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i - e : T QUESTIONS ON AUTRORITY
it begame of the Canrch? ' R L TUAND
) ) " PASSAGES FOR DISCUSSION |

The ‘?redic‘tions The Church would be established and then lost, . ' A " (THE APOSTASY)
Afe, 13324 but while man stept his cnemy catne and sowed tares among Hugh Nibley Ph.D.

the wheat: .. 39: the entmy that gowed thetn Iu the devil: the - :

Warvest is the end of the world, Mark 4:15 Satan cometh ime

rocdiately., Mt. 21:38 ... and let us scize on his inheritance,

{rot destray i*, but seige it for themselves; ) Sue alen

Mx. 12:7, Lk, 20!:4.

" 1, How did the world receive Jesus Christ? Christ came into the world
was rrjected
left the warld

Lk. 17:22-23 As in other dispzrsations=-Noah and Abratam were
rrjected

Mt. 16:17 Elias rejected: "Likcwiss shall also the Son of
man suffer of them. "

LK. 13:25 After Christ has been rejected and left the world, then - | In, 3:22, 3:11, ctc. “and no man receiveth his tertimony, .. "
people will try to get into the Church, but jt will be too late; ! : 5o he leaves the world: "Ye shall scek me and shall net find

The remark "thou hart taught in our streets, cicl' shows that me..." Jn. 7:34, 13:33, 14:12, etc, ‘
this was o hecpen in the Lord's owr gencration. Jn, 10:26 1f.

{The fleld--not the individua! ears, was to be completely ruined A, The Prediction:
until a new ordering of things to take place at the end of the '
world, )] M. 24:5, Mk, 13:21,

. B. The Fulfillment: In scripture and history (especially John)

i. Cor. 7:29 But this ! say brelhren, the time is short...
. 1. What became of his servants? (Mk. 13:34)
What time is short? (Scholars have twisted this to mean the

oostles hurrying Christ's Znd coming. } A. The Prediction: They are to be as completely rejected as tac Master,

1 John 2:18 Even now tnere are many antichrists: whereby we know Jn. 13:201f, 16:2, 17:14, etc.

tnai it is the last timnec. . , ,
And be put to death in the same mannerx:
1t it no! the doeil that ie short: artichrirts are just :

beainniny. but that rnears that the time is up for the Church,

Il Cor. 1izi3:1%, Fals> Apostles, transforming themselves unto
Apastics of Cnrist,

Mt, 3:34.. .\\}hén:;rer iollows Christ can expect such fate,
Lk. 21:16f...Ye shall be hated by all men,

"Their object is not to establish an institution, but to enter
another kingdom:
Lk. 22:30 "I appoint unto you a kirgdom..."

Like Christ and the Ausstics, the Church is to suffer the same Acts 14:22 "We must through much tribulation enter into

fate, Peter warns taem o Luink if not sirange "as though some the kingdom..."

awlul thing were Lappening to you." I Jn, 3:13, Jn. 15:18-19;
Rm, 12:2, 1 Cor. 13:8, ’

1 Pet. 4 & 7: ke cnd of all things 1o at hand..,12; Think it not
sirange...hut rejuice: yve arc partakers of Christ's sufferings.

Their preaching is to be not'to the ear of faith, butas a witness
aghinst those who shall E_gl_;believe: {Acts 18:6)

A muzh-qucted prophecy {(both in the Didachce and the Apostolic Coust.) in all otl e " ~ ‘. Abrah M te)
as.in all other diwxpensations {Noah, raham, Mosecs, ete.),

- : after the witness comes the ¢nd, Mt. 24:14, not the church,

Didache, ¢.16: The sheep shall be turned to wolves, and love

ahatl cnange to Late...Then shall appear he who leade the world
astray as the Son of God; and ne shall do signs and wonders, and

the carth shall be given over into his hands,.." .

"God hath scx;tgfi:’x;th us the apostles last, ay it were
appointed to death, .." ICor. 4:9

. Note: The wolves do not simply attack the sheep; the sheep theme o B. The Fulfillment: e ‘ :
selves turn into wolves, and the whole world comes under the The Pseudo-Gospels tell of the smashing success everywhere cnjoyed by the
control of the Antichrist. {(Other genecration: Romans 3:9-19 . Apostice, thanks to their spectacular miracles performed on the stegss of

erowded theaters. In view of the prophecics of Christ and the apostles, what

Are we better than they? No, in no wise."} Mt, 24:42 {,
is the sigrificance of these stories?

{Christ was cxpecied sudden’y, mnot soom. ) :
AL AU A ——

The Fullillment . . L .
t. The Gecat Gap: The most significant contribution of recent NT and Church
History stucdies is the “discovery' of a complete and baffling pap betwee
!_.»,“u.c Primitive Church and the Christian Church of the &nd Certczy, .

o
o
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This is the very period at which it is most Important in the interest of-
. the claims of Christian churches that no gap should exist. '

So complote is the gap that "the radical schoo! in Holland and Germany"
could claim that Christ "could be shown never to have existed, becauss

he did nnt explain the Christianity of the secord century.” Lake says

the gao can be explained by the extreme rapidity of evolution in the

Caurch. (Kinsopp & S. Lake, An Intreduction lo the New Testament(N, Yy,
Harpers, 1937}, pp. 21.22), "5 5omTT T S SsSes

Sut evolution js notxu rapid thing, Abrupt and radieal charge *

comnes rot under the heading of evalution {Lake is trying to

seften the Llow) bat of revoiution. There was a complete revolue .

Lenin the Church between the time of Carist and *he 2nd century, .
Thus, ' : . 1v.

"“The late organization »f the Church, the fluidity of her standards,
teachirng, and spservance {or more than a century, the gapbetween the
literature of the Arostolic ard that of the post- Apostolic age--these

things wrach are so uraccoantable and so perplexing to us are the natural
consequence of the attitude of internse expectation in which they lived. "
Alired Fawrkes, "The Develcomer: of Cnristian Inslitutions and Beliefs, "
Harvare Theg!. Rev, X (1917 1:14. )

Discuss: Wha: did tnev expect?
"Tre end of all things 2
The long rule of the antichrist?
The Milienium? {Then why the urgency and tears of Paul?)

"Such was primitive Christianity, It was saort-lived: before the middle of
the second c¢ rtury it had disappesred.. Andait had é:_:-;_i;:ne:\red 20 completely
that we carnol paw gver imagine il--a ciaristmatic relig.on, 16r which

trival tneology o8 an osen question and the end of all things is imminent. "

1d. p. 115 {Fawkes is the foremost Anglican Cuurch historian) :

e present stand of NT textual criticism confirms and emphasizes the reality
' the Great Gap: ’

The oldest Manuscripts of the NT which we now possess present ''a welter

of unassoried variants, out of which the fumilies that we find ata later . -

€ate were eventually formed. .. in the ist and 2nd centuries this original

text {of cach bock; disarpeared under a mass of variants, created by

errcrs, by conscisus alternations, and by astemyts to remedy the uncers

tainlies thus-created. Trer, as further altempts to recuver the lost truth

~‘were made, thé families of texts that we now know took shape.” (I Nephi ...
13:25 As lelt. Aposties hands.} - ‘ T T -

Sir Frederi¢ Kernyon. . o

p- 241 B - B . .

This is the latest verdict of the foramost authority on NT Mss. It
shows LEat ail the texts of the NT come froin this side of the gap.
Thur K. Lake, Intd. to the NT., p. :00: "“The Christians of the 2nd
and later centuries know nu moze about the Epistles of Payl than we,
do, i . e . . -

e ey
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oda

"2, Does not the survival of the Christian name and tradition guarantee |

the genuine descent of the Church?

&, The Prediction; Christ and the Apostles predicted that many would
come in his name -
’ ' Antichrist comes out of the Church itaelf, I Jn.
2:18

b, The Fulfillment: Ignat. Trall. 6: "Where are some Christ-betrayers,
bearing about the name of Christ in deceit, and
corruptirg the word of the Gospel. ¥

Justin, Agpol. 71 All are called Christiana,
whether good or bad, (Sce Acts 19:1<6) -

What became of the Doctrine?

