamed James & John, the ‘sons of Zebedee,’ to ‘Boanerges’ (‘sons of Thunder’)(Mark 3:17) to denote their fiery and destructive zeal to cast down fire & consume Samaritans who did not receive Jesus (Luke 10:51-56).  The mother of Jabez gave him his name, which means ‘sorrow,’ & ‘Because I bore him with pain’ (1 Chronicles 4:9).
12. Mark’s Gospel omits the section in Matthew 16:17-19 when Jesus addresses Peter & tells him what the ‘rock’ is, but rather ends with Peter’s confession ‘Who’ Jesus is (Mark 8:27-30).  Church history tells us that, from memory, Mark wrote down Peter’s words when he penned his Gospel.  If Peter believed he was the ‘rock,’ Mark would have not omitted that section.  Luke omitted it as well (Luke 9:18-22), even though his Gospel was from other sources (1:1-4), such as Matthew.
13. Peter’s ‘binding & loosing’ in Matthew 16:19 is later extended to the rest of the Church, which ‘have been bound & loosed in Heaven’ (Matthew 18:18).  The ‘keys’ given to Peter are for the purpose to ‘unbind’ & ‘loose’ what ‘has been bound & loosed in Heaven,’ not to transfer any kind of ecclesiastical ‘authority’ to Peter solely or specifically.
14. At the Passover meal, just before the Last Supper, John is leaning on Jesus’ bosom (John 13:23), while Jesus shared the dipped bread with Judas (a special mark of honor)(v.25), meaning Judas was sitting on the other side of Jesus.  Peter was seated further away, because he had to ask John to ask Jesus who was going to betray Him (v.24) – meaning Peter wasn’t sitting next to Jesus.
15. John was at the cross (John 19:26), not Peter.

16. Jesus entrusted Mary to John (John 19:27), not Peter.
17. Although Paul went out & established churches, generally, the apostles sent out people, like Timothy & Titus, to pastor churches & establish elder-overseers(bishops) & deacons (1 Timothy 3:1-10; Titus 1:5-9).  The apostles, generally, didn’t do this themselves.

18. Although you can find Early Church Fathers (ECF’s) & early Christian writers who believed that Peter was the ‘rock’ (like Jerome), you can also find other ECF’s & other Christian writers who did not believe that Peter was the ‘rock’:   https://carm.org/is-peter-the-rock-church
19. ‘If’ Peter was the ‘petra,’ because he declared ‘Who’ Jesus was (‘the Christ, the Son of the living God’)(Matthew 16:16), then Nathanael, who declared it before Peter did (John 1:49), as well as other people like Mark (Mark 1:1), Martha (John 11:27), John (John 20:31; 1 John 5:20; 2 John 3), & Paul (Romans 1:4; 2 Corinthians 1:19; Galatians 2:20; Ephesians 4:13) should also be ‘petras’ that Christ built His Church on – not just Peter who declared it after Nathanael did.

20. ‘If’ Peter was the ‘petra,’ because Jesus renamed Simon – ‘Cephas’ – then Jesus could have simply said to Peter “and you are Peter (‘Petros’) & upon this rock (‘Cephas’) I will build My church,” rather than saying “upon this ‘petra’.”
Wasn’t Peter the first bishop of Rome (32-67 A.D.)?
1. Although Peter wrote from Rome (ie: ‘Babylon’)(1 Peter 5:13), there is no Scriptural evidence he was ever bishop there.  Rather, Peter was the first bishop of Antioch (~54 A.D.)(Galatians 2:11)[“Eusebius – The Church History,” by Paul L. Maier, p.108], not Rome.

2. When Paul wrote his epistle to the church at Rome (~56-57 AD), although he mentions numerous people (Romans 16:1-15, 21-23), he fails to mention Peter, even though (allegedly) Peter was bishop there when Paul wrote it.  “Neither Peter nor Paul founded the church at Rome, which existed before Paul arrived (Romans 1:8-11)” [Eusebius, ft.note, p.75.]

3. Peter’s audience was in Asia Minor (1 Peter 1:1; 2 Peter 3:3), not Rome.  Rather, Paul writes to the church at Rome (Romans 1:1), not Peter.

