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The Implications Of The Antilegomena Today

"JESUS DID MANY OTHER THINGS AS WELL. IF EVERYONE OF THEM WERE WRIT-

TEN DOWN, T SUPEOSE THAT EVEN THE WHOLE WORLD WOULD NOT HAVE ROOM FOR THE
BOOKS THAT WOULD BE WRITTEN." (Jn. 21:125). Were those other books ever
written? If not, are we missing anything of any imprrtance that should
have been written? If they were written, are we missing something vital
because of the negligence of someone centuries ago? If there were gues-
tions concerning which books really were part of the New Testament, . then
do not the doubts raised by those espousing the historical-critical method
take on added importance?

The natter of the New Testament canon has been studied for many
centuries., It is important for our generations to understand how the New
Testament canon came to us. Such a study will add better understanding to
the concept of ver®al inspiration. It will also prevent some superstitious
ideas from developing. In this paper, we shall consider the two seis of
New Testament Books. There are the homologoumena or those unanimougly ac-
cepted as part of the Bitle. There are the antilegomena or writings chal-
lenged by some prior to their acceptance, In this study we also hope o
avolid some pitfalls wher dealing with the "liberal".

THE CANON

The word, canon, comes from the Hebrew word, X317, meaning reed or
meaguring reed., 4s the various books were added to the canon, it meant
that not only was the New Testament{(0Old as well) the measuring stick for
.all beliefs and bebhavior, 1t also became the standard by which another
writing was Judged Lo be inspired or authoritative. John set the purpose
off all the writings when he wrotei "BUT THESE ARE WRITTEN THAT YOU MAY BE-
IIEVE THAT JESUS IS THE CHRIST, THE SON OF GOD, AND THAT BY BELIRVING YOU
MAY HAVE BTERNAL IIFE." (Jn. 20:31) Thus all writings included in the
cancn were to promote the proper teachings of the Lord Jesus.

Ag the first century A.D. progressed, the canon was collectsd and
refined, During those years 20 of 27 of the New Testament books recelved
unanimous acceptance. The other seven were Hebrews, James, 2 Peter, 2 John,
3 John, Jude, and Revelaiion, By the year A.D, 397 the New Testament was
completed as we now know it as the Council of Carthage formally adopted
all 27 Ttooks as authentic. Why so long a delay? That is explained by the
rules for canonigzation,

DEVELOFING THE CANON

Iike anything e€lse, there had to be rules for deciding which writing
was Inspired and which were not, Such rules became necessary since many
writings 4did appear. We are, supposedly, familiar with the pseudepigraphs.
These wexre writlngs which alse contended feor canonization, Yet they were
rejected tecause they contained false doctrine. Viriually no church fathex
accepted them, Another necessity for rules for canonization was the false
assumpticons and bases that soms wanted to use, .
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Some tried to use age as a basis for Judgment, but age did not guarantee
inspiration. Others, zresumaoly Jewish, attempted to make the Torah as the
basis, but since the SR tself was not doctrinally sound, it was discounted.
Some used the matter of religious feeling as a btasis for establishing the ca-
non. The problem then as nowwas that feelings are subjective and do not
always concern themselves with objective truth., Consequently, specific and
determinitive rutes were established.

1) Authoritativer To be a part of Scripture, an individual writing
would have to claim to be from God. That might be done literally, as in the
prophets' "THUS SAITH THE LORD", or it might be done in an implied sense as
in the historical books which describe God's control of all things. Where
such evidence was missing, there the Dbook would be challenged as in Esther,

2) Prophetict Recognizing that the Apostles were inspired gifts to
the Church, the early thristians considered their writings as natural parts
of the canon,  Paul tells ust "WHEN YOU REEIVED THE WORD OF GOD, WHICH YOU
HEARD FROM US, YOU ACCEPTED IT NOT AS THE WORD OF MEN, BUT AS IT ACTUALLY IS,
~ THE WORD OF GOD." (1 Thess. 2t13) Once a letter or gospel was shown to be
authored by an Apostle, it would have been accepted. But because of the
warnings against false prophets and because of thelr existence, the Church
sought absolute proof that any writing had truly been penned by an Apostle.
This resulted in the delay in accepting 2 Peter as paxt of the canon.

- 3) Authenticity: The Bereans searched the Scriptures to make sure that
Paul was teaching them the truth. 4s a result, part of canonical acceptance
demanded agreement with Scriptural doctrine. 4 writing would not be from
God and yet contain error simultanesusly. James appeared to contradict
Paul's teaching of Justification and therefore received much study. Jude
apparently quoted pseudepigraphal writingdn vs. ¢ and 14 and therefore was
questioned.,

4) Dynamics: A writing, for canonicity, was to offer people hove and
direction. Such writings were not only to inform, but also to produce change
and growth, False teaching would not do so. The Song of Solomon is 2n ex-
ample of a writing that was challenged on this basis.