A. The Prediction: 2 Tim. 4:3: to suit themselves tihey shall take in the type of

preacher that pleases them. "And they shall turn away their
ears from the truth, and shall Le turned into fables.” { Cor.

15:12, I Cor. 3:3f.

In a véry ancient letter attributed to Peter, the apostie is renrescrted as
complaining to James: "They make a hodge-pogge of my teachings... They seem to
think that they can interpret my own words better thar I can. If they tzke

such outrageous liberties while I am alive, what will they not do after I am

gone!" (Clem. Eo. in PG 1, 28) Rom. 16:16-17, 1 Cor. 1:10-15, 2 Jn. 1:9.

Foreknowing what would happen, and by 'ex;a:vss order from Christ, the apostles
carcfully limited and controlled tne cxtent of ti.cir teachings to the world.

- Mt, 28:19 literally translated: Kaving gene forth, therefore, instruct
) atl the nations. .. teaching themn 10 carry out thuse things 1 gave
you directions about. And behold I am with you every day until the
period is completed.

N.B.: 1} This is not an unlimited commission to anyonc who wants preach;
it was given to "the eleven disciples,
2).  They are not to tell everybody ail that they ){a}'c heard

irom Jesus, They are 1o instruct pecple to do (kercin} certain
specific things, regarding which the Lord had given them orders:
the word rendered "commanded” in King James is a very special
term mcaning "to give directions for a piece of work to be
carried out.! 3 Nep., 11:38-40. - : :

© 7
.

© '3) TieAll the nations (or tzibés}" {s not the same as “ali the people”
S, in the'world, When all'tle languages of the civilized world were
'© 7% heard on Pentecest, Peter annouirced that that was the fulfillment
* " of the prophecy that God in the last days would “pour out my
) spirit’'upon all flesh." Acts 2:i0f., Joel 2:28-32, see also P. of
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4) "The end of the acon" must be accepted in the same sense as
- Peler's "and of all things, " ete. Jesus promises his presence Coe
only yatilthe-end, but at the end of the world Jezus is to re-
" tern, not depart. On the other hand, the §criplure repcatedly |
-- spredictsshis departuréd at the end of the "aeon, " or dispenaation,
riiest ChristiSA phifoddpher's) Origen, Minucius Felix, Justin, ete.. all held
ory thittiiern Werlk'ih the church two totally different and distinet doctrines,
r L.t igtorant masses {the cxoleric teaching) and another for the intellcctual
the escteric dyctrine). Such an astonishing theory was an attempt to explain
ang~ inadvquacy of the Serintures, unless given a very special (esoteric)
retation, to sepply information about certain basic questions of doctrine. The
atlon was simply not there: It had never been divulged, . :

Polars today all recognize as an indisputable fact that the teaching of Christ
© Aposiles was deliberately limited; they do nnt pretend to oxplain this strange

ake, Intd. to the NT. p. 233: “All interpreters agree on one poin't--in Galilee
S¢sus i not announce himself to the prople as Messiah or as Son of Man,.,"

Id. p. 37: "t {s however very noticeable that according to Mark, Jesus never
made this claim in his public tcaching... Until he reaches Jerusalem, he is

not recugnized by any except his disciples. He tells his disciples to be

silent unta) after his Resurrcction and teaches in parables in order to cone
ccal has Messiahship, "

Fie same relicence wag preserved by thc Apostles:

le. p. 95: "If we irust Acts, the Apostles did little to perpetuate the
teaching of Jesus as distinet from the teaching about Jesus. This, again,

is corroborated by the G. of Mark, which gives us so little information about
what Jesus s2id,as distinct from what he did. »

This shows that the Apostles were acting on special instructions. The
things people would most desire to hear were what Jesus said, especially
what he said after the Resurrection. But on these very things the
Scripture is silent. . - .

From the ancient Gospel of Peter (long held to be canonical, and the last

thing to be rejccted by the makers of the NT) as contained in the Clementine
Aevcog. 2.33: Peter says to Clement: "Oar Lord, when he sent us apostles out
to preach, enjoined us to tecach all rations certain things that were committed

to us {mandata sun® nodbis: Mandzta refers to specific instructions to be .
carried outy noi to 2 LoGy of doctrine). Thercfore, we cannot utter those things
in the way ia which ke himself spoke them. For it is not our business to talk, but
to trach these specific instructions (docerc ca in mandatis) showing how each
particular onc of them rests on truth, Nor ngain are we allowed to present any -
of our own ideas. For we have been sent as cmissaries, and an emissary must
celiver the message he is sent to deliver, and explain the intentions of his

who sent him, " . .

ter refusdd to discuss work for the dead with Clement, saying that ha was not
ady to hear such mysteries at that time., Clem. Recog. 4.35: "Mecanwhile, he
:rist]) has commanded us to go forth to preach, and to invite you to the supper
the heavenly king...and to give you the wedding garments, that ia the gift of
ptiem. .. You are to regard this as the first siep o{:lhr_e“e.;‘, peTon

B, The Fulfillmert; ) S e
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The aposties had been ordered to teach only as far-ar baptism, ‘which was
AR s [ B .

not the whole Gospel but only the first step. -

avy
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! Cl. Recog. L 52: "You compel me O Cxemvcn't. to touch upon things which
it 4a forbidden to discuss. St!l, so far as it is allowed to declare .
them, 1 shall not shrink from doing 8o, " Lo

IS Vihr e
Id. 111, 74: Peter, "whatever be discoursed of in the preserce of the peopie
in the day-time, he explaired more fully ard perfectly in thne rnight, in private,

to us, as more {aithful and comiletely approved 2y him,"

According to this very oid tradition, the szostles followed the identical

" methed of the Losd, cvbserving scerecy and discretion, They no more intended
to divuige the secrets of the Kingdom ¢u the world at ja: g¢ than he did.
Id. NI, 1: "If we set forth jure truth 1o inuse who do not aesire saivatien,
we do irjury to Him wha sent us, ., Wheretare } alsc, for the most nar: AVOID
publisking the chief krowledga conceriing rLe Sapreme Gochead (o unworthy
cars, " '

Id. 11, 4: “If 2 mun resnzine wrapned o and polluted i obvious sing, it {s
rot proper for me to Speak 5 Lim ac ail of the morc secret and sacred things
«+.but rather to cail kitn to repertance, '

5. After the Apostles, the so-called "Apona‘.:’.é Fatuers" preserved the same striet
reticence,

Ignatius, Letter to the Tralliaws ¢, & " would Tike'to write you things
more fuill of mystery; but I ara afvaid t2 da 85, lest I shauld inrlict
Injury on you wko arc'but bates.. . Forgive rac in this. but since you are¢ not
ready tv receive the full force of the’ Goseet you wouuld be sta angled by it
<. Though I am acquainted with suck’ thisgs hy knowledge is still far from
perfect; rot amn I such a disciple 3s Paul ar.d_{%fter. For mary things are
yet wanting in me. " e
ignatiue known far less than the Apns:les, but doce not intend to
reveal wrat he does kpow.,  Thus we see how the kruowlecge of the Gospel
could be gquickly lost, tnrough being deliberately witnheld by those
- who posscssed it, Hence the eudden snd conglete gar. )

AR RN ST

What actually hapgened i tely ufter the rassirg of the last apaetic? A
-description of the appall] Las Leer preserved in a pissage from 2 lost
- history by Clemert, an eye-witress, No au¢.disputes the auttenticity of the
passage as it has been preserved by Euscbius, Beci Hist, 1, 52:
... up until those times (e church had ruinained a pure and uncorrupted
virgin, while any thar were inclived to perve:t the sound . docirine were
still sulking in dark corrers. BUT when the holy society of the apostles
had ended their lives in various ways and that gerneration passed away of
" those who had heard the divine wisdan with Uielt own ear 5, at tha: moment
the consgpiracy of godless erzor took itg rise through the deception of )
false teackers, whe from fhe maner: the Las? arossje wvas rc move first
came out operly and heiiccior = Grdertuox 5 bbF0se. the {1 At with what __
they falsely siyled tne Grosis.” T '




The passing of the last apostle is the signal for a new order, Where
were the "successors’ of the Apostlea? The Apostolie Fathers, the
leazing bishops of the time, emphatically deny that they have :
2partolic autiority. The upstarts who had been forced to "sulk in
i €ark corners,” by the presence of living witnesses and sposties, now
fel! ro such restraint, They sprang up in vasi numbers, like mushe
rooms, s2ys lrenacus, . .
It was Apostsiic authority that restrained them; with the passing of
the last upostle they came forth urchallenged: ,
Euseb. E.H. V, 28: "With perfect impunity.and the greatest of ease they'
! proceeded to do violence to the scripture, blithely disregarding the
original teachings..." see below, .

