World History 3w5-69
Dr, Hoeh Wednesday AM,

THE LATER ROMAN EMPIRE

In the new edition of Langer we pick up the story on page 131 which begins the
section on the later Empire, the period 284-527 A.D, In terms of the history of
Rome end Italy, we pass through many different phases, We are now coming to that
period, as a result of a significant internal breakdown, when the Bupire was divided
into two parts, east and west!

Changes Under DMocletian

Notice the third paragraph in column one: “According to Diocletian's system
e » o the empire was divided for practical administrative purposes into two spheres,
eastern and western, the line between which ran from the Denube to the Adriatic scuth
of Dalmatia." Thus the Delmatiean coasst of Yugoslavia remained to the West. Much
later this same kind of division manifested itself in the difference between the Holy
Roman Hmpire of the Hapsburg period and the Turkish realm that took over the East.
Turkey ultimately devoured most of the Balkams, and one could almost say that the
expansion of Turkey was equivalent to the eastern part of the Raman Fmpire in terms
of geography—not expressly, ut to a great extent,

The key individual here is Diocletiam who ruled 284-305. You should take the
time here to read the details of how the Roman Empire, about 300 A,D,, came to be
reconstituted, That is, what was ccming spart politicelly was being restared from
time to time by short-lived rulers militarily. And there came to be a recognition
of the need of a new politicel solution to a problem, At the bottom of colum e
we read: "The military power, which during the 3rd century had absorbed all the
functims of government, was now wholly separated from the civilian,® You see what
was taking placel This was an attempt to resolve the problem, There was a divisimm
of the country into what are called praefectures.

The Image of the Beast

Now here we want to draw attention to the fact that the Roman Catholic Church,
up to this time, had been growing in the Roman Empire for certainly 250 years! By
this time, in other words, the Romeam Catholic Church was taking on characteristics
of the civil government.

The Clmrch patterned itself, as I may briefly summarize hers, after what we
would call a local municipality or diocese, Afterall, the Church found that it could
administrate itself polittally best by using the Raman political unit, You see, the
problem was, What kind of a pattern of government was the Church going to adopt? It
didn't meen that the geographic pattern was necessarily wmng—it was the form of gov-
ernment, a human form of government! This ig is why we finally have adopted the zip
code pattern as the method of visiting in the church todey. The zip code is based
@ the fact that no matter what the area looks like, amybody carrying mail gets there
faster in the present geographic division—it saves time and trouble, So the zip
code system in America is the system our visiting program has had to adopt because
it tells us more of the means of commmication. I'm telling you now of the fanm in
which the Catholic Church grew in terms of commmnicatian. On the other hand, the
Catholic Church did more then adopt the geographic unit, vhich was the basis, tut
also adopted the method of the political unit—which means the structure of povern-
mont! So they formed the local unit after the local diocose, A number of local
dioceses unified to form, what we would call in the Romam system, a province . « o o
(At this point Dr, Hoeh summarized material that is covered in the article "New
Facts About the Image of the Beast.")
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World History of 3-5-€9 cont!d page 2

Notice again toward the bottom of columm one on page 131 that Diocletian di-
vided the Reoman dmpire into "four praefectures, Gaul, Italy, Illyrium, and the Zast,"
Now please bear in mind that the Catholic Church had so developed itself, before the
Tour praefectures were instituted, that the Catholic Church never patterned its
guverncent beyond the local diocese, the province, and the great diocese, They did
1ot adopt the method of the praefecture! Notice that the praefecture of Gaul was
Parthest to the West, Italy was in the center, and Illyrium was immediately to the
cast, All three of these were in the West! There was omly one in the Egst!

It is further stated on page 131 in this same paragraph, "Each prasfecture was
dividad into several dioceses under vicars"e—are you familiar with the word "vicar"?
"Tvery bishop is a vicar of Christ, then a vicar of the Emperar®, you see, Then the
mrovinces made up the subdivisions of the dioceses—-but thet's not when all this was
dene., A lot of this had been done befare, "These provinces were subdivisions of
those of the early ompire and their number increased from €0 to 116"--so there were
variations in the total number, the population shifted and/or increased.

Anyway, to get back to the key point: There werc three praefectures in the West
and only ome in the East, Yet in the east was this giant praefecture called "the
Bast" vhich contained four of the five majar cities in the Romen Hmupire! There was
Antioch, Alexandria, Jeruselem, and later Canstantinople, In other words, in the
Dast were several major Patriarchs of major cities—but only ane praefecture,
contrast, in the West there were three major praefectures tut omly one religio&ggiﬁr
Rame! There was no other major city to compete, Places like Paris and Londan were
cnly small rural towms at this time, Therefore the Roman Catholic Church, in its
sutdivisions, stopped with the great diocese and did not go on to form a structure
where yeu had prasfects ruling over the major praefectures in the West, It had al-
ready come to the place where the church at Rame was the dominant church in all the
West! This included Britain, Gaul, Spain, Narth Africa, Italy, Illyria, But in
the Zast you had a city in Bgypt, one in Palestine, ome in Syria, one in Asia Minor
(Tphesus)—and finally cme right mext door in the Muropean area wen Constantinople
was established oy Constantine. Tou see that the BEast had the greatest amount of
Christion subdivision and this is why the Eastern (Greek) Orthodax Church has al-
ways tended to be more divided.

This time in the higtory of Rome is very important beceuse it is the period when
the final structurs of Rome was settled and, in fact, when you see it, will tell you
immediately how the Catholic Church patterned itself after Rame~-and to what extent
it indeed did not, That is, it had already growm to be an institutiom befare, Part
cf the problem with the pattern was not its geographic subdivisims, but the fact
that the method of government came to be so similar to Rame that the Bible speaks
of it as "the image.® You see, finally, the Catholic Church adopted the concept of
Cardinals in the West—™men of the hinge" on wham the government turned, shall we
say! There wers factors such as these that were not just geographic in structure,
but were of political significance.

