Is The “New Testament” Complete?
To begin with, the answer to this very important question assumes that the reader believes that Jesus Christ is the Son of God (see Can We Know That Jesus Was Resurrected?  Six Incontrovertible Facts).  The answer revolves around the issue of “canonicity”, i.e., whether or not the twenty-seven books of the “New Testament” (NT) may be received as “inspired of God” or merely the works of man in the first century.

The English word canon is taken from the Greek word κανόνας (kanonas), meaning reed which signifies a rule or standard.  Origen (A.D. 185-253) used the word to mean rule of faith, the standard used to determine what will be accepted as an article of belief.  Hence, what we are talking about here is whether or not a source can be believed to have come from God – something in which we can invest our confidence and faith, something that it is true and irrefutable.

In the gospel according to John, Jesus is reported to have said this:

John 16   12 “I have many more things to say to you, but you cannot bear them now.  13 But when He, the Spirit of truth, comes, He will guide you into all the truth; for He will not speak on His own initiative, but whatever He hears, He will speak; and He will disclose to you what is to come.  14 He will glorify Me, for He will take of Mine and will disclose it to you.”

If we believe that Jesus Christ is the Son of God and He told His disciples that they would be reminded of whatever He had taught them by the Spirit of truth, then from the start we must conclude that whatever Jesus wanted them to say, they said it or wrote it. (See also John 14:10-17; 15:26-27; 1 John 5:5-9)  This gives us confidence that the Spirit was guiding not only the content but also the dissemination of scripture through the apostles of Christ.
Thus, were talking about the list of 27 NT books that were accepted by early and late Christians as the Holy Scriptures.  The early Christians assigned authority to these books which was established on the basis of whether or not those books provide evidence of Divine inspiration.
In our investigation, there are a few facts that should be noted:

· Jesus wrote no book, though He commanded His disciple John to write down what he saw and send it to the seven churches of Asia – Revelation 1:11;
· Neither Jesus nor His apostles directly approved any list of the 27 NT books;
· The teachings of Jesus and the later apostolic teachings were first transmitted and taught orally – there is no evidence of a scribe or chronicler writing these things down as they happened;

· Both oral and written forms were considered authoritative by the first Christians and were known to them as tradition (from the word meaning “to deliver”) – 2 Thessalonians 2:15, 3:6;
· When NT writers referred to scripture, they meant the Old Testament (OT) books – Acts 17:11, 18:24, Romans 15:4, 2 Timothy. 3:15-17;
· No first or second century church was ever given divine authority to pronounce the infallibility of the scriptures, at least not by either the OT, NT or any other early “non-Biblical” writings;
· The true factors determining the canon of the New Testament lie in the scriptures themselves;
· The written and spoken words were confirmed by divine power through miraculous works - Mark 16:20, Hebrews 2:3-4, John 20:30-31;
· THE CHURCH, apart from Christ and His apostles, DID NOT control the canon, but the canon controlled the church, or that the canon describes the church.
With these facts in consideration we need to take a look at whatever evidences we have available to us today.  The evidences we have are referred to as internal (including circumstantial) and external evidences.  The body of internal evidence includes statements or references from those sources that have been already accepted as canonical, i.e., both the OT and the NT books.  The body of external evidence is everything else.
Let’s start with internal evidences:

· Both the OT and NT claim to be inspired (e.g., “Thus says the Lord”);
· All of the 27 NT books in use today contain some claim to divine authority;
· No other written works of man speak like the NT writers – in some translations of non-canonical works of the first two centuries the translators used a 17th century Shakespearean or King James English book, chapter and verse style making these works have the appearance of other Biblical works (The Lost Books of The Bible, Bell Publishing Company, New York; The Lost Books of the BIBLE and the forgotten books of EDEN, World Bible Publishers, Inc.);
· There’s unity in diversity – each book contributes, without contradiction, to an overall message.
On this last point, see the article: Are the “Four Gospels” Reliable?  A comparison is made in that article between the four accounts of the resurrection to illustrate how apparent differences may be reconciled.

