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How did the world receive Josus Christ? Christ came into the vorld
was rejected
left the world

¢ ] A. The Prediction: Lk. 17:22-23 As in other dispensations~-fioah and Abraham were
rejected

Mt. 16:17 Eliss rejected: "Likewlss shall also the Son of
nan guffer of thenm.®

Jn. 3:32, 3:11, etec, "and no man recziveth his testimony..."

So he leaves the world:s "Ye shall sesek me and shall not find
me..." dJdn, 7:34; 13:33’ M:BO; 3-1:,:7.2_, etto

g

B. The Fulfillment: "In Scripture and history (espepial.y John)

1. What became of his servants? (k. 13:34).

A, The Prediction: They are to be as completely rejected as the Master, |

Jdn, 15:20€f, 16:2, 17:4, 17:14, eic.
And be put to death in the same manner:
| Mt. 8:34...whoever follows Christ can expect such fate.
! * ‘ Lk. 21:16£... Ye shall be hated by ali men.
Their object is not to establish an institution, but to enter
another kingdom: .

L. 22:29 "I appoint unto you a kingdom,,oY

Acts 14:22: ‘“We must through much tribuletion enter into
the kingdom..." '

| ?fzkl ' Their preaching is to be not to the ear of faith, bul as a witness -
| ‘ against those who shall not beliove: (kicis 18:6) %

B4 A ! as in all other dispensations (Nozh, Abraham, Moses, etc.),

| : after the witness comes the end, Hbt, 24:14, not the Church.

\ .

"God hath sent forth us the spostles last, as it were appeinted
to death..." ICor., 4:9

B. The Fulfillment:
The Pseudo~-Gospels tell of the smashing success everywhere enjoyed by the Apostles,
thanks to their spectacular miracles performed on the stages of crowded theaters.
In view of the prophecies of Christ and the apostles, what is the significance of
these stories?
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A, The Prediction: The Clhurch would be egtaoslished anxl then logt. R

1t 1322l bub wvhiile men slept his cneny cawe and sowed tarces among
the yheat...39: the enery that soued then is the devil: the havest :
v .  .els the cnd of the werld. Mark L:1S Satan cameth irmodiately. It.21:3% |
n,,.and let us soize on his inheritance." (not destroy it, but seize ¥

it for themsélves.) See also ik, 12:7, Lk, 20:1L.

rindufbcan i SR e s ladt Andiceas

(The field~-not the individual ears, was to completely ruined until :
a nev ordering of things to take place at the end of the world.) §
Mt. 2h:5, 1k, 13:21. 3

k. 13:25 After Chrigt has been rejected and left the world, then people
will try to get ints the Church, but it will be too late; The remark
"thou hast tauvght in our strects, etc." shows that this was to happen
in the Lordfs own generation. dJn. 10:26 ff,

I Cor, 7:29 But this I say brethren, the time is short..c

Vhat tine is short? (Scholégs__@ve twisted this to mean the apostles

METying Christ!s 2od cominge)

I John 2:13 FEven now there are marny antichrists; vhercby we Inow that
it is the last time.

It is not the devilts time that is short: antichrists are just bee
ginning, but that means that the time is up for the Church, II Cor. 1i:
13-15, False Apostles, transforming Themselves unto Apostlés of Christ.

I Pot. i & 7: the end of 2ll things is at hand...12: Think it not strange. .
but rejoice: ye are partakers of Christ's sufferings.

A : : , s

Like Christ and the Apostles, the Church is to suffer the same fate;

Potor warrs them to think it ro® strange Yas though some awlul thing ‘

were happening to you." I Jn. 3:13, Jn. 15: 1819, Em 12:2, I Cor. 13:C

A muchequoted prophecy (both in the Didache and the Apostolic Const.) . ,

Didache, c. 16: The sheep shall be turned to wolves, and love shall
change to hate...Then shall appear he who leads the world astray
as the Son of God; and he chall do signs and wonders, and the
earth shall be given over into his handsese?

Note: . The wolves do not simply attack the sheep; the sheep them.
selves turn into wolves, and the whole world comes under the
control of the Antichrist. (Cther generations: Romans 3:9-10
"irec we better than they? MNo, in no wise.") iIt., 2h:h2 f.
(Christ was expected suddenly, not soon.)

B, The Fulfillment

i .

! 1. The Great Gap: The most significant contribution of recent IIT and Church
llistory studies is the “discovery" of a complete and baffling gap between the
Privdtive Church and the Cliristian Church off bl 2l contury.

This is the very poriod at vhich it is most impertant in the interest cf
the claims of Christian churches that no gap should exdst.
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So conplete is the pup that "the radical schoel in Helland and Germany®
could claim “hat Chrict “could be shewn never to have existed, because

he did not explain the Chrictianity of the second century." Lake says the
gap can be expliined by the extreme rapidity of evolution in the Church.
(iinsopp & 5, Lake, An Introduclion to the New Testament (i.Y., Harpers,
1937) pp. 21-22).

But evolution is net a rapid thing. Abrupt and radicel change comes rnot
ander the hesding of evolution (Lake is trying to so:iten the blow) but
of revolution. There w:s a complete revelution in the Church between
the time of Christ and the 2nd century. Thus,

"The late organization of the Church, the fluxdity of her standards, veaching,
and observance for more than a century, the gap between the literature of

hie Apostolic and that of the post-ipostolic ase~-thecse things which are so
unaccouritable and so perplexing to us are the natural consequence of the
attitude of intense expectation in which they lived." Alfred Fawkes, "The
Developmert of Christian Institutions and Beliefs," Harvard Theol. Rev. X

(1917), 114,

Discuss: What did they expect?
"The end of all things?*
The long rule of the antichrist?
The Millenium? (Then why the urgency and tears of Paul?)

"Such was primitive Christianity. It was short-lived; before the middle of
the second century it had disappeared. And it had disappeared So completely
that we cannot now gven imacine it--a charistmatic religion, for which a tribal
theology is an open question and the end of all things is imminent." Id. p. 115
(Fawkes is the foremost Anglican Church historian)

Tre present stand of NT textual criticism confirms and emphasizes the reality of the
Creat Gap:

The oldest Manuscripts of the NT which we now possess present "a welter of
unassorted variants, out of which the families that we find at a later date
were eventually formed... in the 1lst and 2nd centuries this original text {of
each book) disappeared under a mass of variants, created by errors, by con=-
scious 2lterations, and by attempts to remedy the uncertainties thus created.
Then, as further atteupts to recover the lost truth were made, the families
of texts that we pmow know took shape." (I Nephi 13:26 As left Apostles hands.)