The Burden of ths stem

in colum 2 on page 131 we read about the increase in the army: "The total for-
ces now munbered abcut 500,000 men, an increase over the Augustan 300,000, which ac-
counts in part for the financial protlems of the later empire.," In other wards, it
cost almost again 23 ruch now to keep up the army—nsaybe the population increased too,
tut so didthe graft and carruptiom which is usually what happens,
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World HRistory of 3-5-69 cont'd page 3

Farther down the page a very interesting point is discussed here—taxes: "The
rest of the populatian were crushed by heavy texes which were largely collected in
kind"—uwheat ar whatever the product was—"after the collapse of the currency, end
which were reassessed every 15th year . . . « The tarxation bore especially heavily
e o o« on the small landowners who had to provide recruits far the army and see that
waste lands were kept under cultivation. Thus freemen found it wisest to flee the
country, enter manasteries, or became serfs an large estates, Craftsmen and trades-
men were rigorously confined to their professians., The whole gaste gystep" that was
developing "was arranged to insure the maintenance of the administration and the gr—

n

There had been a time, in other words, when everybody in the Empire was free
(except the slaves) to do his part in the society, end the Empire worked—it func-
timed! But graduelly, the more people became gelf-centered, the greater the mumber
of people, the greater the problems, then the government had to spend mare and more
time in assigning everybody to a particular task, to a particular piece of property
or job, to the point that whether or not you were fit for it this is basically where
you gtayed! So most people began to flee the rural areas and go into the cities be-
cuase of the heavy impositiom of military burdens and taves; and gradually more amnd
mcre of the countryside came to be included in the latifundia which were great eco-
nomic units with coloni or serfs working the lend.

Continuing on page 132: "Since, therefore, it benefited no one but the great
landlords or imperial officials, the vast majority of the population lost interegt-
and either accepted the barbarien invasims supinely or even welcomed relief fram

2 oppressian. Whether, however, this lethargy, which pervaded not only the
political and economic life but elso the intellectual, save in the Christian Church,
resulted from the system or whether the unwieldy and inflexible system indicated
the poor mental caliber of the rulers, so many of whom were of peasant or barbarian
origin, emd the effeteness of the hereditary upper class, cannot be determined,"

Well, certasinly the humsn element—the kind of people— has to be a problem to
start with becsuse the system doesn't begin without people. The people came before
the system! The system was made by the people! It has been sald—and I think it
is true—that Britain and the British people would be very great if they didn't
have their present system, Only trouble with that is, nobody else imposed the sys-
tem on them but they themselves, The British system stagnates individualism, True;
but no other nation or group of people did it to them, The British did it to them-
selvesl

What ebout the U,S.? Has any nation imposed our system on us? No, it's cur own
structure of government—our oun elected officials! Afterall, we can Hame the Su-
preme Court, but it's the President who appoints the Court, it's the Cangress that
spproves the Court, it's the pecple who elect the President (or is it really the
people?—but, I mean, you know, it's said that the people do it; at least the people
go through the formality of voting). Our system, our party system and everything
that we have in this country—if there!s samething wrang with the system, no other
people did it to us, Our own people did it to themselves!!

You will read in Romean history that the Romans already knew what modern America
is anly teginning to learn: Every form of humap government has within itself the
seedg of its own destruction! Every foarm of buman government has within itself
same fatal flaw, the seeds of its own destructiom, which otherwise may be defined
as "the human element"!

What we had here in the Roman systeni was a method of trying to solve this prob-
lom of the human element, and they could not! At first they had tried a kingship,
then they had a Ropublic, they tried the imperor; and then the military hed to be-
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World Bistory of 3-5-69 conttd page 4

gin to take over bocause political units were not functiomning properly, People saw
the problem there, and scome great leaders made decisions that kept the military fram
absolute control and created a new structure which, it was hoped, would allow it to
survive, And yet, you see, the problem was that tbe people were becaming immersed
in lethargy, they had lost interest, everybody was out to please himself, This is
exactly what has taken place in Britain today, and in most of Western Birope, amd
in America, What we will see in Western Burope is g revival of religion just like
occurred in emcient Rome under Constantine—sand then the M”

Stamp Out Christianity!

In colum 2 cn page 132 we read that in 303 A,D, Dlocletien declared "g gep-
eral persscution of the Chrigtians which, however, Constantius did not enforce in
his praefecture @Tml—-see colwm ong]. The persecution was stopped in the entire
west in 306 but raged in the east until 313." And most of the Christiams were in
the east, hence the ten years of persecution referred to prophetically as ten days
in the history of the Smyrna Era of God's Church: ", . . and ye shall have tribula-
%1@1 ten days: be thou faithful unto death, and I will give thee a crown of life"
Rev, 2:10), ‘

mmm  Cmpmsmmm | roabes

listenl—not to merely punish the individual Christiam, tut to  extirpate the re-
ligion itself in all forms no matter what the truth or the heresy %ﬁt have been
that went under the name of Christianity!!l

Do you want to know why the Catholiec Church in the West survived to be so
strong? Becguse the persecution was the least there! Only for three years--303 .
to 306 A.D., Hence the Roman Church was much stranger when it was over than the
church in the east.