There is also a great deal of circumstantial evidence that inspired writings were already being gathered together and regarded as authoritative scripture in the first century, while the apostles were still alive.  In his letter to the church in Colossæ, the apostle Paul wrote:
Colossians 4  16 When this letter is read among you, have it also read in the church of the Laodiceans; and you, for your part read my letter that is coming from Laodicea.
And, the apostle Peter wrote this about Paul’s letters:

2 Peter 3:14-16   14 Therefore, beloved, since you look for these things, be diligent to be found by Him in peace, spotless and blameless,  15 and regard the patience of our Lord as salvation; just as also our beloved brother Paul, according to the wisdom given him, wrote to you,  16 as also in all his letters, speaking in them of these things, in which are some things hard to understand, which the untaught and unstable distort, as they do also the rest of the Scriptures, to their own destruction.
This shows widespread dissemination and collection.  In fact, the body of Paul’s letters is contained in the Corpus Paulinum.
  This is believed to be the earliest collection of Scripture in circulation – also called in Greek, Apostolos.
In addition, in one of Paul’s letters to Timothy he quotes a passage from the gospel according to Luke saying, “… the laborer is worthy of his wages” (1 Timothy 5:18; Luke 10:7).  Thus, Paul regards Luke’s writings as authoritative and in Timothy’s possession.

Combining this circumstantial evidence from (a) 2 Peter 3, 1 Timothy 5 with (b) what both Paul and Peter later say about scripture, and with (c) the promise of Jesus in John 14, 15 and 16: the evidence becomes even more robust.

2 Timothy 3   16 All Scripture is inspired by God and profitable for teaching, for reproof, for correction, for training in righteousness; 17 so that the man of God may be adequate, equipped for every good work.
2 Peter 1   20 But know this first of all, that no prophecy of Scripture is a matter of one's own interpretation,  21 for no prophecy was ever made by an act of human will, but men moved by the Holy Spirit spoke from God.
This brings us to a brief discussion of external evidences.  Much as been written on this subject that is beyond the scope of this article.  Only a list of very significant points is provided with link to other source materials.
· At first, there was no concept of a New Testament – however, the prophets spoke concerning another law – Isaiah 2:3, Heb. 10:9.
· The Bible used by the early church was the Old Testament (Hebrew and LXX) – their teachings were based on the authority of Christ represented in His apostles.
· The letters written by inspired men to individuals and churches were eventually grouped together, the four Gospels were added, and finally all the other writings.
· Collections of these writings were made at different times and places – their contents (subject, style, form) were not always the same – so the authority of some writings was questioned.
· Early Christian writers (Clement, Irenaeus, Polycarp) all clearly distinguished themselves from the apostles -- they named no other apostles aside from Paul and the Twelve.
About the middle of the second century, Justin Martyr stated that on Sundays in the Christian worship assemblies, the memoirs of the apostles were read together with the writings of the prophets.  When the church was first established it had no concept of a  New Testament.  Its Bible was the Old Testament and its teachings were based on the authority of Christ represented in His apostles.

When inspired men, such as the apostle Paul, wrote letters to individuals and churches, these letters were eventually grouped together.  Then the four Gospels were added, and finally all the other writings.  Since these collections were made at different times and places, their contents were not always the same.  This caused the authority of some of the writings to come into question; particularly: Hebrews, James, 2 Peter, 2 and 3 John, and Jude.  Other early Christian writers such as Clement of Rome, Irenaeus and Polycarp all clearly distinguished themselves from the apostles, and they named no other apostles than those within the circle of the Twelve.

Can the New Testament writings be traced back to the writers whose names they bear?  The books must be at least as old as their earliest existing copies.  The copies which have been found are in many cases only partial.  To know exactly what was regarded by the early church as being authoritative and of apostolic origin, we may also use any lists that name these writings.  These are called the catalogs.  The books and writings mentioned in catalogs had to exist for the author of the catalog to know about them.  Some catalogs are found in the acts of various ecclesiastical assemblies where they regarded certain books as the true word of God.  Before this, the catalogs must be obtained from various writers who held certain books or collection of books to be of divine origin.

