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Books of Doubtful Authorship an<l canoulclty

Mfihtionsd by aisobiu^.

j@sus Christ andL His Apostles used the Old Testament as 
th© word (tod. Tae early ohuroh Tqt years, followed theli 

©xanpl®. The origin of the New Testament was tharofore r©lativ©| 

ly late and slow in its progress, Deoodes passed befor® th® j 

thought of collecting the sayings of Jesus and th© writings Of > 
th® Apostles occurred to th©ir minds. It was still much later 

before they gave them Canonical authority. They trusted to ver­

bal testimony for their knowlodg© of Chtist. The time howevor 

came- when it was thought necessary to see to th© permhont pres • 

ervation of these sayings and writings. They were accordingly 

colleotod and proservod as w© now have then in the new Testa­

ment. Our task will bo to discover and stat© th© rolativo valuo 

of t'no‘ various books found there in.

For such ovidonco as is needed wo turn first of all, most 

naturally, to the Apostolic Fathers. Were wo to present an ox-, 

haustivo troatiso, wo should have to include a treatment of th® 

writings of Clement of Rone, Igriatiua, Polyoarp, Paplas^ Justir 

Martyr, irenaeas.^ana tho various versions and nanusbripts now 

extant.

our special purposo, however, is to gather the infornatior,
jD3iQ3agtgaj:^-juaJg BjsW which '



Knd Camn Qf awbXus «as a o£ jsjld®
N f-

' and a 9f*£ta^ of aaris^ ejcoiasl^stldaX Ha t^iahop-|

pf Caesarea In Palastlna ffom the S2l^ A. &* u{it|l

sccXasiasticai History la one of the earliest^autnantio and uaa^ 

fevi nanusorlpts axtantj, Specially la it iraXwJjia far its .fra**' 

Luent ref orcmoos to N. T, books in th® eatabllshnont of their 
I ' ’
^thors'nlp and Caiionlelty, in a single paragraph* ho gives tis

Els general position as to the H* T, canon, ^la oatalogu® of

Doks is as follors.* “Pirst jaust be plaood the holy Quarteml* 
Lh of th© (jospels* >hloh th® bpok of A0ts of th© Apostles fol­

lows; after this ar© to bo pXaoed th© Spistlss of Paul; after 

^vhlch w© are, oonfldently to admt th© roputoa First ^Istlo of 

John and likewts© that of 'p@t^. After th®ao.< aro to b© plaqod, 

if it scon proper* th© Apocalyppo of dohni oonceming ‘Tsrhioh v© 

will stat© th® opinions at th© Jiropbr tlme».Th,©s© ar© all aoknotf^ -- 
I !
Bdged as genuine. ,

I Of tho disputed books, yet well known to the noat, Is i 
k 

jo-callod Epistle of Janes, th® Epistle of iJude and tM S®oo^i4, j 

splstl© o-f Peter and those whioh ar© called th© second ana TJiirdi 
' I 

>f John, whether they belong to th© Evangelist, or to aoiae o?5© j 

>f the saa© nano,® fEiseles, Hist. iil-sS^

! He then subjoins th® books hold as spurious. Among thes©^

1© Includes, «Th© Acts of Paul,’- that qblled ^Pastor,,"- “Th© Eov-I
■ ■ .... --.--.... . ■ ,, --------- -■ - --------------------- -i- .. ■■ ■■ J.-1 j
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elation of Potor*" "Tho Epistle of Barnabas® and **Tho Institu­

tions of the Apostlos,*

All those ar© to bo ranked not only enong th© -spurious 

nritlnga but arc to bo rejected as altogether absurd and inpioi 

?rhis single paragraph gives us a clear statement of Eixsebius’ 

position as to tho Canon as a vholc, we turn now to sfcud^ th© 

doubtful books separately.

The first of these Is the Epistle to the Hebrews,. S'n the 

Host anoiont USS. of th© now Tostanont» tho Epistl® boars th© 

sirplo tltlo< **To Hebrews," and its contents show that it was 

addressed to Hobrew-Christians. m th© XIl Chapter and S2 VerS' 

the gplstlo is called "A Wor(^ of Exhortation.*^ Tho Jewish chtl 

tians wore suffering so^oro persacutlon as xvell disappoint-* 

nont at the delay of Christas return, and. they wore 1» danger 

of falling away and lapsing again into Judaism^- Tho

purposo of the papistic is clear* It was intended to set forth 

the temporary character of tho priesthood and sacrificial in­

stitutions of tho Mosaic law, and to prove that the ooronopial 

lav/ was to end with the appearance of Christ.. And furthowor©’, 

to establish th© Jewish Christians in tho faith of tho Gospel 

a.:d render then .inprognablo to th© assaults of their unbend­

ing countrymen. However in tho Authorship and authenticity of, 

this wonderful book, w© find tho largest field for IntollcctU’
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I al activity^