Constantine

Constantine ruled 306-337. The Mict of Toleration was enacted in 311 A.D,
Then the Zdict of Milan, the final one, is properly dated in 313 A.D, I'm sure
this is the case, early in 313, This is the traditiomal date., Disregard the
question mark placed next to this date by Langer at the top of colurm ocne on page
133, BRead this paragreph carefully telling of the battle at the Milvian Bridge
when Constantine is said to have seen a cross in the sky,

As a result of the fact that they could not stamp ocut Christisnity, it came to
be realized that if you were going to stamp out Christianity you would for practical
purposes have to stamp out so many people in the Empire that you would destroy it!
Now there was only one thing for Constantine to do: Make Christianity legal! Even
more, tring it into the government and tie it into the government go the government
can control it!

Constantine ™ad already interfered in the affairs of the Church (at its invita-
tion) when in 316 he tried to settle the Donatist schism,® FNow, in 325, he "sum-
moned the first ecumenical (world-wide) council of the Church," Have you ever re-
alized that this was the first ecumenical council, that the council of Jerusalem in
Acts 15 had nothing to do with this sequence of events? Because that was of the true
Cherch and this was of the heretics as a whole! Constantine, an Emperor, calls it.
And he called it to meet in Nicea in Asias Minor,

What does this mean?
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World History of 3-5-69 cont'd page 5

This means that Asia Minar was still regarded as the primary center of Chisti-
anity—still regarded as such! You look at the places where Paul went and you see
that more time was spent in what is now modern Turkey—Galatia, Troas, that's most
of the story, The rest was the little island of Cyprus, or Greece proper, Syria,
Palestine, but those were all divided; the center was Asia Mincar,

The reason for the Nicaean Council "was to settle a controversy that had arisen
in Alexandria /Egypt/ between the priest Arius, who maintained that Christ was of a
different substance from God, and theBishop Alexander (succeeded in 328 by Athamasi-
us) who supported the doctrine that they were of the seme substance,® All these ar-
guments were basically meaningless! The council agreed an a creed favarable to Al-
exander"—well actually, even though the name used here is Alexander, it is Athenas-
ius who picks up the controversy, I should define it that way, We have never thought
of it in church history in terms of Alexander himself, tut of his primary successar,
Athanasiug, The statement in Langer continues by sgying that the council, in addi-
tion, "adopted certain canans giving privileges to the bishops (patriarchs) of Alex-
andria, Antioch, and Rome. Canstantinople™ which was to be founded five years hence
in 330 "later acquired similar rights, The primacy of Rams . . . had been generally
recognized in the west since the" limited council, these are the non~-ecumenical ones
®Council of Arles in 314. The praminent part taken by Constantine in this council
1aid the basis for the later supremacy of the emperor in the eastern Church, Though
Arius died & horrible death in 336, Constantine and his successors swung the Church
increasingly toward Arianism, and strife in the Church an this subject was not ended
until the reign of Theodosius I" near the end of the century, "Ihe west remained
firnly Athanasien," This wes the orthodax Roman Catholic positiamm,

An important point: ALl the barbariaps who invaded the West were Arjep except
the Frapks. This is why the Franco-German state of Charlemagne was Raman Catholic
becsuse in the end the cnly barbarian tribe that was supported by the Church was the
tribe that held the Western view that the Father and the S were of one substance.

T don't know how they ever got into this argument, It happened to be, of course,
that God the Father and God the Son are Spirit, they're not two different or diverse
gubstances. They're Spirit! But, you know, they bave to have something to argue a=
bout in religiom., It is interesting to realize that the Ariens did not accept the
doctrine of the Trinity; and they maintained that the crucifixion was an Wednesday
and the resurrecticn on Sabbath afternom!

Now we cantinue with the top of colum two on page 133: On May 11 in 330 A.D,
nCenstantine dedicated as his capital Canstentinople, which he had spent four years
in building on the site of Byzantium, camanding the strategic center of the east,
the Bosporus," It is very striking that by this time the center of focus of the
Fmpire was shifting fram Rome to the East. You see, Rome conquered the world, Ne-
vertheless, the great tulk of the world that was conquered was still centered in
the East. In the West Rome conquered North Africa, Spain, Gaul, Britain, parts of
Germany, see? But in the East, beginning with Illyrium, they conquered Greece, and
all Asia Minor, and Egypt, Palestine, Syria, controlled Mesopotamia for a time; and
all the major wars were centered in the north—not from the west, see—-but in the
north or east, So Constantine divided the ®mpire and made the primary capital the
ane in the Zast and Rome became the second important cepital now in the West, And
even though Diocletian had set up a system of four rulers (two Augusti and two Caes-
ars, page 131), it ultimately got back down to one ruler--Constantine reunited the
Fmpire under his sole rule (p. 133). You simply could not have four heads over a
monstrosity like this and make it workl
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World Histery of 3-5-69 cont'd page 6

So Canstantine was the Emperor, He resided in the East, Thus the Church in
the East was directly under the Emperor. But in the West, now, the most important
official remaining in the city of Rome was the Bishop at Rome! He was the most ime
vortant official left in the city of Rome and eventually attained the status of Pope,
(Later t?a pclitical headquarters of the West was moved from Rome to Ravenna—-in
402 A.D.