This table shows the earliest catalogs (or lists) – see also Appendix B - Catalogs:

	1.
	Clement of Rome
	----------------------
	c. A.D. 100

	2.
	Marcion of Rome
	----------------------
	c. A.D. 140

	3.
	Justin Martyr
	----------------------
	c. A.D. 140

	4.
	Papias of Hierapolis
	----------------------
	c. A.D. 140

	5.
	Polycarp of Smyrna
	----------------------
	A.D. 56 – 156

	6.
	Muratorian Fragment
	----------------------
	c. A.D. 180

	7.
	Irenaeus, Bishop of Lyons
	----------------------
	c. A.D. 180

	8.
	Clement of Alexandria
	----------------------
	A.D. 150 – 215

	9.
	Cyprian, Bishop of Carthage
	----------------------
	c. A.D. 250

	10.
	Origen of Alexandria
	----------------------
	A.D. 185 – 253

	11.
	Eusebius, Bishop of Cæsarea
	----------------------
	A.D. 260 - 340

	12.
	Athanasius, Bishop of Alexandria
	----------------------
	A.D. 326 - 373

	13.
	Cyril of Jerusalem
	----------------------
	A.D. 315 - 386


During the second century the scroll gave way to the codex (or book), which offered a compactness making it possible for the writings to be bound together.  This prompted the scribes to be careful about what they included.

In 303, bitter persecution was unleashed against the church by Diocletian, the Roman emperor.  When he confiscated and burned the sacred writings, Christians had to decide which books were worth dying for.  By this time the NT canon was formally settled in the minds of Christians and its basic outlines had been agreed to.  So these Christians would turn over writings to the authorities, which they did not believe to be of divine origin.

In 367, Athanasius published a list of the writings which were deemed to be divine:  the Old Testament and our present 27 New Testament books.  About 385, Jerome recognized this same New Testament collection in his translation to the Latin Vulgate.  Finally, two North African councils – at Hippo in 393 and Carthage in 397 – officially acknowledged the canons of both Testaments, including the 27 books, and forbade any others to be read in the churches.

Eusebius (c. 260 - 340) is widely regarded as the father of church history.  As Bishop of Caesarea, he wrote volumes of books in which he quoted from Papias and referred to the writings of Clement of Alexandria.  He said the entire church received Hebrews as Pauline except the West, and there the whole question revolved around the point of authorship.  Besides Hebrews, other books under controversy were James, Jude, II Peter, II and III John and the Apocalypse.  He said, “though they are not canonical but controversial, they are nevertheless constantly recognized by the most of our ecclesiastical authorities.”  He was commissioned by Constantine, the first Christian Emperor, to have transcribed fifty copies of the Bible for the use of the Churches in Constantinople. (See Appendix A, a quotation from Eusebius.)
Having now examined the principle evidences, let us now take a look at how the New Testament was compiled or assembled.

· The earliest documents are apostolic letters to their converts and other Christians.

· Mark’s gospel was written in Rome, Matthew’s gospel in the East, then Luke’s two books to the Gentiles.

· John’s gospel was written near the close of the 1st century.

· These four gospels were eventually collected into a single volume called the Fourfold Gospel.
· Paul’s writings were collected into a single volume called The Apostle or the Corpus Paulinum.
· Luke’s two books were actually split, the second becoming the Acts of the Apostles.
· Finally, the other writings and the Apocalypse came to be received as inspired of God.

During the 2nd century, further developments have been the discoveries that have come to light through archaeology and ancient libraries. (Some of these have already been mentioned.)

· In the 2nd century, the codex began to dominate, eventually replacing the scroll – so the scribes were very careful about what they included.

· A.D. 100 – Clement of Rome, Polycarp of Smyrna, and Papias of Hierapolis knew one or more of the apostles.

· A.D. 140 – Marcion taught that Paul was the only true apostle and edited Luke, removing OT references.

· A.D. 180 – Irenaeus, brought up at the feet of Polycarp, held that most books should be considered canonical.

