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Books of Doubtful Authorship and Canmonicity
Mentioned by Eusab;u#.

Jesus Christ and His Apostles used the 0ld Testament as
lthe word of God. Tae early church for many years, followed tneai
example. 7?he origin of the New Testament was thercfore relﬁtiva,
1y late and slow in its progress, Decades passed befors the
thougnt of pollecting the sayings of Jesus and the wvitings of

the Apostles occurred to their minds. It was still much 1ator

befora they gave them Canonital authority. They trusted to ver-!

‘bal testirony for their knowledge of Christ. The time howevor
Icame‘when it was thought neccessary to see to the permanont pnesi
{ervation of these sayings and writings. They werg ageordingly 5

lcollectcd and preserved as we now have them in the New Tosta-

iment. our task will dbe to disc&vor and state the vrolativo valuoz
tof the various books found thorein. |
For such evidonce as 18 need%d wo turn first of all, most §
Inaturally, to the Apostolio Fathers. Were we to presgnt an ox~,j

fhaustive treatise, wo should havo to inelude a troatnent of thed

. -

‘writings of 013ment of Rome, Igidatius, Polyoarp, Papias{ Justi

' m”‘% 4—%—-4.
Martyr, Irenaeaq. tno various vergions and manuseripts now

1
extant.

!

i our spcecial purpose, nowever, is to gathor the informatlorg,

Ly Gpuatiei

5 by Busebius Which will snod 1ight on theo Autho

pagarvod Lo
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anid Canoh of the Now Teatomonbs mss‘ozs was & man oi’ fde lpatr
1

E%velﬂsiasticai History is one of the earliegst,authontio and uges
" fful manusoripts extant. Especially is if valugble Tor its Lree |
jauent reforences to N. T, booka in the estabitishnont of their

Authopsnip and Canonicity, In o single pardgraph, ho gives us
Ejia genaral position as to the N. ‘T, ganon. His catalogue of

books 1s as follows,~ "First mst be placed the holy quarterniw | |

fiq of the Gospels, Wwhich the book of Adts of the Apostles £ola

§ ows; after this are to be placed the Epistles of Paul; after
!

which we are confidently to ednit the reputed Pivst Epistle .of

;ohn and likewise that of Peter. After ‘these, aro to be plaped, |
£ 1t scan proper, the Apocalyppe of Jonn; congceruing which we
rtll state the opinions at the proper timo,These are all aocknowk
pdged as gannins:’

o the aisputed books, yet well known to the most, i3 4ho

pistle of Petor and those which are called the Sopond and Third

/
;f Jonhn, whether they belong to the Evangelist, oy to gome ong

|
l
i
i
) |
| L
{o-callod Epistle of Jamos, the Epistle of pude and the Secopd |
| I
|

}f the same nanc.® {Ecelos, Hist, ITIe25)

I
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|
|
|

clation of ngor.“ *Tho ﬁpistia of Barnabas“ and “The Institun_

g

i
t tions of the Apostlos,®

# a11 thosc are to be rankod not enuly emong the spurious j
writings but arc to be rejected as altogother absurd and inpioys.*®
This single paragraph givos us a clear statement of Rusebius'
position as to the Canon as o whole., We turn now to studg the

doubtful books soparately.

| most anciont 4SS. of the Now Testamont, tho Upistle boars the

l

1
The Tirst of thesc is the Epilstle to the Hebrows, In the 1
|
i
sirpls title, ¥To Hebrews," and its contents show that it was }

. addressed to Hebrew~Christians, In the XII Chapier and. 22 V@rs

| the Epistlc is ¢alled *A Word of Exhortation.® The Jewish Chfiéé
tions werc suffcring sovere porsscution as well as d&sappointw?
ment at the delay of christ's ;oturn. and_ they warse in danger %
of falling away and lapsing tgain into Judsisne f1v,~3-8) Tho ;
purpose of the Epistle is olear. It was intended to s¢t forth j
tho temporary character of the priesthood and sacriftcial in- E

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

law was to ond with the appearance of Christ. And furth?rnora.j
to ostablish the Jowish Christians in the faith of tho Cospcl %
a.id rondor thom irpregnahle to the assaults of theiy unbelieV~é

ing countrymen. However in the Autnorship and authenficity oﬁ

T e S e o e e e __|

this wonderful Yook, we find the lorgest field for intelloctu !
1
1
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iade of it by Clement, Origfn, Justiin Madltywy and other early
writors, These geem af least to justify its Apostolig date anal

origin, 3 !