Constantine died in 337, On his death bed he was baptized! He was baptized
by aspersion, That is, since he was too sick to be put in a tub he was sprinkled!
This is the first recorded act of sprinkling in the whole of church history—the

Dmperor Comstantine! Busebius said "he was baptized if it be lawful to call this
baptism"—you know, a few drops of water! You should read something of Constantine
in Ausebius! Church History or ane of the religious encyclopaedias such as Schaff-

Herzoge

Christianity continued as a major religion in the Roman Empire until the reign
of Julian "the Apostate" (361-363). "He is kmown chiefly for his attempt to substi-
tute paganism for Christianity and to organize a pagan church," However, he was un-
able to succeed because paganism was basically dead, Nevertheless, it is signifi-
cant that Julian mentions in the record that Christ was executed under Pilate, He
shows that Jesus was a human being, that He was borm and brought to trial, that the
Rcman records showed this, He pointed out to Christians that ™you warship as a god
one who was punished as a criminall" Now the statements made by Julian are so gb-
vicusly true that atheists have a very difficult time laying aside this evidence!
Here was a man not trying to support Christianity, not taking anything for granted,
who uses as his major argument the fact that "we lmow all sbout this man Jesus, and
you Christians have invented a fiction that He's a god when He was nothing but a
criminal," You see? This was his approach, There was such a persan as Jesusl
whe ther He was tried and found guilty justifiably one cannot determine fram the Ro-
men records because Pilate was very careful about how this event was presented., I
den't know how he ever explained the case! Maybe he never did explain it right!

He let the mob influence him becsuse he didn't want to lose his jobl

Battle of Adrianople

Next note the top of the first colum on page 134 under the date 376: "The Vis-
igoths (West Goths) crossed the Danube, Valens fell in battle against them at Adri-

ancole (378, Mug. 9). The Goths continued to ravage the Balkan region.”

This Battle of Adriamople is perhaps the turning point! From here on nothing
basically seemed to go right for the Empire, This was the beginning of the end be-
czuse once the Ramans lost this battle, they were pever able thereafter to campletely
axpe]l any barbarien tribel
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New Facts About the
Image ot the Beast

W hat is this mysterious “image”? You will soon
be compelled to worship it or face martyrdom. If
you submit, you will suffer the wrath of God!

ANY ministers know the facts
M which prove the identity of

the “image of the beast,” but
they are sfraid to tell you. This present
generation, confused over the real sig-
nificance of the "image,” is destined to
be forced to worship it! Many who
haven’t been told the facts are already
practicing this species of idolatry.

The “i of the beast” (Rev.
13:14-15) can not be understood smssl
the “beast,” described in Revelation
13:1-10, is kpown. It is symbolic of a
power whose identity is revesled in the
sccond and seventh chaprers of the book
of Daniel d

The June, 1952, issue of “The Plain
Truth™ coatained the Biblical explana-
tion which conclusively proved that the
“beast” John delineated is the Roman
Empsre. After receiving its deadly
wound, it continued 1260 years from its
restoration under Justinian (554) to
the downfall of Napoleon (1814). For
one last time this Roman system will be
revived in Europe by a federation of
ten nations. It is already beginning to
solidify and emerge on the continent.

The "dragon”™ which gave this Empire
its authority is the devil according to
Revelation 12:9 and 20:2. The adver-
sary told Jesus that the kingdoms of
this world were delivered 1o him, “and
to whomsoever 1 will I give it” (Luke
4:5-7). The Roman Empire and its
revivals is Sacan's csvs/ government on
earth.

Not only does the devil have his owsl
rulers doing his will, but he also has ec-
clesiastical rulers—ministers who mas-
querade as the “ministers of righteous-
ness” (2 Cor. 11:13-19). John saw this
pictured under the symbol of the "beast”
which had two horns like a lamb (Rev.
13:11-17). According to the Bible, it
is the bierarchy of order—the Pope,
bishops, priests and deacons of the Rom-
an Catholic Church, the explanation of
which is given in this issue of "The
Good News.” Thsi church is responsible

for the creation of the “image of the
beast.”

What Is the Image?
~ _There are fiwe fundamental points to

by Herman L. Hoeb

consider before fully grasping the Bsb-
lical interpretation of this “image.” (1)
The lamb-like beast, by its miraculous
claims, deceived the peopls who dwell
on earth, saying to them (2) that they
should make an image to the beast—
Sstan's civil %v:mmem, the Roman
Empire. (3) great church figura-
tively gives kife to the image It was
made to live and (4) to speak. Fur-
thermore, the image (5) cawsed that
every person not worshipping itself
should be killed. It did not martyr, it
merely censed the death of those who
wouk{ not submit to such idolatry. Once
again, in this generation, the already
widespread worship of this “image” will
be forced upon the world.

What could it be? What is an "im-
age”? According to the dictionary, an
im is a “copy, represencation, model,
semblance, counterpart.” It is & “like-
ness.” Therefore the church which John
mentions was saying to the people:
“You should make a model, a copy of
the civil Roman Governmens”—for the
“beast” is a government (Daniel 7:23).

Instead of preaching the gospel of
the Kingdom or government of God—
diwine govermmen: with divine laws—
this church established human church
goversmens. The church of God is con-
stituted by those saints who are begotten
and led by the Holy Spirit. It is mos a
kingdom, for Christ's kingdom is not of
this present world or age (John 18:36).
But here is a great church that deceived
the people into forming a duplicate or
image of the civs! government of the
Roman Empire.

The PAPACY is “the Roman empire,
again extended over Europe by a uni-
versal code and a provincial govern-
ment; by 8 hierarchy of religious prae-
tors or proconsuls, and 2 host of interior
officers, each in strict subordination to
those immediately above them, and grad-
ually descending to the very lowest
ranks of society: the whole with a cer-
tain degree of freedom of action, but a
restrained and limited freedom, and
with an appeal to the spirirual Caesar in
the last resort” (History of Latsm Chrss-
tsanity by Milman, p. 28).

This church government—the PAPA-

CcY—i+s the smage of the beass! It is an
ecclesiastical model of the pagan Roman
Government.