5) Acceptances Naturally not everyone in the churches approvad im-
mediately any book. Some writings would be false, Others would deny pso-
ple a sin they were pegrmitting. I'm sure that not ‘everyone in Corinth would
have voted unanimously for Paul's first letter to then, Thelr sinful neture
would not have permitted it. Still, God promised that He would iesad us into
all truth. Thus the congregaticns gathered the books, written by the spos-
tles andothers, and thus formed the canon. Naturally this would have %aken
a long time. Communication was not the greatest back then. It would have

-taken a while for Rome to learn of the letters of Faul written ho othex
places. But share they would have done, In Col. 4314, Pzul zsks that
congregation to share its letter with Laodicea and vice versa., Unce each
congregation received proof that these writings were truly authentic, they
would have added them to the canon., Thus 20 of 27 uere homologoumena,
accepted without question., Let us look briefly at the other seven.

THE ANTILEGOMENA

HEBREWSs The Fastern Churches considered this took written by Paul.
They readily accepted it. The West held off for two reasons. They were
not so convinced of Paul's authorship. They were not too thrilled that
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e Uontaﬂfgts sect chd Hk.rewd 10 su povL some of ¥ s f.loe lo‘u ime,  But
by the fourth century it was dccepub" ' e ‘

-2 _Yetexs épparenu y the change in style betheen 1 and 2 Peter Tad
one of the bitlterly argusd items. hven in Reforration times this book wasg
guestioned. Both Origin and Busebius admitted this Lstter was disputed,
Origin seemed to have had no problem accepting it as insy e L%lug
was not so inclined., Unfortunately, T did not find wuch information as to
what finally caused the Church to accept it as part ¢f the canon, I can
onlty surmise that the study of the proofs for its acasovtance outwelghed the

Lon of differing

criticisms against. One suggested answer Lo the quet
tter(1Peter 5112),

while no scribe is named in the second. Perhaps Peter wrote it himself.

styles 1s that Silas served as scribe in the first le

Jamest Z4s has been stated hefore, James recelx flack because it
seemed 1o pISDLflb a wsalvation by works., This book wasg vrejected by Luther
because the Roman Catholic Church used it so voeciferonsly against him.

Once the misunderstanding of the teachings was cleared up, 11 wasp

2 Johny 3 Johns True to nature, Johu did nct mention himself in his
letters. Since the author was not apparent, many questioned its authenticl-
ty. Part of the problem algo stemmed from their lack of circulation. But
understanding John's humility as he so expressed 1t iz his gospel, it is not
hard to accept these letters as his. His own disciples, Polycarp and Ive-
‘naesus, accepted both letter as authentic,
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Judet Jerome stated that the difficulty in acesnting this

s
the quocat“on from the pseudepligraphal Book of Enoch., This a pea
Jude 14-15. Could cne quote a non-inspired book and e
gpired? Was this a way of tringing in the false tez i
That appeared to be the concern of those challenging £hi Faul had
also done this in 1 Corinth. 15133 and Titus 1:l2. Consequently, there may

chave been questions, but they were not sufficiently sixong. The book was
accepted.

o

Revelations This book was one of the first to recognized as a
part of the canon. However, it became listed as antiiegomena in the early
fourth century because of its “millennialistic" teaching., Wany a sect used
chapter 20 to invent all kinds of false ideas. Becad .t was causing so
mueh vrouble it was put on the "black” list. Once it was shown thabt it was
being misused by the millennialists, Revelation was restored to the canon.

a

SUMHARY

The challenges placed upon most of the antil ana. were cauged by
difficulty in communication as well as felse inte rg tiong read into
them, Once clearsd up, these books were accepted as canonical.,
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Understanding the hardships in deliberating
the early Church fathers. Gven the homologoumena
or satlsly every xule established for canonization,
for precision leads us to accept their canon.
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chose to gather a New Testament canon, But it might valuable Lo sce what
some of the very eaxrly church fathers did. duch an vation can help dis-

purse any doubts that might arise concerning the antilcgomena.