In doctrinal matters the Apostolic Fathers are helpless:

Polyczarp, in his famous letter to the Philippians when they ask him for
1‘.’dv:cc can only refer them to a letter of Paul to them: "Neither ] nor

8¢k an one can come up to the wisdom of the blessed and glorious Paul,
¢ when among you.,.taught the word of truth... and when absent {rom you,
t*.g wrote you a ictter... which will build you up in that faith which has been
given you,

By all counts the letter to the Philippians is the Least instructive

book in the entire Bikle, yet Polycarp deems it worth more than all

the living teachings he could give them. -So far were these men removed
from apastolic authority. .

Theus the great Ipnatius, bishop of the largest and (next to Jerusalem) the-
oliest branch of the Churck anda most learned Bishop alive writes: "Shall
I reach such a pitch of presumption. .. as to issue commands to you as if I
were an Agostle! ?" Ep. ad Trali, ¢. 3.5. For him any claim to apostolic
1taodly is utterly unthinkable: "Neither am 1 such an onc as Peter and
Pzul; they were apostles, | arn but a man. .{Ad. Rom. 4)

Ctement, Bishop of Rome, watched events in Corinth that caused him the
N05t tntense alarm and distress, for four years without intervening, and

ken he excuees hirmse!f for doing s0 only beccause the Corinthians-them- -
:clves had invited him to write them.. o '

‘ompletely was the Church left without any central authority with th-e passing
‘e Aposties that Socrates, the second great Church historian, can write in
5th century: (Hist Ecel, V, 22 {640}

- "It would-be hard to find two churches arywhere that observe the same
ordinances and rites. The rcason for this, Ibelieve, is the great” )
difference of opinion that prevailed among the leaders of the churches
«..The Apostles had ‘many differences to deal with in their own times, and
gince they knew these would be the cause of great distgrbances among ... .,
the gentiles) -they all came together and formulated the hoty law, which .~ '~
they wroté down ini the form of a lettér... But the teachings of this . . i
etter were distorted and the injurctions of the Apostics were held :
as a‘thing of icughti™ "Why Tesort to such a letter if apostolic :

“authority wils ‘going to remain?. Socrates himself says-the letter was nof
2 success: It'would kave been tried in Yieu of s more vital trans- o

-mission of adthitity. Instead the authority was withdrawn, = -2 .

oLt -
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3. After the "Apostolic Fathers" who guides the Church in doctrine?

Answer: Any man with a reputation for knowledge, regardiess of his office
or position in the Church. Layman, priest, bishop, monk--nothing
counted except the ability to furnith some kind of an answer.

The first great doctrinal guide of the Church and the founder of orthodox
theology was Origen. All sericus questions of doctrine ceme to him for
solution; he kepl seven secretaries busy right and day terning out his
instructions to the Chuirch. Yet he was only a presbyter whose ordination
was not recognized by his own bishop, The sign:ificant thing is that he
himeeif ctaims no authority beside his mother wit and learning.

Typical statements of Origen, de Princip. vi, 7: "The above are the
thoughts which have occurred t5 us wiile treating of subjects of such
difficulty as the incarnation and godhood of Christ. 1f there be aavone
indeed, who can discover something better, and who can establish his
assertions by clearer proofs from the holy Scriptures, let hia opinion
be received in preference to mine. *

4. viii, 4: "Our statement, however, that the underslnndihg is con-

verted into a soul, or whatever else ‘seems to have such a meaning, the

reader must carefully consider for himself, as these views are NOT 1o
be regarded as advanced by us in a dogmatic manner, but simply as
opinions...If it is aliowable for us to verture to say anvthing more

on the subjéct; the soul of God may perr.aps be uncerstood 1o mean the
only-begotten Son of God." 2. In whatever way, however, it is to be
understood, it scems, meanwhile, to be named the soul of God." etc.

Thuis the man who is quoted by later Church writers more than any
other when apeaking of First Principles always nedges .and qualilies,
is alv9ys very cautious and very uncertain, What makes this atti-
tude oo significant is that he is not:speaking on abstruse and minor -
details but of the very First Principles of tne Gospel. Thentro-
duction to his work of the title makes the cicar and uncquivocal
statement that an understanding of the First Priuciples was not to
b2 had in the Church in his day, since neitlier-the scriptures mor
the tradition contained the necessary plain and adequate explanaticns,
Same examples: | . : ' ¢

De Priné{g. I,4: "As to the Holy Ghost, it is not clearly Giscerned whether
he 19 begotten or unbegotien ur is to be regarded as the Son of God,
But these things must be investigated by us according to the best of our
ability through sagacious examination of the holy Scriptures.™. .

1,6: "Concern{ng the. devil and his Sﬁgeh. the teaching of the ngr_c.h
is that they exist.,.but what they are or how they exist is not gx<
plained with sufficient clarity.” '

there is no clear statement in the teaching of the Church,"

1,7: “As to what éxist'e_d before this carth or what shall come a.!‘tex‘..‘

1,10: “The Cﬁu'r;:h- teaches that.there are ang'els;,,{t;ht “When, fl’:n‘ey werg®

"created,. or what gort of creatures they are, or how they: exist, is not-

- T . . L

ctated with sulficient clearness.”
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.9. .‘ ‘ ) . “ lo -
1,9: "Even the problem of how God {s to be thought of much be inquired N
into; whether he 15 corporeal, or what his proper form is, ‘or whether ’ ‘ )
hre i corpdrealiit dnothiet senae from other HYodies is NQT . clearly set ' ... That tha Scriptures contain all the Aposties aver knewl
forth im dur teaghifgs! * And the same quegtions must be answered reparde ) "%) e ,?5;;‘;,,'&" the Apostles had posbessed hidden mysteriesos o uor

ing Cheist and the Holy Chost, and likewisz the nature of every spirit , ‘They would certainly have transmitted-them tathose Lo, ;c: 4ccs
and fational nature must be Investigated. . . 550 s wue e s ' > -~ 1% ‘YKom they committed the churches.” Contra daeres, ilf, :
e - LA R ) ‘.. . ooy oy - i - SegEn,
“Note that theeé are all inOrigén's opinion bnic.':flratu,g'rjncinle'a. : LRARE :_hl’.,l}(PvG vil, 848) : T S—
And'yet NO'cléar teachitg on these fundamental mallers 8 aviaslable 2} That of this complete depository of all knowledge, every
in the Churchl : : rd i ¢ plain and clear te anybody!
" Therefore to the bert of his ability he takes it upon himself to L word is perfectly p yResy
search out plausible answers, which he does NOT prescnt as - "MALL these things lie before us, clearly and unequivocals
" ccrtitudes but only opinions, for which he constantly apologizes, - ly set forth and read in the words of the holy Scriptures,
¥'hat does Origen take as his guide? Secripture and philosophy, Even the parables present not the slightesi ambiguity.. .
And when the two clash? Scripture must give waye=you simply - ‘ ‘ ‘ The entire scriptures, both the prophets and the Gospels
cencel any contrary passage by giving it an aliegorical, (Origen . can be comprchchded by atl alike, being plain and open
Bays ""proper"” or "mystical’) interpretation.  This method §s ) and devoid of any ambiguity, even though all co not
followed by all subsequent theologians., An example. . ’ R belicve,." (Contra Haeres, IJ, xavii, 1+2)
Origen's favorite word for deseribing God 18 "incorporcal® - n: In the adoption of obvious substitutes {or the Gospel.
(asomatonj.. This word was a fctich with the philosophers of : o
Alexandria among whom Origen was raised, but, he observes i From the 2nd century on the Church Fathers { Origen, Justin,
(1d.1, 8) “in our scriptures the word is both unemployed | Ircnacus, ctc.) are to be man loyal to Philosophy.
erd unkrown: 'on the contrary, there are many passages in .
the scripture that say God docs have a body (1d.1,3,1); S But for obvious ressons the carlier Church had always condemned
against this, however, "rcason itself demonstrates that God' Philosophy:

cannot be thought of as corpus." .
i ; S . ertull, de Anima 3: The Philosophers "may indeed by a lucky chance
his shows that the passing of the Apostics was followed by a complete doctrinal : T sometimcs stumble on the truth, as men groping in the dark may

um, _ accidentally hit upon the right path; but for the Christian who
This is clearly scen . enjoys the bencfit on revelation from heaven it is inexcusable

