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~ Pro 1cm. This thcs Is seeku t > i J nt 1 fv the 

errorl~ts Paul noted rn I Corlnthtans 15 and fn 11 Timothy 

2 \lllO ► cl' to a "s 'rttuol" or 11rc:s11:?.ed" resurrection. 

The heated controversy t1~ Churc r· tiers hod ··it the 

Gnostfcs on the que,tton of the resurrection ln the 3econd 

century directs attention t~ trcl 1ent Gnosticism as a 

ossfble source for this error. Newly publlshcd Gnostic 

documents which deal with th ·lr dcv, of th~ re9urrection 

m lte this et,•c 11 appr .. rl"lta al thls tlme. Dtd the crrorrsto 

npirltu lf "P. the resurrection because of Gnontfc pre~uppo!il• 

t!on!l? In other words• were th "rr-:,rists Paul wrote of 

fn th Pas•or 1 and Corfnt~! n c rrc~pondencc early Gn sties? 

Thls thcsJ~ seek. to ldc,t~ry thorn as ouch. 

• rthod ~ frnced•ire. A survey c,f conte~porary 

·,ellers fn lhe r s1rrcctJon as held ln New Testament days 

ls given which reveals that In Judais nnd J.lthr ls are 

found ..,•· li c.:fs t n the rcsu rrcctl on of the dend s fr I 1 r to 

th J'ew Tentmncnt doctrine. The Gnostlcs s ,oi·e of a rerur­

rect.Jon, but they ennt a resurrect{on Jn a s lrltu· 1 sense. 

A considcrot!on of the New Teat n nt 1oetri-e of the 

re&urrection showg that this ~as o cardinal d~~tr·ne. An 

ear er expectancy concerr'no t, Lord•• r~•urn led o c into 

error, ns .t -h ssalonJca. lmprop r er.iphosls o!,1Pn to the 

r t'l ·zed aspects o" futura life w1lch Chrlstlans now hove 

coilt ~ova eaally led to ·n error such as that noted fn 

Corinth and ~t lphesus nnd Crete. 
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M1en one cons·ct~ s the ~~stor~l an~ Corinthian Eristles 

tre "rrors PQ.11 freed s~1ow c0:ron elencnts. Gr.ostic aocuments 

such os the : ,~st le 12. 1 ,cgJnus and the Gos. ,el 2f. ""U 112 pre ... 

serve a vitw s: d!ar to th~t C'> b tted in ttese epfstles. The 

l 1edlate reason "or the error ls senn to he an "over-re .. l!zed 

eschatolog}tt trat ca• c to Jorce because of underlyinp ore­

suppositi0ns fron dn early GnJrtic!sm. 

Foll..,, 1,ing the conclusivn rel sum:-nary or t1"' thesis 

a bL.>lio 1r· ")hy of ht.d"J ... -ul 1aterlal 1s given. Two ap?en< ices 

are oltacl--ec deali:1g with Gno tic .. o 1rces anc.! tenets. 

Conclusions. The errors noted in l Corintt ian 15 

and II ~1~othy 2 which soiritualizcd the resurrection ca~e 

fro~ an "over-realized esch~tology.tt The ~eretics held to 

G~ stic nrcsupr-o:,lt•ons whi_cl despised the body and this 

c~used them to reject a boiily res ,rrection. ihe source of 

the error at Cortnt I an~ in Ephcsu5 ona Crete wa& t'1e same. 

Ea.rl 7 Gnostic doc:unents and !listodcnl evid~nct. cortined 

v,it'1 •vld€.nc< fro"TI th~ New Tt>st r-:cnt show the heretics may 

well have been early C'rnoc;tics. 
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C lAPTEJ I 

I Ni ROCUCT .l ,N 

Purpose .2f. ~ Study. The ouroose of t1is thesis is 

to invest I gate two New Testen cnt passages whl ch record ab­

errat Ions concerning the ChrJs~ian doctrln of t~e resurr c­

t f on of the dead in order to deter ine the pos:s 1 ble so ,rces 

from witch t~ese devialtons s~rang. The first passaqe is 

I Corinthians 15: 12 where "some" denied t1e resurrection 

of the dead. The second passage ls II -1Mot1y 2: 17, 18, 

where two false teachers na ned Hymenoeus and Phi letus are 

named as members of a party ~,ic1 sat~, "The resurrection 

ts past already." 

s~c, teac i,t<J is reminiscent of the second century 

Gnostic "spfrltunl res ,rrectJon" refuted by the C"lurch 

Father,. 1ncirlent Gnostlcls~ st llnr to that faced at 

Colossae 1 will receive special atte~tion as a possible source 

for tlese deviations In doctrine. Recently publls ed ori~inal 

Gnostic works whic,1 deal wit'l the resurrection now make s11c'1 

a study possible. 

1.§,.~., Col. l: 26-27; 2: 2, esoteric teac1tnq: 1: lJ-20; 
2: 15, denial of Christ 1s place in t~e creative process; 1: 16; 
2: i:_;,o, angels wors 1ipped; 2: 11, 12; 3: 1-3, 10, asceticism 
and lfturC1ic· l practlcPs. £!.• Cieorae Johnston, ttcolos fans," 
The Inter~reter's Dictionary of the 1lble (New York: Abin~don 
Tress, 19 2,) 1. oso: - -



Limitation ~ .!:.h!_ Study. This thesis does not try to 

dea 1 wit 1 t i'\e many eschato 1091 cal problei1s as found 1 n the 

New Tcstancnt, ~ut only seeks to examine the passaoes in 

question so os to det erml ne, as far s poss 1 ble, the under­

ly in~ reason for spfritbulizinq or de1yinq the resurrection. 

2 

Defini ttons: Gnosticis~ and Gnosls. 
------------- - --- In dea li ,q with 

Gnostic r&terlal, t~e warnlng of Abra a~ J. , lherbe has been 

heeded. "A clain to be able to define Crnosticism nnd to give 

an account of its oriqin oulr be highly pres•J'llptious at this 

stage of sc1olarly investlg,tlon."i Thus a "working" ceflnltlon 

of Gnosticism must he sought. Two ele,ents at least musl be 

pre5ert for a s.1stcr- to o considered Gnostic; ( 1) Du11llsm of 

a cos ~oloqicol (matter-spirit) t~pe, and (2) 

available only to certafn 1~1tfeles.3 

s pee! l l{now ledge 

2 A.bral-ta'il J. l alher"':>e, "Onosis arc. I ri itive Christianity: 
A Survey (I)," Restoration Quarterly, lII (1959), 99. 

3•~. s. LaSor, Arnaz l ng Dead Sea Scro 1 ls and t 1-te Chrt st l an 
Faith (Chi ce.<10: 'oody J.-ress, 195°6J,p. 141. OOe-;;-also wt o 
attempt to define Gnosticism stress theses ":le two ele,ents 
as all conclusive. R •• Grant sa,s, "T'ler is one elenent 
w'11ch binds all the various sy l .... s to 1et1er. This is t~e 
doctrine, to a considerable extent shared bi Jewish apoca­
lyptic writers of the per{od, th11t the world is bad; it ts 
under the control of evtl or Ignorance, or nothingness. lt 
cannot be redee~ed •••• It 1s saved when by ~ivlne qrace, 
it comes to know itself, its orfc,in and its destiny." Gnosticism 
(t..e-w York! -iaroer aud Brothers, 1961), p. l'i. lfa91s Jonas would 
e~phasize "• • ~ tie feeling of an absolute rift between ~an and 
that in which he finds hirrself lodged the orld" and the 
c iaracter of roe w"lo 1 s "uni.tnown" or Awt o lly other" ant' of man's 
spirit \ll"lic• is akin to t ls Goe. and is "totally transcendent." 
ttonostic!sm and . odern ihi Us..,," Social Researches, UX ( 19.52), 
L31, as quoted 1 n JnterpretaV or, XVI {Octc>ber, 1962), 3.111. See 
also Appe1dlx B above. 
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Cnoois 1~ t~nt srccial knowledge which t,~ Gnostic 

clnirrs f'or '11 s,lf. Ui)On recertion "qnosis" brings enllot-t­

en,ent which ls at once reder~tlon and revelation.L 

~-~et"locio loqv 

The follO\l.inq paqes cont~in a presePtation of the 

conter pornry views of the resurrection in New Testament days 

as well as the New Testo~ent doctrine of t~e resurrection. 

The heresy in t~e Pastoral Epistles and the Corinthian 

Eplstles are investt~~ted in depth, and a conclusion a~ to 

the idertity of tPc heretics and the source of their 

error 1s presented. Two appendices are attacned concerninq 

G~osttc sources and te ets v."lich wi 11 !:>e helpful in under­

standing Gnosticism in a larqer sense t~an touched on in t,e 

text of t' ts thesis. 

11 • le Sct-oedel, "The Rediscovery of Gnosis," Inter­
pretation, Y:Vl ('"'ctober, 1962), Jj8. 



CHAPTl::fl 11 

COOTEMPORARY VI :::11,S 11-' THI:. R'l:'SURRECTI ON 

lN NEW Tl~TA ·~• T uAYS 

QM.. , stament Doctrfne 

~pecial emphasi~ wos not riven the.resurrection in 

t HI Clo -reotameut. The dead we.1t to the to 1b anc., there were 

thoucht of as also abJ~lng in Sheol. This pl ce for the 

dead was in the depth of the earth and wa the cownon abode 

01 all men.J Sheol wa of course more tha~ Just th~ grave; 

it ts pJctured as a place with an insatia~le upputite. In 

rovcrhs 2'/: 20, tl'\e author said: "She..ll and Abaddon are 

never satisfi,d; • • • The wicked have a place apart in 

Sneol, located tn t ,e lowest 1>art of' t "- earth anc tt us 

calleo lowest 5he->l 11 (Deut. 32:22; Ps. 63: 9; 8l: 1)). that 

took on t~e characteristic of 111ell" in later concevts.2 

When Sheol ts use inn local sense referrlno to the righteous 

dead, it always meant t'H. grave nnd had no reference to a 

punlshment.3 

1George Foot '.oore, Jud ism (Cambridge: Harvard 
University Press, 1950). 11, 269. 

2J. Barton rayne • .'.!.!!.!. Theology £[_ !J!.!. Older Testa-
1nent (Grand R:lplds: Zonderva, Publ I shin<- J~ouse, 19&~), 
p.7il1 7. 

3 tbld -· 
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The Hebrews went furt•1er ln t,etr t'li 1kinC" than a 

"Hadean" concept of after-life though. Sever~l Old Testament 

passaqes wltnout dispute are concerned ~!th a personal resur­

rection. For example: 

Thy dead shall live; 1y dead bodies s"lall arise. 
Awake and sinq, ye that ~well in the dust; ~or thy dew 
is os the dew of herbs, anc earth shall cast forth the 
dead .t. 

Again: 

And many of tnem that sleep in the dust of t 1e earth 
s1all awake, soine to everhast.ing life, and sorre to s1ame 
and everlasting contempt.5 

Other references or~ not so clear with reference to after-life. 

Taken by t~emselves, cert1in passages have led some tot ll~ve 

that so11e Old Test,ment writers dld not believe in a Ufe 

after death at a11.6 Taken alone, the apnosticlsrn expressed 

In Ecclesiastes 3: 21 might be so considered. 

Who knoweth the spirit of man, whet~er it goet1 upward, 
and the spirit of the beast, wl ether it ~oet~ downward 
to the earth? 

Tne aut1or•s whole concept must b~ considered t~ough, for fn 

Chtloter 12: 7 he sal d: 

And t,1e dust rcturneth to the earth as it was, and 
the spirit returneth unto Cod who ~ave it. 

Perhaps he did not hold with a resurrection, b1t at least the 

so, l is given t1e quality of i 11ortal1ty. 

41sala~ 26: 19. -'Danie 1 12: 2. 

6 ,oore, 2E.• .£!.l•, 11, 292. 
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I\ very errly example of faltti in a pt!rsonal resurrec-

t l on 1 s to be f;,unJ in Abraham. When asce, ell ;19 tl,e mount where 

he was to offer Isac, he told the servant wto had accompanied 

Abide here with the ass, and land tie lad will go 
yonder; ond we wi 11 worsn i p, on come aoain to you.-, 

The Hebrow £pfstle lntrepreted Abraham's action as t1at of 

one who believed in a resurrection. It so!d: 

Oy fClith l\.braha"'l, belng tried, offered up lsaac: 
••• ccoun• lnq

6
thnt C.,od ls a'rl to rPise u·J, even from 

t 1e dead; • • • 

0th r exen1,les mlqht be discussed, such as the faith 

t1at some ex>ress !n a restoration, or resurrection, of t·~e 

IsraelJt nation. T ese concepts are interesting in t1em­

selves but not expressly relevant to this the is. W~at is 

clear, and of i 1port~nce, is tn3t c(tizens of God 1s nation 

in 01d Te9tament ti~e believed in a physical resurrection. 

They knew thot t1elr bodies would not be left in Sheol 

( Psat11s 16: 10). 

I!!!. Teaching !!l. Jewish ~pocryphal ~ Apocalyptic Literature 

In Jewtsh thought of more or less heterodox nature 

t,ere are several concepts concerning the resurrection. An 

early source would be the ~ 2[ E;noch. r.,och contains 

7Genesis 22: 5. 
8 {ebrews 11: 17-19. 



several writings by different authors which span alr ost a 

cent ·ry, anrt "revivification of t~e ri~~t~ous dead" is men• 

7 

t I oned f n s eve ra 1 ob.ces i "l t 'H' ork showing the currency of 

ttet tdea. 9 The t,'rd section, w~ic~ is dated between 131-

95 n. c., speaks o~ t,e Judg~ent of the righteous 1~j the 

wi eked: 

After t~e final Judgnent t~e ri~~teous will be raised 
as spirits and enter fnto the portals of the new 1eaven 
where tt.ey -wi 11 become companions of the heavenly hos ts 
and s1ine ~s t~e stars forever,ore. The wicked, on the 
ot~er ~a~~, are do1med to eternal punishm~nt in the ~heal 
of fire and darkness.IO 

.,, Here then Is a "si:>irltual resurrection." 

ln t~e apocryphal book II ~accabees, composed so eti~e 

letwe~n lCO • c. and 44 A. o., 11 two passa~es speak of faith 

ln a res1rrection. In cnapter 7, thr~e of the sons being 

martyred sp~~k their f~ith concerni~~ t~e resurrection. As t,e 

second son dled he ad~ressed the kin~ saylnn: 

Thou c1rsed miscreant l Thou dost dis atch us from 
tt\ls 1J fe, but t11e King of the world stall raise us up, 
w~o have died for ~is laws, and revive us to life ever­
last ing.12 

The third 1art.yr died sayino of riis body: 

T~ese I had fro, heaven; for His name's sake I co1ut 
thew nauqht; from ilm 1 hope to qet the~ back aqaln. J 

9.llu.£!_., II. 306, 307. 

lO,. T • .Andrews, An Introduction l2_ lli Apocryphal 
nooks of the Old and NewTesta~ent (Gr~nd Raoids: aker nook 
Youse, 19lJi°T, p. ~ -

11~., p. 23. 1211 "acca'>ees 7: 9, 10. 

13u accabees 7: 11, 12. 



At his death , t I e f ou rt h s on s n id : 

Tis rreet for ttos~ wno perish at en's hands to cherish 
hope divine that they shall be raised up by God aqain; but 
thot--thou s~alt h~ve no resurr,ction to life.14 

c,<ptcr 12 of II Maccabees spe~ks of Judas 'accateus, who w~en 

he f'ltlnd th~t a nurbcr of his dead soldiers ~addled from 

weorlng anulets of t~e "idol of Ja~nia" into battle, collected 

two t,ousan~ drachma of sf lver to ~aKe a sin offering on t~efr 

behalf. The autl-tor said: 

1~ t..,ls ~e acted quite riqhtly and properly, bearing 
In ml ncl the resurrect l on--for 1 f 1e had not expected the 
fallen to rise aaaln, it would ,ave been superftious a~d 
silly to rray for the dead-- •••• 15 

Trori these passage!» it is clear that the Judais I of this 

period b~li~ved in a p,ys1cal resurrection of the riohtcous, 

where t1ey would return to receive t"\e same physical faculties, 

but the wic 1 cd woul~ lgVe no suc1 resurrection to life. 

!b.£. Testarent £!. ill_ Twelve Patriarchs is: 

~ pseudepigraphic work whic~ probably reached its 
present form in the second or third century A •• , t~ough 
it includes ~aterlal w~Jcn seems to have been put into 
writino as early as t~e beqinninr of the second century 
, C 15 • • 

This work goes further t~an Il accabees in its teaching. In 

it " , . . ~ the resurrection is extended to the dead of remote 

141 I raccabees 7: 14. 1.5 II ,accabees 12: 43, 44. 

16,,. <;mtth, "The ... estaments or the 
The Interpreter's Dictjonary of the 3ible 
ress, c. 196?), IV. 57b. - -

Twelve ratrlarcns 0 , 
(New York! Abingdon 
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qenerations back to the beginnings of the people."17 Another 

document affirming the resurrection of t~e body is the~­

alypse .2f. 0aruch (c. A. D. 50-100).18 The passaae in part 

is: 

49:2. In what shape will tnose live who live in T~y day? 
Or how will tne s lendor of those 
hho (are} after t,e ti e continue? 

J. ' l 11 they t, en resume this form of the present, 
And put on these entra""l.•eltng members ••• 7 

The answer given ls: 

50:2. For the earth shall then restore the dead, 
• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
It shall make no change in their form.19 

A bodily resurrection 1s by no ~eans t~e only view 

held by the writers of apocryphal and apocalyptic literature. 

