
Communication: New Testament 
Scripture: 
2 Peter 3:14-18 
Paul’s writings are equated with scripture. 
 
2 Timothy 3:10-17 
Scripture is from God and is useful. 
 
Authority precedes the canon 
 

● Jesus did not physically write any of the Bible. He taught orally. The early church 
passed on what Jesus said by word of mouth. The written word was confirmed by 
the oral tradition. 

● Early church fathers like Clement ca 96 and Ignatius ca 110 would refer to the 
authority of scripture and of the words of Jesus in the same breath. 

● Church fathers like Polycarp and heretics like Basilides equated the apostles 
teachings and sayings with scripture. 

 
The Didache 
 

○ ca 90-110 
○ Superscribed “The Lord’s teaching to the Gentiles through the Twelve Apostles” 
○ The gospel used is clearly Matthew because of the Lord’s Prayer and baptismal 

formula found in it. 
 
Four Gospels 
 

● Tatian was a student of Justin 
○ After ca 165 he introduced the Diatessaron which means a harmony of 

four. This is an attempt at a chronological Gospel using the 4 Gospels. 
● The Gospel of John took the longest to be accepted because gnostics such as 

Basilides tried to take ownership of it. 
● The earliest surviving  codex with parts of all 4 gospels is from the early 200’s. 

 
Paul’s letters 
 

● Paul's letters were apparently always circulated in groups. 
● The earliest copy of the Pauline corpus is from ca 200. 
● The early bodies didn’t include the pastoral epistles 

 
Marcion 
 



● ca 100 
● He had a gnostic bend to his theology. 
● He put forth what he considered to be the Christian scripture which had no OT, 

only “Gospel” and “Apostle”. 
● Gospel was an edited Luke and Apostle was edited Pauline corpus without the 

pastorals. 
 
Interpretation becomes important too 
 

● Marcion’s prologues 
● The Anti-Marcion prologues 

 
Valentinus 
 

● ca 135-160 
● He is also a heretic. 
● Valentinus challenged Marcion for chucking the OT and other scripture. 

 
 
Catholic response to Marcion 
 

● “Rule of Faith” and apostolic tradition were the guiding principles. 
● Muratorian fragment named for a theologian in 1740 named Muratori. 

○ It is a list he copied from from a text that dates from ca 190 to 300 ad. 
○ It contains 21 of our NT books plus the wisdom of solomon. 

 
Tertullian 
 

● He wrote ca 196-212. 
● He made popular if not coined the terms “new” and “old testament”, as well as 

Trinity. 
● He wrote against Marcion and Valentinus. 
● He does not make a list but mentions 4 Gospels, Acts, 13 Pauline letters, 1 

Peter, 1 John, Jude, Revelation and sometimes Hebrews 
 
Eusebius the historian 
 

● He lays out 3 categories 1) universally acknowledged, 2) disputed, 3) spurious 
● Some of the books that make the news today like the gospels of Peter, Thomas and 

Matthias have already been rejected by name 1700 years ago. 
● In 330 Constantine charged Eusebius to make 50 copies of the bible for the churches of 

Constantinople to use. 
 



 
 
In 367 Athanasius, bishop of Alexandria, listed the 27 books as we have them in a statement to 
the Church about the canon and its limits. 
 
The Church Councils of Hippo (393) and Carthage (397) were the first councils to directly 
address the canon and its limits. 

 
The Reformation 
 

● In 1522 Luther writes a German translation. 
○ It has all the books we have. 
○ He numbers 23 books  
○ He does not number Hebrews, James, Jude, and Revelation (since for 

him he could not find clear promotion of Christ in them.) 
 
Worldview: 

● Scripture is given to us by God. 
● The Rule of Faith was confirmed as being what Jesus gave his apostles from the start. 
● The Rule of Faith determined what is in the canon. 
● The Old and New Testaments work together. 
● If we want to know what Jesus says and how the early Church understood Jesus we 

must read both the New Testament and the Old Testament. 
● People have tried to make Scripture say what fits them best as long as it has been 

around. 
● Knowing something is off solidifies our assurance in the canon and historical faith. 

