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the forms of literature, the Epistles, and the Gospels. In the

:r in the new Testement litersture we hsve taken up
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bokk of Revelation we have an entirely different class of Titerature
but net onme which is eriginsl in the New Testament, as is the case
with the Epistles end the *gmskiwsxy Gospels. In the 36velétion of
John we have an examrle of that class of Literature lmown as the
Apocelyrtic Literature, It first made its appesrsnce in Jewish
literature in the Eoek of Taniel, writtem probably in the year

165 E.C. . Some of the 01d Testament Apecrypha, like Esdras , and
Enock etc. are of this class, There was a great dezl of it current
in the eerly Christian Church, and was widely used . The Apocalypse
or Peter, the Shepherd of Hermas are of this sort.

This Apocalyptic Iiterature is the rreduct of the last

gtrains of the e2d prorketic spirit. It has ﬁeither the intellectual

acumen, nor the moral courage of the prorhets. No longer does it
speak man te man in language that no one csan mistake, but it hides
behing allegory, and it seeks to protect itself as sirpy the messen-
ger of some heevenly person. It spesks vaguely, z2nd in figures of
speech that may he interpreted in 2 thousand ways. It is not entirel
witheut beauty and dignity, but may certsinly be spoken of as the
least ef the Prorhetic like. But its great service in the hisotery
of Judeism and in the'history of the early Christian Chruch was its
belstering ortimism in the face of persecutions and hardship. It was
some satisfaction teo the persecuted Christian to esll their prese-
cutors in the name of Christ all sorts of bad names, even if it
hed te be hidden in the langmagg of symbelism, T%e %anger of such

litersture is seen in the extent to which the Z08FE¥ of revelation
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run it is gquestionable if this book has not been &
ositive and definite injury to the religious and ethical develepmen
of society.

In the early Christian church John , son of Zebedee was
spoken of as the author. Some critics hold to-day that such m==

the book wes written durign the persecutions just prior to the
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;ion of Jerusalem
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, and that it was written by John with
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several additions of a later period® . That there was apocalyptic
pateriel in circulation at that time is witnessed by the fact that
suck a document is introduced in the Book of Nark in Chapter 13.
Fut the soundest judgement concerning the bookm is that it was
xeitke put into its present form &bout the year 95 mkmmx¥kex by some
Juweish Christien who inserted imfmxtk®ex wjole many earlier small
pregments , and se wove inte the great Babylonian Dragon myth, and
by giving that a sympolic interpretation, added new ferce te his
predictions. It is a decument of exceedingly great bitterness and
vituperative spirit. Whether that bitterness is directed against
the Roman government or Faulinism wathin the Christian Chruch is by
no mezns absolutely certain- While it seems most Xikeiymk likely
that the object of its bitter attach is the Rm city of Rome, yet
those who have seen in the bee document the evidence that FPaul was
the great antichrist have something te say:

One thing is abselutely certsin,- the revelation of Jehn is
not the yxrmammtxmf werk of the same writer as the Gospel of John.
fhe latter is entirely disfferent both in spirit and in purpese,

The gospel of John is Grecian in spirit, in language, and in

ideas. The revelatien of Jehn is Hebrew, the most hebrewistie
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hook of the New Testement. In fact many erities have held that it

mply an o0ld Jewish apecalypse , retouched with Christian

exitimgx editoriel matter. In spite of the faect that such apocalyptic

litersture was very much inn faver in the west, the Lpecalypse of
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had a very hard time to get into the Canon, mmxmxzEEx probably

Cq

beceause of the suspicion that it was not apestolic in erigin.
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“hile it has not been possible to give in detail the facts concern-
ing all the bocks that enter into the literature of the New Testament,
yet it Ras been rossible to touch upon all the types, and to indicate

some thing of the method of study and the results. The Acts of the
Apostles, and the Epistles of John , and the Epistle of James are

211 interesting subjects of study, but in many respects they are

but repition of the seame facts in new forms. I want now to givex= a

=

genersl summary of the Tew Testament basing what I ssy upon Julicher.
It gives whet seems to me to be 2 foir honest and discriminating
stotement. That there is & common spirit beneath these books is ap-
parent to anyone who ean resd literstur: with a sympethetic under-
stending., But beneath thés common spirit there are Vvery great contrasts
very rrofound differences, and very divercent tendencies., The first
Tew Test ment Document wirtten was written about 30 or 33 years after
the deeth of Christ; the latest was written at l1oast one hundred years
after Taul's first Fpistle to the Thessalonians, and xrukakiyx thus a
hundred 3xx§fxzftxx a thirty years after the time of Christ at least.
70