· A.D. 180 – The Muratorian Fragment provided an early list of books.
· All New Testament books in use today were in existence no later than A.D. 200.
· A.D. 230 – Origen of Alexandria disputed the inclusion of Hebrews, James, 2 Peter, 2 John, 3 John and Jude.
· A flood of apocryphal and pseudepigraphal works began to be read publicly during the 2nd and 3rd centuries.
So what about all these extra-Biblical, non-canonical works?  
We know that Clement of Rome did not regard his letters to the church at Corinth as authoritative, inspired of God. There was no document from an uninspired pen so highly prized by the church of the early centuries as the Epistle of Clement to the Corinthians.  It is written in the name of The Church of God which sojourns at Rome, to the Church of God sojourning at Corinth.   This epistle, being written before the death of the apostle John, is dated about A.D. 96 or 97 and makes reference to Paul’s first epistle to the Corinthians.  Besides this, he also made various quotes from Matthew, Mark, Luke, Romans, Ephesians, I Timothy, Titus, Hebrews, I and II Peter.  He was a bishop of the church in Rome who had been acquainted with some of the apostles.  He died in A.D. 101.
As for Irenaeus (140–203), he became bishop of Lyons in Gaul in A.D. 177.  His writings attest the canonical recognition of the fourfold gospel and Acts, of Romans, I and II Corinthians, Galatians, Ephesians, Philippians, Colossians, I and II Thessalonians, I and II Timothy and Titus, of I Peter and I John, and of Revelation.  He also produced a Latin translation.  His doctrine of scripture was clear.  He referred to the writings of evangelists and apostles which the Gnostics twist as they do the Law and the Prophets.  He ascribed to the Holy Spirit the work of inspiring the apostles, not the work of testifying to the authority of their writings.  He established two tests of canonicity (see endnotes).
Polycarp of Smyrna (56–156) is one of the most conspicuous characters of the church.  Irenaeus, who when a boy knew him, says that “he was instructed by apostles;” that he had “conversed with many who had seen Christ;” that he was appointed an overseer of the church in Smyrna by apostles; and that he suffered a glorious martyrdom.  He probably knew the apostle John in Ephesus and Philip in Hierapolis.  He wrote a number of epistles to the churches of which only that to the Philippians has been preserved.  It is written in the name of Polycarp and the presbyters with him, and it is addressed to the church of God sojourning at Philippi.  He alludes to Paul’s epistle to the Philippians and exhorts the brethren to observe it precepts.  He quotes or references Matthew, Mark, Luke, Acts, all of Paul’s epistles except Philemon, I Peter and I John indicating the genuineness of those books.

Tertullian (155–222) was a great jurist-theologian of Carthage who in his writings shows clear traces of a Latin version of the Scriptures.  In A.D. 200, he said that the originals of the New Testament books could still be inspected in the churches founded by the apostles.  He affirmed that in reference to the letters of the apostles to the churches that in these their own authentic letters are read, uttering the voice and representing the face of each of them separately.  We have some portions of the New Testament from near his day and one fragment from even 70 years earlier.  He, as did others, regarded the Gospel of Mark as originating with Peter and not Mark, even though it was agreed that Mark penned it himself.  He also wrote that the Epistle to the Hebrews bears the name of Barnabas, Paul’s companion, indicating that Barnabas, as Mark, wrote what was authored by the apostle.
Clement of Alexandria (150–215) was originally, he was a student of pagan philosophy.  Upon conversion to Christianity, he became proficient under eminent Christian teachers.  Eusebius says that he used all the books of our New Testament except 2 Peter and 2 John and gave more or less elaborate explanations of all the books.  He said, “We have as the source of the teaching, the Lord, both by the prophets, the Gospels, and the blessed apostles, in divers manners and at sundry times, leading from the beginning of knowledge to the end.”  He speaks of the ministry of the apostles, including Paul, as ending with Nero.
We can now add a list of other known writings as follows (see Early Christian Writings for details):
· The Gospel of the birth of Mary and The Protevangelion
· Infancy Gospel of James(reportedly giving the history of the infancy of Jesus Christ)
· Infancy Gospel of Thomas (the early history of the life of Jesus by Thomas)
· Christ and Abgarus (a purported correspondence between Jesus and the king of Edessa)
· The Gospel of Nicodemus, formerly called the Acts of Pontius Pilate
· The Apostles' Creed (a short list of alleged acknowledgements of the faith of the apostles)
· The Epistle (letter) of Paul to the Laodiceans
· The Epistles of Paul to Seneca, and of Seneca’s to Paul
· The Acts of Paul and Thecla
· The Epistle of Ignatius to the Ephesians
· The Epistle of Ignatius to the Magnesians
· The Epistle of Ignatius to the Trallians
· The Epistle of Ignatius to the Romans
· The Epistle of Ignatius to the Smyrnaeans
· The Epistle of Ignatius to the Philippians
· 1, 2 & 3 The Shepherd of Hermas
· Letters of Herod and Pilate
· The Lost Gospel According to Peter
It is not the purpose of this article to provide an analysis of each to illustrate whether or not they should be considered canonical.  The early Christians did not consider them to be of divine origin even though a flood of these apocryphal and pseudepigraphal works began to be read publicly during the 2nd and 3rd centuries.  That includes most of the authors of these works. 
Summary

