
Formation of the N.T. 

Martyrs, Kings, and Fathers 



 The O.T. already accepted as Scripture and 
was read in church services (especially the 
Psalms and Messianic passages in worship).   
 

 There was some debate about how high to 
view the books known as the “apocryphal” or 
“Deuterocanonical” books (Augustine says 
yes, Jerome says no).  
 

 Most still used the Septuagint (LXX) or 
translations of the LXX (Jerome’s Latin 
Vulgate was from the Hebrew, which was not 
the norm).    
 
 



 The persistence of gnosticism and heretical 
groups claiming to have scriptural authority.   

 

 Persecutions often included the confiscation 
or burning of the Scriptures.   

 

 The growth of the church required good 
order for a common faith.   



 20 of the 27 books accepted rather easily. 
4 Gospels + Acts (a sort of mini-canon) 
1 Peter 
1 John 
13 Pauline Epistles 

 

 7 Books had a more difficult time 
Hebrews 
James 
II and III John 
II Peter 
Jude  
Revelation (often called John’s Apocalypse) 



1.  Inspiration: A book must be inspired by the 
Holy Spirit.  While other areas can reflect 
inspiration (all truth is God’s truth), a book 
could NEVER be included without Inspiration.  

 
2.  Orthodoxy: For a book to be accepted, it 

had to conform with orthodox doctrine, and 
with already existing scriptures (The O.T., 
and the Gospels). “By a fruitful synergy, 
scripture helped to mold the tradition of 
faith, and the tradition of faith helped to 
shape the canon of scripture.” – Harry                  
Gamble, The New Testament Canon  

 



3.  Apostolic Authority:   Probably the most 
important test for a book to be included. 
Most of the books that had more difficulty 
being accepted were due to this test. A work 
had to be authored by an apostle or a direct 
follower of an apostle. Common sense here, 
as those most qualified to write would be 
family (James and Jude, de facto apostles), 
immediate followers (apostles), and the 
apostles’ associates/followers (Mark and 
Luke).  

 

 



   4. Catholicity: A book had to be used by the 
universal church in order for it to qualify! The 
same books were being used from Turkey to 
Rome, to Britain, to Spain, which contradicts 
the idea that some conspiracy took place to 
put certain books in. A better statement is 
that the church councils recognized or made 
official what was already acknowledged and 
practiced.  

 

 

 

 



 Jude: Quotes some Apocryphal works (Testament 
of Moses, I Enoch), but accepted early on by 
Tertullian and Clement of Alexandria.  
Questioned later on, but still kept, demonstrating 
the church’s care.  Relative of Jesus carries the 
day.     

 

 Hebrews: The main problem is that is 
anonymous, so apostolic authority hard to 
establish.  Luther put forward Apollos, while 
Origen would famously say “only God knows…”  
However, it met every other criterion, and was 
associated with the “Pauline school” very early.  



 II and II John, Revelation: Are they really by the 
Apostle John, and in the case of the last one, 
enormously difficult to understand and interpret 
(still is)!  Established fairly early, and not 
questioned much from the 4th century on. 

 

 James: Luther’s famous “epistle of straw.”  Since 
he was the first pastor/bishop of Jerusalem, and 
a relative of Christ in some way (either a cousin 
or half-brother), it was given apostolic authority 
and eventually accepted.  Its emphasis on works 
makes it difficult for some, but the church has 
always found acceptable ways to harmonize it 
with Paul.    



 II Peter: The most questioned book in the entire 
New Testament, especially in modern times 
because: 
The Style is different than I Peter 
It was circulated and accepted later 
It seems to be very similar to Jude 

 

 These objections are very subjective (as if one 
can’t write in two different styles?), and the 
church carefully vetted this work to make sure it 
had authority (eventually deciding it did).  One 
easy explanation is that I Peter is from earlier in 
Peter’s life, and II Peter is like a “last will and 
testament,” with some secretarial help.   