Judgtng fror,tho earlier writings of (Cledent of Aloxandrid
jA. D. 165-220, he soeoms to asc?ibo.ié to Sgin% Panl; but Euso-‘é
bius in TE.H. (VI-14) records from ofie of nis lest werks nis
jviews as modifiod later tn iife. nglementy in his outlines to

?

nonical Serlpturg-+--- ~---and noreover, he says that the Epis

|

|

N |

speak generally, has given coneise ¢éxplanations. of all the Ca- |
|

' §tle to the Hebrows is Ppul’s, and that ho wroto it to tho lHe-

brévs in Hebrow and thay Luke aftorward gerefully translatod it}

y &

and ‘published 11 in Greok.

' in fE.H.(V—QG) Busebius alsc<speak9for Irenacws as having,é

I'mgntiened the book and quoted frox 1t,-'Hohover, ho givea us f

ino light on the autborship of the book, the inforenco boing tha
y ;

jlrenaeas rocognizod it only as asuthentio.

; origsn succoeded Clement in office and Eusebius tells us

ihow he cxpressed ninself on the subjéct, after he states the
[faot that Origin finds it ¢1fficult to harmonize the style and

: —an 4
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= |
{d&otiou u!tn Paul‘s aacqpth'wraﬁings ﬁe aays; ”Ana againf tna ‘
| t

"tne thoug ts of the Fpistle gre wondorful and not second o the

ao%nowledged writings of tho Apdatlay avory one who pays attens

tton to tho roading of the npostista works would alsp grant to [

:bo true.” Alftor othor remarks, he adds, “if I wero to axpress.
I should say

my own opinfon,,that the thpughts are the Anostle's, but tho

diction and conposition that of soo one who recordod from,mam

fory thc Apostle's teaching," "But who wrote the Bpistic, dod

only knows cvertainly,* {E.4. VI-25)

Hero Origin goos beyont ¢lement of Alexandria in giving 1t
; r
fas his opinion that the wikiter was not Panl, but one of his

Ipupils, The teaching howevor, peing identical with that of thHé
k

| . H
iapdstlo. Accordingly., he speaks of it,in nis quotations, as

tizony 15 as follows.~ "Phe Epistles of ganl are fbur%obﬁ,‘aml'i

“woll kncwn ond beyond doubt. It should “.oi. howevor, be 9phcaalgf

Ltorn church, the Bastorn bradich being quité'unanimous in their |




i%cnovtwti>n of th¢ Epﬁsyie, fmsobius in ~n,ﬂ (III-S} affiﬁms

ithat it was regjected by tie Roman church, whare it was donied !
:1 KX / 't
i \

;} »lece {n the Cauoi:,8yen in his cday. The first of thosg who bo

[ ) ,

[ﬂong strictly to the xoman church, to rake montion of the Epis-i
|
l
f

tble, is Tortui’iar., ap does sc in but one place and thoro reers

¢ to Darnevas. It Qs\thorofore cloar that Riscbius not only

:inu: the r.istlo rpaootcu at Romag, but likewise, in the orurenl
I

i
I

o North rn Africg; So far then as the kpistlo im eongorhed fn

twiscbius' tino, we are shut up far our cvidonce 0 the testimo ;
! ’ 3
{0f tiie. Easturn caurgh, Wiile hoWevor, thé wostorn chuvch im 1%s§