The Old Syriac translationt Published in the 4.7, second century, thi
Bible included all bt 2 Peter, 2 and 3 John, Jude and Revelation. Westco
suggested that these omission were due to the fact that they were audre&sed
to Western Christians,

The 01d Tatin translationt Translated into I - at the end of the
gacond Lmnburv, this W@s ern translation omitted onl: Hebrews, L Peter, and
James. Again it has been suzgested that thelr omis to slowness
in CchuJaiion Trom Fast to West,

Codex RBarococoios Wrllten around A.D, 206 this
all books of both OLd snd Wew Testament with the exce

Revelation, -

manuscript included
Lon of Eether and

would indicate that the
etians held also en-
yent anyone from saying
all. In Tact the

that 1t leads us rilght

Tn ghort, the study of these three collections
matter of an insecure canon is not true. The early C
tirely the same canon that we now use., That would pz
that maybe we have not Dbeen listening to God's WO*d
study of this toplc would almest appear useless excer

into the matter of the modern critidues of SCINPLLLG

I8 IT TRULY TN5 ST RED?
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Tn an article in the Fremont, California paper, & Lutheran pastor ex-

plained Lutheranism as recognizing errors in b Iike so many be-
‘sides him, this pastor quoted Luther's doubt concexr vibhenti ol ty of
Jl ez, This,he claimed, was proof that Ldthoranjsﬂil aki the Biltle

m

nto an idol, Despite the protest of our pastor in Fremont, the paper re-
used to print an additional article telling the trutiz, The matter of re-
ectlng Seriptures’ authority is all around us. It Iiss not only in the
ulpits. Tt appears in our offices during the wrangl ngs of some counseling
sesslons, Tt is difficult, indeed, to lay on the Law when the gullty rarty
can shrug it off with the old, "Well, that's your interpretation.” Does

%he natter of the antilegomena not confuse the matter even more?

”3 ks "'J e

ranted thatl a study of the development of the cmnon could give rise
0 qve=tjonsn We are not %Vinh, however, that the decision of choosing what
is or is not God' Uord was up to the Church, The faot that the Apostles

and Prophets spoke by inspiration was seen by the fuliillment of thelr pro-
phecies as well as by the signs given by the Holy Spizit. The Church did

not have to guess who was inspired. They knew. They knew hecause God had
made it clear to them. Consequently, the principle of prophecy carxied great
welght. If the insplred Apostles wrote the book, 11 was God's Word, Thus,
the Church did not have to invent elther the canon nazm ratiorn, 1t had
ut to discover what God had already done, '

Tt is also true that other letters by the fbpostl
Thcr ig the letter to the ILaodiceans, There may have
thians. ”here may wpll have been more availlable fox iWM’. slon into the,

canon had God wanted But apparently He chogse to all what we have
included, This does not suggest that we are miasliyg et vital to

fuc salvation. It merely suggests that
1t was not necessary.

the his of Jeaus’ youth,
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can some claim that, because of =zome guastl Lons conceralng
we cannot be sure of all that is writtsr ThaL would be
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saying that the more writings we include, the more domtrine we shall discover,
That is a theory that the Roman Catholic Church has used to give credence to
the Apochrypha. But more is not necessarily better. Matthew contains Just
about every doctrine in Scripture. Romans alone gualifies as an adult in-
formation course dealing with both Christian doctrine and Christian living.
Thus no matter what approach someone might take to atiack the Scriptures,

the matter of antilogomena offers no support.

TWO PRACTICAYL THOUGHTS .

Can someone reject one of the antilegomena today and still be "kosher"?
It would seem peculiar for that problem to arise today, but I suppose it
could. I'm sure some of you would consider me a queer duck if I went on re-
cord as saying that 2 Peter should not be used on the same level of the Bi-
ble. But I seriously doubt that we colld remove someone for such a belief,
if that belief were based on proper reasons, and if that person's doctrinal
stand were not wrong. After all, don't we almost refuse under pain of death
to take Revelation for fear of getting into all the mililennialistic tripe?
We may not be expressing our challenge to its inspiration, but are we notv
going through the exact same struggle as those before us? It would be
odd for someone to take such a strong stand as rejecting one of those seven
books. But the possibility does lead us into reviewing the whole matter of
inspiration. '

Tt would have been nice if God had provided us with a set of golden
plates and an angel to interpret them for us. I suspect that a lot of our
members believe it happened Jjust that way. Consequently I would not refuse
to bring this matter up to a Bible class. Granted it would have to be done
_in the right way, but I believe that our people would be better off if they

were taught more fully how we got the Bible., It would remove some supersti-

“tions that can only cause problems. It would serve to dispel any of the old
KJV-or-nothing-itis, if there is still any around. It would sexrve to prepare
our people to handle more properly those accusations that Scipture is in er-
ror., :

About 5 years ago two people came to my door out west to enlist me in a
Bitle class. After seeking more information I found that they were trying to
get me to speak in tongues that I might be a "real" Christian., When I began
to explain 1 Corinthians 12-14 to them, they promptly began to tell me about
all the variant readings and why that made the written word suspect. I can
zasily forssse someone bringing in the antilegomena as a way of stealing
the faith of the faithful. Consequently, I believe it would be valuable to
forearm our members to such tricks. -

So endeth this summary of the different New Testament books. I hope
that it has been more than a mere review of that which you already remember
from your seminary years. May these and and other reviews keep us well pre-
pared to preach the Gospel and to defend the truth,

Wisconsin Lutheran Seminary Library
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