I ?fho wrote ItV Th® Eplatl^© its.Slf' Goes not toll us; no®' oar

t fimy trace of* an author foaD<X 4ji ,th® uo^t ancient croofe cop- 
i. ■',1 I

tea. Its antiquity however, is attest©^ hy th® frequent uj

■ najlQ of it by qiament^ Grigfn* Austin aM other early !

wltors, Thas® eaem at least to Justify its Apostolic diat® and ' 

origin^ ' J

Judging frori’, the ©arllet writings of element of Aloxanarie

A. D. 1C5-220, ho sooms to asortbo. 1£ to Saint Patil; but Euso* 

bins in ^E.H. (vi"14V roCords frorn oh® oS his last wbrfes hl's 

views as modiftod Idtbr in llf©< ■»C’T<ani€inJ^< in his outlines to 

speak gonoraliy, has given oonoisb axplajiatlons. of all the Ca- 
. I

nonicai scripture—------------ and noreove^^ ha says that the Epis­

tle to the Hebrews is P^ul-'s, and that he wreto it to the Oe- 

^rdus in ^brow and that 'lAiko afterward carefully translated it 

and ptKblishod it in Oreok.

in /e.H. (v-SGi* Eusebius also<speak9-of Irenaeafe as having, 

"n.ontlonod the book and quoted froTi it, ■ Howover, ho glvos us 

no light on the authorship of tho book* 'the Inforonoe bblng tha, 
Z 

ilronaoas rdcognizbd it only as authontto.

origin succoedod Clmont in office and' Eusebius tell® us 

how h© oa^ressed hlnself on tho subject*, after he states the i| 

fact that Origin finds it difficult to harnonizo th© atyle and 
 ----------------------- ----- ------ ' ■ '  ,----- ------------------ ; - -,- -------------- ;------------------------------  

I -4---- I



diotSon with Paufel’s acccrptod urttipgs he ^ays# ’•JUKI again> ih^t 

the thoug ta of tho ctt® wondei*&l and not second to th®

ao?inowX0dgecl writlnga of tho Apo^tie^' ovary on® who Pdys afcte^* 

tlon to tho rocidlng of th© apostlQ*® writa aXao grant, to 

bo true," After other remarks* ho adds, 2 to expiCosa.
I should say 

my own opinion*^that th© thoughts are the Apostle^s^ but tho 

diction and coxiposition that of soniO oria who raeordod from ni®* 

ory the Apostle's teaching,* wjio wroto th© Splstlc^ (lod 

only icnows cortainly,” VI*251

Hero Origin goes beyond fileaent of Alexandria in giving it 

03 his opinion that the welter was not Paul, but one of his 

pupils. W© touching hovrovor, wing td'sntiOal with that of thb 

Apostle. Accordingly, ho speaks of it’^in his quotations', as 

tho writings of Paul *The Appstlo/"’ Par-thbrmoro» it is clear 

from that 'Susobius with clenont that Paul

wroto tho fepisjH© in HebroW but ho is htKsolf inclined, to tho I 
' I

opinion that Clo^icnt of Rom trar^g'lated S|t into (h^eok. His tos*! 

timony lb as follows,« -"Tho Epist^lea of PAUi hr© fourtobUv. all j 

v/Qii known and beyond doubt, Xt should '..ot howevor,. bo cy>hcoai01 

that some have sot aside tab Sptstlo to the'Hebrews, saying tha 

it was disputed as not boi2.g on© of St. ?n^l'*.s Bpistlos.'i fhla 

cjgsresslon however, arises fr<^ th© positiqij taken by th© wes­

tern church, th© u^storn branch being ouitd -/inanlmous in their



' \ i

J / ’
fchat It wafj recocted the? BoiSnn. chur-cJi, whero it vzas donieci

IpicLOO in tho eXnov^^pn in his Cay- The first of those wno* he- - 

ong strictly to tihe ^Kopan churchy to iMe nontion of the j 

10, is Tcrtui'’iar.,. J^e do^s so iii hut one plod© and thoro rc:'"eri!
? it- to Darnaoas- It As^ therefor© cioar that ©Jischtus not only 

kinds the E,..istlo i^pjectcd at i^onQ., but likewise* in tho o^nirch 

I of bortl’. Tn Afric^t^;, 3o Car then as tho feplstXo Is coneofned in 

■Eusebius* tinOj w ^aro; shut up for out* evidence to th©

or th'©. Eastern C4iui?qhr Fnilc hoirev'of,- the WO stern ohu^'oh IB l^ss 

testino-.y is alno.qt’iXnaninpus in ^Its rejection of 'the Epistle 

d'fom' -the Canon.