4. Peter refers to himself as a “fellow elder” (‘sympresbyteros’)(1 Peter 5:1) & calls other elders to ‘shepherd’ (‘poimainō’ – ‘feed, rule, nourish, govern’) the flock of God (v.2), just as Christ commanded Peter to ‘shepherd’ (‘poimainō’) them (John 21:16).  [Note:  when Jesus told Peter to ‘shepherd’ them, He wasn’t transferring any kind of ecclesiastical ‘authority’ to Peter.  Rather, Jesus was rebuking him, because He asked Peter three times ‘do you love Me’ (v.17).  The first two times, Jesus asked Peter “do you ‘agapaō’ Me?” (‘love with total commitment’), while Peter answered “Yes, Lord; You know that I ‘phileō’ You” (‘friendship love’)(v.15-16).  When Jesus asked him the third time, He asked Peter “do you ‘phileō’ Me?” (v.17)(rather than “do you ‘agapaō’ Me?”), emphasizing Jesus’ rebuke & questioning Peter’s total commitment to Him, since earlier Peter denied Him 3 times (Matthew 26:69-75), which is why Peter began to weep (John 21:17), not because Jesus recognized him as the ‘head elder or bishop’ of the future Church.]

5. Peter recognized himself as ‘I too am just a man’ (Acts 10:26), distinguishing Jesus as the ‘Chief Shepherd’ (‘poimainō’)(1 Peter 5:4) of the Church, not himself.

6. After Paul’s conversion (~35 A.D.), he went to Arabia & then to Damascus.  Three years after that, Paul ‘went up to Jerusalem to become acquainted with Cephas (Peter)’ (~38 A.D.)(Galatians 1:18), not Rome when Peter (allegedly) was bishop there.

7. Linus (2 Timothy 4:21) was the first bishop of Rome (~67 A.D.)[Eusebius, p.80,92], not Peter, & Clement (Philippians 4:3) later became the third bishop of Rome (~88 A.D.)[Eusebius, p.82,93,96].  Eusebius also quotes Irenaeus, bishop of Lyons, in ‘Against Heresies’ (177 A.D.) who had listened to Polycarp (a disciple of the apostle John) who listed the order of the Roman bishops: 1) Linus; 2) Anencletus; 3) Clement [Eusebius, p.162].

8. When Paul is taken to Rome before Caesar (~59 A.D.)(Acts 28:11-30), he never mentions Peter the two years he ‘received all who came to him’ (v.30, cf. v.17).

9. Paul wrote 4 epistles from prison in Rome, where he mentions numerous people there (Ephesians 6:21-22; Philippians 2:19-30; Colossians 4:3,7-14; Philemon 9-13,23-24)(~60-62 A.D.), yet never mentions Peter, who (allegedly) was bishop there.

10. Even ‘if’ Peter was the first bishop of Rome, Scripturally, all he would have been is a local elder-overseer(bishop) of a local church, like he was in Antioch, not the ‘head bishop’ of the entire Church [see notes from “What is Church Government (Polity)?”]
Wasn’t Peter the first Pope/Vicar of Christ/Pontiff (‘ex cathedra’)/Holy Father of the Church?
1. Aside from the word ‘Pope’ not found in the Bible, the first use of the word ‘Pope’ (Greek & Latin: ‘papa’) was first used for the bishop of Alexandria [Eusebius, p.229], which was ‘Pope’ Heraclas (230 A.D.)[Eusebius, p.210-211].  Maier notes in Eusebius: “terms that Eusebius uses early in his history (e.g., the ‘Bishop of Rome’)…reflect later stages in the development in the church hierarchy closer to Eusebius’ own day.  Clement of Rome, for example, was hardly a bishop in the later sense but rather a presbyter [ie: elder] in charge of communicating concerns of the Roman church to believers in Corinth” [Eusebius, p.116].

2. In the Oriental (Coptic) Orthodox Church, the ‘Pope’ is the bishop (Patriarch) of Alexandria, which split from the Eastern Orthodox Church due to the ‘Schism’ after the Council of Chaldean in 451 A.D., having already used the title of ‘Pope’ for 221 years.

3. Leo the Great (440-461 A.D.) was the first bishop of Rome to exclusively designate himself as ‘Pope’ [“Getting to Know the Church Fathers: An Evangelical Introduction,” by Bryan M. Litfin, p.248].

4. Scripturally, the bishop of Rome is just a pastor-elder-overseer(bishop) who ‘shepherds’ (‘poimainō’) a local church (Acts 20:17,28).  The elder-bishop office didn’t ‘split’ until the time of Ignatius of Antioch (68-107 A.D.)[Church Fathers, p.42].