A different view is found in the~ 2f. ·isdom which is 

dated variously from U15 13. c. to A. o. 40. Oesterly 1 s 

com11ent is: 

The 

Turnlnq to the nook of •1 isdom we note that tl-i~re is 
no resurrection of the body taught here; this follows 
naturally from t~e writer's doctrine of the inherent evil 
of matter. T~e only inmortality ls that of t~e soul, and 
this ls gained through "kins~lp into wlsdo~": ••• so 
t,at JJM\ortallty be~lns on this earth.2O 

17 'oore, 2.12.• £1..t., 11, 307. 

lBAndrews, £.E.• ill•, o. 59. 

19d. i. Charles, The Apocal~pse 
• ,acmi 1 lan Comf'any, 19ffi") , p. 6 ff. 

2£ raruch (London: 

2Ow. o. E. Oesterley, The Books 2f. 1..h! Aeocrypha 
{London: 1obert !>cott, 1914)-;--J). 298. 
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s. w. ~aron finds this the "focal point" of the difference 

between the Judaism of alest 1 ne and that of Eqypt; that !s, 

escnatology. Of t1ese writings he said: 

o natter who tt-e authors are, none of t"'lem, not elfen 
such pious preachers as the aut"lors of Wisden and the 
Fourt'"I Book of r•accabees, profess t e belief in the 
bod! ly resurrect! on.21 

JeSJs ben Sira in Eccleslasticus reje.cted t"le bodily resurrec­

tion and took the view w'"lich came to be held by the Sadducees 

of the • ew Testanent.22 As noted in Charles: 

The only sense in which accordino to ~en-Sira, a ilan 
can te s:iic to "11 ve" after death was by rreans of his 
wisdom which he had acquired in his lifetime: 

ifs understanding ,any do orafse 
\nd never shall his na~e ~e blotted out! 

l{is memory si.all not cease, 
And ~is nane s~all live from generation to ()eneratlon. 

( xxxi x. 9)2 3 

Loth the~ 2.f. Jubilees w~lc~ was composed between 135 and 

115 P. c., 24 and t~e \ssumpt!on 2£ loses, which was written 

durinc tte Lord's earthly life, rejected a physical resurrec­

tion 1~ favor of a solritua1. 25 

2 1salo lttmayer Jaron, A Social and ~eliolous ristory 
of the Jews (? ew York: Columbia University ress, 19)7J, r, 201.-

22 Oesterley, 22.• £.!..!:..., P• 337. 
23R. f. Charles,.!.!:!.!. Apocrypha!!!£. 

Q!!!_ Testament, Vol. I (0xford: Clarendon 
Fseudepi ora fha 2f. tl'\e 
fress, 1913 , p. 30. 
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Jewish aDocryphal and apocalyptic literature then 

tauC"ht more than one view of the resurrect! on. A very 11 teral, 

physical revivtfication was held by some, w~ile ot~ers be­

lieved in a spiritual resurrection of one sort or another. 

Greek~ Roman Vtews !?.f. •uture 11.f.!. 

There is little tn the teachinos of Greece and Rome 

wh t cl'\ det1 ls wt th a resurrection. Concepts of a future 1! fe 

are found, and these are briefly surveyed below. 

liomeric. In Homer•s poems death was not viewed as the 

end of man, for somet~lng survived. When Odysseus visited 

the realm of the dead, his □other i\nticleia told him: 

••• but this is only what happens to mortals when 
one of us dies. As soon as the spirit leav<"s t~e white 
bones, the sinews no longer hold fles1 and bones together-­
the blazing ffre consumes them

6
atl; but the soul flits 

away flutterin~ like a dream.2 

S~ould a body be unburied, as tnat of ?atroclus had been, it 

could not enter Hades, the unseen realm of the dead, thus ft 

was that Patroclus approached his friend Ac~illes in a dre m. 

Y~en Achilles awoke he cried: 

So there now! So there is still something in the house 
of Hades, a soul and a phantom but no real life in it all J 
For all nJq,t long the soul of unhappy Patroclus ~as been 
by my side, sorrowing and lanentinq and t lllno me what to 
do.· And ft was mt ghti ly 11 ke hi rise 1 f 127 

26w. 1. o. Rouse (trans.), tomer: The Odyssey ( r ew 
York: The ~ew Arrerican Library, 1963), p.~8. 

27w. H. D. Rouse (trans.), Homer: The Iliad (New 
York: Tt)e ew American Library, 19oli.), P• 2°7>7. 
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Although Odysseus could recoonize the dead, ~e found 

t~e□ greatly changed. When he met King Agamemnon ~e found 

him one w'1o had"• •• no strength or power left in iirn such 

as there used to be in that body full of llfe."28 

The Homeric rran would not find the Hadean existence 

so~et~in~ to long for. Achilles• words to Odysseus were: 

Don1 t bepraise deatt· to T1e Odysseus. I would rather 
be plowman to a yeo:nan farmer on a s~all holding tian 
lord Parnmount in the kinodom of t~e dead.29 

The Kadean world was the abode of the shades of ~en. 

~'an did not leave it, and they did not desire to descend to 

it. The gloomy concept did not die but was still ~eld by 

men when Virgil t1e Roman poet wrote the Aeneid. Aeneus also 

visited the Hadean world, whtcn is pictured as a "Joyless, 

sunless abodett where T1en exist in a "vague, vexed region. 1130 

If t~e state relirlons of Rome and Greece held to a 

future life, it would be along the lines of that which was 

tau q ht i n Home r an ct Vt r g i l • 

fys~eries. T~e rlomeric view of man's future left 'TtUCh 

to.desire, as did the worship of tie st~te rellqions. The 

mystery cults arose to fi 11 tnat void. Hope for the individ­

ual was ushered in wlt~ these salvatfonlst sects. Of the 

28Rouse , 
2 9 lbid -·· 
30 C • '1, y 

City, t'ew York: 

Odyssey, '>• 132. 

p. 134. 

Lewis (trans.), The Aeneid of Vi rgi 1 {Garden 
Doubleday and Co'iinany, 1953) • p. 14-5. 



13 

cults G. F. ' 1oore wrote~ 

The nysteries ••• werP solely concerned with the 
salvation of the individual after death, each in its own 
particular wav, of which t~ey offered to their initiates 
the earnest and assurance.Jl 

There were many of these cults, but a cursory exa~tna­

tion of two will suffice for tl-\is s~rvey. The two to be con­

sidered are ancient Orpl-\ism and P'ithr.iisn, w'li ch was an 

opponent of Christianity in t~e f1 rst century. f\ock defines 

Orp'llsr:i by sayiflq: 

Ay Orphis~ we ,ean a theology and a way of llvinp 
whlch clni~ed t0 be based on a sacred literature passed 
under the narres of Orpheus and 'usaeus, s i nqers of the 
mythicl'll 1 oast. In tne fifth centt. ry ~. c. we her1r of 
the Orrnic !::.!..!.! (abstinence fro~ eating a~i, 1 flesh 3nd 
w~arinq woolen clothes, and contact with blrt~ and deat~, 
resoect for holy writinrs, cont~~pt for the body as the 
soul's tor:ib, and a C"ener"'l preoccuoatton with the ex'lecta­
t!on of a future life in whic~ t~e so 11 wi 11 en Joy hapoi.ness 
t,onks to dlsci~line nnd initiation on earth).32 

Orp~ism had a continu!nr influence, affectlnq other mystery 

sects and so~e Greek philosophers. The Greeks did not adopt 

Orphism as tteir reliqion, but from it adonted certain tenets; 

"• •• the idea of the soul as a unity, the same in life and 

after life, funda-,enta 1 ly different from t 1e body, and per'1aps 

lm:nortal, the hope of a hereafter ••• :"33 lm"""ortc11ity was 

thus a cor1mon belief, but not a resurrection. 

3 1G. r. 'oore, .2.E.• ill•, II, 320. 

32A. o. }ock, Conversion (Oxford: University Press, 
1963), P• 26. 

33.lli.£!.., pp. 31, 32. 
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'Hthr tsrn, on•· e other hand, did have a b.?lief in a 

resurrection to give to [ts followers. T1e orf1In of 'ithrats~ 

and date of t~at nrlgfn are hard to place.34 The re~,lns of 

r~tthr,ism tie it back to some de9ree to Parseeism.35 It 5eems 

the wors'lip of ~'fthra was quite pouular with the Ronan soldiers, 

who naturally felt a need for the assurance it could offer 1im 

as ~e lived out 1fs precarious profession. That ~ope? Interest­

Innly enough, a phys lea l resurrect! on. "To the devout J!t thraist 

death did not end all. in a blank wall of ionorance ~nd niaht. 

He was offered a sure ho? of resurrection."36 

!1:!!. P~ilosophers• Doctrine 21, Future~- The learned 

In t'le Graeco-Roman world also felt a need for somet'1ing beyond 

the worship of t,e stut~ reli~lons, and they found this In the 

speculation of the philosop~ers, Their speculation did not 

lead then to resrect the material world, nor to a view of 

resurrection for the body. 

Pythagoras, whose activities fell in t~e second ~alf 

of the sixth certury n. c.,37 established a foundation from 

34A. <i. Geden, Select Passaoes Illustrating •tttiraism 
(London! Society for Promoting Christian Knowledge, 1925), 
o. 5. 

35Fronz Cunont, Th!. t.~steri es of • 1 thra ( .. ew York: 
Dover Publications, Inc., 19 6), p. 14!. 

36Geden, 2.£.• £ll.•, P• J. 

37John Burnet, 11Pythagorus and 'Pythagoreanisn," 'iastino•s 
Encyclopaerlia £?.!. qellgion and ~thlcs ( ew York: Charles Scrlbner•s 
Sons, 19?2) , r. 521. 
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which many later philosophers drew. T~e society he for~ed 

lasted for some three centuries In Greece,38 and later phi• 

losophers, sue~ as Plato, seem to ~ave adopted his view of 

the soul. Pythaqoras taucht that the soul is of three partsr 

feeltnq, intuition, and reason • 

• • • Reason belonas to man alone and is imrrortal. 
After death the soul undergoes a period of purgation in 
Hades; then it returns to earth and enters a new body by 
a chain of transmigration that can be ended only by a 
co~plet~ly virtuous life.39 

The height of philosophic t~inking on the soul in 

Greek thought was reac,ed in "late, and"• •. all subsequent 

writers who deal with the future 11 fe followed in his foot­

steos. 1140 Plato taugl\t that "llan possessed both a rational 

ond an irrational soul, the for,er being that w,ich is im­

mortal, incorruptible and unaenerated.41 lt is doubtful t1at 

he held that each rren's soul individually was inrnortal, but 

more likely it was considered to receive its irrrnortality 

throuq~ its unity wlt~ the universal soul to which it was to 

return at death.42 The philosophical soul would return above, 

to dwe 11 in the heavenly abode wit l\ the "ange 1i c" hos t.43 

38w111 Durant, The Story of Civilization: 11, T~e Life 
2f.. Greece O ew York: s'Tinon and Schuster, 1939), p:-16r;:-"" -

391!>J.1., p. 165. 

41 Ibid• -
42ttarry A. \'Olfson, Philo (Cambridpe: Jarvard llniv­

ersity fress, 1962), p. 396. 

43 Ibid• -
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Althoug~ Plnto taught that all souls would return above, 

that did not mean at deat1 for everyone. The fact of a soul's 

involvenent with sin might cause It to be re-incarnated !n a 

lower beast, and t~en ~uch later it ~i~ht return above. Plato 

gave assurance that"• •• each soul returns to the place 

whence It came in ten thousand years," although It miq~t under­

qo a period of purqation first.44 

Nith the philosophy of life that Plato and the others 

who followed held, one could approach death -with tranquf llfty. 

To these men death was not an ene~y, but the friend w,o ca~e 

to liberate nan from the confinlnt prison of the body.45 

Resurrection of t,e natertal body was !~possible in such a 

system of t~ought, but inmortallty of the soul well exnressed 

t~elr hope. 

At Athens 1=>au 1 met certain "of the Epicurean and Stole 

nhilosop~ers,"46 who were a part of the group on the Areopaous 

which mocked hls message concerning a risen Christ.47 

Eolcureanlsm taught men how to live with mortality, but 

not that they ware !~mortal, or miqht ever be. De ftt has 

we 11 noted: 

Epicureanism presented two fronts to the world, the 
one repellent, the other attractive •••• lt was chiefly 

hlt1bfd., pp. li06, 407. 

45cr. Oscar CullMann, Immortality of the Soul or 
~esurrection of the Dead? (London: The Epworth rress-;-1958), 
p. lff. 

47 Acts 17: 32. 
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appealed. 2h:lo represents suet a part of Judais~. Just as 

the Sadducees rejected a "revivification of the deadtt, P~ilo 

found it unacceptable to his r,ilosophy.5 1 Phi lo held to a 

fait"l in immort~lity of the soul, and t ose refererces ln 

lit rature w· ich 'e conslc'ered sacred w1ic1 menti med the 

resurrection were understood by 1im as Jeing "• •• only a 

figurative way of referring to f nmorta.lity. 1152 

P11ilo agreed wit1 TJlato on many -points, but unlike 

Plato he saw L1c Ividua.l souls as itru:iortal entitles rd denied 

the existence of a universal sout.53 le was lellenlzed to 

the ryofnt ~here he did not accept t1~ resurrection of t1e body. 

Sects Existing in !Jew Testa-nent Lays 

Fharfsees ill_ Sadducees. Luke records that when Paul 

appeared before Ananias the priest, and t1e council, he cried: 

"Prethren, I am a Pharisee, a son of P,arisees: touchlnq the 

ho?e and resurrection of the dead 1 am called in questfon. 1154 

This cry dlvlded t~e council into two hostile groups, and the 

writer's expl"ination was: "For the Sadducees say that t'1ere 

ls no resurrection• neitner angel, nor spirit; but the Pharisees 

confess both. 1155 The doctrine of the resurrection was no moot 

point between t ese groups, for the Pharisees felt more akin 

510. F. oo!'e, 2!!.• ill•, II, 295. 

52 'olfson, 2-'e.• cit., p. ~04. 53.!12.!J!. • ., p. 396. 

54Acts 23: 1-6. 55Acts ?3: B. 
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to Pau 1 t "'Ian U e ~adducees at the hearing of these words. 

They snoke of hirr S':lyino: ""e find no evil in this rian: end 

w1at ff a sDirit ~nth spoken to ht~. or an an~e17"56 Josen~us 

alto left a record substantially the same as th1s ~ieture fro 

the New TC'st mmt concer1inr t"le Pharisees and Sadducees.57 

Hip olytus wrote of th~ S~dducees say(ng: 

!.h!:.!2£1 t~ey consider nott.ln<. »1..t -iert. vitolJty, and 
that It is on account of this trot man has been created. 
,lowever, (they maintain) that the notion of the resurrec• 
tion has been fully realized by t>te sinole circumstance,. 
that w.e

8
c1osc our days after he 1 ino left chi lt'ren u'lon 

earth.> 

The ·naJority of the people seemed to ,ave st-iared the 

hope of a resurrect l on with the Pharisees• The Pha rl sees 

defined t,e object of t~elr ,ope in a twofold form; life 

ereafter, and a reinn!n9 Wessiah.59 This "life ~ereafter" 

would begln on a greot duy when a resurrection wo .. ld ta'..-e 

place which would re-unite bodv and so 1 as before.60 lthough 

t~ls resurrection life was superior to the present life, yet 

it was bodily and ~undane in for •61 

56A.cts 23-: 9. 

5?Josephus, Antlguftles, XVIII. 1. 3, 4; ~, II. 8, 14. 

5ll~fprolytus, R~futattrn of lli .-terestes, IX. xxtv, 
(Vol. V of the ~-~lcene Fat,ers, editors Alexander qoberts 
and J~~es Donaldson. Grand Rartds: m, • Eerd~an utll1hing 
Company, 1951) , p. 137. 

59Robert Travers 
Aeacon fress, 1924), p. 

60.lli!!., p. 170. 

rlerford, The Pharisees (~oston: 
169. -

61G. ~. it 315 r oore, 2.£.• £.._., o. • 

H cr>f6D 
usffARY 

ABILENE CHRISTIAN COLLEGE 

ABILENE, TEXAS 
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The Sadducees naturally iid not hold with sue, teaching, 

reJect!ng a future life. It -iit')'ht be noted that net ther of 

t"lese sects of Judaism would say that "the resurrection ts 

oast," although a Sadducee would say, "there 1s no resurrec­

tion." 

Essenes. Althouqh not mentioned in the New Testanent, 

this retiring group of ascetics are known to have existed in 

those days, and their view of the resurrection aids in giving 

an overall picture of this coneeot in that day. Of the Essenes 

Hipoolytus wrote: "And they renounce matri~ony, but they take 

the boys of others, and~ have an offspring begotten for 

them. 1162 l'Jppolytus also noted t,at t"lese nen "• •• in no 

way wh~tsoever have t~ey confidence fn wonen.n6J hOt all 

Essenes rejected marriage, feellno that to do so was wrono in 

that tt cut off succession and that if everyone practiced 

continency t~e race mioht cease.64 

The Essenes dfd accept the resurrection of the body. 

,lptiolylus noted: 

ow the doctrine of t,e resurrection has also derived 
support among t,ese; for they acknowled~e bot t~at the 

62 ilppolytus, Refutation, IX, xill., Roberts, v. 

63 Ibid -· 
64Josephus, Jewish \Jars, II. i, 13 (Mattl'tew llack, 

The Scrolls and Christf3n Oriolns, 1 ew York: C~arles Scribner's 
Sons, l9b1), p7 179. 
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flesh will rise aaain, and triat it will t'e i-;- ortal, in 
the same nanner as the soul ts already i~oerisnahle.65 

The vumran sectlonaries are identified as Essenes by Kurt 

Schubert, and he noted that t~ey 1eld to a resurrection. 