ho Ova© tq thp study of' tho"Cathollc 'Epistles,'* This 

torn w’as f irstz c^)pltoti to llic sovon ahof ter li^Jistlos by Eus^bl- 
i
UsS, Wiio noant ^>31 it the "’circular Epistles” or those iU cori^on 

dso in the s^oyax OidrchOBff They wore wrlt4iQn by Jacno3» Potcp, 

John and Judq.-rPaul, i'n Tanking mention of tho ^irst throe, in 

Gal.- 2-9^ says thht "’They were reputed to bo- pillars" In tho 
' ■' Z 

church. -
( 

in the 'days' of Eusebius, of those general Epistles, JEffiiCS 

occupied t^ first place in the canon as it still dees in our 

day. As tp t’hb nap.o of the writer, th<5. Eplstio Itself ly 

gives Ja^ios jbs t^Q author, mt it is not easy to docido which



ifto of the tiirco igon of -sianio nanp tentloiied in tho Kw *5(53“ 

ianent the author; ,vJy>>her tha ‘son of zebeaoQ, om of 

;ho Apostles, or J,ano^p th© '^oh -Of. Alphaeus, anothor tito ! 

ipostlQs, ot Jeaaog rfcHp IxjM's brother- The flrstj^genoraliy ek- | 

jludcd by his Gdriy nartyruoa ^Aots iS-Sls Jt is not however, so. : 

(hsy to distinguish,(Ootwoon th© ofehor two. The ovidonOo is na|?or 

.ho<1033 quite genc^glly in favor of tSd latter’i^ This is tha ' 

.ord's brother j-f^eppear^s^ chief in authority over the Jorusd- 
.’en .church. Euscbj.i^^ tolls us that ho is '♦Janos |

.ho Jus't« ajid tii^^t 'Vho was hq'ly fron his feothor's worob. Ho drahkj 

Lo strong dririKi ,T)'pl‘thor did ho ©at. flesh, No razor evor touchedl 

is he id. anu .not ajx>ir;t tdnaolf with oil.** Ho v iS cer-

.ainly abuhdantly i'Ji-'ttbcj, to write the Epistle. As to tno authon-

■ iclty of t-iQ Jipis^tlj’p of -JarnoEusebius quotes it freely; and 

ilainly ao9o;es^;'S it 'b^s Honuiho; but places it in his list of

Loubtful and’^putrovert-ed booics, ^E,H, as does also 'Jor'-

biio, cioncu't, of Alpxaiiurla and Tottulllan are silent^ Thsebius 

fonarks tha^ it *-as acknowlodsod by nost writers in his day* 

[E-H, that not nany of the anci-onts nentlon/it."

[E.H, nt) first to spook of it by ixano; accord­

ingly b? q\|otos it .in one place as that of Jaracs. 
f ‘ ' 

It nas acQoptQ 1

fey -tbQ -Syrian^lurch and- is included in their version. It hov/ovo*

.aj^z-no p^aoo' in Latin version nor is it naned in tho hlu-



i

E?ato'riaii cacon.

H,(yvX'^) pa typo JIGS g^|y©^-u&

atorlfigoa GCCQUTit of th® C’ai'ionlbal Soript^ro^ no.t- ovep •oMt'^* 

ting- those thc^t. ape Wpputpd* i juae ‘.^nd tho othot .gpnotal.

EpistlG3.»» whio^ of -CiO’-ArsGi. ineXudes Japip’fr< Ag-Ul-Pr he ®ays 'Xh ’
!

speakiiig QiS those s'a^io H^^XStlea *’’^0 toov/ th^t thpso also with <'>; 
(

the ^test, are roco'tV.oiV Cax;ionlQaX',; **
J '

Hext in order ^re the ^,i».tXos of, Fetox** 4si to tho first; 
I

passing notice i0‘;alX that -1^ neo^ssary, 'sXnco -^as quifo

^oncraXXy repoivcd into the. phurches» Misohins ,'i?©uarus in ;

catalogue of H- T\. that th© First bpiptlo- j
. *

of Peter is to Pb 'r^cotfevcd^ Ori^Jih s^s feat *‘Pot^r has left, ♦
>110 aOknovzledgod It also quoted as authority by

f‘
Irenaexxs, Tcr^ul'lian and CXonopt o'f-Aloxancltla. The sepbnd F^is-•

tie honevop v^lfe stm© oppositlpp in tliO' oariy church as I I
sobius ipforiqs ^psy XJX-’.35-^ He states that the greater

part of t’lo H. T. books were generally received; '^ut s’or.10 are i 
i'

controverted though? well known and recogni-ked by nost*"' ”*fh©3@,

aro 011S-.