: : to commit himself to such Llind and treacherous guidance.™ .
‘1. In the sudden rise and prosperity of the Gnostics, o com ) .
~, R
Tertull, de Praescr. Heret c. 7: "All falsc doctrines of the

What was the Gnosis? Everywhere one can find vague and airy definie Church may be tracced tc heathen philosophy.., There are some who
tions of it, reficcting the vague and airy tcachings of the false . would bring forth a Christian dialectic. . .
Gnostics, Church historics fight shy of the clear definition given . . . . . . -
by Clement as cited by Eusebius H. E, 11, 13 ‘ The oldest description of a missionary in action describes the preach-
. T ing of Barnabas: Clem Rccop.l,7: "There was nothing of dialectic
"To James the Just and to John and Pcter after the resurrection . . : artifice in the man, I noticed, but that he expounded with simpli-
the Lord committed the Gnosis. They handed it on to the rest of : Co city aad without any craft of speech such things as he had heard
the apostics, and the rest of the aposties to the scventy. " ) ’ from the Son of God, or had seen. For he did not confirm his
: - v : ) " assertions by force of arguments, but produced witnesses.of the
It was this that the "self-styled Gnostics," “Cnostics so-called, " : . sayings and marvels of which he spoke." When members of the
"False Gnostics, " ctc, claimed to have. The main Church opposed them, ..~ audience {It was a street-meeting) threw out philosophical questions

"to cateh him, he resolutely refused to discuss them, saving that

a) By adopting most of their stuff (for everyone flocked to them), . - though he could talk on such things as well as the next man, that
b) By categorically denying that 2nything had ever been loat. ) was not his business.
This is the only alternative to admitting that important . ) Justin, Cohort. ad Graec. VI, 256: The Philosophers hWave been able
. things werclost. Forced to take this alternative, Irenaeus ) to produce nofhing certain about God; They give themselves away
:must support the absurd corollaries which show how empty the . by their mutual disagrecments, "For neithcs by nature nor by
woeo claim iss . - AR R ' ' "human intellect is it poasible for men to know great and divine - = =
C AT Croeey - TR I matters, but only by the gift that descands {from above upon holy men:
’ ST e el e s e . ) who d& not need training of the schools, neither skill in controversy
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and debate, but rather to be sustained by the power of the Holy ' N U . Note that the famous Arian controversy {8 a purely philosophicsl
Ghost, which like a plectrum descending {rom heaven to play upon © aflair. :
them as upon an instrument, makes use 6f righteous men and ' : A
revecals 1o them the divine and heavenly Gnosis. " B : . ""Shortly before the general seseion of the bishops was to take plase, &
’ . : T . o number of dislecticians were on the spot delivering preliminary dige
It was immediately afler the passing of the Aposties that this - . courses to the multitude., While everyone was enjoying the intellectual
thilosophizing began in the Church: Euseb, CH V, 28: . : » treat a ccrtain lJayman, who had been one of the martyrs being u literal

-and straight{orward turn of mind, rebuked the dialecticians, sayiag to

"With perfect impunity and the greatest of ease they proceeded them: "Christ and the Apostles, you know, did not hand down to us aay

to co violernce to the Scriptures, blithely disregarding the o ) arts of dialectic but straightforward knowledge, preserved dy faith and
original teachings... They never consulted the Scripturcs, but . good works. " At these words all were asionished and agrced to them. "
busily worked out elzborate structures of syllogism. .. They The dialocticians were temporarily silenced. 1d. 1, 8 (20)

ceserted the Holy Scripture for Euclid, Aristotle, and .-

Theophrastus. .. They cultivated the arts of the unbelicvers and The council settled its argument by adopting the word "homoousios™ to

took to hairsplitting discussions about the one simple faith of - - describe the relationship of the Son to the Father. "It was the Eme
the Holy Writ. .. Therceby they brazenly undertook to lay hands on s peror himsell who first brought forward the word homoousics and urged
*he scriptures, saying that they should be corrected and re- o : : all others to Accept it, saying that it represented his personal con-
interprected, " _ . ' . viction. When it was unanimously adopted, the Emperor himsaelfl give a

- speech, explaining its meaaning, saying that it was NOT to be theught

5y the 4th contury the once-despised teachings of the pagan schools of in any physical sense. J.ncither in terms of Ulvision or as a cutting

are exscntial to Christian theology, The Abbe Cembes, in an . ' : ) or scparation. He waid it wae impoosible for any immaterial intelliectuxl
authoritative examiration of the lesrning of St. Augusting, the . ) bodilces nature to admit of any corporeal aifects, but that it was
"Focunder of Medicval Christianity,” explains why this was so: . necessary to recognize that such things could olily be known by divine

and unutterable words. = And thus the most wise Emperor philosophized, "
G. Combes, Sain! Augustin et la Culture Classique (1927) p. 127: el — —— e

Augustine "makcs usc ol the anciéent theodicy, mctaphysics, Soc. Hist, I, 8 (26): "-’t_'ﬁe\-e remainéd the problem of defining
cthics,- and politics. At times he sees to reproach himaself i homoousious. Consubst@ntial means siteply thiat Lhriet has adsolutely

for this, but the protests of his heart are silenced in view of : NOTHING in common with the creatyres he created.. We accept this inters
the imperious need of his mind. He wanted to cndow the Church pretation because it.wisiartived at in the presddle of the Emperor him-
with a doctrine 89 solidly constructed that she would never pgain self after Tong and ripe deliberation’and onthe basis of adequate argumente
have anyihing to fear from her cnemies, ™ o {Logimmoi)"* of. 1 Cor. 1074 ("The Cnosis invalidates all locismoi",
Gnosis being here used in its true sensc as revealed truth -

i

Question: Did not Christ give the Church such a "solidly

constructed doctrine, " resting on a rock? The leaders of this conference were perfectly aware that there was something
, very suspicious about their innovations. They plcad neceu'i‘lty in their gencral
Where was that doctrine, if Augustine must letter: Co 4 €
vy Ged, o0 had seoom lJor Lo enfirn

1} take it upon himsclf to produce onc?

2) go to pagan theology, philosophy, “"The terms 'non~bbi#g7'?‘b’h_t-.'6-l; hot‘hin'g'. ' 'ConsubstaAfit], ' etc. ,are not

cthics, ctc. for his rnaterials? . . found in the Scripture: Why'not? Bécause it has not26&émed proper 1o
. o . " speak and teach in such tériits. Thereforc it has’beedi fédnd necessary for
How painful it wes for the Church to have to adjust itself te philosophy, . - . - us to legalize their use, “4Ince’ up until that time wWe h&dyiat thought it
arnc what a fundamental weakness in the Church such a step betrayed {it , . ' . proper to employ such terme. We now take the hééXs¥Xip.step of apprizing

was a strzight deciaration of bankruptcy} is apparent from all accounts you of these results of our inquiry and discussions.” Soc. Hist. 1, 8 {25)

of the first great Synod, the Council of Nice, in 325, . . . - .
T —= Why had that all-important word been until 325 A3 D\, Tound Ynnecessary

Onke ddy’at’a ‘llb;cal" confcrénce in ‘,Alc:’(ai:';dria.; the Bishop, "by wiy\ ) ; and-improper?. Had God changéd his'niture JARKMOPEEF ¥ The word