T"le Cumran ~ssenes envtsaqed both reward an~ punishrent 
in extremely anthroooMornhic l~aces. They therefore believed 
in a continuance of physical existe~ce after death or a 
new bodily existence at t~e lost judgment. This conception 
presupposes at lea$t a rudimentary beltef in a resurrec­
tion of t"le dead. 00 

Rabin has pointed to three passaqes from t~e Thanksg!vino 

Scro 11 w"l i ch 

••• definitely spea1< of tne rising of trte dead: 
'and t~en t,e sword of God shall hasten ln the epoch of 
Judgement, and all the sons of Ills truth s,1all awake for 
[ 1 wickedness, nd a 11 s 0-1s of C'ui l t sha 11 be no 
more' (DST vi. 29-30); "and they tll,.t He in the dust shall 
r'lise n ,ast, an, t1eworm of the dead ones shall lift up 
('Jlural) a standard' (ibid, 3h); 'to r1ise fro11 the dust 
the wor'Tl6~r the dead ones for a counci 1 off J • {Ibid. 
xi • 12) • 

The comoon man of Judaism would endorse the view of 

t~e Pharisee or the ~ssene as to the resurrection. A hint 

as to the commonly hel~ conceot in Palestine ls ~hown in 

~art·1"11 s words to Jesus when she said of her brot'ler Lazarus: 

"I know t'lat he shall rise aq~in in the resurrection at the 

last day."6 8 rerhaos had slie been ar1 Alexandrian Jewess sne 

65Hlppolytus, Refutatio~, IX. xxit., Roberts, v. 136. 

66Kurt Schubert,~ Dead.§.!!_ Co~unity <London: Adam 
and Charles Alack, 1959), p.7'o'lf. 

67chaim Rabin, Oumran Studies (Oxford: University Press, 
1957}, r. 73. Brackets indicate lacunae. 

68John 11: 24. 
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m11ht l\nve said, "I know his spirit continues i ,mortal."69 

Sanar!t~ns. Te Samartt,ns were divided on tne matter 

of a resurrection of t~e dead as were t~e Jews. A sect called 

after one nositheus had some members which believed in a resur­

rectlon.70 Of the Sanarltans in neneral Origen, in conmenting 

on ••atthew 2?: 23f., said that they did not b"lieve in a 

resurrection at a11.71 

It is interesting to note the basts that the Sa~arltans 

had for offlcally accept!~g a resurrection. Their ~ope came 

from Genesis .3: 19. t•acdonald's explanation .ts• 

T,e warrant ts t~e Son£ritan readfnq of part of Gen. 
)! 19, where the ,'asoretic text is translated: 

"You are c 1st, rd to 11st you s"lal 1 
return.n 

T~e ~amArft~n rer.tateuch text readst 
"You are dust, and to xour dust you shnll return," 

a difference of one ~ebrew letter only.72 

Gnostic Vfews 2f. !J:!.!_ Resurrection 

Tertullian felt constreired to warn his readers against 

accepting l1e words of the Gnostics about the resurrection. 

He reports: 

69g. Wolfson, .2.£.• ill•, p. 396, on different views of 
after ll fe in Palestine and Alexandria. 

70John 'acdonald• The Theolooy of the Samaritans 
(London: SC Press Ltd.,-rq6~), p. 35-;- -

71]fil., P• 376, !!.• 1. 
72 

1~, PP. 37h, 375. 
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~~~, say they, to him w~o has not risen in the present 
body: for they fear that t~ey mirht alarm tielr hearers 
if they at once denied t~e resurrectlon. Secretly, how­
ever, ln thetr minds they t~ink this: Woe betide the 
sfmoleton who during hfs present life r~ils to discover 
the r,ysteries of ~~resy; since this, in their view, ls 
the resurrection. J 

The ~nosttc view that matter was evil as a creation of 

the Inferior Creator-God•s angels ~ade it !~possible for him 

to conceive of a physical resurrection. T~e "docetic" view 

of Christ ts one other indication of their problem, for they 

denied that Christ ~ad a body of qualiti~s such as would 

permit a resurrection as conceived by the Chr'st!ans. For _ 

excnple! Valenttnus tauqht thnt the flesh of Christ had 

qqalities peculiar to itsclf,74 and Basllides taurht that Hts 

flesh possessed no reality.75 In exa~inlng Gnostic views of 

resurrection, variations may be noted, but all rejected any 

view of a physical resurrection in favour of one that was 

spiritual in nature. 

~o~~y it ls clear t~at t~e Gnostic vi~w of the resur­

rection Js more complex t~an t1eir belief that t~e body of 

flesh ls a structure of evil matter, and t,erefore there can 

73Tertullian, !h!. Resurrection 2£ th! Flesh, XIX 
(Vol III of t'l1e Ante-I tcene fathers, editors Alexander 
Roberts and J~IBesT'onaldson. Grand Rapids, lchi0an: Wm. 
r,. Eerdmans l'ublls~lng Con".>any, 1951), o. 559. 

74rertullian, Adversus Y!Jentinus, 26; Irenaeus, 
Adversus Haereses, l, I ii. 2. 

75ff_. Tertullian, !h!. ~esurrection of !!1!_ Flest, 2; 
Irenaeus, Adversus Haereses, I, xxlv. 4, ~ 



be no resurrection of t1e body. Yet for practical pur osas 

this ~iq~t be considered true. 

In botn t'le Epistle 1.2_ Rheoinus a.nd t'he Gosoel .2f. 

P)lilfp a resurrection of the flesh seems to be tau~ht. The 

Epistle l,2_ Rheginus (47: h-10) reads: 

5 

IO 

~or if thou wert not 
in (the) flesh, thou didst take on fles1 ~~en 
thou didst come into this world. W'lerefore 
s~ouldst t1ou not take on the flesh when thou 
goest up into the aeon7 
That w1fch ls better t,an the flesh ts 
for ft the cause of 1l fe.r; J 

LGreek words omitte~ 

24 

A c1an~e is expected wtth t~e "sotritual resurrection" t~ouoh 

(l.t.5.28-116.2), whl ch resurrection tokes olace at eat '1 (h5. 31 , 

35). In t~fs resurrection the Gnostlcs, sue~ as ~heglnus and 

his tercher were, would lose both ttie " sychic 11 ard the fleshly 

ele:nents (45.39-l.i.6.2). In the passacie under consideratJon 

(47.L-10), a soecial meaninr must be assiqned to "fles1"~ 

01 t~e nosslbllity of tne redemption of the present body (47. 

30-36) t~e author wrote: 

Let 
none be doubtful concerning t 1is • 
• • • t1e r,errbers w,ich are 
"i s l b 1 e ( but ) d ea d w J 11 

48. not be saved for lt is (only) 
t1e living {menbers) that are wit1in 
t em which were to rise a ain. What 
t~en is the resurrection? 
It is t'1e rev lation 

5 ~t every ro~ent of 
those who have arisen. 

(47.)6-4~.6) 

Tl-tat only a changed "flesri 11 Js to arise is clear fro.,. 4q.3A. 

l 9.5: 
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ror incorruptibility 
49. descends upon the 

corrurytion, and the ltnht flows 
down upon the darkness, to 
swallow lt uo, and the Pler~ra 

5 nekes perfect tJ-te deficiency. 

In the vospel .2£ lhf lip. Lonion 23 seems to teach a 

confllctlnij doctrine. In lOL.26-34, tne doctrine of tne 

resurrection is attacked and in 105.9ff., the same doctrine 

fs defended.76 Looi on ~3 reeds: 

104.26 

30 

105 

5 

10 

15 

(23) So-ne 
are afraid lest they rise naked. 
Aecause of this t~ey wish to rise 
in t~e flesh, and they do not know t~at those who 
bear tJ-te flesh [It ls t"ley wt-o are] naked; 
those w,o •..• t~e~selves to unclothe 
ttewselves tt ts t1 ey wno are not naked. "Flesh 
(and blood shall] not lnnerit tie kingdo'TI 
[of God"] • '-Yhat is this wtich will 
not inherit? This w~lc~ we have. 1ut ~hat is 
thfs which will inherit? That which belonos to Jesus 
wit, his blood. Because of t1is he said: 
.ie who shall not eat ny flesh and drink 
my blood has not life in hlrr.. What is it? 
Hts flesh is the logos, and hls blood 
is t1e ioly Spirit. ~e w~o has received ttese 
has food and drink and clothins. 
For myself, I find fault w'th t~e otters w~o say 
that it will not rise. Then both of t,ese 
are at fault. Thou sayest 
that t,e flesh will not rise; but tell me 
what -w 1 11 rt s e, ttv1 t we ,ay 
honour thee. Thou sayest the spirit in the flesh, 
and it is also this lir-ht in the flesl. r,ut 
this too is a lonos which is in the fies , for w1atever 
thou s~alt say thou sayest outside the flesh. 
It ls necessary to rise in thJs fies 1, in \l'hich 
everyt~inq exlsts.77 

76 R. •'cl. Wilson, The Gosoel of Philio ( ew York: 
Harper and Row, r-ublis"lerS:-1<'~2), pp.° J·7, 14~. 

77 lE.!..2.·, p. fl?. 
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Wilson's solution of the aoparent contradiction here was: 

Th idea may be that the Gnostic must rise in the flesh 
in ord r to be stri~ped of the gar~ent of flesh and clot ,ed 
in his heevenly robe; in which case 104.26-34 may e an 
attack on those w~o r,intain a resurrection of the flesh 
and no ~ore, w~o are t1us bound to the thinqs of this 
world; a'nd"l05.9ff. "'"Y he d; rected agai'lst the "Creek" 
view t,at only the soul (or t~e spirit) is imrr-,ortal, 1ioth 
are wrono (105.10f.).7e 

Si'lce Jesus only possesses tttrue fl~sh", what 'Tian has must ~, 

t~en b~ so"etnln1 else.79 That a distinction between "flesh" 

and "true flesh" was made is clear from certain passa~es In the 

Gospel 2f.. 'hiliR (lll .13ff, 116.31.iff., 125.2ff). T~e Gnostic 

only oossessed an "ima~eu of the true flesh whic~ only C~rist 

had.Po In the words of "rhllip", "For this one ts no loner a'-l 

Christian but a Christ.«81 

T~at wtlich rose had for its qoal the u~wnrd rlsfno into 

the rlerona. Men on earth had t~ree possible realms of abode 

open to t,em 9 deter~lned by their nature. These re~lms a~d 

the Gnostic's desire are f~und in Logion 63, of the Gospel 

of fhl lip: 

10 

(63) cit~er will ~e be In this world or in t;e 
resurrection or fn the places of the midst. 
God forbid that I be found in them. 
In this world there is c>ood and 
evi 1. Its good is not 
oood, and its evi 1 not 
evl 1. 1ut there ls ev! 1 after 
t'lis world, which ls truly evi 1, 
na~ely wh~t they call the 'ldst. This 

16 .!El.2.•, P• B9. 

80..!.£!.2. .• p. 136. 

79 ill.!!.. , v • l 3 • 

81 115.26,27. 
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ls dea:.11. ,':hi le .:.1c are in tn!s world 
it 1s fitting for us to acquire for ourselves 
t1e rcsJrrectlon, in order t,,t ~,en we strip ofr the 

flesh 
we "13Y be found tn Rest and r otwilk 

20 in the ,idst. For man ao 
astrqy on t,e way. ror it 1s cood to cone forth 
fron the world before 'Mn yet 
sinned. 

The iylic uan, {n 1is lqnorance and blindness, would rc'ilain 

in t ls world to be destroyed. The lidst, w1ich is t"le real., 

above t~ls present universe, will be vacated by Sophia-

Archamoth at the consumnation, and t,e Der-,iurge and ~sy tic 

7 

ren will arise to ~-twell t~ere. 82 "'1ly one place of abode 

appeals to the Gnostic. T'lis is tt-ie "rest", or tMe :-'lerorna. of 

the fat~er. '1nly one saved, or raised by his saving knowledoe 

had t1ope of avoidino the "evil" of walkinr in the Midst: 

which actually meant only rrien w'lo beca'lle Gnostics would reach " 

the real~ of bliss. 83 

The "rest" wentioned above, rtay mean the perfect rest 

of residence lt1 t"le rat.1er iri the -:i1eroma, but in Gnostic 

literature it seems to have had a dual meaning. It was both 

'
1re:a lized 11 and 11eschatolopi cal". Rest is of course obtained 

by "laving the red cm pt i ve self-knowledge of the G,os ti cs .au. 
T;1fs ncaJired "rest" of course extended on to the final 

consummatl~n. An exannle of one who believed he had acquired­

such "rest" is the aut'lor of t"le Gos2el 2.f. Truth, w~o said 

821.!u.5!.., p. 12h. 

8!4-R. ~~. Grant, Gnostlclsr, and Ear$* Christianity 
(rew York: Colun1bla University Press, 1 9), p,. 108. 



in the closinq lines of his gosryel: 

~ay the ~est (of nen) understand 
42 :LO therefore, tn t ~ei r places that 

tt b sceff\S me not, 
havlnc been int~~ place of rert, 
to say any more.-~ 

His words indicate that to a Gnostic, 11rest 11 did not apply 

exclusively to the heavenly bliss after deat~.d6 Gartner 
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has t~e followinq observation on the dual nature of the term 

meaning hoth enligt tennent and prefected rest wit~ tle Father: 

Occasionally one may detect a d~nllty in expression, 
when t"le ter..., -nay refer tr tot'1 tt-ese aspects, slnce 
salvation ~ere and now fs a condition w~lch "continues" 
after deat~. Jndeed, tne Gnostic is said not to 11see 
death, 11 Which neans that he has already rea~hed the 
'quality" w:1ich governs the heavenly world. 7 

tot only lght tl-te Gnostic "rest" be spoken of in two 

senses, but thefr idea of tte resurrection mioht also be 

explained l~ several ways. arcion, is reported by Tertulllan 

to 1ave held to immortality of the soul only. 8 In this he 

i..,as in sympathy with Ale'<andrian J 1da!sm (a~ in ?hi lo) ano the 

Pel lenhti c thouoht of riis day. 

The Resurrection ~as considered more than !~Mortality 

by other Gnostlcs. Some taught t.1at "enllght~n t-ntn=resurrectlon. 

85l<endrick Crobe 1, T 1e Gospel 2..f. Trllth ( ~s;vl lle: 
Abln<1don Press, 1960), n. 198". 

86 1btd., p. 201. 

87 nertil G-~rtner~ The Theolooy of the Gospel£! Tho~as 
(London: Collins, 1961),P. 266. - -

d6Tertullian, Acainst Parcion, v. x, Roberts, III, 450. 
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enander was one such teacher who provided instant resurrec­

tion for hts converts. Tertullian criticized him sayi~o: 

~e pretends to have received s~c~ a co~~lssion from 
t~e secret ~ower of f"lne above, t~at all w~o partake of 
his baotis~ beco~e i~~ortal, 1ncorrurtible 9~n~ instan­
taneously invested wlth resurrection life. 

Plottnus had criticism for Gnostlcs w10 tauqht a sl~llar 

doctrine of im,ediate release fron t1e body In Enneads II. 

9. 1r. T"iere he said: 

But oer11a.ps V1ey wi 11 rnaintfl in that t"l~i r teacl'\I ng 
makes men escape rlrit away frorn the b dy in th~lr ratred 
of it, but ours tolds tie soJl dowfl to it. This is like 
two people living in the same fine iouse, one of whom 
criticizes the building and archit•ct but stays t~ere all 
t,e sarre; t 1e other does r.ot criticize, but say~ tte archi­
tect hes built it wit, utmost skill, and waits f~r t1e t!~e 
when he will go away and not need a house any lonaer.90 

Another asoect of the Gnostic•s belief in the resur­

rection was that whic1 ~eld that tie resurrection ,ad to do 

with escaoinq from the body at deat~.91 This view was called 

t'1e 11spirltual resurrection" in t'le Epistle to Rheginus. 

There trie aut~or taug 1t: 

But 1 f we 
are ,~de nanifest in 

30 this world wearing 
hi~, we are his bea~s 
and we are 

89Tertlllltan, Treatise .2.!!. the Soul, L. Roberts, III, 
2?1; £!.., fu Resurrection 21. the7:Tesh, XIX. li. 4. 

90 A. H. Armstronn, Plotlnus (London: 'ieorge Allen and 
Unwln, Ltd., 1953), p. 145. 

91rertu111an, !h.£. Resurrection 2.f. lli Flesh, XIX, 
Roberts, III, 559. 



35 

46. 

encompassed by him 
until our settlnq, whic, ls 
our death ln t~is life. 

e a re drawn upward 
by ntm like the beams 
by the sun, without ~eing held back 
by anyt1ing. T~is is 

30 

the spiritual resurrection 
w1ich swall~ws up the psyc~ic 
alike with t~e fles~ly. 

(45 .2~-46.2) [Greek words omitted] 

Of course the perfection of the Gnostic's hope lay in 

t e final consummation when all t~e divine elewents, or soarks, 

Int e world would ascent back to the Father above, leaving 

all material and psychic elements behind. 92 Ttiis final event 
/ 

is the aryocatastasfs ('6.'7fot(ararrraq-£s) when the Gnostic and his 

heavenly counterpart from the idst will ascend into the 

Pleroma. 93 In the Epistle 12, Rheginus it ls Jesus as the Son 

(
.) / 

of an who provides the "restoration aQ"'olt"c.tz-,:za-,a.a-,s-) into the 

Pleror,a 11 (41 .30-32). 

In all their concepts of "rest« and restoration, or 

resurrection, the Gnostics consistently reject a bodily 

resurrection as ~eld by tLe Christians. In their minds the 

resurrection was for the~ a realized evert; a resurrection 

w~ich could be said "to be past already." 

92Gortner, 2.12.• ill•, p. 181, U.• 3. 