left one aci^now:”‘Potor

XebrOx^s^ Peto-^1X& xll

Ag0in (-B'fH. VI-231 XUsebius

Johhj Judo, /and Rove^atioil 

says

edged i^istlc; X®t It bo granted that he 

is as-inattoP of doubt,’* Thus it is clear 

3:eft a sedond for it

that Eusobius placos

the iSpistlo teong the doubtful books < while he 'ninsolf accepts



also .an

that a sqcorz

g0nuino>

3ut both to^etho^- ic^ hdt 'contain a ll-ms

Kpistlb Gonstfsting! of, very feisr Xims; suppose also 

md tiiird is 'fron, hin,. -fOr hot. all agpo^ that tne^

It .as' both gonuine and. d^t'ncp^tio» MopQovoh^ hQ-has prosotvod Ih

iiq bistO’^y tha t'estiiiOhy of otig?-n which Is as follows».I
has ipft bdhih^l 4n. fepistlo ghn&i?ally dOKhowlcdgcd, porhaP5 also 

'TiW EpistSo of John pnly^app^ans in th® Syria^. 
• 1

51on and it aidn© was usdd la that phutoh down to th® sixth qon*

b3:,so a socondi It dcfibtful

Tho s®dor4 t'kivd }^ist;ios’ of Johjp. cono nc>c;t in tihd list 
!

tf disputod books^ .feid chur-oh from th^ earliest ttes© doVm ascr’?; >‘Pd 
!.

:b the Apostle John' Quitfe generally- th^ tindispUted authorship ' !
)f five of tho how I'ostanient bookSt Of th®s®< th® Fourth &i'S'pel

|iid tho •First i^pistio '^v(^ p’lafiod by .Eusohtos^

□Olig tho univorsaily iWtdisxjUtpd books. In *E»H* (iri’’241 ho says

But bosldQb the ‘Obspol 0f John hiS‘ first ti^pistlo is ackno^yl^'g^ i

L-thcut difTputo', botii' bf of thb prasOnt doy also
10 Aneionts,?* and Mds fiikiliy t^at i*5?h© other tv/p Mplstlo^ : 

disputed.,,

OncG nior.^.,, ’V1"^2SV he‘ ’^Johnl

■lury*

.103*

.hoso

The tAiratoriah Canon contains’ th® First and Second Spis-

Thd fa's^t, howevers that they are wanting in the first bf

Cahohs, doos not^ by any mans, provo that they are thorofc P©



Ispurious and of no The way in Wic'n they nor© used and

the fact that th®y were so general^ quoted by the ©atly vrritOT ; 

is sufficiont guarantoi? Tor both thaly genuineness^ and-crGilibllt -

f I
V^G cotio now to Consider the last of the wSO'-callod cathollo

B^istlos..’ in verse th© author is ’styiod, ’’.Jude the servant

I'of Josus Christ brother of Jait'es.

©jsebius in h'ih <S.-H. (III-22) says. "Tharo wore yet living 

of the faaily of oyr Lord* the gfand-fchildren of'-.Judas* called 

the brother of our Lord, adcotdirxg to th© flesh. These wore re^ 

portod as being of the family of David:, and'were brought to po- 

nitian,.'" in ordor that ho’‘n?.ignt Ibquiro of them *Wliother they 

were .of David’s ./•ac^” and also *^rbspdct'ing Christ and his king- 

don; What "Was its natdr©' and whph and where Mo was to appear*"

It soems frota these statbfisonts thdt if wo give any credence' vzha 

ovor to Susel>ids, thor^* can oe but little reason for dispute' 
i
las to the authorship of Judo.