“Long before the fall of Rome there

had begun to grow up within the Rom-
an Empire an ecclesiastical stace, which
in its constitution and its administrative
system was shaping itself upon the sm-
perial model. This spiritcual empire,”
says Myer's Anmciens History, p. 582,
“like the secular empire, possessed a hi-
erarchy of officers.”
" The Papacy, according to these his-
torians, is a model, a coumterpari—an
smage of the "beast” which is the Rom-
an Government. This ecclesiastical gov-
ernment compelled people to worshsp
a man-ruled church organized into a
worldly government. Although palmed
off as the government of God, it is in
reality an smage of a human civil gov-
ernment. And worshipping any image
is idolacry!

Just as the old Babylonish sdolasry
spread and alrered its form as it propa-
gated throughout the world, so this mod-
ern Babylon the Great, a Mother Church,
has propagated daughter churches which
came out protestsmg (Rev. 17:5), and
all of them have diflerent forms of
church government—different “images
of the beast,"—each patterned in some
way after the Auman government of the
Empire. When religious people speak of
“"MY Church,” they mean their bumanly
organized denomination which teaches
pagan doctrines and customs labeled
“Christian.” They IDOLIZE their
Church, believing its teaching can't be
wrong. This is idolatry and God calls
everyone of his people out of it (Rev.
18:4).

Where did this practice of human
government in the churches develop”
And how? What is the historical proof
that most of you haven't been told be-
cause ministers are afraid to let you un-
derstand that their churches are not
governed by Christ as the bead, but by
human boards or “spiritual Caesars’?

Government in the Early
True Church

Unlike any denomination of today,
the Christians in the early inspired
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Church were governed by the will of
God expressed in the Bible. The Fa-
ther set Christ to be the continuous, liv-
ing Head of the Church, the Head of
those individuals who are led by the
Spirit of God. Under Christ were those
ministers He chose. They weve not
elected; the ministers of the gospel
were never voted into office. They were
ordained according to the Biblical spec-
ifications because their fruits proved
that God had already chosen them.
Compare John 3:27, Acts 13:2,3 and 1
Timothy 3.

Every office of service in the church
for spreading the gospel was and ought
to be today according to the gifts of
God proven by the fruits (Eph. 4:11-
13). Jesus has always been the absolute
Head of the Church, not any board, man
or vicar ruling in the place of Christ
(Eph. 5:23).

Edward Gibbon rightly says “that the
apostles declined the office of legisls-
tion.” (Declsine and Fall of the Roman
Empsre, chapter 15.) The laws govern-
ing the lives of true Christians are not
human canoas or traditions sanctioned
by boards or Church councils, but the
inviolate laws of God revealed in the
Scripture.

There were elders in every city to in-
struct, correct and to be examples to the
churches (1 Peter 5:3). The original
Greek word for “elders” is also translaced
“presbytery” in I Tim. 4:14. From Acts
20:17, 28 it becomes obvious thac pres-
byters or elders were also called over-
seers or bishops—"two appellations
which,” according to Gibbon ia his ex-
cellene fifteenth chapter on church his-
tory, “in their first origin, appear to
have distinguished the same ogcte‘ and
the same order of persons. The name
Presbyter was expressive of their age,
or rather of their gravity and wisdom.
The ticle of Bishop denoted their inspec-
tion over the faith and manners of the
Christians who were committed to cheir
pastoral care.”

How vasty different church govern-
ments are today! What happened that
church offices are so radically altered?
When did it happen?

How the People Began to Form
the “Image of the Beast”

The Roman Empire in the days of
the apostles was asthorsiarian, and the
use of elections for many offices was an
honored practice. After the death of the
apostles, the prophesied great apostacy
set in (2 Thess. 2). Some of the very
clders or bishops to whom Paul talked
ac Ephesus (Acts 20:30) were ring-
leaders in decewving the people into
holding  public church meetings and
elections of ofhcers followsng she pas-
term of Roman municspalitses. Each lo-
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cal congregation took for itself, with
variations, the form of the Roman col-
legia, associations, which were modeled
after che Roman municipal government.
(Boak, A Hsstory of Rome t0 563 A.D.,
pp. 398, 364.)

Here was she begmnsng of the “image
of the beast”"—ecclesiastical leaders de-
ceiving the people into creating a gov-
ernment in the church after the mode
of the Roman civil administration and
attributing to it divine origin.

In various congregations were numer-
ous people, unconverted, who wanted
the “say-s0.” They elected teachers who
sanctioned elections and pleased their
whims and who led them back into the
customs of pagan Rome and Greece (2
Tim. 4:3, 4). Gradually those ministers
who were chosen of God were rejected
and forced out of the visible church
congregations (3 John 10). The wissble
churches were ceasing to be governed
by Jesus Christ. A universal or catholic
apostacy permeated almost the whole
Christian world.

“The order of public deliberations
soon introduced the office of a president,
invested at least with the authority of
collecting the sentiments, and of exe-
cuting the resolutions, of the assembly,”
says Gibbon. Here were local congrega-
tions, making their humaon resolusions
instead of following the Bible, and caus-
ing the formation of human government
in the churches.

The Bishops Grow in Power

Occasional elections induced the apos-
tatizing Christians to constitute per-
manently one of che elders or presbyters
with the office and “duties of an ec-
clesiastical governor. It was under these
circumstances thac the lofty title of
Bishop began to raise itself above the
humble appellations of Presbyter; and
while the latter remained the most nat-
ural distinction for the members of
every Christian senate, the former was
appropriated to the dignity of its new
presideat.”