93~flson, 2.E.• £...U:..., ,.,. 129. 
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NE I/ TE~TA !:-"NT );CTRl1 Z Of TIIE R?-;SURRECTIOtJ 

lt!!, Resurrect! on 2..f. Jesus 

~ Cardinal Doctrine. In Pa~1 1 s words t~is was a 

central t~eme of Christianity. "For I delivered to you as of 

first importance wnat I also received, that Christ ••• was 

raised on t~e third day in accordance with the scrintures."1 

T~e truth of this doctrine is very i'lloort~nt as can be sen by 

the results of denying it. Paul said• 11 •••• if C1rist 11as 

not been raised, then our preachino is in vain and your faith 

Is in vain.n2 "If Christ as not been raised, your fait11 ls 

futile and you are still in your sins. Then those who have 

died in C~rist have peris~ed."3 

~ Predicted event. Frequently Jesus spoke of his 

impendin9 death. He saio, "The Son of nan '!lust suffer many 

tilnas, and be rejected by t,e elders and chief priests and 

scribes, and be ktlled, and on the third day be raised."4 At 

anot~er tl~e he said, " 1 restroy this tenple, and in tnree days 

I wl 11 raise it up.' •.• he sooke of the temnle of l-i1s body. 115 

1 I Car. 15: 3, 4. 21 Cor. 15: 14. 

31 Cor. 15: 17-18. 

4Luke 9: 22; ££· ~'at t . 16: 2lff.; 'Ak. 8: 3 lff. 

5John 2: 19-21 • 
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recause his enemies understood that Jesus tauqht t'"lat 

he would rise fron the grave on t~e t1ird day, they requested 

his to~b to be sealed and guarded to prevent any deception of 

the people. 6 ~ith their ouarding of the cor~oreal remains it 

ls clear t1at a bodily resurrection was exoected. 

A r-roved Fact. On t'le tllird day after the Lord's death 
-------'---

t~e women wno had c-one to the tomb to anoint his body amazed 

tne dlsci~les lJy revealing that they n • • .did not find his 

body; and ttey care back sayinp they had ven seen a vision 

of an'lels., w~o said he wac alivE'. 0 7 It was '1ard for tt e 

early discf.-,les to accept tte resurrection, but the Lord 

rebuked tt\ei r doubt inq and sa 1 d: "See my hands and my feet, 

that it is I my9elf; handle ~e, and see; for a spirit has 

not flesh and bones as you see that I have. 118 When Jesus 

ate wit~ them they could not deny that he was risen in 

bodily form.9 In his record Paul reade reference to six 

witnessino groups and individuals, includinQ hi~self, who had 

seen the risen Lord.to 

wrote: 

As WI 11 lam Hord ern cons 1.dered 1 Corinthians 15: 17 1-te 

6 4att. 27: 62-66. 
8Luke 24: J6ff. 

10 1 Co r. 1.5: 5-8. 

7Luke 24.: 22ff. 

9Luke 24: 41-43. 
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If you read this passage, you wi 11 see that he [rau ~ 
ls not trylno to persuade his fellow Christians that 
Christ arose; rather he is referrinq to t~e one point 
where there can be no difference between ~fmself ond 
his readers in order tnat he may oo on to prove another 
point. T~e Resurrection was the one thlnQ the early 
Christtan could not deny and still consider ~!~self a 
Ch r i s t f an. 11 

Teaching 2f. J~sus 2!!.. !:l!,!_ Resurrection 

Int 1e Lord's words recorded in .J.21:lE., death and resur­

rectfon are conceived of in two ways .• Death in one sense 

referred to men lost In sin, thus spiritually dead. Such 

was his me~nino when the disciple who, prior to following 

Christ, wished to bury ~Is dead father. Jesus said to ~im: 

"Follow me, and leave the dead to bury ttleir own dead. 1112 

To th! s class reference was made when Jesus said, "Truly, 

truly, I say to you, the hour is cooing, and now is, when 

the dead will hear the voice of the Son of God, and t~ose 

who hear will livc."13 Jesus taught that a man might be 

physically alive and spiritually dead as well as the opposite, 

that is• he night be physically dead while spiritually alfve.14 

The Lord did not teach that eit 1,er of these states was the 

eternal state of nan, but 1e taught that at a general resur­

rection of all men a new existence would cowe for tiem. 

11 'illia'1l ~ordern, A Layman's Gi.llde to Protestant 
Theologx (t'ew York: The 'ac,illan Comp,ny,l9bl), po. 10, 11. 

12 at t. 8: 22. 

1.3Jp. S: 25; £!.• Eoh. 2: 1-6; 1 Tim. 5: 6. 

14Luke 16: 19 ff.; Luke 23: 43. 
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This ts the second se~se in w'1ich death and resurrection nioht 

be understood. Q1 resurrection, he said, " •• • t'l1e 'lour is 

corninQ when ~11 who are in the tombs will hear hts voice and 

cone forth, those who ~ave done 900d, to the resurrection of 

ltfe, and t1ose w~o 1ave done evil, to the resurrection of 

Judgwent.»15 Those who ex~erience the latter resurrection are 

also destined for the "second death.»16 

Consider!nq tht r1isinQ, one can see that it is God 

who will r'llse the ones in the to'!'lbs, just as it was he who 

raised Jesus fro~ the dead.17 The raisina at the last day 

wi 11 include the whole man.18 In an exhortation t·1 martyrdon, 

Jesus said, "And do not fear those who kill the body but 

cannot kill t'1e soul; rather fear ,1.., who c-in destroy both 

so·Jl and body in hell." 19 

P'an•s fate was a controversial matter in Jerusalem in 

the days of Christ. As Jesus faced t~e Sadducees who denied 

thr resurrection he reve~led that: (1} t~e 01d Testament 

taught the resurrection of the dead,20 (2) God 1 s power, of 

w~lc~ t1e Sad~uc~es were ignorant, as the source of the 

resurrect'on, and (3) that the resurrection life was one 

15Jn. 5: 28. 16Rev. 20: U,. 

17Acls 2: 21.t, 32; I Thess. 1: 10. 

18Jn. 6: 39, l-10, 4h, 54. 19 att. 10: 28. 

20F.xodus 3: 6. 



of changed existence for nan, as showr in the natter of ~ar­

ria--e. 21 

Pauline Doctrine of the Resurrection 
.................. -- ----- - - -------

Paul's teac~lnq covered the same ~aterials ~entioned by 

the Lord and arre d with t"iat which was preached in the early 

church, t~at is,"• •• fn Jesus t,e resurrectfon from the 

dead.n2 2 In t~e history recorded in~ 2..£ A2ostles Paul is 

seen before a counct 1 of Judaism w~ic~ was divided over"• • • 
the hope of the resurrection of the dead. • • • "23 • it h a 

majority of t,ts nQtion Paul shared a hope in God "• •• that 

there will be a resurrection of bot~ t1e Just and the unjust."24 

As 1aul preached to t!-iose outside of Judaism 1is 'f\essage of a 

rJsen Christ was hard for them to accept.25 IHsunderstardings 

arose, and it was necessary to write to several groups about 

the resurrection. 

12. ... ,cssalonlca. In what well 'TIBy be 1'aul 1 s earliest 

epistles ~e wrote at some lenoth concerning t,e resurrection. 

After its establishm~nt t1e church at T~essalonica had grown 

and wit~stood persecution 26 but their ,ope for Christ's speedy 

return ". • • was still exerc!sfnQ a d!sturblnq influence 

21~att. 22: 23-33 and parallels. 

22Acts 4: 2. 

25Acts 17: Jlff. 

23Acts 23: 1-6. 241\cts 24: 15. 

26,g:_. 2 Tt.ess. 1: 3. 
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over the Thessalonians• daily conduct. 1127 

In t~e First Epistle Paul wrote of the order of the 

gathering of the Lord's pea p le at the last day. •~en Christ 

returns t~e dead shall rise first, then the living will Joln 

them and the Lord for eternity.28 Paul did not reveal "when" 

t}tis event would occur, but "how" it will come is said to 

be unexpectedly.29 

The Christians at Thessalonica were grieving over loss 

of their dead coTipanions. Vos said they grieved for: 

In I Thess. iv. 13 the cause for the "sorrowing" which 
Paul deprecates does not lie in their regarding the state 
of death as an evil In itself, but in thei~ appre~ension 
of it as an intermina~le state.JO 

recause some Christians had died and Christ had not yet 

returned it was necessary for Pnul to write, do not grieve 

"• •• as do the rest who have no hope. 1131 rlis answer 

implies a misconception of the future hope on their oart. 

Davies explained their grief by saying: 

The Thessalonian Christians had quite clearly been 
tauqht the transfor~ation of t,ose "in Christ" into the 
resurrection mode of existence would soon take place and 
t1at without the experience of death. Not only so, tut, 

27George Milligan, St. lau~'s Epistles!:.£ !:J:l!. Thessalonlans 
{Grand naplds, lchigan: Wm. B. Eerdmans Publishinq Company, 
£.• 1908), p. xxxvi 11. 

28 1 Thess. 1: 16-18. 291 Thess. 5: lff. 

30Geerhardus Vos, I.!!.!_ Pauline Eschatoloq~ (Grand Rapids, 
~-Hchigan: Wm. B. Eerdmans fut-lisriinc Company, 1953), p. 146. 

3 l 1 Thess. 1.i: 13. 
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as sue~ passages as Ror. 6. 1-14 ~how, the soli~arity of 
Christians with their Lord was sue, tat t~ey ~ad died 
but ~lso risen wtth Christ to lif~; a secon1 deat~ was 
untn.lnkable; t1ey had already ~assed from death to lif].32 

There ls no cert~inty to Davies' assertion tat the ihessalon­

lans had been taur1t to ~elieve they wo1ld not exoerience 

deat~, but t~ey miqht easf ly have co~e to believe t~is due to 

a 11'lsunderstan<lfng of Paul's teachinos. ?articula-ly we have 

Paul's s ecific te~chJng in II Thess. 2: lff. that t'lose who 

had understood ~lm to teach the immediate cominA of tne Lord 

were mistaken. There ls ~uch 1ifference between th~ stress 

that t1e co~lnq is imrin nt (liable to tanpen at any mom nt) 

and t'"at t e conirr will occur .vitt,tn a 1iven immediate ti111e 

per'od. 

Second Thessalonians also deals wit~ escnatologrcal 

questions. Paul first spoke of t1e f te oft. e wi~ked who 

persecut,, the Christians. !I.e said th t "hen C~rist retcrned 

"• •. t~ese will nay the ,enalty of eternal destruction away 

fron the orese~ce o t~e Lord and from the qlory f ~is 

power."33 The fate of the C~r!stian would be t~e opposite. 

Paul also prayed for the salvation of the Christians at C~rist•s 

return. He souoht their total being's salvation; "spirit and 

s OU 1 and body. tt 34 

32 .4'. • ravies, Paul and •~abbinlc Judaism (London: 
S.P.C.I{., 1948), p. 291:-- -

3311 Thess. 1: 9, ,ASV. 341 Thess. 5: 23. 
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A real danger faced the T~essalonlans in that soreone 

mlg~t seek to mislead them concerning this return. aul 

warned tnem to consider carefully any message they received 

by"• •• spirit or by word, or by letter pur~ortinQ to be 

from us, to the effect that the day of the Lord ~as come."35 

I.2. Corinth. Sone were denying t~e resurrection of the 

dead a~ong the converts at Corinth. In correcttna this false 

teac,fnq n1111 reve"'led muC.h of what is known of the ~ew Testa­

ment doctrine of the resurrection. 

Chrfst 1s resurrection is t~e heart of the Christian's 

hone, for what Jesus has shall h.e shared by those that are 

his. As W • C. t~o bins on said : 

The 'ew Testament thou1ht ~oves from the resurrection 
of Jesus to that of "lis people, that is, fror11 history 
(Geschichte) to hope, or from w at God has done in J2sus 
t~e ·essia.'1 to wriat t:e will do in those t~at are Christ's.36 

When God raised his Son he stopped the mouths of those 

who said, "Cursed is every one who hanns on a tree. 1137 P-ut 

t~e raising of Jesus from the dead was the event which proved 

hi'TI to l,e t,e "son of Goo. 113'! When Jesus died and rose ac~in, 

ft was for the justification of men, for w~ot God had done was 

to"• .• make Him wl-\o knew no sin !2_ be sin on our behalf, 

35u Thess. 2: 3 rr. 

36w. Cni lds Robinson, "The Resurrection," lnterpreta­
ll.2!!., XVI (April, 1962), 177. 

37neut. 21: 23. 38 Rom. 1: 4. 
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t11at we miqht eco •e t~e rin~teousness o~ God in Him."39 

Christ identified himself witn ~en so as to redeem them. 

As the· ebrew Lpistle notes: 

Since t1en t,e children shar in fles~ and Llood, 
He limself likewise also partook of t'1e s.ne, that 
through death He mlgnt render powerless hi~ who had 
tte power of deat~, t1at is, t•e devil~ and nirht 
deliver t11ose who throu~~ fear of death were subject 
to slavery a 11 t11ei r 11 ves .40 

Awareness of C~ristts identity with the Christian looically 

nade it imrossible to deny t~e resurrection of Christians. 

Perhaps the Corint~ian Christians were in error in that 

they considered Christ risen, but t~ey could not th·nk ot1ers 

needed a resurrection. Paul's line of reasoning is that 

Christ is a precursor of others. "rut now Christ ~as been 

raised fro~ tne dead, the first fruits of those w~o are 

asleeo."41 C~rist as t~e "first~born from the dead"42 is 

both t~e proof and earnest of the future raisinp of otiers. 

This, to 1-lering, is why Paul spoke in this "1ay for"• •• the 

word 1 aparche'='first-fruits• being al~ost synonymous with 

'arra~on'='earnest', because the resurrection of others 

is st! i 1 in the future. 1143 

The giving of the I oly Spirit is at ti~es sooken of as 

an "earnest" or~uarantee" of the future redemption of the body. 

39 11 Cor. S: 21, NASV. 4oieb. 2: 1'~, 15. 

411 Cor. 15: 20. 42co1. 1: tr'; Rev. 1: S. 

!JJJean lerinQ, The first Epistle of Saint O ul to the 
Corinthians {London: The Epworth Press,1962), pp.164, ~. 
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In one text Paul said that the -ioly Spirit is"• •• qiven as 

a pled~e of our inheritance, with a view to tne redemption of 

God's own pk"Ssession, ••• u44 Again he said: 

But if the Spirit of tim w~o raised Jesus from the 
dead dwells in you 11 le w"1o raised Christ Jesus from the 
dead will also plve life to lgur ~ortal hodles t~rough 
~is Spirit wio indwells you.4~ 

What the Christian looked forward to Paul revealed when ~e 

wrote 11 "• •• even we ourselves groan within ourselves 11 

waiting eagerly for~ adoption as sons, the rede,mtion 

of our body."46 T~e Spirit 1ives as~urance of future life, 

but 'Hs work ls not done there. As '1/os noted: 

On t~e one hand the Spirit is t~e resurrection­
source, on t~e oth r He appears as the sub-stratum of 
the resurrection-life, the element, as it were, in which, 
as in its circumanbleot atmosphere the life of the coming 
aeon s,all be ltved.41 

In I Corint1lans 15 aul contrasts two totalities; »tn 

Adam," and "in c,rist."48 In explanation of this symbollsm 

tierinq wrote:: 

So we are in the presence of two humanities, each one 
having an 11Adam11 as its founder and head. "~antes" 
should t'lerefore be taken £!!!!!. grano salis as 11all who 
depend on Chrlst.u raturally Ct-irlstians belono to the 
old ~umanity throug, t~eir earthly birth. That 1s w~y 
some C~ris\ 8ans have already died before the Lord 1s 
return (15 ). nut they too

4
share in the resurrection 

through beloncing to C~rist. 9 

44Eph. 1: lu. 45Rom. 8: 11. 46Rom. 8: ~<}. 

47vos , .2£.• ill•, p. 163. 48 I Cor. 15: 22, 45ff. 

49Hering, op. ill•, p. 165. 
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The qualities of t~e t~) bodies of thes~ totalities ~re con­

tra~ted by "'aul with the Spirft.ial yet to be revP.aled. What 

is s,wn mav be contrasted vlt1 w1at srall be raised as follows: 

"sown" 
perls1able 
dis,onor 
w<>akness 
a natural body 

"raised" 
irrperishable 
alory 
power 
a spiritual body.50 

Of course the error must be avoided 0f t~fnklnq there ls no 

identfty between t"le present body whic"l wi 11 l:le "sown" at d '1tt­

wlth t,e future state of that body when it is resurrected. 

Paul wrote the ~hillpplans saying: 

But our com~onwealth is in heaven, and from it we 
await a tnvlor, t~e L~rd Jesus C~rist, who ,111 c,anae 
our lowly body to be like ~is qlorious body, by the 
p~wer w~tch ennbles ~fm even to subject all thlnos to 
hfmself.51 

What kind of IJody is this? If the answer is 11a spiritual 

body;' care must be exercised so that the idea of gnostly or 

ephemeral content is not oiven to t~e word "spiritual." \~1teley's 

comment is of value in t,,is matter: 

St. P,ul continues in I Cor. xv. 41,, "Sown as an ani'11al 
(2s•1c'1ikon) t-ody, it 1s raised as a 31') 1 rltua1 (roeumatlkon 
body." Adjectives ending with t~e suffix--lkos ~ean 
"like," w1ere'ls t,ose enc1ing rn--~ mean "made of." 
Accordinqly, we ~ay follow Arndt~~- Gingrich ,en t~ey 
render Pneumatlkos "belonalno to the suoernatural grder": 
it d')eS not~ "-,ade of spiritual matter," ••• 52 

50 5 l Cor. 1: 42-44• 
51 r-~ r 1. 

52D. E. 
{Phi ladelphiat 

3: 20-21. 