certainly> th©' preponderanc© of ovidonco is in favor of 

Judo, tho brother of our Lord, and not Judo Thaddous, t^e Apos- 

tlo. Tho authorship-of th© Epistlo bolhg questioned, vzo arc not 

’surprised to find that th© danotilcity is also questioned" not 

only in nodcrn times*' but also in tho early ages of tho prini*- 

tivo church. While, the Poshito-Syriac version of tho soepnd

i -10- I



centuryt doon not oonjtixln tUis Epistle;. It Is includ.ea in the

Canon o:^ f&iratorie. Eurthor^iorQ^ no traqo of Xt la foima in the 

writingfl or Irenaeus, ivhile Cieinoixt ,6£ Al©xan<Iria and TertdlU-ei x 

noth quote hin as the Apostle Jude,

Origin renarks **That Judo wrote an Epistle of a few linoa* 

but filled with word^ powerful in heavenly g|‘ac®.« It is per­

fectly clear that Origin Xad no doubt that the l^^lstle was 

written by Jude, tho brother of Christ; he is not howevor so 

certain as to its outhoptlcXty. Edfseblus makes frequent refer-

cnco to tho fact that it was in his dciy a disputed book. In his 

history ^111-25) ho states that ‘♦not nany of the Ancients have 

nentioned it.” Again , '' ho reiaarks nevertheless

know that also these Uhe Bpistlos of Janos and Jude) along wit: i 

the rest have peen .publicly read- in nost of the churches," It . 

iji evident that wiiiie sone disputed both the authorship and au-j 

thcnticity, Eusebius. oQc^Jpted both, and believed firmly in tho^ r 

rocoption into the Canon.

T/e corse finally' to 'the last book of the N.'T. Ctvnon- The 

traditioiLal title as handed down to us in the oldest onj;ant 

MSS. is sir^ly "Apocalypse of John" which means ^Revelation)

Prom th£ we oarnot bo certain whether the author was

John, the son of gebedeo and one of the A.postlos, or John, th©

Presbyter. In (Rev.l-l) the author calls himself the servant ol

-11-



C3dd-. Asal».« i» *1 John, lalso on'you^ brotheV ax)A <?oia* 

panion in triteulatlos, in ’th© Ei’ngOoo’ atid pattionco ixi 

Christ vza.<! in th© Isl^ that ^is callo<i^ Palnoa^, for tho vzord -pf 

3od and. for th© te^timpxjgr ’of-.Jesus, Suoh are th© ■statmonts o;^j 

the author rospectin^ hii?s©Xfi

Moreover,, it >iis„ ploar ;#hat Justin Klar'tyr, irenaspas, (^ionon- 

of Alexandria 'and ^prtulltan all support th© view whieh‘ favors- 

John., the Apostle.,

Eusohiun gives th'©- testimony’ of Seven e^rXy writers jrhioh 

corroborates this vje^ While he himself so'elns- rather to favor i 

John the Presbyto)?'’ as the author. In his- [1V^24) Eusebius, 

gives tho testlBpny pf Theophilus^ in that of Mo-'

lito, bishop of Aar dis, and in / (v-18 that of Apollonius; 

all of whom .seefli to agree with th© Apostblib' authorship, -drigin 

adds his testimony as pt’bservbd by EUsebius ■' ^S.H. IV-251

*’V/hat shall I say cojiperning John who leaned upon th© breast -of 

Jesus♦ and who left oiiip Gospel. H© also--wrot® th© Apocalypse ©t

In ^E.H. Eusebius states that Caius.> Presbyter of

lllioHie, attributed the Apocalypse to Cerinthtis. V/e com©, fj/nally 

to record Eusebius* own opinion as nearly as we can gather 4t 

from his history. Wlillo he unquestionably accepts the Johaiiiiino. 

authorship, it is oqually -certain that li© rejects th© authentic 

and canonlcity of thia wonderful book. In his *E.H, (lil-2£i) af^



ter naniri£$ v/hat cotisidors canonical of the SorlptuTos-, ho 

ramarksi "Aftor these is to ho placedi if thought fit, tha 

Apocalyiiso of John, poncerning which, at the proper time, wo'wil 

explain th© various pfinlons*** Again^ ""Besides thaso as i said^ 

if it is thought fiti lot Apocalypse of John ho added, 

which some as I said rojccty "but othbrs placo among the 

edged soripturos.”

It appears fron the forgoing quotations that Eusehius wa*- 

vorod- in his belief regarding the canonicity of sovelatiom, 

This, partially, at leae^t, out of th© .opposition of Dio­

nysius to its authenticity'; Ho thoroforo loaves this hook, uhoS 

authorsh^tp is unQUOstlo'nod, iftoro o'pe.h to doubt as to uanonlcal 

authority than either of all thoso found in his doubtful 

list of NOW Testamont books*

Such then, waa the*state of the fanon, when Eusebius wrote 

his Ebciosiastical iii^tdry just before th© council .of Nlcoa 

which convonod in thQ -year 325 A, D-

Graduation Thoaos /»
by’
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