J_ . N N v iy
itestinmoiy is oal3mogtiynenimpus in its ¥ejeciion of 'tho Enigtlo |
fPon the Canon. . '
Lo cune Laxd to the study of thavCatwise Epistlos.® This

il . ’

ltorn was first,qpplsa& to tie soven shorter Ipistles by Eusebi-

iue‘ who neant pa i1t the "Circular Epistles® or thost ih cordson

i i i

4»& in tho seweral clurehes, They were writion by Jawmos, Pctor,|

-John and Judg.iPaul, #n goking nention of tho “iyst throo, in

Gal.~ 2-9; says ‘that »Thoy worc roputed to Ve phllars® in the
¥ ’f "

[

lchureh, - /

in tao ﬂayg of* tusebius, of these goncral tpistlos, Jamos

foccupicd the irst place in the Canon as it still does in our
i i Fi

day. As tp tho mapo of the writer, tha Epistle itself inflie 1Y |

pives James Ba the author. But it is not ¢asy to dscidc wnich |
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prio of the throg mon of tad 5ame nang.mmntionod in tha Now Tes—f

|
|
nament £5 the author} whether James, the 'son of Zebedos, one of

ko Apostlos, or Jancs thé don 6Ff. Alphosus, and anothor of tho

. A
Apostleos, or James the Lord's brother. ThHe firstzgencrally ex—

ilunea vy his edrly martypuom f{Acts I2-2) %t is not however, soﬂ

425y to distinguisa~uetwoen the othor twos The cvidence is naaerrf’

i
I
1h0/1oss quite geucrglly in favor of thdé latier, This is the

I d
Lord's brothoer Erl Lupeang chief in suthority ovor the Jeoruss-

i L

i
4 |
fon church. Buscbiys 4n g R  (11+23) tolls us that he is “Jamos ]

bne Jugt® and tost *he wag holy froo his ftothor's womb. He Crank

|
:0 gtrong drine, poithor did he eat flesh, No razor evor touched
Bis el O 8 wiu w0l anolnt Rinself with oil.® Ho v s cor-

}ainly abuhdentdy fitted to write the Epistlg. As to tho asuthone
}1c1ty of tig Lyistle of James, Busebius guotos it Tfreoly; and |
Ilaiﬂly aogepts 4f 2s sonuinﬁ but places it in his iist of
;oubtful ang -fontrovaerted books, (E,H, ITI-26) &8 does also JOY-
1L0q Clomelt, 68 Alpxeluria and Tortullian aro silont, Husebius

bomarks thas 1t -as acknowlodged by most Writors in his day”

IE,H, Ili%aﬁlp*ﬁut thnt not many of tho ancionts nention/it.”
lu.H, T 7) Qrigzn is tho [irvst to speak of it Ly Lame; accord{
ngly ﬁg gquotgs it in one placo as that of James. It woas acdgeptef

Vy $ho .Syrianmhurcn and 18 included in their version, It howeve

#Bad, no p%ace 1n the 01d Latin vorsion nor is it 1 amcd 1n two 53]
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ratorian Caron,

wisebiuz infE, H(&i%ﬁ@} says that MHypotyposos gives us an?
.hridged account of all the Canonical Seripiuro, not oven 0m1&~;
'ting those t pt av@‘&‘s@uﬁedu T nean Jude ‘and tho other gonerai
;&pistlcsm" which of goursey includes Jums. Again, he says in »

¢

capeaxiug of those garie Fpidtles “He know that theae slso with RS
} :

?ho rest, are rocolned & Canonibal,™
{
Kext in ovdar dre tho Koistles of Potor. 48 o the first;
2 passing notice ig'all that i noogsséry, sinco it was quite