 
Practice: 

● Trust what you have been given. 
● Do your best to understand the Old and New Testaments in the context in which they 

were originally given and then apply it to yourself. 
● If an interpretation is new or updated, question it before accepting it. 

 
This recap assumes some of the Foundation and Worldview we covered in looking at the Old 
Testament. So if you need a refresher take a look at that recap as well. 
We start with a Foundation in Scripture, beginning with 2 Peter 3:14-18. What we see in this 
section is that the letters of Paul are equated with scripture. It’s not that Paul set out to write 
scripture, it’s that the very early church understood the importance of Paul’s letters written to 
churches and individuals. What he wrote agreed with what the Apostles learned from Jesus and 
taught as they spread the Word.  
 
Next is 2 Timothy 3:10-17 which very clearly states that scripture is from God and useful for us. 



 
With that foundation we take a whirlwind look at how the books and content of the New 
Testament were handed down to us as such. To start, the writings of the New Testament didn’t 
carry authority in the early church because of their mere existence. They carried authority 
because of what they said, or better yet, what they echoed. 
 
Jesus did not physically write any of the Bible. He taught orally. The early church passed on 
what Jesus said by word of mouth. The written word was confirmed by the oral tradition. If 
something written didn’t conform to what Jesus said by the consensus of witnesses, and those 
who heard the witnesses, it was rejected. The oral teachings trumped the written word. Except 
for the oddball of the New Testament, the book of Revelation. The book of Revelation deals and 
dealt with prophecy and future events. It was received as authoritative more on the authorship 
by John. As such it, took longer to be accepted by some circles because it does deal with 
prophecy, and until it happens, who knows what it means? 
 
Early Church fathers like Clement from around year 96 and Ignatius from around year 110 
would refer to the authority of scripture and of the words of Jesus in the same breath in their 
writings. In the same era there were Church fathers like Polycarp, as well as heretics like 
Basilides, that equated the apostles’ teachings and sayings with scripture. In both of these 
cases Scripture would be the Old Testament writings. So to equate the words of Jesus and his 
apostles’ with scripture was to give them the same authority that the Old Testament possessed. 
 
We have very early examples of how the books of the bible had been used by the early church. 
There is a text called the Didache that is from around 90-110 AD. It is superscribed “The Lord’s 
teaching to the Gentiles through the Twelve Apostles” and the Gospel referenced in it is clearly 
Matthew because of the Lord’s Prayer and baptismal formula reflect Matthew’s wording. 
 
There were four points of view of the “Gospel”, that is, the life and work of Jesus, from the start. 
To illustrate this we look at Tatian who was a student of Justin. After about 165 AD Tatian 
introduced the Diatessaron which means a harmony of four. It is an attempt at a chronological 
Gospel using the accounts of Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John. 
 
The earliest surviving  codex, or book collection, with parts of all 4 gospels is from the early 
200’s AD. The gospel of John took the longest to be accepted by the whole Church because 
gnostic heretics such as Basilides tried to take ownership of it. It was eventually shown that 
within the Gospel of John itself gnosticism is refuted, at which point it was accepted by the 
Church without caveat. 
 
The letters of Paul make up a large portion of our New Testament. Paul’s letters were 
apparently always circulated grouped together, the group is referred to as the Pauline corpus. 
That means means body of Paul’s work. The earliest copy of the Pauline corpus is from about 
200 AD. The earliest bodies didn’t include the pastoral epistles, which are 1 and 2 Timothy and 
Titus. 



 
Around 100 AD Marcion is born. He was raised Christian but he developed gnostic tendencies 
in his theology. So he assembled what he called the Christian scriptures. His collection reflected 
his specific theology. He had no Old Testament books, only one Gospel account, and then what 
he called the Apostle. The Gospel was a heavily edited version of Luke and Apostle was an 
edited Pauline corpus without the pastorals. 
 