H. t\!teley, The Theology of St. Paul 
Fortress Pres°s7 l9b4), o.252. 
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w. c. Robinson make5 a si~llar olservation by saying: 

1 Corlnt'll'lns 15 teac'1es that t'1e present !:>ody is sown 
a psychical (natural, psychological, s·ulish, animate) 
body and wf 11 be r~ised a sniritu~l b~dy. In botn cases 
the contrasting adjective describes not the co~position 
but t,e control of t~e body. As the present body is 
domlnated by r,ur f--1 len, sinful, Adan le psvcholory, so 
wi 11 t1e ftn~l one be resurrected and ~otlvated by t,e 
-Sp i r i t of the r i s en Ch r i s t • .5 3 

Paul a~ve ~uch erphasfs to the future realization of 

whnt t~e C~ristian ~as no, in prorlse, Luthe als0 nad muc~ to 

S"ly as to tfle "now" oft 11s union with the risen Lord. 2aul ·s 

unity wit"\ C1rist was shown in his "'"ellowship of riis sufferinqs. 1154 

\Yheh one 1s baJtlzed Into Christ, he is also raised to "walk 

in n Pwn es s of li f e • "5 5 

Ho\l. far might one go with this concept 7 Pau 1 could 

say, "I have 'een crucified wit~ Cnrist; it is no longer I who 

live, but C~rl::;t \'1 ho 11 vcs in r:ie; ••• "56 Paul would urqe 

morallty upon t ae Cttrlt.,iars at Corinth because"• •• your 

btJdies are members of C' rlst. 1157 t.1umerous other staterrents 

illustr~te t~~t being a )art oft~~ tot~lity of the s~cond 

Aoam means a e\. way of li~e ow, 1or c,rL.t 1 ans ti ve a very 

Sue It ou 1t right c_, ple.tel, obscure tH· ,·ut .re aspec. 

of' a rr .. urrect ... d life. lt woulr seem that it dlt both at 

53w. c. Robi,son, 2.E.• £.!.!:.., n. 1 O. 

54Phi 1. J: 10. 5SRom. 6: 4. 

56oa 1 .. 2: 20. 5?z Cor. 6: 15. 



Corinth and v,here Tf:nothy ancf Titus preachec': for in one 

place t·1e C!1ristrens der1ed r. future r surrection and at t 

other said t1ey alr~ady were raised. 



CHAPTER IV 

ABfRRATIONS Cr"t-.CEJtllNG TH£ RE:.SU1RECTI lN 

The Identity of the errorists concerning the resur­

rection as noted in the Pastoral and Corinthian Epistles 

must ultlmately be determined by evidence-found in these 

letters. This chapter treats such evidence and seeks to 

determine if Paul answered one or more heresies in his 

corresoondence. 

Ih!:. Pastoral Heresy 

The New Testament records little about t~e Cretans 

except Paul's uncomnlimentary description of then as" lways 

liars. evil beasts, lazy gluttons."1 A number of Jews are 

known to have ltved on Crete in those days2 and t~is fact 

makes the references to Judaism in the Pastor 1 heresy lucid. 

The situation at Ephesus is better known from the 

New Testament. Some of the first members of the churc~ in 

Ephesus oracti ced "maql ca 1 arts, u3 and those from Juda! s,n may 

have once been part of a somewhat heterodox form of Judaism. 

The latter may be inferred from the fact that the sons of 

1Titus 1: 12, 13. 

20 There is evidence (Joseryhus rtlg. xvii. 327; !.!.LJ.• 
lud. ii. 103; Philo, .b!s.• ad Gaiu~ 2A2 that Jews were numer­
ous in Crete."; John NormanKelly, Earl;x: Christian Doctrines 
(New York: Harper and Brothers, 1.,ubli sh'ers ,' 1960), p. 2JJJ• 

3.Ac ts 19 : 19. 



Sceva, \I/ho were 11itfnerant Jewish exorcists." are pictured as 

plyino their trade at Zohesus and using t~e name of Jesus 

whom they did not believe In or know.4 Fn!lure on the part of 

these charlat ns caused a great deal of fear among the magicians 

fn the churc:l so tiat thl'.",, burned tnelr iiagica1 for-,ulae and 

confesned t.eir deeds.5 lt also il8Y be inferred that if Apollos, 

a Christian minister who orlgfnally came from lexandrla, wao 

at fphesus, ot~ers fron that city where the thoughts of Phi lo 

were known might well have visited the Ephesian synago~ue as 

we 11. 6 

Ephesus was located In a place where heresy mloht be 

encountered. Vihen Paul wrote to thooe 0 who are at t.;phesus 

and faittifu1 11 he gave n warninC' as well to: "Let no one 

deceive you with empty words,."7 When he spoke with the elders 

of the Ephesian church Paul could already see the possibility 

of apostacy. 1le placed them on thel r cuard by seying: 

I know t~Jt after ny departure fierce wolves will come 
tn anong you• not sparlnq the flock; ane from ,o~r your 
own number wi 11 arise rnen &peaking gel'verse thinQs, to 
draw away tne disciples after them. 

By tl-ie time John rec el ved the Revelat! on from the Lord t,e 

church at Ephesus had o.lready resisted "false apostles" and 

fouQht the hateful 0 works or the Jlicolaitnns."9 

4.Acts 19! 13ff. 5Acts 19: 18ff • 

6Acts 18 l 24. 7Eph. lr 1 (RSV marq.); 5: 6. 
8Acts 20: 29~ 30. 9Rev. 2: 2, 6. 
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Of courae phesus was not the only congregation plagued 

by heresy in Asia t !nor. Colossae nlso faceo heretics of the 

some o enern 1 cho racter! c- ti cs as those. at Ephesus and Crete. 

This wi 11 beconc clear wl1en th nr,t, re of the heresy of the 

Pastoral Lp1stles ls explored. 

Nature 2( l!l! Pastoral Heresy. ST>eeulo.t!o1 fn atters 

contrary to the sound doctrine delivered to the Christians 

by the apostles was a major part of t·1e "astoral heresy. 

NuMer~us references in all three Epistles refer to t~is 

speculation which involved: "myths and endless gene loqies. 1110 

·~odless cietter,rll "stupid controver$ies, renealoqles. dis­

sensions, c>nt" qunrrels over the lnw. 1112 Paul sa t t such 

activity would ruin tne hearcrs13 since lt developed in o~e 

n "morbid er .. \flng for controversy and for dls,,utes about 

ord~ w1ich produce envy, d!s~ension, slander, base suspicions, 

and wranollng among men. 1114 Gealey '10.s ell said: 

Th uthor opposed the heretics and t 1 ·l r dt fferent 
d1ctrfne onto grounds: 

(a) It_;, omotes "s"lC'CUbtion ," "vnin dtscu .. slon," 
''crevtn3s for controversy and ror disputes about words," 
"10c lesis c, tter.'' 

lO I Ti • l, u. 
12Ti tus 3: 9. 

141 Tim. 6~ 3-~. 

11 l l Tl m • 2 : 16; 6 : 20 • 

13u Tim. 2: 14. 
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(t>) f\.11 s•tch wri:>n1lln~~ de~troy conscience, sincere 
fait.li, and renlace t1 e Christinn virtues with conceit and 
TJorrelso,cness.15 

Th s s 1 eculatfo1s had a deflnit Jewish tinge, a3 shown b'J the 

facts t'mt th< heretJcs souq~1t to bt "teucla.rs of th( 1.w 0 16 

a1d 1nd t1elr" llow rs <JfVirg heed to 0 Je\lisl rnyt1s."17 This 

is only ont- strand or the te'-lC'l'n') thouah, as Guthrie noted 

on T I tu~ 1: lli : 

The oth r strand termed com,and~ents of me,, thnt turn 
fro the trut•, rs stronqly reminiscent of the aicetic 
tendencies In the ColossJnn heresy w~ic1 are lso descrILed 
as flconn 1 ments of men" (Col. ti. 21, 22).18 

E. F. Scott hcd earlier e,oressed Guthrie's view, saying 

rrml the verses hJch foll w N can qother that the 
rian• ade ••co11m nrl.,cmts' E>rc of t 1e nature l n<' icated 1 n 
l T t n. ! v. 3-6--proh r U t f 0!1.S r T)osed on na rri a 1e n on 
cert~ln meats and drlnks.19 

T_tic passapo Scott had in -ntnd was th t whlc-... i"1d!cated tnat 

the errorist.s believed •1 not>\ing ls pure.••20 

Two of tne heretics were named in the Second rpistle 

to Timothy, that is Hymenaeus and fhlletu .21 T"li'l Hy'llenaeua 

was linked '>l!tn on, A.l :x nder in tne l-Irst £ptstle,22 and 

15Fred n. Gealey, !h!. Fir~t !.rut Second Epistles !:.Q.. 
Timothy ~ lli •~pi st le l.2. Tl tus, Tne Interzr ter Is I f ble 
Hew York: Al lngdon Press, £• 195TJ; XI, 351. 

16 r Tfm. 1: 7. 17Tttus 1: 14; cf. Titus 1: 10; 3: 9. -
18oonald Gut~rie, !h!, Pastoral Epistles (Grand Rapids, 

Ulch!gan: 1 ri. u. Lerd!'lans Put lishfna Comp 91y, 19t;7), p. lil'1. 

19E. 1. Scott, .!h!_ "astor 1 .E~istles ( ew York: Harrer 
and Brothers Publlsl-aers, 19L7), P• I i. 

20 rnus l: 1c::. 21 11 Tin. 2: tl-19. 22 1 Tin. 1: ?O. 
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tt;menaeus ts later ~entloned as one of the teachers whose 

"cancerous doct ri ne" 23 ma lnta 1 ned that "the resurrection is 

past already. 1124 

Cornrounded within this strlfe-produeinq heresy were 

doct rlnes w 1!cr produced both acetl ct am nd li bertini s-n. The 

lotter practices were contrary to t~e La, or rather the sound 

teoc1lng qiven by the Apostle.25 Since these men were already 

ctfve as Paul wrote the Epistles, Timothy was to use care to 

avoid such in n.26 1-.11s opponents sol.lght to be ttteachers of tie 

low, 1127 but they themse 1 ves were ("IUf 1 ty of lawlessness. Pau 1 

said t I-tat the precepts of the 1 aw condemned "prof 11 gate" 

Hves,28 and these heretics lived la\llessly.29 They tauqht 

out of a greed for "base oaln."JO Not only did t~ey count 

that "godliness is a mea 1s of gainttJl but they o.lso used 

foolish womon.32 As t~ey professed to know God, their lives 

proved that they neither knew or served him.33 

2311 Tim. !1.: 1 / (NASV iargin). 

2h 11 Tim. h: 18. 

25cr. I Tlm l t 9ff.; 6: 3; 11 Ti1I1. 1: 13; 4: 3; Titus 
1: 9, 13;2: 1, 2. 

26 1 I Tim. 3:: 1-7; cf. 1 Ttm. 6: )ff.; Titus 3: 9ff. 

21 l Ttm. 1: 3. 281 Tl,r. 1: 9, 10. 29u Ttm. 3: 1. 

.30titus 1: 11. 311 Tim. 6: 5. 32 11 Tim. 3: 6ff. 

33Titus 1! 16; cf. 11 Ti ri. 3: 5. 



This brief survey has shown t'lat t~e heresy was of a 

nature to oppose "sound doctrinc 0 in the following ways: 

(1) Particf-patlon In destructive controversy, speculations 

over sue., matters e.s "myths n and gen.-a logl es" which 1 ed to 

the destruction of the hearers; (2) a ·Jast or "realtzed" 

resurrectio~ was believed; (3) and both ascetieis and 

libertlnism were promoted. Attention now nust be g·ven to 

discover the group wric~ held to these tenets. 

49 

Source of .!:h.!.. Pastoral tferesy. The Essenes held with 

o doctrine simtlar in some ways to that outlined above. Even 

with their food requlatton and observntlon of celibacy they 

nre unlikely sulJects as the men face(\ by Paul. This !s true 

becauao they are ltnown to have accepted a future resurrect! on 

and not one that was re lized. Lenski also gives a telling 

argument galnst their 1dentI fic,tion with the heretics w,en 

he said: 

To point to the f.s enes, a small sect of Judaism that 
never anounted to much, is little help. Josephus, Ant. 
13, 5, 9, speaks of them as e rly as 166 D. c •... 
All but one group of them never married. Since t~ey had 
been In existr~ce for over two centuries, Paul co~ld not 
be thin~tng of them here when e is speaking of devilish 
doctrines that are soon to arise In the Christian Church.34 

34R. c. H. Lensld, !h.!, Inter¥retatlon 2f. St. Paut•s 
f;ptstles 1.2. lli Colosslans, l2, ltt!_hessnlonlans, l2_ TlmothY,, 
To Titus and to ->>,! lerr,on {Colum':>us, Ohio: Wartburg Press, 
19)7), p.~2:-
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There i no evidence t~ot shows any libertine tendencies among 

tiese people, ln fact, the oppos 1 te seems to be true. At ff rst 

sight t.he Es enes seem a P"Saible sottrce for the heresy Paul 

faced, but f'or these conslderatior1s they must be reJected. 

A more lll<ely source for the heresy is to be found in 

on early form of' Cnostlclsm. One must say an enrly for'"'l of 

C-mosttctsm because of t)le legltiMate objection that second 

century Gnosticism was too late to ~e t1e neresy. The 

posstbi lity of a combination of Jewish end Gnostic ingredients 

ln an eorly 1eresy certalnly existed, and this seems to be 

t,e best wny to conceive of the error.35 

Characterist lcs Peculiar ~ Gnosticism la lli Pastoral Heresy. 

'taterial w1t11J.n the Pastoral .:.pistles 1:>olnts to an 

incipient Gnosticism as the source of the heresy w~ich said 

that the resurrect·on 1 past lready. The underlying a sump• 

tlons of the errorists become apparent when Paul's answer to 

t'lem ls considered. 

35comnentators qenerally arree t~at the heresy was of 
Gn, .. t1c and Jewish oriqin. For exa,r,les: "• •• the bacl<­
ground o~t of w,ic~ the heretics attacked in the Pastorals 
emergec' was at t'le same tine Jewlsh and gnostic." c. K. Barrett, 
The rastoral Epistles in the ew Enolfsh P,ible (Oxford: 
cG"redon Pres9, 196j},p.7Ii.--Watter Lock saw the 'leresy as 
e!t~er on~ whfch conbined t~ese ele ents, or two sets of error • 

• to~k, t, Critical !!.lli!_ Exegetical Commentar{ 2n, t,e ~astoral 
Epistles in the International Critic l Comrnentary-n:few York: 
C!-iari'es Scribner's ons, 19~L), p. xvfl. Kelly characterized 
ft as "• • • a Gnostf clzlng forro of Jewish C"'lristi nity." 
J. N • n. Kelly, A Commentar)! on the Pastoral Epistles ( ew 
York: ilarper and-low, Publf shers;-f96~), p. 1,. To Scott l t 
wa "A mixture of Jewish with gnostic speculation, similar ln 
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Crentl0n. Evidently tnesc men rejected tie creative 

activity of God, for Paul nnswers their prohtl'1ltions concerning 

the eating of foods by referrinr to God's creative activity. 

Paul spoke of things that Cod had "ctected"36 and re 1nt8iPed 

that "everything creat <l by (10d ls good. 1137 In another place 

Poul saict that St fs Goct who elves ttlifc to all tt:in!)!.. 1138 

Paul n .tso pave ernpha~ is to there bei nc II one Goel and 

one ~ed!ator bc~1een God on~ men,"39 as well es speakino of 

11tl e only Gor1.nhO These references would refute the Gnostic 

idea of ar inferior Creator-Gnd who wu3 responsible for the 

oxtstcmc of material th!nqs. Rt'ference to "one" ~ed!ator 

n~turally e~cludes ~any ~ediators between a ather-God, who 

WAS wholly t-ranscendent, and t'"le creoted world. 

Gnosttcs might have accepted Christ as God, but !f so, 

they would liave relegated him to t~e inferior place of the 

character to that condemned ln tlie Epistle to the Colossfu,is." 
Scott, 2.11• ill•, p. 43. Roberts emphasized the necessity of 
error being consfdered "lncipfent" by comm nting: 

·ost of the doct rt na 1 features of the fu 11-f ledged 
Gnostic sects are lacking in these epistles. The existence 
of an inciole~t forr of Cnosticis~ in the decade of 60-70 
\. D. ii the churcltes of \s! inor ts ,,r t'.lessed by th 
troJcs of ~nhLsians and Colossi ns. The second-century 
Gnosticism beginning with Parclon (cir. 140. A. D.) was 

trongly anti-Je, fsh, \,lhi le ttiat of the epistles w"" ich we 
are studying was definitely J~wish in its noture {Titus 1· 
10; ITt,. 1:1rr.)." 

J. '. oberts, letters to Timothy (l\...ist1n, Texas: Sweet 
rubl!s ·nq Company, 196Tr, r. J. 

36t Tim. 4: J. 

391 Tim. 2: 5. 

371 Tiri. l~: 4. 

40 1 Tl m • 1 : 17 • 

JB I T 1 m. 6 : 13 • 
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creator deity. The emp~asis fven to the savlno work ~r God 

the Fat1er 2 C'i\ri t the Son guards aqainst any sue~ idea. 

i\~ Ge.1 ley ha~ noted: 

T~ere ore not t J gods, a lower creator C0d and a 
higher Saviour God. Vith almost equal frequency in the 
Pastora. ls Goo 'me Ct,r i _, t a ... e 1Jott1 described as Sav' our.41 

Man. The Gnostics of later times emo~asized the division -
of men into different groups; t'le 11hylic 11 class, or lowest 

category, was destined to perish.42 Paul emphasized that Ood 

did not Just want the "Pneumatic" clnss of mankind to be 

saved, but that God is 0 ••• the Savior of all men, esoe­

cially of t'lose w"lo believe."43 Paul also spoke of '1God 

our Savior, who desires all rnen to be saved," and of the 

grace of "'iod which " •• 

all rTUrn."41 

. has appeared for t~e snlvation of 

Gnosis. ·aul gives emphasis to the fact that salvation 

Js for t~ose who believe, not for tnose who know, for he 

41Gealey, £?..e.• £.!J:_., p. 3~7.; cf. Appendix B--Gnostlc 
Theoloay. God is oentioned as Saviour ln 1 Ti~. 2! 3; 4: 
10; Titus 1: 3; 2: 10; 3-: 4; as compared wit"l c,rist called 
S viour 'n I Tirr. 1: 15; 2: 5; !l Tim. 1: 10; Titus 1: 4; 
2: 13; 3: 6. 