During the fhrex decades from 50 to 70 A.D. %mm the ten Pauline Epistls

were written, ¥k® possibly the"We portions™ of the Acts of the Apes-

f tles, and the Legia of Matthew, and"the Original Source of the Apoca-
lypse of John.
| Retween 70 and 100 A.D. ¥ark, Iuke and Natthew were written. The
Epistle to the Hebrews, the conpletion of the Apocalypse, and probably
aets, end first Feter.
In the beginning of the second century we have the Gespel of John
, and the three Tpistles of John, then Jude, and the Tastoral Epistles

snd after 125 we have James and last of 211 second Teter.

Then,teo, we have te consider the wide difference in the char-




gs. For exasmple Zk=tx¥ FPhilemon is simply
a personal lefter . The Epistle to the Romans is 2 doetrinal discus-
sions In between are various gradestions. The Geospel of Hark is a
nerrative of deeds to prove a thesis ., John is the language of a
gnostic mystie, desling with the reconciliation of greek philosorhy

with Jewish ethical religien” There are passsge

L

mn

of lofty ethical
ideelism. There are impressions of grest charscters. There are
nerrative descriptions that are of surpessing besuty: Tot in all
litereture is there & passsge that surpasses in depth of insight the
Gerden of Gethsemene. Zmgkxkk®x Yot harily cen one find = mare nsrruw
and bigoted and revengfgl spirit than betrays itself in the Apocalyp
ef John-
Thus we see the wide range of subject covered,,the diversity of
sririt, the variety in form. How it came into being we have seen,

How it crystelized and excluded from its midst all materizl not true

to its gemneral character ws the theme for to-night.
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The cue to the charscter of the timgs which determined the nature

of the Bible, and excluded and inciuded-'is found on the %ospel of
Hohn. Ag I'rof: Fleiderer points out, the differences betwen the pre-
sentation of the life of Christ apndording to John and that of the
syncptics, is net so much a difference of tredition a8 1t ds's Gif-
ference of half a century, and & difference in 2 point of view: In the
Gospel of Hehn all the o0ld traditionsl matter is subordinated to the
new dogmatic thought that Christ is the divine Iogos become man,"The
under taking whiech the fourth Gospel Writer set for himself was to
mediate between the Pauline-Gnostic idea of Christ, and the historie
Christ-image of the tradition of the congregation,.”

" Hence , the undeinzble fact that the Christ of of John through-

out plays between sublime truth and phantomlike unnaturslness: the Sonm

of God or the relggion of humanity, freed from the accidents s=nd
limitetions of individuality and nationality, of time =nd space , and
the latter in so far as he presents = god wendering about the earth
in the garb of & mythiczl figure,”

"Concerning the composition of the fourth Gesyel, this much may be
said with ceetainty, that an eye-witness of the life of Jesus did not
write it, hence it was not written by the spestle John. The Gospel
writer nowhere pretends to be the apostle John, but he refers (19,35)
to the testimony of an eye-witness as & third person, who is net hinm-

self, but'who is his source, nemely the feverite disciple."(John)

# But how came this mysterious figure of the favorite disciple
te be associated with the Gospel, or with the writer's attempt at
interpretating the Gospel, The answerr is found probably in a record
in the szpocryrhal recerds of John, & Gnostiec novel. In tﬁat Jdohn is

portreyed as the disciple whom Jesus mwe® had made his confident

beceuse of his virgin purity, and to whom he confided the hisher
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estoric knowledge, gnosis, of his divine being. In other words the
tien seems toc be that this Gnestic novel of John was one of the
attempts of the Gnostic sects to spread their doetrines within the
Christian Chruch under the cover of the name John, and under the cover

of & seeret traditiem given to the beldéved diseiple . " In erder to
overcome this error of the Gnestics , the Gospel writer wrested the
euthority of their Apostle and prophet John from them , by making the
diseciple John vouch for the writing of fourth Gespel. With this kaz=kzxm

ground of Gnostic conflict the writer of the Feurth Gespel sometime
in-the second century , and writing as if he were presenting the
teaching ef John, opposed the hereticel Gnosis with his true chruch
knowledge, but at the same time he wished to contrast it with the
early-Christian Peter tradition as the higher revelation, transmitted
by the pmix spiritual disciple.™