· Canon is a word to mean rule of faith, the standard used to determine what will be accepted as an article of belief.
· Jesus promised His disciples that the Spirit of truth would be sent so that the word He wanted disseminated would be either spoken or written.
· 27 NT books were accepted by early and late Christians as the Holy Scriptures.
· Neither Jesus nor His apostles directly approved any list of the 27 NT books.

· The true factors determining the canon of the New Testament lies in the scriptures themselves.
· The written and spoken words were confirmed by divine power through miraculous works.

· The church, apart from Christ and His apostles, DID NOT control the canon, but the canon controlled the church.

· All of the 27 NT books in use today contain some claim to divine authority.

· Combining the circumstantial evidence from 2 Peter 3, 1 Timothy 5 with what both Paul and Peter later say about scripture and with the promise of Jesus in John 14, 15 and 16, the evidence becomes even more robust.
· Collections of the writings were made at different times and places – their contents (subject, style, form) were not always the same – so the authority of some writings was questioned.
· Other early Christian writers such as Clement of Rome, Irenaeus and Polycarp all clearly distinguished themselves from the apostles, and they named no other apostles than those within the circle of the Twelve.
· The books and writings mentioned in catalogs had to exist for the author of the catalog to know about them.
· The Christians would turn over writings to the authorities, which they did not believe to be of divine origin during times of persecution.
· Two North African councils – at Hippo in 393 and Carthage in 397 – officially acknowledged the canons of both Testaments, including the 27 books, and forbade any others to be read in the churches.
· Some early Christians who lived during the lifetimes of the apostles claimed that they knew them.
Conclusion

Many today claim that the NT is either incomplete, edited or of human origin – that there may be Holy Scriptures which have yet to be discovered, attempting to transfer their lack of faith to others in order to create doubt about the inspiration of the Scriptures.  Even a casual examination of other contemporary works of the first and second century should lead one to realize that these are truly pseudepigraphal or apocryphal in nature.  We have what Jesus intended for us to have.  (Jude 3; Galatians 1:6-9)
This article does not necessarily present the views or beliefs of the Cahaba Heights church or its members.
Appendix A – Quotations From Eusebius
Eusebius’ Ecclesiastical History