Sir Frederic Kenyon,

p.2d. _

This is the latest verdict of the foremost authority on KT Mss. It shows

that all the texts of the NT come from this side of the gap. Thus K. Lake,

Intd. to the NI., p. 100: "The Christians of the 2nd _and later centuries

know no more about the Epistles of Paul than we do." ST

Does not the survival of the Christian name and tradition guarantee the genuine
descent of the Church?

a. The Prediction: Christ and the Apostles predicted that many would come
in his name
Antichrist comes out of the Church itself, I Jn. 2:18
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b. The Fulfiilment: Ipnat, Trall. & Hihore cre coms il -
boaring about the nims of Christ in deccle, and CLITL L
the word of the Cospel."

Justin, Apol. 7 1 ALl are called Christisns, vhal oo

good or bad, (Ses Acts 19:1-6)
that becare of the Loctrine?

L. The Prediction: 2 Tim. 4:3: to suit thexselves they shall take in the type
of preccher that pleases them. "iud they shall turn awsy
their ears from the wruth, and shall be turped inio favo
I Cor. 15:12, IX Cor. 3:3f.
In a very ancient letter atiributed to Peter, the zpostle is ropresented
complaining to James: "They make a hodge-podse of my teachings...liey ur o 3
think that they cen interpret my own words betier then { car, If thoy L:io3
such outrageous liberties while I am elive, what will they not do after I mn
gone!" (Clem. Ep. in FG II, 28) Rem. 16:16~2.7, I CGor. 1:12-15, 2 Ja. 1:5.

. Foreknowing what would happen, and by expréss order from Christ, the aposiles
: carefully limited and controlled the extent of their tesachings to the werid.
Mt. 28:19 literally translated: Faving gone forth, therefore, instiuct
5 all the nations...teaching them to carry out those things 1 gave
: you directions about. 4and behold I am with you every day until the
period is completed.
: N.b.: 1) This is not 2n unlimited commission Lo anyone who wants to
preach; it was given to "the cieven disciples.”
2) They are not told to tell everybody all that they have heard
from Jesus. They are to instruct people to do (terein) certuin
' . . specific things, regarding which the Lord had given them ordsrs;
e ' the vord rendered "commarded" in King James is a very special
co term mezning "to give directions for a piece of work tc be
- carried out." 3lep. 11:38-L0,
3) #All the nations (or tribes)" is not the same as "all the people’
: g in the world. When all the languages of the civilized world were
a H heard on Pentcost, Peter announced that that was the frlfiliment
B ; of the prophecy that God in the last days would Ypour ocul my spiri.
. f upon all flesh." Acts 2:16f., Joel 2:20-32, see alsoP..of G. P.
¢ ? L) "The end of the aeon" must be accepted in the same sensc as
; Peter's "end of all things," etc, Jesus promises _his presence

only until the end, but_at the end of the world Jesus is to ré-

- ; turn, not depart.. On the other hand, the Scripture repeatsdiy
Waeon," or dispensation.

mredicts his departure at the end of the

SRRCEE:
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_ , The earliest Christian philosophers, Origen, Kinucius Felix, Justin, stc., all
oo , held the theory that there were in the church two totally different and disbiae
- doctrines, one for the ignorant masses (the exoteric teaching) and another fo:

the intellectual elite (the esoteric doctrins). Such an agionishing theory wi:
i : I e CPRNPY TN L e
an attempt to explain the strange inadequagy_of e Scriptures, unless given .

Lo D ’_ .

very special (esoteric) interprelaltion, to supply information about certain
basit queistions of doctrine,  The information was simply not there: it had
never been divulged. ) o

&
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kY schelars  Louny all reconnize as an indizputable fact that the teachir
of Crrict and the Aroitles was deliverately limited; thay do not pretenc
Lo explain this stran, e fach.

Luke, Intd. to ihn NT. p. 233: #all interpreters ajree on one poiny- -

.in Galilee Jovus did not announce himself to the pecple as Mescioy
or as Sen of Man,.."

Id. p. 27: "It is however very noticsczble that according te Mars
Jesus naver made this claim in his pablic teacking. .Until he re-.chee
Jerusalem, ne is not recognized by any except iiis disciples. fic %2 1
his disciples to Lo silent until aftor his Ressurection and teaches ir
parables in arder tc¢ conceal his lessiguship, ¥
The same reticencz was osreserved by the Apostles

°
-

Id. p. 95: YIf we trust Acts, ihe Apostles did little to perpetu
ate the teaching of Jesus as distinct from the teiching about Jesns
This, again, is corroborated by the G. of #ark, which gives us sc
little irformation about what Jesus said, as distinct from what hLe
did."

This shows that the APostles were acting on special instrustions
The things people would most desire to hear 4ere what Jssus 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 rejected by the makers of the NT) as contained
in the Clementine Recog, 2.33: Peter says to Clement: "Gur Lord,
when he sent us apostles out to preach, enjoined us to teach all
nations certain things that were committed to us (mandita sunt nobis:
randata refers to specific instructions to be carried out, not to a
body of doctrine). Therefore we cannot utier those things in the way
in which he himself spoke them., For it is not our tusiness to talk,
but to teach these specific instructions (docdre es in mandztis),
showing how each particular one of them rests on truth., Nor again
are we allowed tc iresent any of our own ideas., For we have been
sent as emissaries, and an emissary must deliver the message he is
sent to deliver, and explain the intentions of his who sent him,"

Peter refused to discuss work for the dead with Clement, saying that he was
\__‘,,---"—‘\‘—-—‘-———-\\ e et o — e e —emem .- -
not ready to hear such mysteries at that time. Clem. Recog, 4357 "Mean-
while he (Christ) has commanded us io go forth to preach, and te invite you

to the supper of the heavenly king...and to give You the wedding garments, that

is the gift of baptism...You are to regard this as the first step of three..."

The apostles had been ordered to teach only as far as baptism; which was
not the whole Gospel but only the first step.