From this point of view may be understood the setting eof the

Gospel as a setting of revalry between Peter and John the faverite
discipte. But this rivalry is really the rivelry between the new semi-
gnostic ferm eof faith thaet had developed in the church and was contendg

ing with the o0ld Peter -tradition. It is a second century development
of the feud between Feter snd Taul at the ccuncil of Jerusalem. The
setting is changed but the principles invelved are the same. This
conception of the Gospel of John as the middle of the road writing
between the otheodox Cristienity of the Gnestic heresies of the second
century accounts alse for the coniradictory traditions kekwemx con-
cerning its euthorship. Seme held that it was wriftten by Cerinthus the
great Gnostie in defense of Gnosticism, and others held that it was
e decumeht esgeinst Gnesticism, It was in a way beth., It wes a compro-

pise between the twe, and prebably kmiwsmm was written about the time

of Gerinthus , say about the fswwfhyesntuwryx 140 +o 150
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This explanation of the Gospel of John which I have given is that
of Pfleiderer. It represents what seems to me to be a valid peint ef
view. Not 211 criticecs held this explanation of the Gospel. Yet all
hold that the forces which were at play at this time were such as
above described, but the detail of their develorments does net com-

mand such unanimity of erinioen.

e
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Lecture XII ¥y e
As we heve seen the early Christien Chruch was not only sur-
rounded by heretical movements , but it wes honeycombed by them. In Fatk
fect thece so-called hereticel movements that surrounded the early
Christien Chruch were not distinet from the Chruch itself, or its
thought and development. They were extreme develorments of idess and
institutions and rrincirles tyat were the foundation of the Christian
movement. Eut as the Christian movement developed , and especially
under the precsure of orposition , it began to have a eertain self-
consciocusness that, as we ahve already seen , separsted it from the
Jews on tke cnd jand and the hellentsts on tre other. In the Second
century the Jewish danger wes no longer & menace, but the Grecian, the
generel heathen relgious cults, especielly the mystery cults were a
mensace.
!g-inst the danger of this heathen set of influences which we will
cell the CGnostic tendency, the church of the second century set wurp
three fences during the second century. First it strengthened its
ecclesiesticel organizetionyxkmt by adopting the office of Eishop.
For exemple a letter or Bisheop Ignatius of Antioch warns every congrega
tion te subordinate itself to the Bishop," Obey the Bishop as Jesus
Christ tke father,.and the Presbyters as the Apestles, but honor the
deacons as the law of the Lord. No one should do anything relating to
the Chruch without the Bishep . Only that eucharist shall be considered
the right one which the Bishop or his appeintee administers®, Wherever
tke Bishop erpeers , let the many (the Congregation) be, as the
Crurch is there, where Jesus Christ is. Beptism without the Bishep is
net a2llewed, nor mey the love feast be partaken of; only what he mammh
sanctiens is pleessging te God, so whatever happens will be safe 2 nd
firm, Wheever honers the Bishop ts honored of Ged 1 whoever does

ought behind the Bishep's baek deseryves the devil
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is decidedly different from the free demecratic ceongre-
getiens te whom Peul wrote his letters. In all Psul's questioens of

Tiscipline he does net tell the Bishép what te do, but he tells the

(4]

congregatien, Se this is what the chruch was deing te protect itseef

from bresking on the recks of heresy

m

nd slack discirline.

Secend it was developing & creed. Frobably by the middle of the
second eentury the so -celled Apostles Creed was = rule of fzith.
£x This was an emphesis uron God as crester as agsinst the Gneostic
idea that the CGod whose son Christ was was not the crestor or the