5. The ‘headquarters’ of the Church wasn’t always in Rome.  It was originally in Jerusalem (Acts 15:1-22), led by James (Acts 15:13-21, cf. Acts 12:17; Galatians 1:19; 2:9).  Later, the Pope from Rome reigned from France:  The Avignon Papacy (1309-1377) – 7 Popes.  During this time, during the reign of Pope John XXII (1316-1334) from Avignon, France, “Antipope” Nicolas V (1328-1330) reigned in Rome, Italy.  Therefore, there has been no ‘unbroken succession’ of Roman bishops dating back to Peter.  In fact, there were several years, several times when the church in Rome had no pope:  http://www.newadvent.org/cathen/12272b.htm
6. In the former Roman Empire, a ‘Vicar’ governed a group of provinces, while the ‘Prefect’ governed 1 of the 4 major administration divisions of the Roman Empire [Eusebius, ft.note, p.327].  

7. Constantine didn’t make a distinction regarding the ecclesiastical authority between the bishop of Rome with other bishops of other churches in the Roman Empire [Eusebius, p.324-327].  In fact, he declared Constantinople the ‘New Rome’ & its bishop’s chair ‘cathedra’ [Church Fathers, p.294].  

8. Early in Church history, popes could marry.  Even Peter was married (Mark 1:30), along with the rest of the other apostles (1 Corinthians 9:5).  Paul warns Timothy that in the later times, some will pay attention to ‘deceitful spirits & doctrines of demons’ who ‘forbid marriage & advocate abstaining from foods which God has created to be gratefully shared’ (1 Timothy 4:1-30.  Currently, the Pope cannot marry, as well as other men ordained in the Catholic priesthood.

9. The only reason the Pope is recognized as the leader of the entire church from Rome is due to Rome having been the center of the Roman Empire back then.  Had it been in Egypt, the bishop of Alexandria would have been recognized as the first ‘Pope,’ not the bishop of Rome.  In fact, the Pope’s title, ‘Pontifex Maximus,’ was the former title of the Roman Emperor [Eusebius, p.279]:

http://www.gotquestions.org/origin-Catholic-church.html  (7th Paragraph)

10. Although Paul refers to himself as the Corinthian church’s only spiritual ‘father’ (‘patēr’)(1 Corinthians 4:15), in context, when Jesus says ‘Do not call anyone on earth your father (‘patēr’); for One is your Father, He who is in heaven’ (Matthew 23:9), unlike Paul, the scribes & the Pharisees had elevated their authority above & beyond ‘the chair of Moses’ (v.2) to the level of God, Who is the ONLY Person in Scripture to be called ‘Holy Father’ (‘hagios patēr’)(John 17:11), not Peter, nor any bishop of any church, let alone the bishop of Rome.

Therefore, Jesus renamed Simon, ‘Peter,’ as a perpetual reminder to Peter about what he should be.  So the reason Peter is mentioned so often in the Gospels is because, frequently, Peter was addressed both positively & was rebuked negatively by Jesus [“Twelve Ordinary Men,” by John MacArthur, p.39].

Is Jesus the ‘Rock’ that He built His Church on?
Jesus is mentioned more than any other name in the New Testament (986 times), even more than Peter (155 times), where Jesus is called ‘rock’ (‘petra’)(1 Corinthians 10:4), & Jesus’ tomb was in a ‘rock’ (‘petra’)(Matthew 21:42).  However, ‘petra’ also refers to physical ‘rocks,’ like mountain rocks (Revelation 6:15-16) & the Temple rocks that split when Jesus died on the cross (Matthew 27:51).  Additionally, to being called a ‘rock (‘petra’) of offense,’ Jesus is also referred to as a ‘stone (‘lithos’) of stumbling’ (Romans 9:33; 1 Peter 2:8).  Jesus is the ‘stone’ (‘lithos’) that the ‘builders [ie:  Israel] rejected’ (1 Peter 2:6-7, cf. Isaiah 8:14) & the ‘chief corner stone’ (Matthew 21:42; Mark 12:10; Luke 20:17; Acts 4:11), as well as the ‘foundation’ (‘themelios’) ‘stone’ (‘lithos’)(1 Corinthians 3:11-12), which is also built on the apostles & the New Testament prophets (Ephesians 2:20, cf. 3:5; 4:11; Revelation 21:14,19).

‘Corner stone’ (Greek: ‘akrogōniaios’ – ‘placed at an extreme corner; the corner foundation stone’)(from ‘gōnia’ – ‘head stone of a corner’)(Ephesians 2:20; 1 Peter 2:6).  As the cornerstone holds together 2 walls, so Christ joins together as Christians into one body dedicated to God, those 2 people groups who were formerly separated (Jews & Gentiles)(Galatians 3:28; Ephesians 2:11-16). 