book iii.  chapter xxiv.
The order of the Gospels.
	These extracts from Clement may here suffice, both for the sake of the history and the benefit of the readers.  Let us now also show the undisputed writings of the same apostle [John].  And of these his gospel, so well known in the churches throughout the world, must first of all be acknowledged as genuine.  That it is, however, with good reason, placed the fourth in order by the ancients, may be made evident in the following manner.  Those inspired and truly pious men, the apostles of our Saviour, as they were most pure in their life, and adorned with every kind of virtue in their minds, but common in their language, relying upon the divine and wonderful energy granted them, they neither knew how, nor attempted to propound the doctrines of their master, with the art and refinement of composition.  But employing only the demonstration of the divine Spirit, working with them, and the wonder-working power of Christ, displayed through them, they proclaimed the knowledge of the kingdom of heaven throughout the world.  They bestowed but little care upon the study of style, and this they did, because they were aided by a co-operation greater than that of men.  Paul, indeed, who was the most able of all in the preparations of style, and who was most powerful in sentiments, committed nothing more to writing than a few very short epistles.  And this too, although he had innumerable mysterious matters that he might have communicated, as he had attained even to the view of the third heavens, had been taken up to the very paradise of God, and had been honoured to hear the unutterable words there.  The other followers of our Lord were also not ignorant of such things, as the twelve apostles, and the seventy, together with many others; yet of all the disciples, Matthew and John are the only ones that have left us recorded comments,
 and even they, tradition says, undertook it from necessity.  Matthew also having first proclaimed the gospel in Hebrew, when on the point of going also to other nations, committed it to writing in his native tongue, and thus supplied the want of his presence to them, by his writings.  But after Mark and Luke had already published their gospels, they say that John, who during all this time was proclaiming the gospel without writing,  at  length  proceeded  to  write  it  on the  following occasion.  The three gos-
	pels previously written, having been distributed among all, and also handed to him, they say that he admitted them, giving his testimony to their truth; but that there was only wanting in the narrative the account of the things done by Christ, among the first of his deeds, and at the commencement of the gospel.  And this was the truth.  For it is evident that the other three evangelists only wrote the deeds of our Lord for one year after the imprisonment of John the Baptist, and intimated this in the very beginning of their history.  For after the fasting of forty days, and the consequent temptation, Matthew indeed specifies the time of his history, in these words: “But hearing that John was delivered up, he returned from Judea into Galilee.”  Mark in like manner writes:  “But after John was delivered up, Jesus came into Galilee?”  And Luke, before he commenced the deeds of Jesus, in much the same way designates the time saying, “Herod thus added, yet this wickedness he had committed, and that he shut up John in prison.”   For these reasons the apostle John, it is said, being entreated to undertake it, wrote the account of the time not recorded by the former evangelists, and the deeds done by our Saviour, which they have passed by, (for these were the events that occurred before the imprisonment of John,) and this very fact is intimated by him, when he says, “this beginning of miracles Jesus made;” and then proceeds to make mention of the Baptist, in the midst of our Lord’s deeds, as John was at that time “baptising at Aenon near Salim.”  He plainly also shows this in the words: “John was not yet cast into prison.”  The apostle, therefore, in his gospel, gives the deeds of Jesus before the Baptist was cast into prison, but the other three evangelists mention the circumstances after that event.  One who attends to these circumstances, can no longer entertain the opinion, that the gospels are at variance with each other, as the gospel of John comprehends the first events of Christ, but the others, the history that took place at the latter part of the time.  It is probable, therefore, that for these reasons John has passed by in silence the genealogy of our Lord, because it was written by Matthew and Luke, but that he commenced with the doctrine  of the divinity,  as  a  part  reserved for him, by the divine Spirit, as if for a superior.  Let this suffice to be said respecting the gospel of John.  The causes that induced Mark to


	write his, have already been stated.  But Luke also in the commencement of his narrative, premises the cause which led him to write, showing that many others, having rashly undertaken to compose a narration of matters that he had already completely ascertained, in order to free us from the uncertain suppositions of others, in his own gospel, he delivered the certain account of those things, that he himself had fully received from his intimacy and stay with Paul, and also, his intercourse with the other apostles.  But this may suffice respecting
	these.  At a more proper time we shall endeavour also to state, by a reference to some of the ancient writers, what others have said respecting the sacred books. But besides the gospel of John, his first epistle is acknowledged without dispute, both by those of the present day, and also by the ancients.  The other two epistles, however, are disputed.  The opinions respecting the revelation are still greatly divided.  But we shall, in due time, give a judgment on this point, also from the testimony of the ancients. 