“of shawing off his knowledge of philopophy on the subjeet of the o T " "Consubstantial® had been condemned by o synod it Mitioch in 268 as
Holy Trinity, ‘remarked "that the triad was a monad,' "To this - - 7. .an.importation from pagan philosophy. Now it Wi¥ &¥bpted as the best
technical ang perely philosophical remark one Arius objected with : " possible word to describe the niture of Ged add  EHAR 1" A smashing
T v hedr, “he Being 2 "man’of no small expericnce in dialectic. a a.iswp - vietory for heathea metaphysics.S: S lmeontres oy
This Arius, “constructing his syllogisms in this novel and o= '
" fensational"miknés, revived the ganeral interest in the question, .
and fronf @' tiny spark kindled a mighty blaze.' (Socrates, . : : ’ .-

Church History I, 5} .
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This iy a plain declébFetion that the ‘knowledge 6 God t_)j(ig‘o'ﬁu_i,;;d.h
the Early Churc)_\;_'hfvaﬁ'bqgn totallylest, = " U0 Ui U

o statements of s:‘,‘,,-ggx‘,pgg bring this outt SN

dangerous, “thal thare are as many crceds as opinions among men, aé many
doctrines 2§ intlinations,” and 4s many Bources of blasphemy as these are
fatlts among us; becaus¢ we make creeds arbitrarily, and explain them
Jatt as arbitrarily, " 'Thé Homoousion is rejected, then received, then
explaired awey Ly successive synods, The partial or total resemblance
of the Father and of the Son'is a subject of dispute for these unhappy
times. Every year, nay, every month, we make new creeds to describe
invisible mysteries, Then we change our mind, defend thoss who have
chinged thesrs, 2nd damn those whom we lately defended. We condemn
either ihe doctrine of others in oursclves, or our own in that of others:
ard, reciprocally tearing one another to picces, we have been the cause
of cach other's ruin."

Hory,. Eo. 16 Constsntine’f '4-5: iJ¢ is &'thing equally depiprabie snd -

tary, De Synodis ¢. 63: " With the exception of Bishop Eluesius and » .
few others, the greater part of the Asian provinces where I now stay
the had been barished from Gaul) are ignorant of the true God. Would
tha: their ipnorance were even greater! For it i3 more pardonable to be
ignorant thun deliberately eynical,”

id rot the Scripturcs remain as a doctrinal guide?

as a "'must" for the later churches to maintain that through the Scrip(ure
could always know the secret mind of God {Salvian, Gub, Dei 111, 41).

in the car!y days they took a different view:

Euscb, Ch. Hist. I, 24, 3 {quoting a very carly writer): "The Apoatles
... Bpeaking the common tongue...were wholly in the power of the revealing
holy Spirit that worked in them. .. as they preached the kingdom of heaven to
ail the world, and they gave almost no thought to having their apeechen
weitlen Gown. .. Even Paul, the most skillful and gifted of the lot in

thought anc expression aliowed only a few excecdingly short notes to be
written down, though it was given him to speak inexpressible, things withe
out number. " ’

Clem. Recog. I, 21: Peter: "The Things of our faith..,were indeed
plainly snoken by him {Christ), but are not plainly written; so-much so,
that when tney are read, they cannot be unde;stood without an expoander

(1} .
o

Clem. Homil. Ili, 43 {PG 1I, 137, 144[) Simon: How were you taught to
interpret-the Scriptures? Peter: The Scriptures avo a mixturo of truth
and (unintentional) falschood. ., wherefore it is impossible to know the
saving truth without his teachings, even though' one should acarch until
doomsday he could never find it., ., " S A
. .. ot . . AN T ‘. [ IR

The Seriptures are all but silent without an inepired intervreter, -
But when such an inspired person is present, the written word jtself
beccmues a very secondary thing (Euseb, ‘above); lackirig such a person,
barnsfull of scripture are not enoughu 70 T oraT el
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Seriptures can be and were forged and 'fl?jﬂiedz _
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Apost, Const.. VI, -l,g: "We Apostles send.you this so that ¥8u may
know how we really think aboul these things, “and aot réceive thohe”
books that are falsely circulated by the unrighteoys in our name, L
For it is not enough that you adhere to the names of the apbaties, T
you should adhere as well to truth itself withi an unshaken mind, .75
For we know that both Simon and Clcobis published books in the hame

of Christ and of the Apostles.” He goes on to deteribe numerous '
forgeries circulating in the names of the prophets and patriarchs.

I

V. What became of General Authority in the Church?

A. Prediétion: The "successors' to the Apostles were to be, not more
Aposttes, but "wolves, not sparing the flock..."

B. Fuifillment: Passages cited above argue a complete lack of centrat
-authority in the Church. All the other evidence
supports this, .
- Al
1. The letters of the Apostolic Fathers are all exrressive of a
" etrong sensc of loss, confusion, and alarin. Various Churches
have appealed to these men to advice and instruction~-if there
had been any gencral auihorities they would have appealed to
them,

Ignatius Bp. of Antioch writes to churches. in Ephesur, Philippi,
Magnesia, Tralles, Phiiadelphia, Sinyrna, rebuking and
advising them, .

Polycarp Bp. of Smyrna, writes to Philippi, and f:_r:yaonally
takes a trip to Rome to scttle a very scrious controversy

there. They appcaled to him "because he had known an Apostle, ™
{Iren, Contra Haeres. To that fact they attributed his

authority: He having a closer tie than others with dedd and
distant things. Res

Clement of Rome wrote to the Corinthians~-at their request,

In a very strong letter Irencaus, Dishop of Lyons, lays’
down the law to Victor, Bp. of Rome. o o
The disappearance of the Apostles was thus follewed by a
period of diffuse letter-writing, without any directing head,
everyone giving advicu to everyone clse. Dy the fourth
-ecntury this had become 8 brisk game of power-politics-- °
all carried on by mait, v oo -

vy oy . o . ey B :

2. Earliest accounts of the Councit of Nice all point. out thatit = - - R
was the first general conforence of the Chufch 10 be he!d singe": "> .7y

tt e days of the Apostles, ~'- 5% " 3.

Discuss the significance of 300 years (1} without a general
conference,




There had been numerous local conferences, ealléd by Bishops, but
why no gencral conference? Because, according to contemporaries,
no_prie had the autherity to call onet ’

feading: Roman Catholle Church Historian of the present time
.#ums ‘up the situation in the 4th century: B '

MIf there had been, in the Church of the 4th century, a central
authority recognized and active, it would have offered a means
«{ snlution, But it was not so.., Athanasius, when deposed by
the Council of Tyre, docs not seem to have had any idea that

an appual to Rome might restore his fortunes... There was not a
yuiding power, an effective expression of Christian unity. The
Papacy, such as the West knew it later on, was atill to be born,
If the place which it did not yet occupy, the State installed -
itseif withoit hesitation." L., Duchesnc, History of the Early
Christian Church, (London, John, Murray, 1931)

A centemporary and important actor in the events at Nicea was the -

famous Bishop Euscbius. In his Life of Constantine he explains
where the central authority of the Church lics:

Y_x_t Const. I, 51: "It is not poszible to settle controversies
on matters of major import except throught synods. "

12, 11, 17: "It was not poasible to establish anything firmly
2nd stably unless all or at least the greater part of the
Bishops came together."

Id. I, 20: "Al that is done in the holy synods of Bisheps
is to be regarded as according to the will of God. "

But who is to call and direct such synods? The Emperor and the

Emperor alone: .

Duchesnes, op. cit. II, §22: *,,.itis always to the emperor that
meeting owes its formation, it is to him that it looks for its
programme, for its general direction, and above all for the
sanction of its decisions..,And upon what grounds does his
decision rest? Upon his own personal estimate of the situation
... " {Italies ours) : . . .