ﬁonorally regoived into the ehurches. Fusebius remarks in his

atalague of . T, Sooks fE.H. IIL-35) that the Fivrst Epiutle
o1 Pﬁtor is to be r@oawvcdg origin says hhat *Poter has loft
4nne acknnulaubca:ggis§1p¢* 1t i3 also quoted as authority by
Trenaeus, Terfullian &m@ Clonent of Aloxandria. The segond ghi§:~
itle howaven»mét'wiﬁh sbme opposition in itho carly thurch as B

i
lsobins an;arae sy (g0, 111-25) Ho states that {he groéatély |

art of the N. T. books were genorally received; ¥out some are |

ontroverted though well known and recognieéd by most,” nwhqg@#
1
| e
inro {obraws, 3amé5134 Potonlik III  Jonhn, Jude, arnd Rcv%;ationa;“

i
ABAIN Lo fx. 1. VI-25) Busebius says “Petor left one acknowle

|
|
I
1
|
k
I

1

fodged Bpistlo) let 1t be granted that he eft a second for it ;

!
!
i
i
Eiq as matior of doudbt,® Thus i1t is cloar that Buscobius pldcos
E
E
l
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t ag beth genuina and, autnantic, Mor&gver, he ‘has pr@qervga i
Jis nistory the ﬁcstimany of Ofigin which is 8s follows,, “ hp@d%
3¢T has ol béhin&,@ntﬁpistle genoyaily nokiowkedged, porhaps 4%50
blso a scconds It isam.&oubbful mrestions® j
‘; The second ond 4Mird Epistlos of Johp cong next im hd 115%
bL disoutoed books, fmé ohurén Trom the earliest times dovn ascf&jﬁﬂ
ﬁé the Apostle Jonw qéi%@ gonerally the tndispyted auth0p$h§? :
be rive of tho Newlwastam@nt Books, Of these¢ the Fourti. é6$§92:
bud the First Epistlec are pladed by Eusebdus (RJH. T1I-28) v

'ﬁoug tho u“ivcrsallj un&isuutad bogks, In i,.ﬂo(ITT~?@} he sayd

bsut bosidas the Gospel of John his Tirst Epistlc is acknovledgsd

ithout airputo, Poth bY thosé of the presént day snd also by

3

| however are disputed.™

|
f
|
|
|
3
1
|
%he Aneients,® end addas finagiy that "fhe othor two #pistlos %
Once moré.  AB,Hs V1l<25) he saye *He {Jjohn) also left an
pistle consisting of very few lines; suppose also that a sgéo E
brd tnird is Teom hin, for Yot all agrog thet they are gemnino, |

but both tofeihor d¢ not contain a hundred lines.” i

The rirat Epiétic ¢ John only,appsars in the syriaf Vor-

plon angd it aléne wes psed i that ghureh down to the sixzth gond

tury, The Muvatorian Canén contaizns the First and Second BEpls~

tles. The Tagt, hgwevers that they are wanting in the first bf

these Canons dogs noty by any meens, prove that they are tharaf-Fe

S s = e s e
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lspurious end of no valuie, The way in which they wore usod and |

I
|
i
i
f

(
f
|

ithe fact that they were so gencrally quoted by the early writerh

!
i
|
i
il
}
!
I
l

iis sufficient guaranteg Tor botn thely genuinenoss and .crediblly
i |
figy . 4
| 1
! we cohe now to c¢ongider tho last of the so-called Catholic

i

i Fpistloss In vorse one, the author is stylod, "Jude ths scvvant'
i ;
iof Josus Christ and brother of Jaigs.

b
lor tne family of our Lovd, the giand-éhildved of ..Judas, called)
itnc brother of our Lord, agcording to the flesh. These were poe- i

5

iportod as beoing of tho family of David®, and were brought to Do

1
I

;mitian,“ in ordcer that hahmfgnt inguire of them ®Whother thoy
gwere af David's racé® and alse "respéeting Christ and his xing-

H

idom; whaﬁ was itd nafupre and wheh and whoreo He was to appear.”