Cl. Recog. I, 52: "you compel me O clement, to touch upon things which
it 1s forbidden to discuss. Still, so far as i%t is allowed to declare
them; I shall not shrink from deing so."

s
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things more full of mystery; but 1 am edraid
inflict injury or you wic are but haber, .. fergl
since you are not ready Lo racelve
) : wcu]é be strangled by it,..Though I as acqusiahed with
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LoJuen &

; wledge iz still far from perdecht; ner @ ;
ﬁ ar;d Feter. FPor many things sre yeb wanbing in me.’
Tgnetius krows far leseg than the Apoat]
’ reveal whet he does now. Tius we se
Gespel could be qu:Lc}:lr ost, through
it. Hence the suds

those who possessed

B. The ¥Fulfillment:

¥h &L az.uul.. Ly hapgerad ab afer the naseing of
descriztion of ths appai 17 ng event hag been preserved
histery by Clemeni, an aye«*cnt a3, Ho one dispubes ths
passage as it has been preserved t’?j Pusebius

’ #,,.up unbil those times the clurch aad
rirgin, while cny that were inclined h:
5531k sulking in dark cornsirs. g:fg;r;

- had ended Lheir lives in varicus ways
of those who hzc heard the divine wisdon
momf‘nt the counspiracy of gedless orror
of {alse teachevs, who from thg momen’ the
cama \t openly end henceforth wxisrtock to op

ther falsely styled the Cnosis.V

9 0O

The passing of the last apestle is the sien .3. {er o new orcéars
were the "successors' of tne Apestles? The Lpcstolilc Fabhors.

‘e—‘nv that trhery

leading bisheps of the time, enghatically d
authority. ‘he upsvarts who had been Ifor ced Lo "sulk in




by the preseice of 1livirz witnesses and apostles, nog felt no such
restrsint. [hegy sprang up in vast numters, liké mushrooms; says
Irenaeus.

1t was Apost~olic authority that restrained them; with the passing of
the lest apeitle they came forth unchallenged:

Euseb. S.H. ¥, 28: "yith perfect impunity and the greatest of ease they
proceedsd to do violence to the secripture, blithely disregarding tne
original teachings..." see telow

2. In doctriral matters the Apostolic Fathers are helpless:

Polycarp, in his famous jetter to the Philippians waen they ask him for
advice can only refer them to a letter of Paui to them: "Neither 1 nor
such an one cam come up to the wisdom of the blessed and glorious Faul. He
when among you...tavght the word of treth...and when absent from you, he
wirote you a letter...which will build you up in that faith which has been
given you. :

By all counts ihe Letter to the Philippians is the least instructive
book in the entire Bible, yet Polycarp deems it worth more then all
the living teachings he could give them. So far were these men removed

from apostolic authority.

Thus the great Ignatius, bishop of the largest and {next to Jerusalem)
the oldest branch of the Church and the learnedest Bishop alive writes:
1Shall I reach such a pitch of presumption...as to issue commands to you
as if I were an Apostle!?" Ep. ad Trall. c. 3.5. For him any claim to
apostolic authority is utterly unthinkable: "Neither am I such an one as
Peter and Paul; they were apostles, 1 am but a man... (Ad Rom. &)

Clement, Bishop of Rome, watched events in Corinth that caused him the
most intense alarm and distress, for four vears without intervening, and
then he excuses himself for doing so only because the Corinthians them-
selves had invited him to write them.

So completely was the Church left without any central authority with the
passing of the Apostles that Socrates, the second great Church historian,
can write in the 5th century: (Hist. Eccl. V, 22 (640):

wIt would be hard to find two chur ches anywherse that observe the same
ordinarces and rites, The reason for this, I believe, is the great
difference of opinion that prevailed among the l=aders of the churches...
The Apostles had many di fferences to deal with in their own times, and
since they knew these would be the cause of great disturbances among

the gentiles, they all came together and formulated the holy law, which
they wrote down in the form of a letter...But the teachings of this
jetter were distorted and the injunctions of the Apostles were held as a
thing of nought." Why resort to such a letter if apostolic authority was
going to remain? Socrates himself says the letter was not a success: it
would only have been tried in lack of a more vital transmission of
authority. Instead the authority was withdrawn. )
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3, After the "Agcstolic Fatherst who gnides ibhe Church in declring?

Answer: Any man with a r eputation for k*o.] gz, repacdless of his oiiice
or gOﬁ1L101 in the Church, Layus izst, bichop, monk--nobhln:
ccunted except the wbility to furaish some kind of an answer.
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The first g
theology was Ori,ena ALY scrious deSLLQﬂo of dect
solution; he kept seven secretaries kusy nipght
instructicns to the Church, Yelt he was e
was not rcrovqi red by his oun bishop, The cig
himself cleims no auvhoriity becide his wother s

inal guide of the Church snd the founder of orthodox
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Typical statements of Origen, de ©rinciz, vi, T: "The svove are tho
thoughts vhich have occurred to us while trcatlpc of subjects of sugi:
difficulty as the incarnation and godhocd of Fhrlsbo if there be anyor
indeed, who can discover something better, and who can | estabiish his
assertions by clearer proofs from the holy Sczlptu;us, let his opinicn
be received in preference to mine."

Id. viii, 4: "Our statement, however, that the understanding is con-
verted into a soul, or whatever else seems to have such a meaning, the
reader must care;ul;y consider for himself, as these views are NOT to
be regarded as advanced by us in a dogmaulc manner, but simply as
opinions...1f it is allowable for us to yenture to say anything mere
on the subject, the soul of Ged may perheps be understood to msen the
only-begotten Son of God." 2.In vhatever way, however, it is to be
understood, it seems. meanwhile. to be named the soul of God." etc.

Thus the man who is guoted by later Church writers more than any
_other when speaking of First Principles always hedges and qualifies,
is aluags very cautious and very uncertain. What makes uh]S atti-
‘tude so significant” is that he is not spesking on abstruse and minor
details but of the very First Principles of the Gospel, The intro-
duction to his work of that title makes the clear and unequivocsal
statement that an understanding of the First Princircles was not to
be had in the Church in his day, since neilher the scriptures ncr
the tradition contzined the necessary plain and adequate explanations.
some examples:

De Princip. I, 4: "As to the Holy Ghost, it is not clearly discerned

wnether he is begotten or unbegotten or 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."

I, 6: U"Concerning the devil and his angels. the teaching of the Church
is that they exist...but what they are or how they exist is not ex-
plained with sufficient clarity."

I, 7: "As to what existed before this earth or what shall come
after...there is no clear statement in the teaching of the Church."




I, 10: viae Churel toaenes that thaws are angalse,.buh vhen they
weve ereased, or whot ozt of eropsuros Whoy apd, o bow thiy exXins,
i no% statad withsulliclons cloutrisaa.y

I, 9: "Evon the proelsr of how Cod 49 b9 o thouzhd of must i
into; whabthor ho i3 cornorsal, op wiab .in Propor Toim 1o,
he is corporcal in anciher Sonsl e othor bodies is INT eiin
foprth in otr teachings. £ad the sxnd questions must bo answies

ing Chriss and the Holy Ghost, and 1ikvise $ho nsture of evory spindd
gnéd retionszl naturs must D investipetad.