Each Bishop had his own sphere of action, but, says Eusebius,
f'W’h?n Bishops disagreced among themaelves, each representing his
. particular region, he {the Emperor) as the cornmon Bishop of
- them all appointed by God, would summon synode of God's -
* servants, vand'sitting In the ‘midst of these bishops as one of
their mumber (tit. beirg oné ‘amoéng the overséers) would act as
ithe common arbiter of thelr affairs, " (Yt "Const. 1, 44) " -

R Y I L R LA

1d.1V, 24: "Wherefore it was not absurd for him, once at a
wdynner to which he had invited the bishops, to say that he hime
.+ sell was a -bishop, .., "While you are bishups of things withln the. :
,C,I}}utch. ! he said, 'God hes appointed. me Bishop of externil RRET R
aflairs, - .. ~- L R .
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Id. 11, 5: On the Easter Controversy: "No mortal man could
discover a remcdy to the [ll, the resources of the contestante

being equally matched. Almighty God alone could cure this,..

and in all thc world but one man, Constantinc alone, appeared

fitting to be His agent, Who, when he had considered the whole
case. . himsclf bestirring. his own mind, concluded that it would

be necessary to make war on the adversary wio disturbed the

peaco of the Church, " :

"From the time the emperors began to champion Christianity the
affairs: of the church were directed by them, andthe great synods
were held and directed in accordance with their mind and will, "
Socrat, Hist, Eccl. V, Intd,

There is much more in this vein, making it perfectly clear that
in the 4th century there was no General Authority to appeal to
within tha Church in case of controversy. Constantine was an
unbaptized heathen and as Pontifex Maximus was official head
of the pagan state church of Rome, yet he, perforce, must be
as the "common Bishop appointed by Ged, " there being no
hierarchy 2mong the Bishops themselves:

Constantine's closing speech at the Council of Nicea: (Vit.

Const. 111, 21): ""Among the Bishops it is for Sod alone To judge
Who are the greater and who are the lesser. Let them nat quarrel
or have rivalrics among themselves. (£0) It is wrong to envy
another's episcopacy, since none should be beneath another., You
must yield gracefully to one another and avoid all this terrible
‘dissention. "

(Note in all this the entire absence of scriptural provision,
the sense of make-shift and.expedicncy, the very loose and’
general concept of episcopal power, etc.)

The Reman Theory is that "The Apostles estabiished the apostolic
scat,.,so that the morc important and more difficult questions might
always be referred to the apostolic scat.’ (A letter attributed to
Anacletus, in PG 1, 80C, the samec in PGV, 1047). .

Are we to believe that all that authority which Christ himself ,
divided among twelve men, each of whom was an Apostie, was one

day to be poured into a single vesscl? Every Catholic will

admit ‘that there have been bad Popes, but hasten to point out

that therec was also a bad Apostie. If one strand of a 12-strand

rope is rotten the rope is still strong, but if one link of a

.chain is bad the entire chain is worthless. Only one tman,

Jesus Christ, was abie to tread the wine-press alone. To regard

the fullnéss of his powcr and authority as concentrated in th
single person of a Borgia is simply blasphernous. : T

This theory is completely discredited by the .fact that the great ; : jres
teachers of the Church<-Qrigen, Justin, ' Tertylljon, Augustine;: -etc

==ewere universally appealed tc, instead of the Bishop of Rome, o
settle "the more important ‘and difficult questions, ' and:theyiin:
turn do not refer their questioners to Rome ar the. proper piace to r.ovess

S
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scck 2n answer, Even the official councils of the Church base
their cecisions on:the writings of thase'doutora-of the ‘CNGFEN"
who wete almpstimever (and then only incldentalty)-bishopd Bl° -
Rome,. v 0 mloti g ¥ o oAl snogdsdobet GoTrek Ty ue Pt
v R O Y N LRGN
The nearest thing to o general officer in tho Church was "the *
L LerdJamesti-at Jervealemi “He Kept'the books and 'Fécorditto him
;all the missionaries s&At 4h yearly repcrfs, and he plesided A
" "the annvat'conferences in Jerisaleim wheré, at his requcat ¢aéh
Apestie woualdrgive public account ol his tabdrs for the year, 2,
(Clem. Recog. 1, 17 there are many passages on-thif, "

[RR .
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‘Euscbius Ecel. Hist. 11, I (Citing Clement): "Peter, Jimes, and
Jehn did not dispute for first place, but made James the Just
Bishop of Jerusalem without debate,” - '

But James is a contemporary of the Aponties, and in'no sense
-~ a "successor. " :

Euscb. E.H.1, {,5, says of "the lines of succession of the
kely Apostles!.." "Until now I have not found a single
writer on ecclesiastical affairs who has concerned himself
with this question.” Was this because they took it for
granted? No, for Euseb. aays, {{d.2) that the beginning of
these lines of succession is a complete mystery.

Euscbjus says that until his time the Church had not made any
ottempt to establish lincs of episcopal succession, and there-

fore no record of such has survived, The doctrine that apostolle
authorily survived. in the bishops, and that its descent can be traced

ig a fiction of the 4th century.
The Petrine Question.

- To prove that Christ gave keys to Pelet i3 casy, but that is not
the issue. We know that the Apostles had the keys: There is no
- problem of succession there. The succespion question is, who
"% commes after the Apostlies?  To that problem Mat, 16:24 f glves no
answer, but other Scripture, cited above { ) ) (do, in ’
the emnphatic declarztion that there were to be no auccessors.) -

This is borne out by the oldest reference to the problem,

- Tertullian, De Pudicitia ¢. 21: "...I distinguish between the
teaching {doctrinam) of the apostles and Lheir authority ,
{Postestatem). .. Show me, therclore, in the apostolic manner,
your prophetic powers, and I will grant that you have the, °
authority to forgive sins, But if you are chosen purely for

- an administrative office (disciplinac solius officia), simply -
to performisetl functions rather than to exercise power, who ‘
"vare you to forgive sina? Can you who cannot show any prophetic
¢r apostolic gifts pretend to the power of such to grant for-
giveness ? 'But, you say, the chosen Church has that power to
give. ‘That I absolutely reject and deny: The Church may overs

look sins committed, but not grant the iadulgence to commit more. ..

Now I would like to know on what grounds you usurp such legal

;;ighu.for the Church? If it {s because the Lord sald to
e ; Beter Upon thia rogk,. etc.. cemyow preatme onouch grounds
i':{t!fo i"“ claitn for, yourgelf the. power.of loasing-ondcbinding, that
P ,t‘g;:s._um;ﬁ?w, the whale.eontempor 2eyiChurchc T do
CitpnLE o1 I&)q_t f:,,lg Rervertand alter the manifesthintention of the o
) “Lord in conferring the power pérsanaliy:on Petez: #"Upon thee,
. , he says, "'{ will buitl my Chureh, " and "1 will give the keys
§ R to t'.ve'! not."to the Church;! and "whatscever thou loosest
or bindest, " not “Whatsoever they Ipose.or bind,* . And the
actual event bears this out..., Peler's own cise proves that - .
. spiritual power is necessary to an apostie or prophet,” The
Church itself, so far as it represents authority "is the
Spireit working through an inspired man, it is not & mere
collection of bishops; power and judgement remain with the
Master, not with the servant, with God himself, not with
the priest.” Such power and judgement is not at the discretion
of any man, but must always come through inspiration. On Mt.
ix} { "1f the Lord himself took such pains to put his )
power to the proof, not presuming to forgive sins without a
power great enough to heal the sick, certainly I may not
claim power to forgive sins without at icast an equivalent
demonstration of divine power,"

3
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The most leriw; @tgcmpt to explain how the keys got from Peter
to somebody else, a ihing for which no provision is made in the
scripturc or anywhere clse, is the famous Liber Pontificalis,

produced after 600 A, D, (ed. Duchesne) 1, 118:

inoals thie i e
"The-blessad Feter!. first sat on théthrone of the bishopric
of Antinch laricyears. - This Peter hvving pone ts Rome when
Nero was Emperor there sat on the throne of the bishopric for
25 yedrs:2rmonthsiand 3 days. .. He ordained two bishops, Linus
. and Clitus, whor inihis lifetime performed all Th¥ taeks of the
: : - minlstry-in the Gity of Rome. . .leaving Peler [rée to pray and
preach and tcachthe people...He consccrated the blessed
Clement as Bishop and committed to him the throne or the rule
of all the Church, aaying: "As the powcr Lo govern was glven
me by my Lord Jesus Christ, so Il commit it to you...do not
.- be concerned with tbeathings of this world: ‘seck to devote all
your time to.prayerabdpreaching. '™ S ST
b ey tabad s T e s
: . Note: 1) Peter-épdBishop of Antioch before Leing Bishop of Kome,
. .. - 2) When'Potathdives in a city he must be Bichop of
. T thatieltyie forithe highest office in the Church -
must tetlatiof Bishop. ' This leads to serious”
troubligrhowever, for the-office of an Apostle
is not like that of a Bishop at all: so:it is-
o necessanyctochisve Peler transfer his proper
' e e dutiesCto mtherd; who function as bishops, while ~
S . i* . he goed ambdut the work of an Apoatlel -~ -
c oo s 202 3) We have thé pifiure of four bishops active Ta
“.te0 1 Rome: attomde=sall during the lifetime: of Peterl