book iii.  chapter xxv.
The sacred Scriptures acknowledged as genuine, and those that are not.
	This appears also to be the proper place, to give a summary statement of the books of the New Testament already mentioned.  And here, among the first, must be placed the holy quaternion of the gospels; these are followed by “The book of the Acts of the Apostles;” after this must be mentioned the epistles of Paul, which are followed by the acknowledged first Epistle of John, as also the first of Peter, to be admitted in like manner.  After these, are to be placed, if proper, the Revelation of John, concerning which we shall offer the different opinions in due time.  These, then, are acknowledged as genuine.  Among the disputed books, although they are well known and approved by many, is reputed, that called the Epistle of James and Jude.  Also the “Second Epistle of Peter,” and those called “The Second and Third of John,” whether they are of the evangelist or of some other of the same name.  Among the spurious must be numbered, both the books called “The Acts of Paul,” and that called “Pastor,” and “The Revelation of Peter.”  Beside these, the books called “The Epistle of Barnabas,” and what are the books called “The Institutions of the Apostles.”  Moreover, as I said before, if it should appear right, “The Revelation of John,” which some, as before said, reject, but others rank among the genuine.  But there are also  some  who  number among
	these,  the  gospel according to the Hebrews, with which those of the Hebrews that have received Christ are particularly delighted.  These may be said to be all concerning which there is any dispute.  We have, however, necessarily subjoined here a catalogue of those also, in order to distinguish those that are true, genuine, and well authenticated writings, from those others which are not only not embodied in the canon, but likewise disputed, notwithstanding that they are recognized by most ecclesiastical writers.  Thus we may have it in our power to know both these books, and those that are adduced by the heretics under the name of the apostles, such, viz., as compose the gospels of Peter, Thomas and Matthew, and others beside them, or such as contain the Acts of the Apostles, by Andrew, and John, and others, of which no one of those writers in the ecclesiastical succession has condescended to make any mention in his works;  and indeed, the character of the style itself is very different from that of the apostles, and the sentiments, and the purport of those things that are advanced in them, deviating as far as possible from sound orthodoxy, evidently proves they are the fictions of heretical men; whence they are to be ranked not only among the spurious writings, but are to be rejected as altogether absurd and impious.  Let us now proceed to the continuation of our history.
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� Although there is evidence that students of Rabbis in this era taking notes – so it is possible, some say likely, that Jesus’ disciples did take notes on His teachings and actions. See Craig Blomberg, The Historical Reliability of the New Testament Documents.


� An additional complication is that the archetype of a particular New Testament work may differ recensionally from the autograph. This is perhaps best illustrated from the Pauline Epistles. At some very early point -- assuredly before the time of our earliest papyri -- most of Paul's letters were assembled into a collection. (Hebrews, of course, is an exception, and perhaps a few others such as the Pastorals. But most of the letters must have been collected by the mid-second century at the latest.) It is therefore perfectly possible -- perhaps even likely -- that this collection is the archetype, and that the individual letters are not even the source of the textual stream. So, e.g., Zuntz; on page 14 of The Text of the Epistles, he points out that Ignatius and Polycarp apparently knew a Pauline corpus, but the author of I Clement seemingly did not, and so concludes, “Thus A. D. ±100 is a probable date for the collection and publication of the Corpus Paulinum; that is, forty or fifty years after the Epistles were written. Here then, as in the tradition of all ancient authors, ‘archetype’ and ‘original’ are not identical.” (�HYPERLINK "http://www.skypoint.com/~waltzmn/Archetype.html"��Archetypes and Autographs�)


� About the middle of the 2nd century Justin Martyr (A.D. 103-148) stated that on Sundays in the Christian worship assemblies the memoirs of the apostles were read together with the writings of the prophets. This shows us that the Scripture we use was completed during the times of the apostles.


� Irenaeus (A.D. 120-205) established two tests of canonicity:  No writing can be canonical which contradicts previously revealed and well authenticated truth, and if a writing is apostolic it will agree with previous revelation for it is spoken by the same Spirit and prearranged by the same Christ.


� Underlining added to draw attention to those books of the New Testament recognized as canonical.





www.cahabachurch.com

[image: image3.emf] Clement  of Rome  Marcion  Justin   Martyr  Papias  Polycarp   Matthew  *   *  *  *   Mark  *   *  *  *   Luke  *  *  *   *   John    *  *  ( * )   Acts      *   Romans  *  *  *   *   1 Corin.  *  *  *   *   2 Corin.   *  *   *   Galatians   *    *   Ephesians  *  *    *   Philippians   *    *   Colossians   *  *   *   1 Thess.   *    *   2 Thess.   *  *   *   1 Timothy  *     *   2 Timothy      *   Titus  *     ( * )   Philemon   *      Hebrews  *   *     James        1 Peter  *    *  *   2 Peter  *       1 John     *  *   2 John        3 John        Jude        Revelation    *  *     