Note %ot thess gro 2ll in Origan®s opinien basic Tiysh pri

And yos W0 clear tooching on #hiase Pundsmental masiors ls ovel ”
ir. sue Chuwrchi

Theretore to the bsat of hls abilily e takes 1% upen himse
geaweh out plausible snewers, which he dGoas 0L presen
cersitudes but cnly opinions, for wnich he constanily arologpizog. :

What does Ovigen take as his gnid ¢ Seripture and philosopby.
ind when tho %wo clagh? Scripiurs must give vay--you simply "
¢ancel any contrary passage by giving 4t an =llogorieal, {Orizen ;
says "proper® or rmystical®) interpretaticn. This mebhod is
folloved by ell subsequeat theologianse. I excrple.

Origents favorite word for describing CGod is vincorporesi®
{asomaton). Tails word was a fotich with the philoscphsrs of
s{eoxenaria smong Whom Oxigon was raiged, bul, he ouvserves
(1d. I, 8) ™in our scripburss ths word is both wmemployed
and unknown; "on the contraxy, there are many nasszages in

v the scripture thet say God doss bavd a vody {Id. I. &, 1)

. B againgt this, however, "roason s4self dunonstrates that CGod
cannot be thought of es corpus.”

A S TR L i 45

' All this ehows that the passing of 4ne Apostles was followed by a compleie oetrinal
vacuime

This is elearly seen
Y, In the sudden rise and prosperity of the gnostics.

Vhat was the Gnrosis? Everywhors One cam. £ind vegne and airy defini-
. tions of it, reficeting the vague and alry tsachings of the false
Gnostizs. Chupch histories gight shy of the eicar dofinition given

. by Clenent as cited by Busebius H.B. 1L, 1:

. wfo Jamos the Just end to John and Poter afier the reswryection.
' the lord committed the Cnosis. They handed it on Yo the rost of
the epostles, and the ress of the aposiles to tho saventy.®

) - 1t was this that the "self-styled CGrostics,® nGnostica so~called,"”
"Falae Gnosties,” ebce claimed %o have. Tho main Church opposed thea.

a) By adopting most of thelr sturf {for everyone flocked o vhem)
b} By ecategorically denying that anything hod ever been lost.
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1) That the Scriptures contain all the Apostles ever knew!
"Bven if the Apostles had posseszed hidden mysterics...Thoy
would certainly have trenseitted £hma to those to whew they
comaitted the churches.” Contra Haeres, 111, iii, ¥ (PG Vi,
ane)

e R ST e T e o Y

2) That of this complete depository of all knowledge, crory o
is perfectly plain and clear to anybody!?

"Al) these things lie bafore uu, cleavly and unequivoeally
set forth ard read in the words of the holy Seriphires.
Zven the parebles present not the slightest ambigaity...
The entire scriptures, both the prophets and the Gospels
can be comprehendsd by all alike, being plain end open and
devoid of any ambiguity, =ven though 21l do not believeo..’
(Contra Haeres, 11, xxvii, 1-2)

II. In the adoption of obvious substitutes for the Gospel,

From the 2nd century on the Church Fathers (Orizen, Justin,
Irenasus, etc,) are to a man loyal to Phisosophy,

But for obvious reasons the earlier Church had alwsys condemned
Philosophy:

Tertull. de Anima 3: The Philosophers "may indeed by a lucky chance
sometimes stumble on the truth, as men groping in the dark may
accidentally hit upon the right path; bub for the Christian who enjoys
the benefit of revelation frem heaven it is inexcusable to commit
himself to such blind and trescherous guidance."

Tertull. de Praescr. Heret. ¢. 7 : "All false doctrines of the Church
may be traced to heathen philosophy... There are some who would bring
forth a Chiistian dialectic,

- The oldest description of a missionary in action describes the preaching

of Barnabas: Clem Readg. I, 7: "There was nothing of dialectic artifice
in the man, I noticed, but that he expounded with simplicity and
without eny craft of speech such things as he had heard frem the Son
of God, or had seen. For he did nct confirm his assertions by force
of arguments, but produced witnesses of the sayings and marvels of which
he spoke." When members of the audicnece (It was a street-meeting)
threw out philosophical questions to catch him, he resolutely refused to
discuss them, saying that though he could telk on such things as well as
the next man, that was not his business,

Justin, Cohort. ad Graec. VI, 256: The Philosophers have been able to
produce nothing certain about God. They give themselves away by their
mutual disagreements, “For neither by nature nor by human intellect
is it possible for men to know grest and divine matters, but only by
the gift that descends from above upon holy men, who do not need train-
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\
ing of the schocls. neither zktil in coniruvavsy and debote; tul
rathor b be suctained LY the newer of tho Holy Gbost. which lik:
a plenurim descending from hea en Lo pla; uvon them as updn 2i
jnstromed. . mkes use of rightecue men and roverls Lo vhem the
divina a7 nesvenly Grosis."
.
1t was Lmellately after the passing of the Anostles that this
philosophizing begen in the Church: Evsev. CH VW, 283

mgith perfect impundty end the greates? of erse Lhey proczeded o .
do ¥iolenze to the Scriptures; blithely disregerding the criginal r%
teachings... They never ropsulted the Soripturss, but trisily workosd
out eiszpocste structures of syllgiss, . Yhey igserted the toly
Seripture for Euclid, Aristotle, and Theophrestus... They cultivaiad
the arts of the unbelievers and took to neirsplitiing dnscussions
about the one simple faith of the Holy Writ... Thereby thay orazsly
undertook to lay hards on the Scriptures, saying that they snould vo
rorrected and reinterpreted.?

By the Lth century the once-despised teachings of the pagan schools are
essential to inristisn theology- The Abbe Combes, in an subthoritiative
examination of the learning of St. Augustine, the "Founder of Medieval
Christianity,® explains why this was so:

G, Combes, Saint Augustin et la ulture Clessique (1927) p. 127:
Augustine "makes use of the ancicnt thecdicy, metaphysics, ethics,

and politics. At times he seems to reproach himself for this, but

the protests of his heart are silenced in view of the imperious necd
of his mind, He wanted to endow the Church with a doctrine so solidly
constructed that she would never again have anything to fear fron

her enemies."

Guestion: Did nct Christ give the Church such a "go0lidly con-
structed doctrine,” resting on a rock?

Where was that doctrine, if Augustine must
1) take it uvon himself to produce one?
2) go to pagan theology, philosophy, ethics, etc.
for his naterials?

How painful it was for the Church to have to adjust itself to philosophy,
and what a fundamental wealmess in tho Church such a step betrayed (it was a
straight detlaration of bankruptcy) ie apparent from all accounts of the
first great Synod, the Council of Nice. in 325.