42see Appendix B--Gnostic Antnropol~gy, 

lt31 Tim. )1: 10. 

llh l T f r'I. 2 : 4; TI t us 2 : 11 • 
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stressed the need for faith throuqhout th~ Pastorals.45 Knowl• 

edae is not the basis for salvation in fact, t1e one reference 

to 11knowledge 11 (gnosls) is adverse. Paul wrote: 110 Timothy, 

guard what has been entr.1sted to you. Avoid the qodless 

chatter and contradictions of what is falsely called knowledge, 

• • • 
1146 This knowledge coupled with "godless chatter" recalls 

the error of Hymenaeus and Philetus who spfrftuallzed the 

resurrectlon.47 Of t~is reference to "gnosis" Scott wrote: 

Yere perhaps, we have the clearest indication oiven 
us fn the Epistles that the f~lse teac~ing was of a 
gnostic type. Its exponents laid claim to a "gnosis" 
or nioher knowledqe, although, in the writer's view, 
they were misusin~ a pood word.48 

The Incarnation. The view of the Lord Jesus Chrtst in -------
the Pastorals is on~ w~fch would refute any doceticis~; that 

1s, one could not read these letters and think of an enrt~ly 

Jesus and a heavenly Christ. In four cases the titles are 

both used of the Lord: "Christ Jesus c~~e into thP world,"49 

45cr. "nystery of tne faith", I Tin. 3: 9; "believed on 
in the world 0 I Tim. 3: 16; "believe and know the truth", 
1 Tim. L: 3; "especially those who believe', I Tim. 4: 10; "aim 
at ••• faith", 1 Tim. 6: 11 and II Tim. 2: 22; "you ~ave 
learned and ia ve ff rmly be 11 eved 0

, Il Tim. 3: 14, and "who 
have believed in God", Titus 31 8. 

b.bz Ttm. 6: 20 • 471I Tim. 2: 15. 

48scott, ~• cit., p. 83; c. K. Parrett sees the gr109ia 
here as an indication of"• .• some kind of primitive Chris• 
tian gnosticlsm. 11

, £!?.• ill•, p. 89; Lock also referred the 
onosis to en early stage of Gnosticism, .22.• £11•, p. 76. 

491 Tim. 1: IS. 
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''the rn~n Christ Jesus,n.50 "the apPearing of our Savior ChrJst 

Jesus,"51 and "Reme~ber Jesus Christ, risen from the dead, 

descended from -:)avia. 1152 Another reference to t e Lord's 

true manhood was "He was ~anlfested in t,e flesh ••• 

received up in glory."53 raul needed to give this emphasis 

because of a view held by tits opponents--the Gnostic idea 

of Jesus would make suc1 an emphasis necessary. 

Asceticism. r arriage nnd foods were a oroblem to the 

'"leretlcs of the Pastorals, just ,ls they were to later Gnostics. 

Paul qlves qreqt emphasis to the honor1ble est~te of ~arriage 

in 1is ~rtting to Timothy and Titus. Elders and deacons are 

to be married,54 and it is best for younoer widows to re~arry 

and ~ave c'1f ldren.55 The bearina and ruislnr of children, Pau 

said, is a woman's duty: "Yet woman wi 11 be saved through 

bearing c~ildren, •. Kelly's coMrnent on this oassage ts: 

Paul is aiming a sriaft at the false teachers, who had 
disparaoing Vi£Ws about sex (I Ti~. iv. 3), and whose 
later Gnostic successors, according to Irenaeus (Yaer. 
1.24.2) declared t~at s"marriage and the begettingci'r"° 
children are of Satan. f 

Paul's remarks show t~at it is not by narrying and ~egetting 

children tat ,en are led by Satan, but he said th t those 

50 I Tim. 2 : 5. 51u Ti~. 1 : 10. 52u Tim. 2: 8. 

53 I Tin. 3: 16. 541 Tim. .3 : 2, 12; Titus 1: 6. 

551 Tim. 5: !i, 9, 14. 561 Tim. 2: 15. 

57~elly, .2.£• £.!.!:..., p. 10.; See Aopendix Y), for teaching 
of "arcion, Saturninus, etc. 
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who forbid ~arrlaae are t~e ones wto "• •• depart from the 

fatt~ by giv'ng heed to deceitful spirits and doctrines of 

derr.ops. 0 58 

Anot~er prohibitlon tauqht by the heretic~ concerned 

eatlng certain foods.59 Wine appears on their list of pro­

hlhltea foods, as ls showr b) raul's advice to Timothy to 

"~10 lonaer drink "Oly water, hut use a little ~ine for the 

s~ke of your stomach and yoJr frequent al lr:ients.n60 Of t"lis 

verse Kelly safd1 

The advice will nave even ,ore oolnt if we are Justi­
fied tn supoosing { iv. 3 see'TIS to ~.upport this) that tl-te 
errorfsts erected totol abstinence into a principle, 
thereby making nonsense of the theolo,iical truth that 
all God's atfts are good in the~selves and remain so 
provtdinc they are usrd in nryderation and with an act of 
thanksoivinq.ol 

What Pau 1 had sal d was that certain ones 11• • • en Join 

abstinence from foods ~hich God created tote received w!th 

thanksgivino by those who believe and know the truth. 1162 

The 0 t,anksqivlngu Paul is referrinp to is"• .. not grati­

tude in ~eneral, but gratitude as expressed in grnce at 

meals: cf., e.g., I Cor. x. 30.n63 

Crnlg has noted three attitudes toward food 1nd other 

material t,inqs in the ancient world. First was that of the 

Graeco-RoPan culture w.,ich opposed cer·aln dualities of 

58 I Tif"I. 4: 1, 2. 59 1 Tl m. J~: 3. 
60 I Tim. 5: 23. b lKe lly • 2£• ill•, p. 129. 

62 I Ttm. 4: 3. 63xelly, .2.1?.• £.Lt., P• 96. 
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''mJnd-m tter.'' !•~011-½ody" and 11spfrit-fle,h." In eRch or 

thee nntlt~ sen the ftrat l m nl wn~ thoua,t a 1i~hcr 

pr!nclplit of the poo,.. god, nd t.he latter a pnrt of the work 

of the low.r, lnf"'rtor, creator god. \..~rt .. lin Gnosttcs held 

wJt.~ tt?ls type th nktng Including Saturninus,64 and they f lt. 

lt necessary lo refratn fr,, .. , e mectJ()no w;t, t ls ootertnl 

world a much as po9s l ble by roJ ct Ing 

( spccl~ll wine and fl s~).05 

rr' • e and foods 

Another vlew, -9 was found !n tt)e Cortnt,tan error, was 

t1at the use of the natural ~>r11 is a l'l, t.ter of Indifference, 

and m n can ~o oG cwt lls with aterlal t~lnqs ~tt,~ut affectln 

t1e "Inner cmn," who re lly ta not a rart of this worl,...66 A 

11 ert! nc Gn'>attc r .. oned ( tt ls manner. 

Fl,ally ttere ID lhe Chrl~tlnn vie ~hlch pcr-tta the 

use of 'o"ds and .~rrlaqe It' thanksgl11tno. To t'.i& view 

men !lbould use these gtfts from Goe. inc wise way, •1!t'l 

moderation and thankfulness.67 

Of l Timothy 5: ?J Craig said: 

••• we fnteroret the ~ascane as quallflcatton of 
vs.?,'£, pro·1,ted '"-y the <1Ul~or 1s ,.o~c rn to re·udlate 
Gnost!c nscetlcts t ever'/ onportJnft,. r·urity, h wl 11 

64see Appendix B. p. 157. 
6Sc. T. Crol~, T'1e l-'1rst T'plstle •o th ·ortnthlar."' 

In The Interpreter•• 'ITTe Uiew Y~rk ~ - ~ngdon ~ res , 19-:°J), 
A, m. 

661bfd J2r! 26 -· t pp. ~ :,, • 
67 

IM c. , pp. I c:6, h27. 



say, ne!th~h reqJires nor warrants ascetic abstinence 
fron wine• b, .• 

Paul treated "purity" in anotrier text where '"!e wrote: 

57 

To the pure all thinQs are pure, but to the corrupt 
and un~elievinq nothing is pure; their very ninds and 
conscience a re corrupt. 69 

On this passaqe Craig remarked: 

In the present passage the writer brandishes the 
familiar saying in his own defence to justify Christian 
practice of marriage and enjoyment of foods (see I Tim. 
4: 3; 5: 23): to the sr.irltually pure all (an over­
sta.tement) things are (ritually) pure.70 

1n these passages Paul seems to be striving for the 

Christian orinciole of a wise, moderate and thankful use of 

material things. Just as Kelly noted: 

••• Paul seems to imoly t~ut the Ephesian prohibi­
tions I Tim. 4! 3 were based on a more exulicit 
dualism which stigmatized matter as evi 1.71 

L!bertinfsm. As well as the asceticism w~ich was seen 

in the prohibitions of marriage and foods, there was in the 

Pastorals a certain libertine element as well. Those, who 

sought to be "teachers of the law"72 which corrected "those 

who are lawless and rebelllous,"73 were themselves "lawless.u74 

They taught for 11base gain"75 as men who were depraved fn mind 

ttilnking that "godliness is a ;'Jleans of gain."76 Their claim 

68.!lllit., p. 4/15. 69rttus 1 : 15. 
70cralg, il• ill• , p. 532. 

7 lx.e lly, 2.E.• ill•, P• 95. 721 Tim. 1: 3ff. 

731 Tim. 1: 9. 741 I Tim. 3: 1-9. 75rttus 1 : 11. 

761 Tim. 6: 5. 
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to "oodliness" was made only on 1 form" wnlch had no real 

11power 11.77 Paul described them by saying: "Tttey profess to 

know God, but the, deny ~im by their deeds; they are detestable, 

disobedient, unfit for any good deed. 1178 

T~e clearest reference to their "profligate" lives is 

shown in their method of proselyting followers. Of these 

"lawless" teachers Paul said, they 0 
••• enter into 11ouse­

holds and c~ptlvate weak wo~en weighed down with sins, ••• "79 

Irenaeus took notice of men of this same tyoe character, lJber­

tine ~nostics of his day, when he ,rote: 

Some of the~, moreovert are in the habit of defiling 
t~ose women to w~om they have tauoht t~e above doctrine 
[ i.e. "carnal thfnas for the car~al natJre, spiritual 
t~ings for the spirit"], as has frequently been con­
fessed by those wonen who have been led astray by certain 
of t,e~, on their return,no to the Church of Ood, and 
acknowledging t~is along with the rest of their errors/30 

lrenaeus brouqht this sa-ne cl'\arge ao.iinst arcus and his 

followers, who 11
• 

defiled them. 1181 
• • have deceived many silly women, and 

In another place ,aul charged these heretics with 

leading "profligate 11 llves.82 This same charge was made by 

Irenaeus aqalnst Simon and his followers when he wrote: 

7711 Tim. 3: 5. 78rttus l: 16. 79u Tim. J: 6. 

A01renaeus., Adversus laeresles, I, vl. 3. (Vol. I 
~ ~-~icene Fathers, editors, Alexander Roberts and 
JamesDonaldsori. Grand Raoids: Wm. n. Eerdmans Publls'1ing 
Company, 1951), p. 324. Hereafter referred to as Roberts. 

r1.!ltl!L., l. xiii. 6, o. 335. 8211 Tim. 3: 3. 
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II Thus, then, t,e mystic priests belonqino to this sect lead 

proflioate lives and practice maQical arts, each one to the 

extent of ~is a~ility."83 

Teachina for fees and oractlclng maolc were also 

ways the errorists sought to tuke advantaoe of those who 

came within their control. AccordinQ to Paul these men 

were teaching out of a desire for "base gain." 84 T~ey llved 

lives full of controversy and imagined that "godliness" was 

another "means of oain."85 W~at "aodliness" or "reli1ion" 

these wicked fellows d 1 splayed was only pretense, for they 

were only n ••• holding the form of rellglon but denying 

the power of lt. 1186 The verses w1ich follow I Ti~othy 6: 5 

show t~at "• •• the heretical teachers are concerned with 

fees, perhaps for their Instruction, to a much ~reater 

extent than our writer regards as Justifiable."87 

The pretended piety could have been used as a lever for 

advance~ent within the church, or it may have been that the 

advantaqe sought was ~,rouqh the fees charged. Kelly favours 

the latter idea, that ls, fees for "the esoteric reliaioua 

instruction."88 The context favours t~is view89 and the idea 

83rrenaeus, Adversus 

8411 t us 1 : 7, 1 1. 

Haeresies, I. 23. 4, Roberts. p. JfiA. 

851 Tlm. 6: 5. ~611 Tim. 3: 5. 

87craig, 2.E.• fil., p. 450. 

88Kelly, 212.• fil•, p, 135. 

89g. I Tim. 6: 6-10. 
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is parallelled in Titus which notes that "they are upsetting 

w1ole families by teachinQ for base qain what they iave no 

right to teach. 1190 It ls doubtful if Christianity at that 

time was ,aterially rewarding to the extent that men would 

pretend of piety to oain advantage.91 

!renaeus spoke of maoicians in his day who deceived, 

just as "P,1.il spoke of "ev! 1 men and 1mposters"92 of whic11 t·u~ 

latter are probably involved in the practice of ~aoic in soMe 

way. The title 11i-:iooster 0 means "• •• .fn our lit. more in 

the sense swindler, cheat. 1193 Gerhard Delling wrote of this 

word ( l. e., goes) : 

ln Eur. Ba., 234 Dionysus ls called a rrl>j.S', obviously 
in the sense of one who entices to impious action by 
apparently plou~ ords, and this is the reaning In 2 Tim. 
3: 13. The (oS;~ES are here identical with those described 
in v. 6f. There ts no contrast here between magic an6 
revelation.94 

,en Paul spoke of young wl dows he said they a re 11
• 

not merely idle, but also gossips and busybodies, • 

Kelly said of this passaoe: 

• • n95 
• • 

91 Ke l ly, 1££. fil• 92 11 Tim. 3: 13. 

93,v. F'. Arndt and F. w. Gingrich, A Greek-English 
Lexicon of the ew Testament (Chicago: Untverslty of Chicaao 
Press, £:-1~}-;-t). 164. 

... 

94Gerl-tard Delling, "yrl,.s-,'' TheoloQlcal Dictionary .2!. /..., 
!:.12!. ~ Testament, Cerhard Kittel, editor, and G. 1.//• r,romi ley, 
trans. and ed. VI. 1. (Grand Rapids, 'ichigan: ~Im. G. 
Eerdmans ~ublishing Company,£• 1964), P• 738. 

951 Tim. 5: 13. 
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The word translated busybodies is pefilergoi (lit. 
"overcareful", "taking needless trou~le ), the neuter 
plural of wtich (perierga) ls used in Acts xfx. 19 
and certain ma~!cal papyri as a euphe~ism for "spells" 
or "r:aqi ca 1 arts." He nay therefore be express! no, in 
discreet!, veiled languaqe, t~e feor that irresponsible 
young widows, if enc3uraqed to undertake ~ouse-to house 
visiting, wl 11 resort tn charms, incantations, a'ld 
~aolcal fornulae In deallna, e.q., with sick people.96 

As to Titus 11 11 Kelly said, "Tl'lis cryptic ohrase recalls 

I Tiw. v. 13 ("saying thinos they ought not"), where ••• 

scholars hdve suspected a veiled reference to magical arts."97 

lrenaeus would Identify early Gnostics as those w~o 

practiced maoic. Of ~enander, the successor to Simon and 

also a Samaritan, Irenaeus said, and"• .• he, too, was a 

perfect adept in the practice of magic.tt98 Besilides also 

is mentioned, of whom Irenneus said: 

tie attaches no Importance to [the question regarding] 
f slcJ meats offered in sacrifice to idols, thinks them 

of no consequence, and makes use of them without any 
hesitation; he holds also the use of ot~er t~inqs, and 
practices of every kind of lust, a matter of oerfect 
indifference. These men, moreover, pr'='ctice magic, and 
use lmaqes, incantations, invocations, and every other 
kind of curious arts.99 

The Carpocratians also are saJd to have practiced maalcal arts 

and lived licentious lives.100 They did this so as to avoid 

a re-incarnation in transmlgratio~, for if they could engage 

96xetly, £?.12.• £.U:_., p. 118. 97 .!E.!..!• , P• 23! • 

981renaeus, Adversus liaeresies, I. 23. 5, Roberts, p. 348. 

99.!!?.!!!.., 1. 24. 5, p. 350. 

l O O I bi d • , I • 2 5. I , p • 3 57 • 
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In everything in this life, then they would not face another 

existence tn sinful flesh.101 

This libertinism is not so clear in the Gnostic 

treatises found at Chenoboskion. Doresse hos written: 

Not,ing ln the documents leads us to suppose that 
the Gnostlcs in question were addicted to llcentlous 
rites: one finds oneself al~ost disappointed at this, 
so freely had t~e heresioloqlsts given us to under­
stand that mysteries of that description were co~~on 
practice in the prlnctp,1 sects 1102 

The difference between what the Church fathers wrote and 

the Gnostlcs tnught in their documents ts difficult to under­

stand. 