[image: image4.emf] Muratori   Fragment  Irenaeus  Clement   Alexan.  Origen  Athana - sius   Matthew  ( * )  *  *  *  *   Mark  ( * )  *  *  *  *   Luke  *  *  *  *  *   John  *  *  *  *  *   Acts  *  *  *  *  *   Romans  *  *  *  *  *   1 Corin.  *  *  *  *  *   2 Corin.  *  *  *  *  *   Galatians  *  *  *  *  *   Ephesians  *  *  *  *  *   Phili ppians  *  *  *  *  *   Colossians  *  *  *  *  *   1 Thess.  *  *  *  *  *   2 Thess.  *  *  *  *  *   1 Timothy  *  *  *  *  *   2 Timothy  *  *  *  *  *   Titus  *  *  *  *  *   Philemon  *   *  *  *   Hebrews    *   *   James    *   *   1 Peter   *  *  *  *   2 Peter      *   1 John  *  *  *  *  *   2 John  *     *   3  John    *   *   Jude  *   *   *   Revelation  *  *  *  *  *    

_1212048106.doc
		

		Muratori


Fragment

		Irenaeus

		Clement


Alexan.

		Origen

		Athana-sius



		Matthew

		(*)

		*

		*

		*

		*



		Mark

		(*)

		*

		*

		*

		*



		Luke

		*

		*

		*

		*

		*



		John

		*

		*

		*

		*

		*



		Acts

		*

		*

		*

		*

		*



		Romans

		*

		*

		*

		*

		*



		1 Corin.

		*

		*

		*

		*

		*



		2 Corin.

		*

		*

		*

		*

		*



		Galatians

		*

		*

		*

		*

		*



		Ephesians

		*

		*

		*

		*

		*



		Philippians

		*

		*

		*

		*

		*



		Colossians

		*

		*

		*

		*

		*



		1 Thess.

		*

		*

		*

		*

		*



		2 Thess.

		*

		*

		*

		*

		*



		1 Timothy

		*

		*

		*

		*

		*



		2 Timothy

		*

		*

		*

		*

		*



		Titus

		*

		*

		*

		*

		*



		Philemon

		*

		

		*

		*

		*



		Hebrews

		

		

		*

		

		*



		James

		

		

		*

		

		*



		1 Peter

		

		*

		*

		*

		*



		2 Peter

		

		

		

		

		*



		1 John

		*

		*

		*

		*

		*



		2 John

		*

		

		

		

		*



		3 John

		

		

		*

		

		*



		Jude

		*

		

		*

		

		*



		Revelation

		*

		*

		*

		*

		*






_1212048207.doc
		

		Clement of Rome

		Marcion

		Justin


Martyr

		Papias

		Polycarp



		Matthew

		*

		

		*

		*

		*



		Mark

		*

		

		*

		*

		*



		Luke

		*

		*

		*

		

		*



		John

		

		

		*

		*

		(*)



		Acts

		

		

		

		

		*



		Romans

		*

		*

		*

		

		*



		1 Corin.

		*

		*

		*

		

		*



		2 Corin.

		

		*

		*

		

		*



		Galatians

		

		*

		

		

		*



		Ephesians

		*

		*

		

		

		*



		Philippians

		

		*

		

		

		*



		Colossians

		

		*

		*

		

		*



		1 Thess.

		

		*

		

		

		*



		2 Thess.

		

		*

		*

		

		*



		1 Timothy

		*

		

		

		

		*



		2 Timothy

		

		

		

		

		*



		Titus

		*

		

		

		

		(*)



		Philemon

		

		*

		

		

		



		Hebrews

		*

		

		*

		

		



		James

		

		

		

		

		



		1 Peter

		*

		

		

		*

		*



		2 Peter

		*

		

		

		

		



		1 John

		

		

		

		*

		*



		2 John

		

		

		

		

		



		3 John

		

		

		

		

		



		Jude

		

		

		

		

		



		Revelation

		

		

		*

		*

		