. Also the articles concerning Jesus were to

o)
P

world, but enother G
emtheeise the humenity of Jesus as against the Gnostic idea of his
deity er divinity.
The third development which took prlece wes the defining just what
literary decuments were te be regarded as sound and as valid for use
in disputations and argument. A
about the yeer l1l4e¢, Narcien, a Christian CGnestiec , who taught
in Rome gethered together teo first Christian Canen to be used in plsce
of the 01d Testement which ke had rejected., In the Eible whiech Varcion
thus selected for use in plsce of the 014 Testament we find the
Ten Epistles of Paul, and the Gospel of Iuke . The Gospel was somewhat
different frem the ILuke we have, at least it did net have the first
two chapters. This is mmit the first evidence of a Few Testament Canon.
It wge a strietly Peuline Bible: But Marcien's attempt te regulate
artificielly whet was slresdy develering neturally, ferced seme def-
inite censideratien eof the questien by the peeple in the Chruches/
The narrow Pauline Cenon was not enough. Zmme Several books were added,

some debated and many that were considered were rejected. It teod two

or three hundred yeers im before the question was officially settled,

yet ag & matter of fact it waes te 21l intents and purpeses settled in
the gecend cextury. i
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¥oivedenxirxiversreruiyfeninry Eut even the frequent use of

the Tlew Testement by Chruch fathers beginrning scy in the second or
third decede of the second century does not imply that tke boeks the
written and referred te were regerded as seripture with the same
autherity as the 0ld Testament was regarded. Indeed Rernsbas wreote
about 119 and enly once does he quote from the New Testament, and
that is seo prefeced by the rhrase, "As it is written” inéicating the

possibility of this quotetion as gScripture" . But that citation is
uncertain. The passage in Matthew which is said to be thus quoted by
Parnebas is XX, 16 or XXII ,14, but the Natthew passage is itself
quoted from 4 Esdras, VIII , 3. Bapiwm

Papies , abeut 150 L.D. of whom we have lesrned through Eusebius,
seems to have known nothing of = FNew Testement Canon. Ee Imows of
geverel e¢f the bocks of the FNew Testament, but they are not "Seripture™

te him,

In the shorter Greek recension of the Ignatian Epistles (about
175 A.D. the idea of a Iew Canon is suggested. The Gospel and the
Apostles are recognized as parts of a book. But the writer used the
the Gospel te tkhe Hebrews.

In the Testaments ef the Twelve Patriarchs ( sbout 170 A.D. -
Peul's life is seid to be described in"Hely Books"™, meening his own
Epistles gnd Acts.

Justin Naetyr, 150 A.D, knew the first and thrig Gesrels, possibly
Mark, and rrobably net Jehn. Also ke used an apecryrhal gosyel, possi-
bly Hebrews, but to him these documents were not autheritative

Seripture

Ferhaps one of the mest interesting illustrations of the status

of thece new books at this time is seen in the apology for Christianitg
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whick Athenegoras ef Atkens wrote teo MNarcus Aurelius ,176 A,D.. In this
Le uses written end unwritten tredition , and every thing is tested by
the 0ld Testament. This was his only esutherisative Canon. He makes
no use of the FexxSestzwemt Christian documents, end introduces words
of Jesus, (Praditien) by "He Says" .
In fact the &arliest examrle of reference to any portion of the
Tew Testament as Seripture is found in Secornd Peter, 17e¢ 4.D.3,16

sys Devidson," The concepticn of a Cathelic Canen was reslized about

n

the same time as that of a Catholic Chruch. Cne hundred and seventy
years from the coming of Chkrist elepsed before the collectien assumed

g form that carried with it the idea of Eoly and Inspiried..... It is

clear that tke earliest church fathers did not umse the becks of the
Tew Testement as sacred decuments clethed with divine autherity, but
follewed for the most part, at leasst till the middle of tke second
century , apestelic traditiem , erally trmemmitted."” but " In the
second helf of the second century there was a canen of the New Testameh
consisting of twe parts celled the Gospel and the Apestle. The first
was complete, consisting ef the four Gespels alene." [although a few
writers refer to one or twe of apocryrhal.) The second , incemrlete,
contained Aets, thirteen epistles of Paul. One of Peter, ene of John
and the Revelstien, er twenty in all. The general statement is baseqd

upon the fact that Irenaseus, Clement and Tertullian recognized such

2 ceanon.
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Irenseus on the Canon.
Irenseus, 18@ A.D. who wrote against the heresies eof his fime .
He had a canon, which was based uron the messure of aposteliec erigin,
The writings included in this cenon were autheritative and binding,
His canon contained our feur Gospels , the Acys , thirteen Epistles
of Paul, the first Exxx Epistle of John and Revelstion! or 21 books

eut of enr 2%, He hsgd s

oy

econd grour of books which he highly esteemed

-

Jehn, first Peter, and Shepherd

j=F

but not en a2 par with the first. Secen

of Hermas.
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head of the Cztchetiezl schools in

n
m

Clement of Alexardériam who wa
the second Lalf cf the second century alsoc khad an authoritative col-
lection. He had the same list &s Irenseus with seversa: additiens.