It is possfbl~ that the Church Fathers used some w~o 

were not true to their doctrine of asceticism as examoles 

and thus warned the Christians away from the heretics; but 

it is doubtful that these men would have misrepresented 

their ooponents, es~ecially since they are not the only 

ones who report the libertlnism among the Gnostics. Plotinus, 

in Enneads 2. ix. 15 wrote.: 

e should• however, observe th~ effect produced ln 
the souls of those who listen to the speech.es of these 
men and w~o are persuaded to have contempt for the world 
and what it contains •••• It [their doctrine] refuses 
resoect to the laws established here below and the virtues 
which has been honored by all centuries. It ridicules 
rational self-control ••• , it destroys temperance and 

(New 

lOllbld., See above on this same idea in this 

102Jean Doresse. Secret Rooks of the Egyptian 
York: Viking Press I l9b0}, p. 2TT. -

section. 

Gnostlcs 

11 
I 



debt to any of t"'le angelic powers of the world. if one. does 

render his due to every a~gelic power, he is free to return 

above.106 There were then two motives possible for a Gnostiic 

to Le immoral; one was to defy the inferior Creator-God and 

the othdr was to pive t~eir due to each of tne "world-creating" 

anoels so no debt to them might hold one in tlds world below. 

¥:tths !!.fil!_ Genealogies. ~ot all commentators see 

~~osticism as the only heresy that Paul faced. Some feel 

that there are two ingredients in one sect, or perhaps two 

heresies to be faced. This view comes a~out because of the 

distinct references to Jewish elements in the error. Scott 

felt that t~e reference to "teachers of the Law"l07 imrlied 

that the heretics at E~hesus were seeking to re-establish 

the Jewish low. 108 On the other hand Scott notes that the 

"myths and genealogi es 1
• l09 are considered by some to refer 

to the Gnostic systems"• •. with their fantastic t~eories 

of a disturbance in the heavenly world and consequent fall 

of spirit into ndtter.»llO It is of course conceivable that 

one ~eresy rpiqht combine both Gnostic and Jewish elements. 

In qnother place Scott ~as commented: 

1n the earlier phases of Christian Qnosticlsm t~ere 
was oubtless a tendency to combine Jewish oractices 

1061.£!.£.. 107 I Ti 11. 1 : 1. 
108 scott , .2.2.• ill• I P• 10. lOCJ1 Tim. 1: 4. 
llOscot t 

I 2.2.• ill•, P• 8. 
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and beliefs wtt1 b~rrowings fro~ paganis~, nn~ this 
mingled type of doctrine would exist under nany forms.111 

References to "fables and qenealogtes" 111ere seen by 

some to refer to the Valentlnian syste~ of aeons of the second 

century.112 Tertullian adapted the words of 1 Timothy 1: 4 

to t '1e errors of t 'le developed. system of h J s day. de wrote: 

V/1"\en arain he mentions "endless genealogies" one also 
recognizes Valenti nus, in wi1ose system a certnin !leon, 
whosoever he be, of a new name, und that 1ot one only 
generates of ~is own grace Sense and Truth; and these 
fn like nanner produce of themselves lord and Life, 
while t 1,ese aQ, in fterwards beqet Man and the Church. 
Fro1 t1ese prl.,ary eight ten ot1er Aeons after t·1em 
sprlnc, and then the twelve others arise with t1eir 
wonderful name to complete the nere story of t~e thirty 
Aeons.113 

Of course the error Tertullian faced w~s similar, but he was 

facing an error too late to ~ave been the very one Paul was 

refutino even thouah it were sirilar or perhaps a developed 

form of the same. 

Concerning t11e heresy in t""le Pastorals arrett has 

well said: 

Colosslans already bears witness to a co b!nation of 
Judaism nd Jnostlclsm in a Chrlstian heresy, and l~e 
writings of the Cnristian gnostics of a somew~at later 
tire are full of fanciful interpretation of the Old Testa­
ment (the Law). Even the lists of e:nanations often 
reveal striking contact~ wit~ 01d Testament ter~s.114 

111 .!.t!.2. • l 12Ke 11 ey, 2.E.• ill•, p. 11. 

113Tertulllan, s!.!!. fraescrtptone Haeretlcorun, i<XXII1, 
{Vol. TJ I of the ~-~dcene lathers, edl tors, Alexander 
Roberts nnd Ja.,..es Don$11dson. Gr'-lnd Rapids, ,IJchigan: 'T:'l• 

t. Ecrdmans fublishing Comoany, 1951), p. 259. 

114Barrett, .2.E.• £1..!:.•, pp. l O, l l. 
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Pecause of the tendency to synthesize religions in the ancient 

world, there is no real reason for seekinP to find two distinct 

heresies tn Crete and cphesus. 

Easton made a strong case for making the "endless 

qenealogies1♦ of I Timothy 1: 4 out as Gnostic. He said that 

the references to t~e ~eresy as G~ostlc by Irenaeus "• •• 

in the first sentence of his 1eresies ••• " should ,ave removed 

all doubt as to t~efr nature.115 Easton also noted that the 

genealogies of Judaism did not"• •• endan~er the Church's 

general harl'!'ony ••• u, nor were they immorat.116 "')n the 

other ~and gnosticls~ fulfills all t~e conditions abso-

1 u t e ly. " 11 7 

!.h!. Resurrection. The linking of the genealooies with 

Judaism within the Pastorals tnemselves makes a heresy ~1th 

both Gnostic and Jewish elements a necessary conclusion. 

From all Indications t~e heresy was a form of incipient 

Gnosticism whlc~ had Jewish undertones. With this conclu­

sion the facts of the ~lstorical survey of contemporary 

beliefs in tne resurrection agree. Within this heresy was 

a denial of the resurrection, for Paul told Ti~othy! 

Rut avoid worldly and empty chatter, for it will lead 
to further unaodltness, and their talk will spread like 
gangrene, among whom are Hymenaeus and Phlletus, men who 

115aurton Scott Easton The Pastoral Epistles (New York: 
Charles Scribner's Sons, 1947~,P. 112. 

116 .!l2.!..g_. 117 lb! d • 



h,ve 901 a&t r:iy rro, the truth s aJ i ng tlla t t'1e resur­
rection has ~tready ta~en pl~ce, anc thus they upset 
t"le '°"'l'th of SO"l ,.116 

To it._. C"use ett.ention is now dir~cted. 
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Th re are several possible reas~ns t~at the resurrec­

t•on was denied. One 9enerally held view is i llustr ted by 

Lock's par phrase of II Timot,y 2: 17, 18. 1Ie wrote: 

.,..o tiat class (irreUllious hairsplitters] belong 
:~nenncus and ~~iletus, for they have entirely missed 
t~eir aim about the trut~, explaining away the literal 
resurrection and saying that Resurrection is only our 
past tsurrection ~ith Christ in Japtism, and t~ereby 
they are u1setting the f-iitt- of some .. 119 

In this view their error consisted in viewing the resurrec­

tion °9 •• not in an eschatoloaic'll but in a rioral or 

ep!rltual sense,»120 

Another idea of a "realized resurrection" was put 

forwurd by enander. Irenaeus wrote of him: 

t-{e gives, too, as he affir11s, by rr.eans of that Magic 
whfch he teaches, knowledge to t~is effect, that one may 
ovcrco~e t~ose very angels that made the world; for his 
disciples obtain the resurrection by beino baptized into 
~l~, and can die no ~ore, but remain tn t~e possession 
of f,~ortal youtn.121 

This shows that an early Gnostic system held with a "realized 

resurrectlon."122 

11811 Tim. 2: 16-18, NASV. ll9Loc~, .2.£• ill•, P• 97. 

120c. K. St~udt, !.h!_ Idea of !1:!.!_ Resurrection!.!!. lli 
A.nte-Nicene Jeriod (C~icago: University of Chicago Press, 
19o'9), p. Q7. 

121zrenaeus, Adversus Haeresies, I. 23. 5, Roberts, p.Jhf'. 

122cr. Chapter II, 
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ln an apocryphal• ew Test~ment book,~ of~ !.!2!! 

Thecla anot 1er vlc.w i~ expressed: 

, nd Denas and ler,ogenes sa 1 d: bri nq him before 
Castelius the oovernor as one that persuadeth the 
Multitude wit1 tho new doctrine of lhe C~ristians; and 
so will he destroy him and thou shalt have t~y wife 
T1ecla. inc we will teac'l thee of that resurrection 
which ,e asserteth, that it is already co~e to pass 
ln t~L ch' ldren whlch we have, an~ we rise aaqfn ~hen 
we have come to t'le knowledge of the tr.ue 'jod.123 

Here r.re containt.d two distinct ways of viewing t,e resurrec­

tion; one like that of the Sadduceesl24 and the ot1er of the 

Gnostics who believed in resurrection at the time of being 

enl.lghter,ed.12.5 In a 1cresy witt- Gnostic and Jewish charac• 

teristic~ sue~ a view ls t~~pting as the one to be considered 

as the beet< Jro..ind for this error. Yet tl'lere is sti 11 anotl'\er 

whtch better fitE the Pastoral situation. 

w. L. Lane polnts to a more likely source for the 

error in that the heretics see~ to have held to ~n "over­

reallzed eschatology." On 1 Timothy 4: 1-3 he wrote: 

i~ere is second.century evidence for other aberra­
tions concern•nQ resurrection ~hich throw doubt on the 
vr lid{ty of identifying earlier teaching by reference to 
one facet of later doctrine. \Jhat is needed is an inter• 
pretation of the passage which takes account of its imme­
diate context and specifically of Paul•s statem~nt in 

123 • k. James, (trans.) In.!. Apocry,Eha 1 
(Oxford: Clarendon Press, 192L), p. 275. 

124see Ch~pter Il, p. 18. 

125see Chapter II, p. 2n. 

J\jew Testament ------
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Iv. 8, distinguishing between the present age and the Age 
to come .126 

To Lane, the source of their error lay in not distinguishing 

as Paul did between t~e present aqe and t1e future age. Their 

error lay in their be 11 ef t 1at because of the resurrect 1 on of 

Christ"• •• the Christian community had been projected into 

the aqe to cowe, and that the conditions of life in that 

age were now in force. 0 127 The f orbi dd 1 ng of ma rria ae is 

locilcal on this basJs, for t 11e Lord did say: 11ror in the 

resurrection they neither marry nor are elven in marriaoe, 

but are like anoels in heaven. 11 128 Abstaining from foods 

as much as possible may iave come from teaci no sue~ as 

Paul's words: "Food is for the stomach, and the sto"Jlach 

ls for food; but God wi 11 do away 1itn both of tne~"l29 

Yet in this latter case it must be noted that the Gnostics 

did not succeed. Clenent of Alexandria pointed to the 

r;nosttcs• inconsistency by saying; 

lf, as they say, they have already attained the state 
of resurrection, and on t~ls account reject marriaae let 
them neither eat nor drin?<. ror the apostle says tnat in 
the resurrection the belly and food s 1all be destroyed. 
~~y t~en do t~ey hunger and thirst and suffer the weak­
nesses of the flesh and all the other needs which will 

126w. L. Lane, "I Tim. iv. 1"3• o.n Early Instance of 
Over-Realized Eschotolociy7 11 1\ew Testanent Studies, II (January, 
1965), 165. -

127 lhllt•, pn.. 16t;, 166. 

12A 'att. 22: 30. 1291 Cor. 6! 13. 
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not affect t~e man who throuoh C~rist has attained to the 
hoped for resurrection?l30 • 

No doubt this was a tellinq aroument in later ti~es, but as 

Paul wrote t~e error was only developina. 

Lane sunnarized t~is understa~dinq of the underlying 

cause for the proscription of foods ann rnarriaq~ in t~e 

Pastoral iryistles by saying: 

In short, it was not a failure to dlstinquish tie 
spiritual resurrection ex erlenced at baptism from tie 
resurrection of the body which the apostle castigates 
in the context of l Tim. iv. 1-3, but rat1er the failure 
to distinguish t~e present times of refres~in, which 
the resurrection of Jesus had initiated, from the 
consu11mation to be inaa.ourated t.y the yet future resur .. 
rection. This failure accounts for their doctrine and 
provides an early instance of over-re lized esc~atology 
wit~ln t~e enrly churc1.13l 

The ~pistle 1.£ Rheginus endorses the conclusion that the 

Gnostics held to a realized esc~atoloqy, for ir a passaqe 

sit ilar to 11 Ttmot~y 2: llff. the author wrote: 

Qut then as t11.e Apostle 
said, we suffered 
wit~ ~i~, and ~e arose 
with ~im, and we went to heaven 
w! th hi ri.132 

Bult ann has noted the qeneral reasonino whic1 the Gnostics 

might have used which is substantially what has occurred in 

the situation to \•.hi ch the Pastora ls were writ ten. 

l)Octenent of Alexandria, Stromateis, III. JO in~­
andrian C~rfstianitv, Vol. Il of the Library of Christian 
Classics (Loncon: SCf' Press, Ltd., 19;G), p.02. 

131Lane, .2.E.• .£.U:_., p. 166. 

132 p. 45. 24-28. 



For believers tie co~ ~ic triunph ~r Christ -eans 
e.,-,anclpc1.ticn frorr the denonic world-rulers, from sin, 
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and especially from death; hence the declaration t~at 
"the resurrection has already occurred" (II Tim. 2: 18; 
••• ) is co~ryrehensibleo In this connection t~e Gnostfc 
tdea 1s frequently utilited that the Rcdeerrer by his 
ascent has prepared the way through the spheres of t~e 
spirit powers into the heavenly orld.133 

~ Corinth! an heresy 

Several passages in the first Corinthian ~pistle 

reveal the purpose Paul had in writing t~e letter. He said: 

ttFor it has been reported to me by Chloe's people that t~ere 

is quarreling arrong you, my brethren."134 Later Paul wrote: 

"It is actually reported that tiere Is imr-0rality among you, 

and of a kind that ts not f~und even among pagans; for a ~an 

is llvln!l with his fathe~•s wife.ttl35 Another purpose besides 

correctinp tne abuses he had neard of from ot,ers was to answer 

certain questions that the Corinthian Christians had askec•-: 

"Now concern! no the matters about which you wrote" 136 precedes 

a section where Paul gives answers to certain questions. 

Problems at Corinth. As the First Epistle is examined 

a number of problems are noticable. iere were divisions or 

schtsms among brethren,137 evidently due to the fact that the 

Corinthians were foll~vlnp t(achers and priding themselves 

l33Rudolf Bultmann, Theolooy of the New Testar,,ent, Vol. 
1 (New York: Charles Scribner's Sons'; ~11,p. 117'7~ 

1341 Cor. 1 : 11. 1.35 I Cor. 5: 1. 

136 I Cor. 7: 1. 137 I Cor. 1: 10. 
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in beinq of superlor knowle~gc. Grave ~atters of ~oral 

deviations were notedl38 as well as a public display of 

dlvi~ion throuqh the lawsuits a~ong bret~ren.139 An error 

also existed because of ascetic tendencies whic~ implied the 

necessity of rejecting marriage.140 The eating of foods 

offered to iools aroused questions.141 Paul's authority was 

questioned by some. 142 The Corint~ians were ~istJ~en about 

how to conduct themselves in public worshtpl43 and seem not 

to have known 10w to use tie bless!nqs co~ferred uoon them by 

God as was shown by t~elr division over charismatic 1lfts.144 

Paul left t~e error concerning the resurrection until last; 

for cert1in ones at Corint~ were saying "there ls no resur­

rection." 145 

As chapter fifteen is considered, one sees th~t the 

resurrection of C1rlst was not denied, only that of t~e dead 

in general. Those who ""lad believed", i.e., Cnristians, were 

the ones ouilty of this deniat.146 A key to w~at they denied 

is found in Paul's reasoning in chapter fifteen and what he 

understood of the effect of Christ's death as tauq~t else­

where. 

138 I Cor. 5! 1. 139 I Cor. 6~ 1. 140 l Cor. 7. 

1411 Cor. 8 and 10. 1421 Cor. 9. 

14.31 Cor. 11-14. 144Especla l ly I Cor. 12 and 11.$.. 

1451 Cor. 15. 1461 Cor. lS: 11. 
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Paul wrote Timothy .. ny;11c t11"\t it is "• •• our Saviour 

Christ Jcsu~, w10 a~~lts1ed death ,nd brouqht life and i-nmor­

tallty to lio~t t~rou~h the Qos~e1.rtl47 Paul meant that 

It ... • C~rfst has revealed to ~en the nature ~f t~e risen 

life w"'lich can now be theirs. 11 148 Immortallt:t char'lcterizes 

t~is life, but irr-nortality (Greek aohtharsia} "• •• is 

reqularly ennloyed by Paul of the resurrection body (1 Cor. 

xv. u2; 50; 53; 54); it denotes for him somethinq which rod 

alone con c:iive ( Kam. 1 i. 7)." 149 Nhat men, who accepted 

Christ's resurrection as found in the gospel preac~ed to 

them, denied could not be t~e resurrection of the Lord but 

the resurrection of dead bod•es. 

Aackground 2f ll!.£_ error. ~~at background was respon­

sible for this wrong tl-)inking on the Corinthians' part7 lf 

the error was from Judaisrr, 1he most likely sect would be 

t~at of the s~dducees.150 A large number of converts from 

Sadduceenism in Corint1 seems unlikely because Corinth was 

far from Jerusalem where most of the Sadducees would live, 

and even where the Sadducees were nu~erous (as Judea) no 

larqe seg~ent would likely have been conv~rted. Josep~us 

relates t 1at " ••• the Sadducees are able to persuade none 

the 

14 7 I I Tim. 1: 10. 

l4B Ke l ly, 2£.• ill• , 
150the Pharisees and 

resurrection repupnant. 

l49Ibid -· 
Essenes would find any denial of 
Cf. c~aoter II. 



74 

but the rich, and have not the pooulace obsequious to them, 

• • • fl 151 Gulgnebert said of the Sadducees: 

from tne Jerusalem aristocracy, the wealthy, and the priests 

and officers of the Temple, people of rank and i~portance." 152 

It is unlikely t~at such would have lived in number far from 

Jerusalem and that of this number enouGh would have been 

converted to cause the concern Paul evidently felt because 

of the denfal of the resurrection. 