Even though Jesus is the Cornerstone of the Church, the ‘birth’ of the Church was established at Pentecost, after Jesus ascended to Heaven & the Holy Spirit came (Acts 2:1-4,17-18).  Jesus had to leave (John 13:33), so the ‘Helper’ (John 14:16-17), the Holy Spirit (v.26) could come, which Jesus confirmed by ‘breathing’ on them (John 20:22).  So, although Jesus is the “wise man who built his house on the ‘rock’ (‘petra’ )(Matthew 7:24), Jesus is not the ‘rock’ itself.  Just as Peter addressed what Jesus asked (Matthew 16:16), likewise, Jesus addressed what Peter said (v.17-18), but not specifically Peter himself.  The Church is distinguished from everyone else, because the Church are Christians, who declare ‘Who’ Jesus is (‘the Christ, the Son of the living God’)(v.16), while every else doesn’t (1 John 4:1-3; 2 John 7).  [Note:  this would exclude Jehovah Witnesses & Mormons, because even though they refer to Jesus as ‘the Christ,’ they reject the Biblical ‘Christ,’ Who was prophesized to be God in the flesh (Isaiah 9:6), Who was fulfilled in the God-Man, Jesus Christ (John 1:1,14; 8:58; 10:30-33; etc)].

Are the words spoken by Peter, ‘revealed’ to him by God ‘Who’ Jesus is, the ‘rock’?
‘this rock’ (Greek: ‘houtos petra’ [NASB] / ‘tautē petra’ [KJV] – ‘refers to a subject immediately preceding the one just named; it refers to the leading subject of a sentence although in a position more remote’).  In other words, the Greek word ‘this’ does not refer to the ‘previous noun,’ but rather the ‘previous subject’ that ‘immediately precedes the noun.’  In Matthew 16:18, ‘this rock’ refers back to the ‘subject’ in v.17 – God ‘revealing’ to Peter ‘Who’ Jesus was (ie: the ‘words’ Peter spoke, not Peter himself.)  In Matthew 7:21-28, ‘these words’ (‘houtos’) in vv.24 & 26 don’t refer back to the preceding noun (‘everyone’), nor does ‘these words’ (‘houtos’) in v.28 refer back to ‘Jesus,’ but the subject ‘immediately preceding’ them – the ‘words’ of Jesus (vv.21-23,25,27).  Therefore, the foundation ‘rock’ (‘petra’ ) are Jesus’ words (v.24-25), not Jesus Himself.  In Matthew 21:42-44, ‘this stone’ (Greek: ‘houtos lithos’) refers back to the ‘stone’ (‘lithos’) in v.42, not ‘he’ in v.44. 

When the Old Testament was translated into the Greek Septuagint, in Numbers 20:8-10, ‘this rock’ (Hebrew: ‘zeh’ – ‘this other’ / ‘cela`’- ‘crag, cliff, rock’), was translated (‘tautē petra’), & ‘this rock’ refers back to the ‘rock’ in v.8, not ‘you rebels’ in v.10 or ‘rod’ in v.9.  Likewise, in Judges 6:19-20, ‘this rock’ (Hebrew: ‘hallaz’ – ‘this one, yonder; other side / ‘cela`’ – ‘crag, cliff, rock’) when translated into the Greek Septuagint (‘ekeinos’ – ‘that, the more remote subject’ / ‘petra’ – ‘rock’).  So, ‘this rock’ in v.20 refers back to the ‘rock’ (‘petra’) ‘under the oak’ in v.19, not ‘the angel of God’ or ‘the meat & unleavened bread’ in v.20.

‘Rock’ (‘petra’) refers to more than just the feminine tense of ‘Peter’ or ‘stone’ (‘Petros’), which is masculine tense.  ‘Rock’ (‘petra’) refers to an immovable ‘boulder-like’ rock, crag, or cliff.  Therefore, the ‘words,’ which God Himself, ‘reveals’ to the Church ‘Who’ Jesus is (‘the Christ, the Son of the living God’)(Matthew 16:16-17) is the immovable ‘rock’ (‘petra’) that Christ built His Church on (v.18).

Why is this important?
Christians are to identify with Christ directly, not Christ ‘through’ Peter or any other apostle, which would result in ‘divisions’ in His Church (1 Corinthians 1:11-13).  Christ (not Peter, nor the bishop of Rome, nor his ‘successors’) is the ‘Head’ of His Church (Colossians 1:18).

Next Bible study topic:  “The Jewish Fall Feasts – Rosh Hashanah (“Feast of Trumpets”)(Part 1)”

Next Bible study:  Sometime in May