One day at a local conference in Alexandria, the Bishop, "by way of

showing off his knowledge of philosophy on the subject of the Holy

Trinity, remarked ‘that the traid vas a monad,'" To this technical and
purely philosophical remark one Arius objected with heat, he being & 'man
of no small experience in dialectiv.” This Arius, "constructing his
syllogisms in this novel and sensaionsl manmer, revived the general
interest in the question, and from a tiny spark kindled a mighty blaze."
(Socrates, Church History I, 5) '
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otners to accept it, saying that it reyrasabed his (219
Whan it was unenimously adopted. the Eapsrors himsell gave 2 speest, €r-
plaining its meaning: saying that it was NOT to be thcught of in any
chysical sense.. .neilner in bterms of divisieon or as 2 m~utling or sepa-
ration. He said it wes lmpossible fa eny lemateria intellectual bodi-
leas nature to aduit of any corporeal affocts, out {hat it war nevesLary
to recvgnize thoi such things could only be knewn by divine and un-
utterable words. And thus the most wise Smperor philosephized.® Id. 1,
25  This was the clesing speech of the Council, ending on a purely
philosophicel nute, with the confession tnat its new definition cof God
was incomprenensible,

Soc. Hist. I, 8 (26): "There remsined the problem of defining hemeousios
Consubstantial means simply that Crrist has absclutely NOTHING in common
with the creatures he created. We accept this interpretation becausy
it was arrived at in thoe rresence of tne Empercr himself afrer long ara
ripe deliberation and cn the basis of adequate arguments (Logismei)”
of. II Cor. 10:4: ("The Gnosis invalldates 51l logismoi!, Gposis nelng
here used in its true sense as revealed truth.)

The l-aders of this conference were perfectly zware that there wac something very
suspicicus about thelr jnnovations. They plead nscessity in thelr general leutar:

#The terms ‘non-being,’ ‘out of nothing,! sConsubstantial,’ etc., are nilk
found in the Scripture., bhy not? Recause it has not seemed proper tu
speak and teach in suci terma, Therefore it has bteen found DCCESLLTY
us ¢ legalize their use, since up until that time we had not thoughtis

by
v
1

roper to employ such terms. We now take the nucesunry step of apprizing
P P K . “E A
you of these results of our inguiry and discussions. ' Soc. Hist. 1, 8 (2%

Wny had that all-important word been until 325 A. D. found unnecessary
and improper? Had God changed his nature in that year? The word._
"Consubstantial® had been condemned by a synod at Antioch in 268 as an

importation from pagan philosophy. HNow it was adopted as the Lest

rﬁdSsible word to describe the nature of God and Christi A smashing
yég&g;wagpwbeathen metaphysics. o )
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This is o nlain declaretion thot the Xnowledpo of God thebt obitainel
in the Garly Church n2d been totslly lost.

Two statcments of St. Hilary bring this cut:

Hilery, Ev. to Constanting I, 4-5: "It ie a thing equally deplorable ind
dangerous, that thero ere as nany crocds gs opinions among ren, &s MUl
doetrines as inclinations, and as many S0CuUrces of vlaspheny as thers o0
faults emong us; becauss we make creecs erviteorily, and explulpn thil
just as erbitrarily. The lomeousion is rejocted, vhen roveiw:d, thin
explained avay by anceozsive synads. The partial or Losel DY FIEE
of the Father and of the Son is & subject of dispute for thess unh
times. Lvery yeer, nay. every month, we make new creeds {o degerivt
invisible mystories. Then we change cur mind, defend those weo hevs
chenged theirs, end damn those whom wo lately defended. Ve ¢ondomn
either the doctrine of others in ourssives, Or our own in that of cthaars

: and, reciprocslly tearing one another to pieces, we have bsen the czuss

i of each other's ruin.”

e

e

Hilary, De Synodis c. 83: "yith the exception of Bizhop Eluegius and &
few others, the greater part of the ton Asien provinces wiere I now stay
(he had been baniehed from Gaul) ave ignorsnt of the true God., Towld
that their ignorance were oven groateri For it is more perdonsble to be
ignorant than deoliberetely cynical.”

But did not the Scripiures remain as a doctrinal guide?
It was a "mugt® for the later churches to malntain that through the

Soripture one could always know the mocvet mind of God (Selvien, Cub. Dai
111, 41),

. But in the early days thoy took a different view:

Busob. Ch. Hist. III, 24, 3 (quoting a very parly writer): ®The
Apostles...speaking the common LONSUO... Were wWiolly in the power of the
revealing holy Spirit that worked in them...es they preached the kingéum
of heaven %o all the world, and thoy gave aslmost no thought to having
their sposches written doTnaa. Zyen Paul, the moat skillful and gifted
of the lot in thought and expression allowed only a Tew exesedingiy shoxt
notes to be writiten down, though it was given hin to gpeak inezproscivle
things without number."

Clem. Rocog. I, 21: Poter: "The things of our faith...were indead
plainly spoken by him (christ). dut are mot plainly writton; so much £0,

Clem. Homil. III, 43 (PG II., 137, 144¢) Simon: ow were you taught to
interpret the Seriptures? Poter: The Seripiurses arg a mixture of truth
and {unintentioral) falachood...vherefore it is imposaible to kmow tne
saving truth without his teaochings, even though one should search until
doomaday ho could never find itoee®

that vhen they are read, they cannot be understood withous en expoundsrsa. -’

[
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In a very strony letter Irencaus, Bistop 0L Ljold, wys il
to Victor, Dp. of fioue

The diszppearaace of the Apcstles wes thus ;? Llowed Uy a nor

diffuse lotior-writing, without any diresting bewd, overysne

advice to cveryone clse, Dy the fourtn unuury this had besoms a

.

w2
brisk geme of power-politics-—all cacricd on by mall.
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S
first general conference of the Church to be held since the days o e

Kportles.

Discuss the eipnificance of 300 years (1) vithout a gencral comvrerc:
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Thora hnd boeen nimernus loenl eonforonces, ¢nllod bty Rislwops, but
why no roneral conferenese? 3ecause, accarding to contanporaries, no
ono hnd tho suthority to eall one:

Tho leadins Roman Catholie Church Nistorian of tio prosent time thus surs
up the situation in the 4th century:
wIf thore had becn, in tho Church of the 4th century, a centrol au-
thority recognized anc active, it would have oitored o mocns of
aolution. Dut it wrs not so...Athanasius, when deposed by the
Council of Tyre, docs not seem to have had any jdon %that s appesl
to ome might rostors his fortunos...here wosg pot a culdiag povier,
on effactivo expressice of Chriatiaa unity. The Papuey, Such ad
the West knew it later on, wae still to be born. In the placs whiak
it did not yet oceupy. whe Steto instaiizd i4soll without hezaltation.”
L. Duchesne, History of the ierly Ciristiun Charch, {london, John,
larrey, 1931) ’

A contemporary and important actor in the evenis at Nicea was the famous
Bishop Uussbius. In his life of Constantine he explains whers the cantral
authority of the Chureh lies:
Vit. Const. I, 51: "It s not possible to sottlo controversies on
mattors of major import except through synods.®

Id, III, 17: "It wes not possible to establish snything firmly and
stably unless all or «t least the greater part of the Bishops
came together.”