 Saints Polycarp, Clement of Rome, Ignatius of 
Antioch, all of whom taught directly by the 
apostles.   

 Together quote from all 4 gospels, Acts, 10 
of the 13 Pauline Epistles, I Peter, I John, 
James, Revelation, and Hebrews. 

 Save for 2nd Corinthians, the books not 
quoted are so short, it would be pretty 
amazing if all 27 were included.   

 In other words, skeptics have no case here.   



 St. Justin Martyr (c.150’s) quotes the Four 
Gospels, and possibly Acts and Revelation, 
and uses them interchangeably with the O.T.   

 St. Irenaeus (c.130’s-200’s), quotes all but 
Philemon, II Peter, III John, and Jude…all very 
short books.   

 Tertullian (c.160’s-220’s) quotes or alludes 
to every book but II Peter, James, II John and 
III John.   



 Clement of Alexandria (c.150’s-210’s): All 
except Philemon, James, II Peter, II John, and 
III John. Again, only the short ones left out 
(save for James).   

 Origen (not orthodox in many ways), uses the 
term “New Testament” and lists the gospels, 
acts, Paul’s epistles, I Peter, I John, 
Revelation, and Jude as “divine Scriptures” 
and mentions the other books as possible.   

 St. Cyprian of Carthage (c. 250’s): All but 
Hebrews, II John, III John, Jude, James and II 
Peter.  Again, because all (except Hebrews) 
are tiny books?  



 The Muratorian fragment: dated anywhere 
from the 190’s to the 300’s, only clearly lacks 
James and Hebrews, (II Peter included!).  

 Eusebius of Caesarea (c.260s-330’s): The 
famous early historian lists 22 of 27 as 
Scripture, and the other 5 are considered 
possible.   

 St. Athanasius (c.290’s-370’s): In 367 in an 
Easter sermon, Athanasius gives us all 27 as 
received Scripture 

 This is ratified at the councils of Hippo (393) 
and Carthage (397).   



 I Clement 

 Apocalypse of Peter 

 Shepherd of Hermas 

 Epistle of Barnabas 

 Epistle to the Laodecians 

 II Clement (most likely not by Clement)   

 Preaching of Peter 





 Called “The Great Persecution” (303-c.309)  

 Most systematic and bloody of all the Roman 
persecutions of the church. 

 Christians stripped of all legal rights, 
allowing them to be tortured judicially.  

 One local ruler (the Caesar Galerius), wanted 
the official policy to be all Christians to be 
burnt alive. 

 Christians now about 10 percent or more of 
the Roman population (around 6-10 million).    

 

 



 The confiscation and burning of the Holy 
Scriptures becomes official policy.   

 Those who turned in the books are called 
“traditores” (Traitors).   

 The suspicions surrounding a later church 
leader in Africa on this issue led to a large 
schism know as the “Donatist” schism.  

 Military members demoted and deprived of 
retirement, with no recourse.   

 Eastern Army effectively purged of any 
Christian element.    



 Thousands upon Thousands are killed, and 
many more are tortured, maimed, exiled, 
impoverished, families separated, etc…  

 Former slaves that became Christian were re-
enslaved.   

 Second Edict (summer of 303) all bishops, 
pastors, priests, deacons, 
etc…imprisoned…so many that actual 
criminals released.   

 Groups gathered together told to sacrifice in 
public, if they refuse, all executed.   
 
 



 Enormous amount of martyrdoms date from this 
period, many seem historically accurate, others 
embellished during the medieval era.  

 Includes St. George, St. Sebastian, 20,000 (probably a 
symbolic number) of Nicomedia, St. Chrysogonus, 
and many others… 

 The local populace seems to have been disgusted 
with some of the excess, and no longer was virulently 
anti-Christian.   

 Diocletian retires, and some of his successors try to 
keep going (especially in North Africa), but eventually 
a civil war breaks out. 

 A young general named Constantine starts to rise…  

 