The reaction to Marcion’s “bible” was negative from both the Church and heretic alike. Other 
gnostic heretics like Valentinus challenged Marcion for chucking the Old Testament and other 
scripture. While Tertullian, a staunch defender of the Christian Church who coined or at least 
made popular the terms Old and New Testament as well as Trinity, railed against Marcion for 
the same thing. It seems the majority of people who were in the know about Christianity had a 
problem with Marcion not because he created a “bible” it was because he rejected and left out 
what was already accepted as Scripture. And, indeed, Marcion had to do so in order to defend 
his heretical theology because had he used the whole of accepted scripture his theology 
wouldn’t have had a leg on which to stand. 
 
The Church refuted heretics like Marcion and Valentinus by appealing to the Rule of Faith, 
which was the oral tradition handed down, preached, and taught by the Apostles and the 
churches which found their beginning directly from the work of the Apostles. The Rule of Faith 
was also the measurement for what was scripture and what was not. 
 
Tertullian never gives us a list of the books that were established by his time around 200 ad, but 
he does mention the following books in his writings:  
The 4 Gospels, Acts, 13 Pauline letters, 1 Peter, 1 John, Jude, Revelation and Hebrews.  
We don’t get much as far as full lists go until the early 300’s, when Eusebius, a historian, list out 
3 categories of books 1) universally acknowledged, 2) disputed, 3) spurious. The universally 
accepted books are most of the New Testament as we have it today. The disputed books, like 2 
John, were accepted and used in many places but hadn’t found their way everywhere yet. The 
spurious books were books like the Teachings of the Twelve Apostles, and for Eusebius that 
meant they weren’t part of the canon.Then he list books of heterodoxy like the gospels of Peter, 
Thomas and Matthias were outright rejected by the church. It’s interesting that the same books 
make the news today as new discoveries when the Church already rejected them by name 1700 
years ago. 
 
In the year 330, Constantine the first Christian emperor, charged Eusebius to make 50 copies of 
the Bible for the churches of Constantinople to use.  
 
In 367 Athanasius, bishop of Alexandria, listed the 27 books as we have them in a statement to 
the Church about the canon of Scripture and its limits. Then the Church Councils of Hippo in 
393 and Carthage in 397 were the first Church councils to directly address the canon and its 
limits. From there the New Testament became fundamentally closed. Any writing that was used 
in regional churches or claimed itself to be authoritative had been compared against the Rule of 



Faith, discussed, and vetted by the whole Church.  
 
As I said, it’s a whirlwind look at the history of how we received the New Testament we have 
today. There are long scholarly books written on the subject if you want to seek out more detail. 
But what we have here is a lot of the highlights and it gives us some great Worldview points. 
 
First, Scripture is given to us by God. Second, The Rule of Faith was confirmed as being what 
Jesus gave his apostles from the start. Third, The Rule of Faith determined what is in the canon, 
in other words what counted as Scripture. Fourth, the Old and New Testaments work together 
Fifth, if we want to know what Jesus says and how the early Church understood Jesus we must 
read both the New Testament and the Old Testament. Which leads into the sixth, people have 
tried to make Scripture say what fits them best as long as it has been around and it isn’t going to 
end until Jesus comes back. Last, and this a good one, knowing something is off in someone's 
preaching, teaching, or interpretation of scripture solidifies our assurance in the canon of the 
Bible and historical faith. 
 
Those Worldview points lead us to a few solid Practical outcomes: 
First, trust what you have been given in the Word. The history surrounding the formation of the 
Bible backs up it legitimacy. Second, do your best to understand the Old and New Testaments 
in the context in which they were originally given and then apply it to yourself. Don’t go the other 
way around. Third, if an interpretation of scripture is new or updated, question it and hold it 
against the history of the Church before accepting it. 
 