Id. III, 20: "All that !s done in the holy synods of Bishope 1s %o
be regarded as according to the will of God."

put vho is to ecll and dirsct such synods? The Emperor and the Imperor
alone:

Duchesne, op. ¢it. II, 522: #,..4t 1s alvays tc the emperor that the
‘meeting owes its formation, it is to him that it looks for its pro-
gramme, for its general direstion, and above all for the saneticn
of its decisions.s.. And upon what grounds does his decision reet®
Upon his own personel estimate of the situstion..."(Italics ours)

Zach Bishop had his own uphere of action, but, says Buaebius, "ihen
bishops disarresd among taemselves, each represcnting his particular
region, he {the Emperor) as the common Bishop of thom all appointed
by God, would surmon synods of God's serventsa, and sitting in the
nidst of theso bishops as one of their numbeor (1it. being one cmong
the oversceors) would act ¢s the common arbiter of their affaire.”

(Vit. Const. I, 44)

Id. IVv,24: wherefore it wis not absurd for him, once at a dinner to
Which ho hed invited the bishops, to say that ho himself was a bishop
v.e"7hile you are bishops of things within the Church,' he said, ‘God
has eppointed me Bichop of extornal affuirs.'”
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Id. IIT, S: 02 tho Isater Controvorsy: ™Mb mortal man could discover a
remoay

3

to %ue 1%L, %9 rocources of tho contactonsa veing ogquelly

. Almichiy Cod alonc could cure this...and in o1l the worlid

bub ong non, CGrasiontine olone, apposred Titiing to be Ilis agent. Uho,
aen he nad considered tho whole cass...hinegold bestirring his own mind,
concluded thuv it would b necossary 4o make wer on the adversary who
dlsturbed tao peace of tac Church.”

matehed

nFrom the timo the emperors begsn to champion Christianity the affairs of
tho church wore dirocted Ly them, and the great synods were held and
airocied in accordance with their mind and will.® Socrat., Hist. Hocl.

V, Intd.

There is much more in this vein, making it perfoectly clear that in
the 4th century theore was no Genoral futhority to eppeal to within
+the Churclh in case of controveray. Constaniine was en usbeptized
heathen and s¢ Pontifex Maxlimus was offizial head of ths pagan state
church of Rome, yet he, perforce, must be as the "common Bishop
aeppointed by God," there being no hierarchy umong the Bishops theom-
gelves:

Constentine's closing speech at the Council of Nicea: {vit. Const.
III, 21): "Among the Bishops it is for God alone to judge who are the
greater and who the lossger. Lot them not quarrel or have rivalries
among themselves. (60) It is wrong to envy anothex?!s episcopacy,
since none should be beneath anoiher. You must yield gracefully to
one snother end avoid all this terrible dissention.”

(Note in all this the entire absence of scriptursl provision, the
gense of make-shift and expediency, the very loose and genexral
concept of episcopal power, etc.)

The Roman theory is that "The Apostles established the apostolic seat...
co that the more important end more difficult questions might always be
referred to the apostolic seat.” (A letier attributed to Anacletus, in
PG II, 800; the scme in PG V, 1047).

Aro we to telieve that all that authority which Christ himsel? divided
among twelve men, each of whom was en Apostle, was ond day to be poured
into a single vessel? ZEvery Catholic will admit that there have been
bad Popes, but hasten to polnt out that there was also a bad Apostle.
If one_strend of aﬂ}g:§§;§gd,ggp§w;swroﬁienﬂthcmrope {8 &till sirong,
but if one link of a chain is bad the eatire chain is worthless. Only
_one man, Jesus Chriet, was able 0 tread the wine-press alons. To
“regard the fullness of his power and authority as concentrated in the
singlo person of a Borgie is simply blasphemouss T

This theory is completely discreditod by the fact that the groat teachers

gnllﬁfﬁbbggl§§:§§;~1natead“or“the"nisnop'of’HbﬁEj”fqhsettle "the 12018

“important and Qifﬁi§§1ﬁ:§§§§§10n$$7;0¥@,§h0¥‘1n~$nrn.@Q:ﬁ°t“fefar their

of the Church--Origen, Justin, Tortullisn, Augustine, etc.-=-wero univer-"

questioners to Rome as the proper ﬁléce_to,sesk_ggwqgswegg;:?ven'taé
‘officiel councils of the Church.beso.-their docielons on tho wiritings of

phchalvites

- these “dociors of,.‘-th.ejhurchﬂ*who—were~almo3t.nw_er_(éﬁa:ﬁﬁé§;;921u§giv

dentally) bishops off Romo.

e——
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withowt debate.”

a csntemporaly gf the Apostles, aad in no 3enssd &

By Jawes is
" 5acceagor.
Eugeb. 2. He I &, 5, says of nghe lines of successicn of the holy Apostles™...”
wntil now 1 have not found e singlo writer on esciesinaticel affeins W20
tas concoxnsd himseli with this quastion.” vigs this becruss they tock iv
for granted? No, for Puseb. says, (id.2) that the beginning of thesd
1ines of succeesicn ia e compleie mystory.

Fusebius . .ys that until his time the Church had not made any attempt %o
establish lines of episcepal sucesssion, end therefors no record of sueh
has survived. The doctrino _thebt gpostolic authority survived in bishopsy |
and that its descenl can be traced i8 & fiction of the 4th century.

- st e
S

e e e T T

Tha Paetrine guestion.

-To prove that Christ gavo keys to pPeteor is sasy, bub thet is not the 1ssud.
We krow that the ipostles had the keys: there is no problem of succession
there. The succossion question ig, who comes aftar the spostles? To that
problem wath. 16:24 ©f gives o answer, but otker Seripture, cited ahove

( ) do, in the emphatic decleration that there were to be no

SUCCOSs0TS.