The vital link in the chain of sucéeszion is ‘providéd by the words

that Peler
Clem.ent,
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is supposed to have spoken'in transferring his suthotity‘to
Everything depends on the actual act of tranafer, and this

is descrided in 2 spurious "Letter of Clemneant to Janies the Just at
g TS EE TS SRR e

h.:gsalem. " of which many versions exist,

AN ve
on the

In all

ST iv:
N

rsfons agree that Clement was "the Third after Peter fo sit
great throne of Rome. " (PG 11, 580f

" Peter, fecling the approach of déath; called all the Raoman
brethern together and appointed Clement their head: 'I

" transmit to him the power to bind and loose, cte,'..."Until
that time Peter had reserved-theése powers to himself, "'”(PG H.
36}, naturally, since he was atill alive, But what about’

.. Cletus and Linus who had already “sat on-the great throne of
Rome, " did they not have that authority? The leadership of
the: Church was'something extra and apart from merely being
Bishop of Rome. On what do claims to this cxtra power rest?
{see below) o ‘ :

versions Clement is installed by Peter alone. ‘

It has always been the rule that a Bishop should be ordained by .
at least three other bishops, for "We know that the most blesaed’
Jaines, who was called the Just, who was held even after the
manner of the flesh to be the brother of the Lord, was ordained
B'xshop of Jerusaiem by Peter, James, and John;' therefore no
bishop should claim ordination by less than three. (J, Mansi
Sacr. Concil. Collectio I, 683) )

After 382, the Roman Church, to claim superiority to other
churches whose bishops had also been ordained by Peter, put forth
the theory of the double Apostolata, i.e¢. that its bishops had

been installed not™ By Petcr alone but jointly by Pcter and Paul.

This invalidates all the earlier accounts. o
;. It makes Rome definitely subordinate 1o the Church of Jerusalem,
v - which was still intact, and.whose first bishop had been
installed by no less than three aposties--including Peter] .

Xn' all versions of the "Letter" Clement doés refer to the
Bishop of Jerusalem,

[N A
. G

v+ .. In every case Peter makes Clement promise "that when I die
“i v w-yoR-write a letter to James," thé Lord's brother, telling
him how close you have been to.me,., Let James be assured
that after .my-death the seat vill be oecupied by a rnan not.
.. -uninstructed nor ignorant of the teachings and canons of
> “wothe ehureh. " (PG 11, 56) - ; ' '
T LRI R S E O K j{g_w E )
< The:fact that-the:letter §s to' Jurmed™fs significiRel” Jamds®® -
must ba-satisfied that therd 94 % godd bikhop i Romesi" '
This cannort possibly serve notice that the Church has a new
head. 1If Clement were to be made head of the whole church,
\'-vhy did not Peter personally consult with, or at loast
inform, James 2nd John, both of whom were alive?
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L3 P whts Jarnes to "be assured,” ‘Why doesn't he write James

ot Unimaself?  Why wait until after he is dead Yo hotify the
FU 5T otherapostles and make explenations? - U T

CF © 700 Glement s to explain by letter after Peter is dead that he,

R ‘as @ close personal friend of the Aposties, has now taken

" over the rule of the Church. The entire future of the, .
Church was in the balance, Pcter was alive and vigorous (be

' died a martyr, not of sicknecss), and yet,restad the whole

- problem of succession on & tétter which'not he put the new
tlaimant himself was to write after his death! i

FEERE R 5 1 o UNVIRE S U A

The ordination of Clerhent as described in the only records i3 highly irregutar,
what with the phoney letter and Clitus and Linus making everything confused,
“The fact that such a poor case is made out in the 4th century and after i3
enough evidence that no better case was to be had.

Bit there is one fact that ertirely"invalidates the Clement letters even il
they aré penuine, as evidence for any elaims to special and unique acthority
by Clemeént's successors. That is the fact that the story in every de':a\l
displicates the older and much better attested account in the Clementine
Recognitions of how Pcter ordained one Zaccheus Bishop of Caesarea:

Clém. Homil. ¢, 63: Peter laid his hands on Zacceus "and forced him to sit
upon his (Peter's) throne." Zaccheus demures {exactly as Clement cdoes at
Rome) but Peter insists, Peter: "If you fear the name of ruler (_az_.chon) take
that of president.” He'then gives Zacceus the identical speech which he later
gives to Clement, :

GClem. Homil. ¢. 70: Peter presents Zacceus to the people of Cacsarca, whom
he commanda to "honor the throne of,Christ, as in the past ye have been
- commanacd to honor the throne of'Mosgs, even though those who formerly sat
upon it were sinful men." (PG 11,156} "

Clem. Recogp. 3. 66: Peter commands the ?coplc to honor Za,qchchs_.."as holding
“ the place of Christ.® ’ . o ) :

IV Clem. Homil. ¢. 72t in ordaining'ZAccheus Peter says: “Igive him power to

" bind and loose. " : cer -

Even if this were not the source of the later Clement stories {as it obviously
is}, it must be noted that all the points on which the Roman Chm:ch later
based its monopolistic claims to Peter's authority are here attributed to

another "sce", which is also a*sec of Peter.” Pt e e
g . Lo VA
The Bishop of Caesarca Do e '; P
1) Is ordained by Peter, = Titg e e

2) Mounts the throne of Peter.. " .~
3) .1s hailed by Peter as vicar of Christ,

4) Sits on the throne of Chriat; 'Accordihg.té:"ﬁete‘i-f,?__"" N
5) Regcives the power to bind and loose. . ... "~ - .
v as ;_‘ S r'L;'; — et oo T 4%
Peter ordainad the Bishdps &f Trifoli.; and Kntioth [ ne’a¥rhd way?

All> the firat’bishoph \;w"ef'é'dk’&i‘fﬁéﬁ"f#‘)\‘ﬁ%if!ék‘ie w TP et 5y
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Vi, Would God A!low_}_!ig_ Church to be destfoyed T
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and deaconsawerse tngtalled by theé adme Spbitle " THESact that one
is erdained to an office by an apostie does not mean that one hes
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It is objected:that though the world rejected the prophets of other ‘
d.spensations the mission of his Only Begotten-Son could not possibly

fail. This seems logical, but the word of God bears more weight than
the legic ofimen: - - -

Mt 21:33-40): ... But last of all he sent unto them his son, saying,
They will reverence 'my aon.. . Buti..théy cast him out of the vinecyard
anc slew him...! iie. Christ was treated exactly as the other prophets
had been, i i - '

The szristiar; world appeals to the promise of the Paruclete as pre-
cluaing the possibility of a complete dAéfect_ioﬁ from the truth, :

In.so doing théy produce the strongest evidence that wherever the
Paraclete may have descended, ‘it was hot upon them, for they ‘do.
not cven pretend to have the peculiar gifts which accompany the
‘Paraclete. o

’I“Hc Aposties warned the saints of their day that ,thc)" ¢njoyed ho grea(cr
immunity than the people of any other dispensation: Gaj}, 3:4, 4:9, 4:11,

| 2 Peter 2.4: "For if God spared-hot ‘the anglca’;.:’,-.t_;;'r)':(iiiapared not-
- the old world...so too these. . shall uttetly perish in their own
corruption.