Did you notice? Each local congrega-
tion in its legislative practices de-
veloped into a little “senate” with one
of its elders, elected to the permanent
office of president, styled a “Bishop.”
From this time forward, only the leading
elder, the president, was called “Bish-
op.” The people were following the pat-
tern of the Roman civil government,
introducing it into the chutches in place
of the government of God. They found
that voung on resolutions was a very
satisfactory way of getting pagan “re-
ligious ceremonies, which imperceptibly
increased in number and variety” intwo
the churches. Rather than receive the
correction of the Bible, the congrega-

tions wanted to have their own way
and the leaders were glad to have it so,
because it invested them with legislasive
power over the flock.

In the same fifteenth chapter of Gib-
bon's Declsme and Fall we read: "When-
ever the episcopal chair became vacant
by death, a new president was chosen
among the presbyters by the suffrage of
the whole congregation.” No longer
were the ministers being chosen by
Christ and ordained by the elders and
apostles. Instead, in the Catholic churches
the elders were elected and one of them,
specially elected to preside over the lo-
cal meetings, appropriated the title of
“Bishop™ above his equals.

Coupled with the advancement of
the "Bishop™ or president in each local
congregation, was the rapid tendency
to form local dioceses “by the union of
several country churches with a church
in a city” after 100 A.D. (Milman's
footnote in Gibbon's Decline and Fall).
Toward the middle of the ensuing cen-
tury, numerous churches within a city
united under the leadership of the most
important Bishop of the leading church
in each local dsocese. Thus far, the
“image”—church government shaped ac-
cording to the model of the Roman civil
institutions—was formed only after the
city government and its municipal offi-
cials and jurisdiction. There was as yet
no supreme leadership over all the
churches.

The Image Called a Divine Institution

The episcopal form of governmeqt
was adopted within a2 hundred years
after the death of the apostles by ALL
the congregations scattered over the
Roman Empire. It soon acquired the de-
ceptive sanction of a dsvine smstisusion
because the bishops styled themselves
the “vicars of Christ.” Bingham's An-
tiqusties of she Christian Church gives
several cases in the early Catholic writ-
ings wherein “every bishop is vice Chris-
4, Christ’s vicar or viceregent” (Bk. II,
ch. 11, sect. 10).

The Bible nowhere teaches that man
rules in place of Christ. Christ has no
one ruling in his place. Every minister
in the Church is ruled by Christ and
carries out Christ’s will, not his own or
the people’s! But those early bishops de-
ceived the gullible, unconverted “Chris-
tian” into believing that they stood in
the place of Christ and that the episco-
pal form of church government was a
holy institution which the people should
hold én reverence. The congregations
voted those beguiling leaders into office
since they raught what the people de-
sired to hear in order to gain authority
and prestige over them. (2 Peter 2:3;
Jude 16). This is how the worship of
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the smage—the sdulszsmg of church gov-
ernment—developed!

The Roman “Province” Adopted

With the progress of time the de-
velopment of jurisdiction increased
apace. Not only had a local elder
usurped authority over his fellow elders,
thus receiving the exclusive title of
“Bishop,” but he had also acquired the
dominion over all church congregations
pertaining to a city—ermed a dsocese.
The pext step that occurred was the
adoprion of the Roman civil division of
the “province” in order to wmsfy the di-
oceses and the conflicting traditions
that were developing in church customs.

Bingham, page 342, says: “A province
was the cities of a whole region sub-
jected to the authority of one chief
magistrate, who resided in the metropo-
lis, or chief city of the province. This
was commonly a praetor, or & procon-
sul . . . so likewise in the same me-
tropolis there was a bishop, whose pow-
er extended over the whole province,
whence he was called the metropolitan,
or ptimate, as being the principal bish-
op of the province.”

The government of the churches, the
episcopate, was no longer a local associ-
ation of bishop and elf:rs, but monaerch-
sal. “The bishops were now regularly
nominated by the clergy, approved by
the congregations, and finally inducted
into office by the ceremony of ordina-
tion.” (A Hissory of Rome to 563 A.D.,
p- 398.) Toward the close of the second
century irregular synods in Ephesus, Je-
rusalem, Pontus and at Rome were held
to agsist in substituting the heathen
Easter for the passover (Milman's foot-
note to Gibbon's Declime and Fall). By
250 AD,, these synods were beld regu-
larly, especislly in Greece and Asia
Minor.

Prom where did #bss practice come?
Noz from the Bible.

Says the historian Gibbon: They
"borrowed the model of a representative
council from the celebrated examples
of their own country. . . ."

“It was soon established,” he says fur-
ther, "as a custom snd s lew, that the
bishops of the independent churches
should meet in the capital of the prov-
smce at stated periods of spring and au-
rumn.” The proceedings were moderat-
ed “by the presence of a listening mul-
titude. Their decrees, which were styled
Canons, regulated every important con-
troversy of faith and discipline. . . ."

The church government was begin-
ning to issue decrees! The IMAGE was
beginning to SPEAK with the force of
law! Faith and discipline ceased to pro-
ceed from Scripture. Pagan traditions
and customs became “the law.”

“Suited to Private Ambition”

With uncanny accuracy Gibbon ex-
plaias that the “institution of synods
was so well suited to private ambition,
and to public interest, that in the space
of a few years it was received through-
out the whole empire . . . and the cath-
olic church soon assumed the form, and
acquired the strength, of s great feder-
ative republic.”

S were universally accepted.
Each local diocese, like a republic with
its elected representatives and an ec-
clesiastical governor, joined together to
form a province in the “public interest.”
It was the people who permitted the
miniscers and bishops to deceive them
into modeling church government after
the civil government. From the provin-
cial councils there poured forth an ever
increasing flow of correspondence fed-
erasing all the provinces of the catholic
or universal churches.