This is borme cut be the oldest referencd %0 the problem, Tertullien,
De pudicitia c. 21l: Maeel digtinguish between tho teachirng {Goctrinem)
of tne aposiles ond their authority (potestatm)...show we, therefore, in
the apostolic ricnner, your propietic powers. and I will grant that you
have the euthority to forgive singe. Dut if you are chosen purely for an
pdministrative cfiics (6iseipliina® soling officia), gimply to perform
get functiona vzthor than to erarciao power, who ere you %o forgive sina?
Can you who cennot show eny prophetic or epostolic gifts pretend 10 the
war of such to orent forgiveness? tBui, you say, +ho chosen Church has
that power 1o give., That I absoluteliy reject and deny: The Church may
over_logigﬂaina_oomimad,Mbuff',not grent tho indulgencs to coumit TOTO...
Now 1 would like to know on what grounds you Usurp such legal zights for
the Church? If it is becouse _jhe,msd.s,aig_ %o Petor, nUpon_thisg rock,
gtc...cON you _pYGatHie on such grounds to_ clain for voursalf tho power.
of loosing and binding, that 18, tg_clai.m__it_‘for ‘¢he whole contemporary
-criigeh? Mo do thet is to pervert and sclier tho menifost intention of the
Tord in conferring the power porsonally on petor: “Upon thoe," he says,
T will build my Chureh,™ wnd "T will give the keys WO thoe" nov "to tho
Church;" and wyhatsoever thou loosost or bindost," not nihatsoever they
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t
;o8 this cut,..Patars om

£ <o en apostle ox rrophet.”
The Church itgelf, so frx s 1t reprecents authorlity "ia the S1irit
werking throush an inspircd men, 1t 1is not a nore collection of bighops;
power and judgement remein with the Laster, not with the eervant, with
God himself, not with tho priest.” OSuch power and judgent is not at the
diecretion of any man, btut must always come through inspiration, 0o Ug.
{x ): vIf the Lord himself took much pains tc put his power 10 the
proef, not presuaing to forgive sina without a power graoct enough to hoal
the sick, certainly I mey not claim power to forgive sins without at lenst
an equivalent demonstration of divine power."

The most serious attempt to oxploin bhow the keys ot from Peter to somebody
else, a thing for which no provision is msde in tho scripiure or onywhere
else, is the famous Liber_ggntificulisp produced after 600 .i.D. (ed. Duchiesne)
I, 118: ' ' T

nThe blessed Peter...first sat on the throne of the bishopric of Anticch
for 7 yeara. This Peter having gone to Rome when Nero wes Imperor there
sot on the thione of the hishopric for 25 years 2 nonths and 3 daysBoce He
ordsined itwo bishops, Linus and Clitus, who in his lifetime performed all
the tasks of the ministry in the City of Rome...leanving Pster Iree to
pray cnd preach and teach the people...He consecrated tho bleased Clement
as Bishop and cormitted to hin the throne or the rule of all the Church,
saving: "As the power to govern was riven me by my Lord Jesus Christ, so
1 commit it to you...do not be concerned with the things of this world:
seck to devote all your time to prayer and preaching.”

Note: 1) Petor is Bishop of Antioch bofore being Bishop of Rome.

2) Yhen Pster lives in a city he must be Bishop of that e¢ity, for
the highest office in the Church mugt bo that of Bishop. This
leads to serious trouble, however, for the office of an Apostle
{5 7ot Yike that of a Bishop st all: so it 1o necessary to
have Peter transfer his proper duties to others, who function
gs bishops, while he gooes about the work of anm Apostle!

3) Ve have the picture of four bishops active in Rome at once-

all during the lifetime of Peter!™™
The vital link in the chain of succession {3 provided by the words that
Poter is supposed to have apoken in transferring his suthority to Clament.
Everything depends on the actual act of transfer, and this 1is described in
a spurious "Latter of Clement to Jemes tne Just at Jerusalem,® of which
many versions exist.

All versions agroe that Clement was "the third efter Peter to sit on tho
groat throne of Rome."” (PG II, 580)

. "peter, foeling the approach of death, galled all the Roman brothren
together and appointed Clement thoir hend: ‘I transmit to him tho
povier to bind and loosso, otce'e.."Until that tine Poter hnd reserved
these powers to himsolf,” (pGII, 36), naturally, since ho was still
alive., But what about Cletus and Linus who huad alrvady "sat on the
crent throne of Home,” did they not have that authority? The leader-
ship of the Church was sonolhing extra and aprort from merely being
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ATtew 9&7, the Rovan Clarek, te ecludm suporicriiy 1o ol
spe hind aleo bLoen ordained by Feter, pul forvh Lo v ;
dcuble Anostoisve, f.0. thot 1ta bishors hed been !nstzlozd nw Ty
“oter slons but jointly by Petew and Peuls

This invalidates €11 ihe earlier acesunta.

It makes Rome dofinitely subordinnte to The Chureh of Jerusnion.
vhich was still intact, snd whose first bislop had hsen instrlict
by no 1loss than iaree apostles-~ineluding Petord

In all versions of the "Letter” Clement doss dofer to i Dishop
of Jerusalom.

In every caase Peter makes Clement pzomise "that when I die yeu
write a letter to James, the lord's brother, telling hirm how
closs you have been to me...Lst Jarmes be assured that aftor sy
death the seat will be occupisd by a men not uninsirueted nors
{enoront of the teachings and canons of ths church." (PG II, 581

The fact thet the letter is to Jemes is signifiecnt. James must

be satisfied that there is a good bishop in Romes,

This eannet posolibly serve notice that the Church haos a new héad,
If Cloment were to be made hend of the vhole church. why did rot
Feter personclly consult with, or at losst infomr, Jumes and

John, both of whom were elive?

Ile wanis Jomes to "te sssured." ky doosn't Le write Jamos
himsalf? Vhy wait until aftor he is doad to notify the othor
aposiles and make explenations?

Clement is to eoxplain by letter after Feter is deud that he, as a
close personel friond of the ipostlo, has now tuken over ths
rule of the Church. The entire future of the Church wes in tha
balonce, Peter was alive eond vigorous (he died a martyr, not of
sicknoss), and yct rested the whole probvlan of succesgsion on a
letter which not he but the new elaimant himself was to write
after his deathi

The ordination of Clement as described in the only records is highly i{rregular,
what with the phonoy lettor and Clitus and Linus making everything confused.
The fsct that such a poor caso is rrde out in the 4th century cnd arter is
oenough ovidence that no bettor case was to be hod.
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IV Clem. Eemil, oo 7C: Pobar proseuts Zacseuo 1o tha poenld of (afsyiaa
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vaom he comnancs to *huror ths throns of Chrisot, es In tho past e

have been commandsd %0 honor the throne of zecest
vho formerly sat upon it werse sinful men.t {¥G II,

‘Clem. Recog. 3,66: Peter commands the psople %o homor Zaccheus a3
holainp the placs of Chxist.m™

IV Clom. Homil. e. 72: 1n ordaining Zaccha s Peter gays: 91 give him
’ power to bind and logss.”