%It soems frol theseé statttients thet if we Nive any credence v
i
l ovor to Rusebius, there can ve but 1ittle reason for disputc

i

fas to the autnorship of Judo.
i
: certainly, the preporiderance of ovldence is in favor of

I

§Judc, the brother of our Lord and not Jude Thaddous, t?e Apos

ft10. The eutnorship of the Epistlo being quostioned, we are not

1
i
dsurprised to fing that the danonicity is also questiongd™ not

i

only in nodorn tinosy but also in the early ages of the primi*ﬁ

|

]
i
1
i

| tive church, While the Peshito-Syriac verstion of tho second




|century, does nat oon&&ir Lhis Epistle it is included in tns |

fcanon of Muratoris. Furthornmore, ne trace of it is found in thﬁ
jwritiﬂgé of Ironacus, While Clenmont of Alexandria and Tertul“i{
?both quote nin as tho Andstle Juds.

E Oorigsn remarks "Thet Judo wrobe an Eplatle of & few linosg

| but filled with word$ powerful in heavenly gprace.” It is por-

foetly clenr that Origin had no goubt that the Epistle wag
Ewritton by Jude, tho brothsr of Cnrist; he is not howcvor so ]
lccrtain os to its amuthopticity. Rusebius makes frequent rofor-#
:cnco to .o fact that Lt was in nis day a disputod book. In hi¥
Lhistory {111-25) ho statcs that *not many of the Ancients have |
rentioned it." Agein ., s(11—93} e remarks "We nevcrthclc;
| know thot also these (the Hpistles of Jemes and Jude) along ui’
%the rest havo bech publicly redd in most of tho churches,® It
fis ovident that while sonae disputed both the authorship and au-
| thonticity, musebfus accepted hoth, and bolicved firmly in thod
rocoption inte tho Canon.

Te come Tinally to 'the last book of thoe N.T. Canon. Tho

traditioLal title as handed gGown to us in the oldest ¢ ?an

NSS. is simply "Apoealypse of John" which means @Revelation)

From tht a%anx, we cariwt be certain whethor the author was

John, the son of zZebedoec and one of the Apostles, or John, tﬁeﬁ

i;P asbyter. In {Rev.I-1) tha suthor calls himself tho scrvant of
H e ———
i ~11=-




j ' !
; 1
! 1

}

rad. Againg in f1~9) “I John, #ho also an your brother and CGn*E
panion in tribulation, and in tho Kingdow and pationce in Jasds
Lhr;st wag in the Isle that is called Palnogy for tho word of
;;»a and for the testinony of Jesud," Such are the statemontd ofi
gkhe author respecting ninself. i
J Moreover, it is cledr ‘ghat Justin ﬁar%yr, Irenagus, clam931
EL; Alexandria anc ?Grtullian 21k support the view whien Tavors i
E ohn, the Apostle., E

Euscbiusg gives the testimomy of seven eirly writers which d
g_orrobaraﬁes this vjew while he himself seems rather to favor %
lonn the Presbytor es tne author, In hzs'fﬁ,u‘ng-zau Eusabgus.j
;ﬁives tho testimony of Theophilusd, in fw, . IV~26% that of Mo~ |
fliho, bishop of sardisy ang ip Jﬂ+ﬁ,{y<18 that of Apollonius; |
}ﬂlx of whom seam to agres with the Apostblib~authorship.’Origin.
ndds his testimony as preserved by Busebius ¢ (£.H, Iv-25)
"yhat shall I sey congerning John who leaned upon the breasih .of
i esus, and who left one Gospel. He also wrote the Apocalypse etg.
| in ?E.H.(;;I~38¢ Eusebing states that Caius, Prosbyter Qf

[
frome , attributed the Apocalypse to Cerinthius., We come,fmna&ly

|

to record Eusebius' own opinion as ncarly as we can gather it

from his history. While he unguestionably accepts the Johadninﬁi
authorship, it is equally certain that he rejeots tne authontiofty

and canonicity of tnig wonaerful book. In hilé ‘E.H, (111-25) af-

— == ETE I e e e e e e "*—-—T—m—;:::‘:‘-::—.::—m*q
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onical of the Soriptures, ho

fedgod Seripturos.”
1t appsars fron the forgoing quotations that Lusebius was«
vored in nhis beljef regarding the Canonieity of Revelationy

IThis, partially, at least, grew out of the opposition ol Dio-
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