The Epistle tc the Hebrews, £ Jochn, Jude, BEtzx the Apocalypse of

Peter, the Shepherd of Hermas, the Eristles of Clement and Bernabas.

Tertullian' who lived in Ferthern Africa, and wrote many books during

the clesing years of the second century and the orening years of the
Third centuryé His canon consisted of the four gosrels, Acts, +thirteen
epistles of Paul, the Apocalypse, and first John. His secondary canen
was tye epistle to the Hebrocws, Jude, Shepherd of Hermas, 2 John,

first peter.

These three fathers had a canon, each his own standard, but the

limits ef the canon were not defined, and not uniform.
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Muratori fragment/ & gragement giving a 1list of books in the
new jiestament, discovered by an Itslisn Iudivico Iuratori in the Am-

brosian Library at lilan. He rublished it in 1740, It is a pragment

(@]

whose date , origin, and authenticity can only be estzblisheqd by

inference. The fregment is mutilated at both ends, and in bag Share
in many ways*® Scholar:z have generelly asgreed as to a date about the
year 170. It is pessible that it dates as early as 160 , but highly
improbable/ and it may be as alte as 200 A.D; It mey have originated

in Reme: It mmwizdw ineludes four Gespels, Acts , thirtecn Epistles

of Faul , the Epistles of John, Jude, and Apocqlypse . The epistel to
Hebrews, 1 and 2 TPeter and James sre not mentioned. The Epistle to the

Laodiceans, and the Epistle to the ‘lexendrians, ( Eebrews)

Clermont 1.8. D. which was read in the african Chruch in the
ird century has its list as follews. Katthew, John, lark and Iuke.
Ten epistles of Paul, two of Feter, James, three of John and Jude.
The epistle to the Hebrews , the revelation of John, acts of the
Apostles , the Shepherd of Hermas, the Acts of Paul, and the Revel-

ation of Feter, thus ineluding m= three gpeocryphal books.

Origen one eof the greatest of the church fathers, who wrote about
the middle of the thrird century, divides the lists into three
groups, those accepted, four gespels, e Fauline epistles, 1 John
one Peter, Acts , Revelation of John and The epistle of Hebrews so £
far as it conteins pauline ideass. In the second group were the
doubtful ones, which according te his mind were the Shepherd of

Hermas, the Epistle ef Barnsbas, the Acys of Paul, the Gospel acecordi

to the Hebrews,the Gespel of the Egyptians, and the Preaching of
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Peter. In the third =xixx class of those not authentic he puts

James, Jude, £ Teter, 2 and 3 John.

Eusebius.

Finally we come to the list that was prepared by the great Church
Historian Eusebius about the yesr 332. Constantine, theroman emperor
instructed Dusebius to prepare a list for the Catholic Chruch, i,e,
the Christian state Church of the Fmpire. IXNIEIEXXI®EL But in his
Ecelesiastical History he spezks of the Canon, and divides the books
into three classes, those received , four gospels , the acts, thirteen

Epistles of Paul, ii John, , 1 Feter , and the Apocalypse. The
second class he subdivides into two groups the mixed controverted
writings are James, 2 Feter, second and third John, Jude. fThe
Spurious controverted writings are the acts of Faul, the Shepherd,
the revelation of Feter, the Epistle of Barnabas, the doctrines of the
Apostles, the Apocalypse of John, the Gospel according to the Hebrews,