Even if this were not the source of ths lster Clement stories {az

it obviously ia), it rmust be noted that 2ll the points on which ths
Reman Chuvreh lafer bhasad its monopalistlc claimg to Petoris authority
are here atiributed %o snother "ges®, which is also a "see of Tster.”

The Bishon of Caesares
1) 1Is ordained by Pster.
2) Mounts the threae of Peter.
3) 1Is hailed by Peter as viear of Christ.
4) Sits on the throne of Ghrist, according %o Poter.
5) Receives the power to bind and loosz.

Poter ordqined the Bishops of Tripol1, and Antioch iun the sane way.

All the first bishops wsre ordained by Apostles.

But_that doeg not_make them spostolic. In every instancs priests
and _dozeons were ingtalled by bho Some apostles. Tad 130"‘naﬁ
one iy ovdainﬂd .0 an office by an abost e dogs not mean thob
ons. haaﬂtne_powsr of an_ apostlo. ' ST T e

VI. Yould God allow His Ghurch o be destroysd?

It is objected that though the world rojected the prophets of other dispen-
sations the misaion of his Cnly Begotten Son could not possibly fail., This
soems logical, dut the word of God bears mors weight then the logic of mer s

Mte 21:33-40):",,.But last of all he sent unto them his son, saying, They
will reveruncs my sdn...But...taoy cast him out of tho vinayerd and
slew him..." 1.0, Christ was treatod exactly as the other prophots
had been.

< rer,
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tnen thet belleved not. 6. £And the angels whieh kopt not ibhelr fir
05tat6 ... he hath reserved in chains,..Zven as Sodom end Gomorvuh.”

The princival ieachinx of the Apostolie Fethers, is thot God wiil ellow the sinrud

to be desitroyed no mntter what promises and miracles thay heve had or how much
they havo suflered, The mission of Christ is no guerantee of finel security bux
the very oppositel

I Clem. Bp. 21: "Take heed, beloved, lest his many kindnesses lead to the
condemnation of us 2ll.”

(N.b. In this, the oldest of the posi-apostolic writings, we aro told
that it is quite possible for the whole Church to fall, ond that God®s
past bounty to the Church, far from being a caus® for reassurance 1s
sctually a source of alarm,)

Id. ¢. 41: "Becr in mind, brethren, that the greater the knowledge that
has been vouchsafed us, the greater also is ths dnnger to which we ars
expossed.” It is not danger irem the outside, however, bhut ons that is
already very present in the Church. Thus Clement continues,

c. 467 "Why do we divide and tear in piecez the mempvers of Christ, and
raise up atrife ageinat ocur own body, and havse reached suek a pitch of
madnesg ns to forcet we are membors of one anothor?e

c. 3: "Everyone evbandons tho fear of God, and is became blind in his faith,
neither walks any more in his ordinances...but walks arter his own wicked
lusts, resuming the practice of an unrighteous end ungodly envy.”

The so-called Socond Epistle of Clement is in the same voin:

1I Clem. Ep. ¢. 4: "Even though we bo ecalled Christisns, if we should do
wicked things the Lord hath sald, ‘'Even though yo wero gathersd togother
to mo in my very bosom, yet if ye would not keep my corinandments I would
cast you off." etc.

The so-called Epistle of Barnabas to the wholoe Church, is just as emphatic.

It treats the doctrine that God cennot allow his Church to be destroyed as
tho main cnuse of its destruction:
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5% tine of your felin wilLl provit yow mothiiys. unlozs new, ia this

ched time w0 eliso Viihstond the eomlng sowrscs of danger, a8 becomet:

ns of Cod,.. Trke hood legt, resting at our snse, sscure i having

cea ealled of Cod, wo shouvld Telld ssleep in ouw sins, end the wicked 4
prines, getting power orer us, shounld lead us estray from ta9 kKingdom
of the lord., This i3 a roal dungsr, brethren, for coneider “hat alter ;
so groet cipns and vondars were werourht in lsrnel, thoy wera actually ’
sbandoned. Lst us boware last we be ...%callod but not ehosan.',..ec.
5 That men porished ,justly who, having a knowiedge of the way of
rightoousnaas, rushas off into the way of dorkizs®,... 1l4. 3id the
Lord really givs that covenant which he swors <o the fathsrs the
that he would give? Ile did indeed give it; bu% they were not worthy

' to receive it, on account of their sins... MNext the Father, about

to redeam us from darknass declares, 'I, the Lord thy Cod, have called

thee in riphteousndss...

0 some whno 7o right on
o onG theirs.®  'fhoy loat
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- Didache, xvi: "The whols time of your faith will profit you nothing
if you are not porfect in the final %est. Xor in the last éays false
prophets and corrupters sghall swarm, &te."”

Apostol. Constitutions V1I, 31l: "Take core lest you fall into the
sleep of death. TFor you whole past righteousress will avail you
nothing if in your final trials you wander eway from the true faith...

A1) insie% that past virtues count as nothing as against present
vices, and unite in cordemning what mus% have been a popular docirine
‘ in the Church of the end. This is the doctrine of the "Blcod of the

: Martyrs," that the Church has already suffered so greatly and the
Saints have slready given so much procf of virtue that a reserve stors
of merit is on hand for the Church to draw ocn; the Blood of the ,
Martyrs guerantees the integrity of the Church. The Apostolic E
TFathers unsnimously condemn this appeal to "paort righteousness" as g
utterly viciocus and a deadly danger to the true Church.

The earliest Christian documents after the New Testament repeatedly refer f |
to the doctrine of the Two Vays (Thus Bernabas Ep. c. 18, Apost. Const., i 8
Didache, 6%G.) This is the teaching that two ways, not one, lie open %o :
the Church, which is just as free to choose the wrong one as the right ons.
. In every case the people are rebuked for showing a tendency to preler the

Viay of Darkness to the Vey of Light:

Ignat. Sp. to Zphes. c. 16: "Everyone who has received from God the
power of distinguishing, end yet follows an unskillful shepherd and
recoives false opinion for the truth shall be punished... 16. Let
no one be anointed with the bad odor of this world. Wwhy do we not,
as gifted with reason, act wisely? vhen we hed received from Christ,
and had grafted in us the faculty of judging concerning God, why do :
we fall hoadlong into ignorance? And why, through a careless neglect ;
of acknowledging the gift which we have received, do we foolishly

porish?t etc,
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