Jude 5:1: "The Lord, after he had saved the people... afterwards
destroyed them that believed not, 6. And the angels which kept

- not their first estate...he hath reserved in chains. . . Even as
Sodom and Gomorrah. ;

~ P

The principal teaching of the Apostolic Fathers, is th;i’g“gb'd witl allow
the sirful to be destroyed no matter what promises and miracles they
have had or how much they have suffered. The mission of Christ is no
guarantee of final security but the very oppositel

1 Clem. Ep. 21: "Take heedyibetloved, lést his many kindncsses
lead to the condemnation of us alt.* )
“u (NuB. In this, the oldest of the post-apostolic writings, we are .
told that it is quite possible for the whole Church to fail, :-
and that God's past bounty to the Church, far from being a cause
»" for reassurance is actually a souzjc‘ewotf al" rzm._)' o

e

- ld <. 41: “Bear in mind; brethren; that the greater the knowledge
that has been vouchsafed us,: thé-gFédter also i3 the danger to v
vhich we are exposed,™ It ia not danger {rom the outside, howe1,
cver, but one that is alroady very present in the Chutch. Thus
Clement continues, o ' T Ty
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Didache, xvis ""The w}}_.q.)c dime of your faith will profit you nothing if you

ca e, . . " :
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brpard 1.
Vil IES WO YWhE d9 we 'di91d4°Ind 14 IR Efces the members of

_ Chirst, and raise up strife against our own body, and haye
BELSL ML Rded st o pitch-of riedneds 28 (b ' b ¢ R "0 Wit Hiba re
of one another?" .
TUREL AWK R e Ly MR LRSSl or-1
€ 37'"Eyervohe abandons the [gt; oI &3d, ‘Intt1s become Slind;:
. in his {aith, neither walks any more in his ordinances. ., but’
" walks after his own wicked lusts, resuming the practice of ea’
" unrighteous and ungodly envy. " .

£

The so-called Second Epi_étleo_f Clement is in the same vain:

I Clem. Ep.e. 4: "Even though we be called Christians, i we
should do wicked things the Lord hatly s2id, 'Even theugh ye
were gathered together to me in'my very bosom, yet if ye would
not keep my commandments | Would cast yow oil, " etc. .
The so-called Epistle of Barnabas to the whole Church, is justas 7
emphatic. It treats the doctrine that God cannot allow his Church
" to.be destroyed as the main cause of its destruction:

[

Ep. _Barnab. c. 4: "Take heed, and be not like some who go right en sinning,
and say, "The Covenant is both ours and theirs." They lost it just that
_way, you will remémber, after Moses had alrcady received it...We had™ °
‘better tuke carn¢st heed in these last days; for the whole past time of
your faith will profit you nothing, unless now, in this wicked time we
also withstand the coming sources of danger, as becometh sons of God, ..
Take-heed lest, resting at our case, secure in having been called of .
God, wi ,should fall 9sleep in our sins, and the wicked. prince,. getting -
power pver us,, should lead us astray from the kingdom of the Lord. This
is a rcal'danger, brethren, for consider that after so great signs and
wonders were wrought in Israel, they were actually abandoned.  Let us
boware [est we be, e - * called but not chosen' ...c. 5 That man perished
justly who, having a knowledge of the way of righteousness, rushod off
into the way of darkness...l4. Did the Lord really give that covenant
which he swore 1o the {athers that he would give? He did indeed give it;
but they were not worthy to reccive it, .on account of their sins...Next
the Father, about tg redeem us from darkness declares, ', the Lord thy
God, have called thee jn rightcousness,... . . . -

etz
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arg not perfect in the fnal test,

_ For in the last days false prophgts
and corrupters shall sxagm; etc." S b

’ o imed by Pero - - - o
Apostol. Congtitutions ._\‘{:il,:}s,gﬁ, "Take care lest you fall injo thé slecp

ol dcalh, For your whols,past rightecusness will avail you nothang'if -
in your final trials you wapder away from the true faith., o = L

: oot the powav. o C L . -
All insist that past _vir‘t‘\ieg count as nothing as against present vices,
and unite in copdemning what. must have been 2 popular doctrine in tho.
Church of the énd. This is the doctrine of the "Blood of the Martyrs, "
that the Church has alrsady sufferdd so greatly and the Saints have
already riven sp miuch proyf of virtuv that 2 reberve'store of merit’is
on hand 1or the Chiiré tv dray on; the*Blosd of the Martyrs guarddtees
the integrity of the Church. The Apostolic Fathers unarimously condemn
this appeal to ¥part rightcousness" as utterly vicious and a deadly danger
to the truce Church. BEE
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e aeaie L pus swe 0 Wreaked onall?” We'Blifsclves, by our own confession. npw deplare that: o

wonnd fR Ly AurLtase - a sin to reject the Master than it was of old to reject the servaﬁqtaf::' .

Senn o LAcIlé courBe B history ‘ -
) lawsg, precepts, and insututions from God. What happened? He lost : ' v om0 g

.23

;l‘he eeriiest Christian documents after the New Testament repestedly rofer '
o the doctrine of the Two Ways (Thus Barnabas Ep.-c. 18, Apost, Conat.,
Didache; ete.) This {5 ihe teiching the two wa sf‘%ot one, lic open to
¢ the Church, which s just as {ree to choose the wrong one as the right one,
In every case the people are rebuked for showing a tendency to prefer the
Way of Darkneas to the Way of Light: . :
a0 IR .t o . :
s s 0dThy r o T
o v uepss lpant, %p.,s.to Ephesorei16: "Everyone who has reddiVve *tiom God the _
: power of distinguishing, and yet follows an unskill{u} shepherd. ... wult CEEE

ovs t+ .cand regefves false opinion Tér the truth shall be punished. ., 16.

Let no one be andnted with the bad odor of this world. ,Why dowenot, i T
Aol a8 glited with reason” act wisely? When we had received from Christ,

and had gralied in us the faculty of Judging concerning God: wkyrdo * ¢ o o e

we {all headlong into ignorance? And why, through a careless neglect

-ewwto coof acknoAedpling the gift which we have received, do we foolishly

perish? eic. |

, -. -Nate.the repeated emphasis on the fact that €18 the Chureh that
R has had everything which is losing everything; that the revelagions . . .
> ..., fiodhas given arevno guarantce to the Church,

-In the Sth Century, -Salvian, viewing the awful state of the Church, and nothing
that immorality and degencracy were much greater than they had been in pagan
days, cxplaing what has happened as follows (we paraphraso in part his long )

“‘account In the Government ofGod 1, 6-12) b

by A . -
P B B

" "1t is true that God has given man his law, taught man his pr"ecepla.
and given instructions for his devciopment, And what has happened
after that? Man has transgressed the precepts, incurred the penalty:: i 0
lost paradisc, and Leen duly punished and damned." Such has been

and such it remains. In Eden man received: © ' rr

“everything. When a lower law was given, Cain transgresstd that, and . 4
tried in vain to avoid the penalty by making a "deal" with God. Next )

- ¢+ ro;u.58me Noah jn whose day the world rejected God's offer apd all pepi= ... . S
" 7! "shed together. Abraham. was rejected by the Cities of the Plain and e

s cuqr they were destroyed. ! ‘The world, represented by Egypt, next rejected woo opcpee aa

Moses and his preaching~-and perished. " Next to be deserted were the L
Jews themselves, who were not merely punished, but punished sub oot ’
testimohid, -a witness having been given them:. Miriam and Aarcn transe _
gressed 2painst the, limited light that was given them, and were ke~ . ...
" wise punished, "And now It comes to you," says Salviai,"VYou]'the © ' =
v esuee  PESPle of the Lord, -&re beity wiped out. Well, why not? Singe all ¢ ~. oury o
" .. the multitude of the people have sinned, why should nét vengeance be

God has descrted us," i hae all happened before, why should we think o
that this generation should be different from others--is it quyless: ’ fun ov

.o 31938, .and $hat a.good nameuatone can guafanteo our safety while we
" go about doing eyil," il o
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o R ARV, TP P people ‘of Tsrael who were once God's-own children : TR
. . . today ‘gr_,e_n?ghiq_g. A61): In view of this, we are certainly decelving L SRR
BRePe L oFRdives if we think that because we ure called Christidng'wé ¢Enndp S e
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