Exactly as the bishops had so recenty
grasped authority over every presbyter
—who now became & priesr—s0 in these
provincial synods the difference in rank
of the city from which each came caused
the bishop of the metropalis or chief
city of the province to prepare secretly

to - suthority over his fellow bish-
ops to acquire “the lofty titles of
Metropolitans and Primates.”

By now the mutual alliance of the
bishops ensbled them o artack the
original “rights of the people” in having
their “say-30." The participation of the
people gradually ceased amid the su-
perssitions reverence for the "divine
authority” of the assemblies of the bish-
ops. The bishops owed no allegiance to
any higher human authority than their
own assemblies in which they voted on
macters of faith.

Constmntine Begins Universal Councils

Afrer permicting the Catholic Faith to
become the State religion of the Roman
Empire, Constantine found it essential
to unify conflicts within its ranks. To
this he called universal or ecumen:-
cal councils. Says Boak: “Procedure in
the councils was modelled upon that of
the Roman Senate; the meetings were
conducted by imperial legates, their de-
cisions were issued in the form of im-
perial edicts, and it was to the emperor
that appeals from these decrees were
made.” (A Hsstory of Rome so0 565
AD., p. 492.)

There was as yet 0o Pope. The Roman
Emperor was head of this Church. The
laws of the councils were laws of the
Seate. The Roman Senate, not a Biblical
example, was the model. The "image”
was gradually being fashioned more and
more like the Roman civil goverament.

It was also during the age of Con-

stantine that the Roman Empire was
divided into great dsoceses. thirteen in
number. These were made up of nu-
merous provinces over which bishops
with the titles of Metropolitan or Pri-
mate presided. Wich the enforced uni-
versal councils being the highest assem-
bly ruling the churches, Giﬁbon says it
was not “long before an emulation of

preeminence and power prevailed
among the Metropolitans themselves,
each affecting to display . . . the tem-

poral honors and advantages of the city
over which he presided. . . "

Narturally the Metropolitans who re-
sided in the capitals of these great dio-
ceses were to dominate all the other
Primates over the provinces in his
realm. Thus was the title of “Exarch” or
“Patriarch” acquired by less than a dozen
great bishops. There were now four
g:des of bishops: country bishops who

ame parish priests, city bishops, Met-
ropolitans, Patriarchs.

Who would eventually be the Un:-
versal Bishop? We shall soon see.

It is notable that the title vicars
(vicars) was given by the Civil Gov-
ernment to the civil administrators of
the great dioceses. Although the Patri-
archs of the Catholic Church were really
the wvicars of the Emperor, who was
head of the Catholic State Church, they
claimed to be the vicars of Christ, as &/l
bishops had done decades prior in order
to gain their eminence.

The Roman Empire was also divided
into four Prefectures. While the Catho-
lics did not institute any ecclesiastical
office to compare to the prefecss, they
did soon find that among the Parriarchs
over the dioceses, there was a rivalry
that brought forth four dominant Patri-
archs in the East and one in the West.
These were of Constantinople, Antioch,
Jerusalem and Alexandria in the East
and Rome in the West.

Bingham, pages 344, 345, and other
authors point out a highly important
fact. The dioceses in the West, with the
exception of Africa, lacked Patriarchs
in Spain, Gaul and Britain, or else failed
to send them to the councils. ROME WAS
THE ONLY WESTERN PATRIARCHATE
THAT REPRESENTED THE WEST IN
DEALINGS WITH EASTERN BISHOPS,
says Boak in the aforementioned book,
pages 492, 493. It was easy to forsee
that the bishop at Rome would be the
dominant Patriarch since the Roman
church was the greatest and its bishops
claimed the inheritance of the attributes
of the office of the apostle Peter by pro-
gressive sraditions.

Was the Roman Bishop Always
the Head of the Chprch?

That the bishop at Rome was nor
from the time of Peter the head of the
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Churzh 1s admitted by the Roman Cath-
olic Du Pin, who states, to the later em-
barrassment of Catholic doctrine, that
Germany, Spain, France, Britain, Africa,
[llyrcum and seven of the ltalic provinces
were, NOT UNDER THE JURISDICTION
OF THE BISHOP AT ROME during the
early ages (Du Pin de Disciplin. Eccles.
Dessert. 1. n. 14. p. 92, quoted in Bing-
ham's Anssquisies, p. 348).

The bishop of Milan, ltaly, was never
ordained by the bishop of Rome, as he
would have been if he were under his
jurisdiction. This is even admitted by
Pope Pelagius in one of his epistles
(Bingham, p. 348) . The African Church
under the Patriarch of Carthage was
originally independent as Justinian de-
clares. In the 22nd canon of the Council
of Milevis, the African churches pro-
hibited appeals to the bishop at Rome.
For centuries, Baluzius declares, the
French synods “never allowed any ap-
peals from their own determination to
the pope” (Bingham, p. 349). The
Bricish or Celtic Church did not come
under Roman dominion until the Synod
of Whitby (664) brought about British
conformity to the Roman Catholic
mode of Easter observance. (E. R. Ed-
mar, The Light sn Dark Ages, p. 184.)

The advancing star of the Roman
Bishop developed rapidly with the trans-
ference in the fourth century of the
capital of the Empire to "New Rome”
—~Constantinople. Up to this time chere
were no great pontiffs that provoked
jealousy, neither were there such fac-
tions that splic the East. The bishops
of Rome were carried upward by the
sweep of dominant opinion. Eastern
feuds disrupted the patriarchates in that
area and left only the most recent, Con-
stantinople, in the leadership. The dom-
ination of the Emperor in Constantino-
ple was a disastrous handicap for the
Eastern churches. The bishop of Rome
was immeasurably freer to expand.