In the third celass of hereticsl books he included the Gospels of
Peter, of Thomas, the tradition of Matthiss, the acts of Feter, Andrew

and John.
The Entire Pass-ge of Eusibius Beok III, Chapter 25 , dealing

with this Canon is interesting, not only as showing the atiitude and
of the Tew *estament
vhe state of flux concerning the Canon in the year 332 A.D., but alse

ag showing the atiitude of the Christian Chruch at that time. He

says, -

Since we are dealing with the s&bject it is xxkx®X proper to

sum up the wkitings of the New “estement that have already

been mentioned. First then we must put the holy quarterniasn

of the Gospels 1 fellowing them with the acts of the Apostles,
After this must be reckoned the Epistles of Faul 1 next ip
order the extant mpi=simx former epistle of John, and likewige
the epistle of Feter, must be maintained. After them is to pe
placed, if i1t reclly seem proper, the Apecalypse of John ,vup

goncerning which we shall give the different epiniens at 4},
proper tlée. These then being among the accepted writings,*e
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the
(Homolohoumena } . Among disputed writings (AntiloZoumensa)
which are nevwetheless recognized by many , are extant the
so-called epistlex of James and that of Jude, also the second
Epistle of =eter , and those that are called the secend and
third of John, whether they btelong to the evalgelist or to =xk
another of that rame. Among the rejected writings (Netha)
must be reckened alse the Acts cof Paul, and the se-ceclled
Shepherd, and the Apecslypse_of Peter, snd in additien te
these the extant epistle eof Barnabas , and the socalled
teachings of the Apestles; end besides , 2s I ssid , th
Apecelypse of John, if it seem prerer, which some , 2s I said
reject, but whick ethers class with the accerted books. And
emong these some heve placed 2lse the Geospel according te the
Hebrews, with which these ef the Hebrews that have accepted
Christ are especielly delighted . Lnd 8ll these may be reckond
ed among the disputed bocks. But we have nevertheless felt
compelled to give & catelogue of those alse , distinguishing
these works which, according to ecclesiassticel traditieon are
true and gunuine from these widwmk others whieh, although not
canonicel but disputed, are yet kmown to ecclesiasticzal
writers -- we have felt compelled te give this catalogue in
order that we might be able to know these works and those
that are cited by the heretics under the nasme of apestles ,
inelvding for irnstancee such books as tha Cospels of Peter,
of Thomas, of Vatthias, or any of the otherbesides them, and
the gets of Andrew, and John, and the other apostles , which
ne one belonging to the succession of ecclesiasticasl writers
has deemed worthy to mention in his writings. And further, the
character of the style is at variance with apostelic usage,
and both the thoughtand the purrose of the things that are
related in them are so completely out of accord with true
othodexy that they clearly show themselves to be the fictions
of hereties. Wherefore they are not te be placed even among Ik
the rejected writings, but a8ll of them are to be cast aside s
as absurd and impious, " ' .
Vedder's "OCut testament " P 368.
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Fer the next two generations sfter Fusebius the developrment was
in the direction of confirming the lists which he made important.

The process of creating and selecting & New Testament wes Practiselly
complete, but it remeined for some one to officially say so, or for
some one whese influence was such thet his stetement would amount to

an officel acknowledgement of the foct thet the Yew Testement Literatm
was complete.

It was Augusture who accomplished this result? Fope Damasus had
suggested ¥im as far back as 282 that the results that Zugustine
worked for should be brought szbout. At three syneds, ecne in Eippe in
393, one in Carthage in 597, end agin in Gerthege in 419 Passed
cenons ordeining thet the 27 bocks which vwe know es the New Testament
should constitute the Chrictien Seripture. The decress in all of these

councile were the same emecept thet in +the first two councils , the
provision was for thirtden letters of Peul, end the letter te the
Hebrews by the same." in the last decree it read, "Fourteen letters
ef Paul,

The list which these councils supported was the list ss we know
it, i, e. " four beoks ef tye Gespel, According te Natthew, according
to lark, according to Luke, according to John. ; fourteen epistles ¢
the Apostel Paul--- ome to romens, twe teo Coninthiens, one to Galatiam

to the Ephesians, to the Phillippiens, twe te the The:salcnians, one
to mmkim=m Colossians, two to Timoth s one te Titus, te Fhilemon, to
the Hebrews : two to Peter, three tc¢ Jchn ; one te Jude; and one to
Jemes; one book of the acts of the Apostles; end ocne of the Revelation

of Jehn" Yedder, 376,
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But it remained for  ope Gelasius . in the year 496 te put the finisha
ing touches on the precess by his declerstien of that year 496 °

"Likewise the order of the Seriptures of tke New Testament

, «Whiech
the Holy Romen Catholie Chruch receives

and venerates : etc