In 343 the Council of Sardica, coM-
POSED OF WESTERN LEADERS ONLY, not
a universal or ecumenical council, con-
firmed the Western feeling that the
bishop of Rome ought to be the Head
of the Church by sanctioning Pope
Julius as the final arbiter in disputes re-
sulting from cthe Arian controversy.

Thirty-five years later the bishop at -

Rome became the “Pontifex Maximus”
or Supreme Pondiff. This title once be-
longed to the high priest of the pagan
Roman priesthood before Julius Caesar,

the first Emperor was granted it. There- *

after, the office was passed to succeed-
ing Emperors unul Gratian refused it
in 376. Two years later Damasus, Bish-
op of Rome, was declared Supreme
Ponuff by sthperial edict. (Bower's Lives
of the popes.) The pagan Roman Col-
lege of Pontiffs later became the Catho-
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lic business,” wrote Boak in his previ-
Pontifex Maximus “had charge of the
calendar, fixed dates of the lic festi-
vals, and announced each month what
days were open and what closed to pub-
lic business,” wrote Boak in his previ-
ously mentioned work, page 67. Licle
wonder that the Catholic Supreme Pon-
tff should “think to change times and
laws” (Daniel 7:25) in opposition to
Jesus Christ who is the acrual High
Priest of the Church (Heb. 7:21;
10:21).

The Papacy Finally Develops

Many early writers and the populace
termed the bishops in the Catholic
Church “princes” in imitation of Isaiah
60:17 which they read: "I will make
thy princes peace, and thy bishops
righteousness.” It became the custo
view that the Church was the Kingdom
and its leaders the rulers therein—a
view exactly opposite to the gospel of
Jesus which spoke of the Kingdom of
God yet to be established (Bingham,
p. 22).

Wich the rapid decline of the Wescern
Roman Empire, the bishop of Rome
rose in respect with the people. He de-
termined to be the King of Kings in the
government of the Church. We shall
now see how the Roman bishops sought
by their claims and obtained by populsr
approval the position of Ecclesiastical
Cassen.

At the close of the fourth century
Augustine wroce the "City of God,” a
book envisioning a Universal Catholic
Empire of which the Roman Empire
was the pattern. A few years lacer Inno-
cent I pushed the claims of the papacy
vigorously. Following him came Leo I,
styled by many the first Pope. He war
the first Lasin preacher, for prior to him
there seem to have been mo pwblic
preachsng by Catholics sn Rome accord-
ing to Sozomen (Milman, Latin Chrss-
ssamsty, p. 56). Leo claimed to be the
heir to Peter's primacy, advocated the
complete “organization of the Church
on the model of the Empire, with the
pope as its religious head.” He said re-
sistance to his will was worthy of “hell,”
and advocated the death penalty for
heresy.

Boak wrote in his book: "It was Leo
also who induced the western emperor
Valentinian III in 455 to order the whole
western Church to obey the bishop of
Rome as the heir to the primacy of
Peter” (p. 493). Despite this decree
that made the bishop of Rome the head
of Western Christendom, the Council
of Chalcedon, 451, a universal council
claiming divine authority, placed the Pa-
triarch of Constantinople “on an equal-
ity with the pope, a recognition against
which the Pope Leo protested in vain.”

By this time, too, the term parochiae
—parish—began o be applied spe-
cifically to individual churches in the
episcopal dioceses, rather than to the di-
oceses themselves. Within another ffty
years the common term “paps” from
which “pope” is derived was applied
almost exclusively in the West to the
bishop of Rome, although, in prior years,
“it was a common title of all bishops.”
However, the Eastern Catholics did not
recognize this papal title, for in the
time of Pope Gregory I, 590-604, the
Patriarch  of Constantinople claimed
the tide of "Universal Bishop.” Against
this Eastern usurpation of auchority,
Gregory stormed. He refused to ap-
propriate the title to himself for obvious
reasons, yet be exercised all the authority
of a universal bishop.

After the Council of Constantinople
in 869, the Roman and Eastern Churches
ceased to meet together in ecumenical
councils. In 1123 ic was decided that
the popes should appoint all bishops.
The head of the “image of the beast”
now governed with absolure power the
eatire ecclesiastical government. About
750 years later (1871), the Pope se-
cured the declaration of infallibility
when speaking “from the chair.”

To assist the Roman Pontiff there
have been developed through the cen-
turies certain agencies. The College of
Cardinals (Cardinals are bishops of di-
oceses) collectively advise the Pope.
Under them are twelve Congregations,
three Tribunals and five Offices of the
Roman Curia (bureaus, boards and
courts) organized to administer Church
affairs.

The "image” or “model” against which
John warns is she bievarchy of jurisdic-
tion, "the governing body of the Catho-
lic Church—the Pope and the other
bishops throughout the world.” They
possess according to Catholic sources
“the power to make laws, to sit in judg-
ment, and to fix spiritual penalties when
necessary.”

Its ateributes belong ONLY TO GOD.
To attribute them to any organization
of men is to set that organization in the
place of God—to commit idolatry—to
worship the image of the beast! Not
only does the Roman hierarchy claim
such powers, but also millions of PrOT-
ESTANTS ARE WORSHIPPING SIMILAR IM-
AGES OF THEIR OWN MAKING—human
church governments which pretend to
exercise the powers of God.

Everyone committing such idolacry
which will soon be forced on the world
will suffer the wrath of God, the seven
last plagues without mercy! Yosr only
hope is to COME OUT OF THIS IDOL-
ATROUS SYSTEM THAT IS GRIPPING THE
WORLD. “Come out of her my people,”
says God (Rev. 8:4).
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