To some upopular" 1$3 or 11decadent" 154 Epicureantsm 

was the source of the heresy. lt is true t'1at t'1e "dauntless 

Epicureans" sought, not after future life, but only"• •• to 

liberate man from the fear of death and to reconcile hi~ to 

mortallty. 11155 Paul's use of "bad company corrupts good 

morals," 156 a quotation from the Epicurean Aenender•s 

151Josephus, Antiquities XIII. 10. 6. Jn The Life and 
Works of Flavius Josep'1us, Wt lliam ''lhiston, TrnnS:-( Phi 1- -­
adelphia: The John c. Winston Co., 1957 ed.), p. 397. 

152charles Guiqnebert, The Jewish World in the Ttme of 
Jesus, s. i. Hooke, trans. (London: Keqan fau1;-rrerich, Trubnes 
and Co., Ltd., 1939), P• 163. 

l$3A. Robertson and A. Plummer, A Critical and Exegetical 
CormnentarY on the First Epistle of St. Paul to theCorinthians 
( ew York : Char 1 es Scribner• s Sons :-198T;" i>.° jq:(. 

l54Atford, Edwards, and Findlay are cited by M. E. Dahl, 
The Resurrection of the Rod~ (Naperville, Illinois: Alec R. 
ffierson, l~c., 1%2J,p. 1 n. 4. 

l55Norman Wentwroth Dewitt, St. Paul and Epicurus 
(Toronto: The Ryerson .,ress, 1954} ;-p. 120. -

156 1 Cor. 15: 33. 

• 
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Thiis, 157 has added weight to the plausibility of thls view. 

Of the possible ipicurean element tn the passaqe •eyer has 

observed:: 

~or is it more probable that the opponents had been 
E~Jcureans (than Sadducees] , for it is plain from vv. 
3 -34 that the Epicurean turn which they had taken was 
not the ground but the consequence of thet r denial of 
the resurrection; as, indeed, Epicureanism in peneral 
ls such an antlchristian ele~ent that, supposing it had _ 
been the source of the denial, Paul would certainly have 
entered uoon a discussion of its principles, is so far 
as they were opposed to the faith in the resurrectfon.158 

Evidence within the Corinthian correspondence points 

to incipient Gnosticism as a ~ore likely source for the 

denlal of the resurrection. In the section w,lch follows 

such evidence will be prese~ted both from First and Second 

Corinthians. The relationship of this heresy to that already 

treRted In the Pastorals will be left for a later section. 

Textual Evidence 2f. .!ll!. Heres:l:• The First Corinthian 

Epistle becfns wtth reference to "eloquent wisdom" for which 

Paul had no use.159 Paul was disturbed at t~e Corintnians' 

loy lty to preachers, and the importance t~ey attached to the 

one who baptized then seems to i mo ly th at they had a high 

regard for the sacramental. As lleri nn observed: 

157Jean Hering, !ll!. First Epistle of Saint Paul to lli 
Corinthians (London: Epworth Press, 19621, p. 172. 

l5BH. A. w. • eyer, Critical~ ~xeaetical iand-book 
1.£. the Corinthians (tew York: Funk and Wagnalls. £.• 1884), 
pp.3'.38, 339. 

159 1 Cor. 1 • .. 17 • 2 • 1 5 , . , . 
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The aroument of 114-17 implies that ~any of the 
Corinthians believed there was a kind of ,iystical rela­
tionship between the baotizer and the baotized. Such 
a belief ts not suprislng because in many of the mystery 
relfaions the initiating individual was called t~e fatier 
of the inltiate.160 

This misconception could easily have existed anong early Gnostlcs 

as it did in tne system of W.enander who tauqht that baptis-r 

provided his ad~erents an immediate resurrection.161 

The phras eo loqy of Pau 1 in the second c'1apter is s • ,1 I a r 

to that of the Gnostics when he speaks of ''mature" men and 

those wl-to are "spiritua1° and 0 naturalu men. In the use of 

"teleios", "psuchikos", and "pneumattkos" Paul may be alluding 

to terminology used by the Gnostics, but I e does not use these 

terms in the saMe sense here. lt Is true that"• •• accord• 

Ing to the gnostics, only one who had become a •teleios• was 

saved."162 Care must be exercised in argument from language 

si~tlarities, but with other indications of Incipient Gnosti­

cism present, such notice adds weight to the consideration that 

the heretics were indeed Gnostic. Other indications do exist. 

On °telelos" as found in Philippians 3: 12-15 Koester remarked, 

that it was more than achievement of moral qualities, he said: 

1fowever, it 1s also insufficiently understood, if 
taken only as a non-moral religious quality. It is both, 
but it is more: the word designates the possession of 

160 Hering, 212.• ill•, p. 7. 

161£!'• 1 elow C~apter 11, p. 28. 

162 1 bi d • , p. 2 6 • 
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the qualities of salvation in t~eir entirety, the arrival 
of heaven itself.163 

Paul said! "Yet among the mature we do impart wisdom, altl"tough 

it ts not a 4lsdom of this age or of tie rulers of this age, 

who a re doomed to pass a.way." 164 lt could eas i ly have been 

trie case that his opponents claimed to have "knowledQe 11 or 

11wisdom" which made the~ "mature" in t~e sense defined by 

Koester, and P,ul was here refuting that claim. 

An important passaoe in defining the nature of tie 

her~sy at Corinti occurs in chapter four.165 A reference is 

made to "things whic~ are written" which implies that these 

men held t~e Old Testament writings in resryect and thus may 

have been from a background of Judaism.166 In that same 

passaqe another word occurs which well describes t~ese 

heretics, this word beinq translated "puffed up"l67 or "arro­

gant 11 .168 Of the term, which described those who were Judging 

the Apostle Paul, Hertno wrote: 

The term "phusiousthen ( 11phus:toumat 11=0 be puffed up") 
taken up later perhaps alludes already to arrogant onos­
tics who scorn other Christians, ~nd aaainst the false 
wisdom of whom true wisdom has already been ranged.169 

163tielmut Koester., '1The Purpose of the Polemic of 
Pauline Fragr..ent,u ~ Testament Studies, 8 (July, 1962} 

164r Cor. 2! 6. 1651 Cor. u: 6. 

1661 Cor. 4: 6. 167R. s. v. 
168 ll. A. s. v. and "· s. v. 
169 -tering., 212.• ill•, P• 28. 

a 
322. 



78 

Their desperate circumst~nce ls spown by t~eir attitude of 

nrro~ance even when faced with such shame a~ t~e evil of a 

son living with t-its step-mother.170 Paul locatc.d the source 

of their sinful attitude when he wrote, " 1Knowledge' puffs 

up, but love builds up."171 From Paul's challenge in the 

close of c11apter four it apoears that their V"lunted "know­

hd!H~" nade theM think they were superior to the Apost le.172 

Paul began ~is qnswer to t,em by asking, "for who 

regards you as superiori 1 173 They were boasting over a qift, 

and P~~l rlticuled t~em with scnthlng irony for their pride. 

'ie sa Id, tt A 1 ready you ~ re fl 1 led l Al ready you ~ave becom~ 

ricl'tl "Ht"lout us you have become kings J And would t~at you 

did rPign, so that we ~lqht s~are t~e rule with you~l74 

Their clain was to already having attained w~at the Apostles 

and others still sought. First Paul said"• •• ironically 

••• ~ already have all you would~ l~e., you t.iink 

you already have all the spiritual food you need I Cor. h: 

8 •• • • 
11 175 The Apostle's bitter irony ls broucht out even 

more by the last part of his statement, with his wishful 

state~ent, "And would tat you did reian, so we night share 

the rule wit, you." ~unbasileuo ~eans: 

171 I Co r. 8 : 1. 1 72 I Co r. !.i : 18, 19. 

173v. 7, ~.A. S. V. 

175~. F. Arndt and F. w. Gingrich,~ Greek-Enolish 
Lexicon of the ~ew Test~~ent (Chicago: University of Chicaqo 
fSress, c:-195'7)-;--n. hli5. 
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... ~ Cu !u.!:!s) wit, someone fig. of the eschato­
loglcal situation when the Christians are to s~are the 
kinqship w. thelr royal Lord 2 Ti 2·: l?; Pol 5: 2. Paul 
ironically states that the Corinthians have ac~leved 
kinoship; he wis~es they had achieved it because then he 
would be reigning wit~ the~; actually he wai sti 11 leading 
a miserable life (cf. vs. 9) I Cor. 11: A. 17 

In a contrast of three viQorous antitheses Paul makes the 

ridiculous situation clear: 

The Aoostles 

11 fools" 
uweak" 
n des pis edt1 

Herinq aptly observed: 

Tne Arrogant Ones 

"wise" 
"strong" 
uhonored"l77 

11N'"lat otves these their pungency is 

the fact that the first term of each ••• expresses a cruel 

truth, while t~e second term ••• only ex~resses an illu­

sion. 11178 Glen noted the Apostle's integrity of ministry 

and t~e opposite ouality in his opponents and then sought 

to define the cause: 

In contrast to such integrity it would see~ that t~e 
corruption of spiritual success which, according to 
Paul's satire (Ch. 4: 8), motivated the Corinthian church, 
or a sianlficant portion of its members~ip, derived from 
a certain absolutizino of the present. For this reason 
it would be inconsistent with the eschatolooicol outlook 
that charact'!rized his ministry. [His opponents] ••• 
had arrived at the ooal of destiny, so to speak. They 
had found in the present a substitute for what Paul and 
his fellow apostles had anticipated only at t~e end, in 
t~e resurrection of the dead.119 

176lli£., p. 785. 1771 Cor. 4: 10. 

17 8 If er 1 n g, .2.12,. .£U. , p • 30 • 

l79J. Stanley Olen, Pastoral ProbleTis in First Cor­
inthians (Phlladelohia: The Nestminister Press, 1964-);-­
PP• ?o, 11. 

\ J 
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R. M. Grant also sees the cduse of the problem as 

arisin9 fro-n a concept of "reaBzed esc"latoloc-y. 11 He wrote: 

But wty do they believe t~at they have reached the 
exalted status whlc~ they were clai~ing to have attaJ~ed 
The ans,.1er see:ns to be hinted at in what Pc:u 1 says of 
t,eir claims ••.• The idea of being filled and of re-

_ceiving a kinodom ls expressed in the Sermon on the ount, 
while that of befng rich is lnolied in various parts of 
t~e te,chlnq of Jesus. It v·ould appear that tl-\e Corinth­
ians had misunderstood the Cl-\r!stian eschatoloaical ~es­
sa"e (cf. 11 Thess. 2.2; 11 Tlr. 2: 17), believing that 
the eschatology h~d been "realized". The kingdom ~ad 
already arrived.150 

Grant also noted that these errorists misunderstood the L rd 

and the sufferirq of the Apostles. ie said: tt1n ot~er words, 

for the, Jesus was a redeemer-revealer w~o made the~ aware of 

their own nature as •spiritua1 1 .«l8l Grant called these 

1.eretics Gnostics because he saw a s!-rl!larity between their 

system 1nd a later"• •• real Gnostic system in which 

notions like theirs are found." tP.2 The syste'n he refers to 

Is that mentioned in Clement of Alexanari~•s .romateis. 

Clerrent gave a descr'iptlon of"• •• the doctrines of the 

adherents of Prodicus, who falsely e~title themselves gnostlcs, 

assert Ing that they a re by nature sons of tl-\e first God. n l83 

He qave a furt~er description w,ic~ ~akes his opponents 

similar to those met by Pnul in Corinth. "To a kino, they say, 

t80R. "• Gr'lnt, A 1-fistorical Introduction to tlo\e i'·ew 
Testarrent ('New York: Harper and Row, Publishers,""Tqrn",-
P• 204. 

1821J2.llt., p. 205. 

1R3c1enent of Alexandria, 2.E.• ill•, p. 54. 



there Is no law prescribed. • • • .i\nd even what t~ey can do, 

t~ey do not like kings, but li~e cringing slaves."184 Clement 

has reference to their im~oral tendencies w~ich t~ey clained 

t~ey had a riqht to pr~ctice. Of this Grint said: 

Cl• rly their eschatology was "realized", for they 
called promiscuous intercourse a "mystical union" and 

85 clained that !t 11 lifts then up into the kinodom of God. 1 

Paul turned to natters of morality in chaoter five 

throuqh seven of First Corinthians. Their insensitivity to 

shame has already been 'llentioned in the case of the man who 

had ~is fat~er 1s wife. Chapter six shows that sexual llce~se 

was taken by sone outside m~rrtaqe, and cha,t~r seven s~ows 

t~~t so~e also were rejecting ~arriaoe. These apparently 

conflicting attitudes and actions can be understood if t1e 

b<lSi5 for t'leir practices lay in a "realized esc~atoloqy 11 

such as that to which the heretics of the Pastor?ls held. 

Projection into the future ace freed the~ from the need to 

marry, and it also gave the "spiritual" license to practice 

immorality. 

In cha,ter six certaln ones at Corinth are revealed 

as those w10 were uslnq tl-te formula •tall things are lawful 

for me" in an unlawful way.186 Paul l'\ad made foods a reatter 

of indifference because God wi 11 destroy both the sto~ach and 

food. Craig said that Paul did not fntroCTuce t~e subject of 

18 b .!!l!J!_ • 

lFl6 1 Cor. 6: 12. 
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food--

• •• because Jewish dietary re~ulations were the 
subject of controversy. Rather, Gnostic libertines had 
used the arree~ent of t1e fact that food did not raise 
a moral issue to support their contentlog that sexual 
conduct also hac no n1ora i s i qni fi c 1nce. l 7 

Concerning this point Glen said: 

The decisive consideration for Paul is the esc,ato­
lonical destiny of the personal. Since sex ts intl­
~ately bound up with the personal, sex and eschatology 
are bound up toaether. This, in effect, is what the 
Corinthian libertines and their modern counterparts deny 
by their equation of sex with hunger.188 

Herinq woul1 note Paul's emphasis of the"• •• Christian 

view of the Eucharist. 11 189 As Cullmann spoke of the imnoral!ty 

Paul mentioned in l Corinthians 6, he wrote: 

lt is irrpossi ble at the same ti ile to be one body wt th 
a harlot and wlth Christ. 1he two unions arc ~ut~ally 
exclusive. 

This i~ solely because Paul CO'lCeives of membership 
of t1e Church as a pnyslcal relations! ip.190 

Ith a te~ple of Aphrodite at Corinth the Christians 

there micht well be tempted by the te-ole prostitutes, espe­

cially if they had the arrooant air mentioned earlier.191 

Wnen they thus erred it was a double fall, for they not only 

187c. T. Craig, The First Epistle to the Corinthians 
ln the I'lterureter's libie {New York: Abinadon 'ress,"' f95)). 
x, 73. 

lfl801en, 2.E.• cit., p. 89. l19Herino, 2£.• ill_., p. 4t.. 

1900scar Cullmann, "The ProleP,tlc Deliverance of the 
Body Accord!np to the New Testament,' The Ear17 Church (Phf l­
adelphio: The \ estminister Press, 195~ p. 1 2. 

19lGlen, 2£.• ill•, P• 86. 
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committed !minorollty but also engaged in wh twas at Corinth 

an act of worshiQ to Aphrodite. Jhfteley pointoe?c.J out: "A 

tenple prostlt~te, for example one ,tt4ched to t~e temple of 

Venus Rt Cor•nt,, was sunposed to put her •client' into touch 

with the goddess. 11192 

It may not at first be clear ~ow these ~eretics COJ!d 

induloe t, i~rnorality o~ one hand and forbid marriage on the 

other. ~vldently tnere were two groups wit~ views at variance 

concernino the Cnostic's use of the world. As I erinq has 

noted~ 

One objection may even so ~~ve been raise~, on this 
occasion bX ascetic gnostics. If fleshly communion with 
a "porne"='harlot" breaks the union with Christ, wl-ty is 
the s nP not true of the fleshly co~~union ln marriaoe? 
The re~ly will be qtven by i~olic3tion in c,apter 7.193 

Thus it was that the ascetic Gnostic woulc reject marriage 

for elt~er one oft o reasons; his world vtew of matter as 

being evil and the other possibility, that he was already 

raised. The 11 bert Ine Gnostic sa s exua.1 matte rs as indi f­

ferent to him, but would have rejected marriaqe as a part of 

the aeon which he had Just left in his "spiritual resurrection." 

Paul ag~in returned to the ratter of foods in I 

Corinthians 8: 1-6. In th!s case the foods in questton ~ave 

been offered to idols. On Paul's reasoning in this text 

l 92 o. E. ri. White 1 ey, The T1eo logy 21, g_. f!tl ( pi1t 1-
ade l phi a: Fortress Press, 19blµ", p.21;. 

193-tering, 2.2.• ill•, P• L5. 
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Hering wrote: 

nut w~y coe~ tl e t1ouqht of the Apostle, instead of 
reachlnp out at once to the question of "eidolothuta", 
occupy itself wit, a dloression a~out gnosis? Aopar­
ently be~ause those who were "strong" at Corinth, "the 
pnos tr cs II we have a 1 ready er.countered in 52, boasted 
that they had a superior knowledge w~ich dispensed then 
from all scruples in this natter. The Apostle takes 
up their eaten-phrase ["All of us have knowledQe, 11 

v. 1] in order to let them understand, first of all, 
that they are not the only ones to "have knowledqe." 
" 1 e also ourselves have it." 194 

Here again their vaunted liberty--"All tnings are lawful 

for me"--duc to superior kn ·w ledae caused t 11e error. dering •s 

further comment on this passage shows the Gnostic bent of 

Paul's opponents. 

To return to 82, commentators have not sufficiently 
attended to the deliberate opposition between the perfect 
"egnol<ena'n a'ld Vie ~orist "rn•" T1is aori!lt is incep­
tive (or tn~ressive)i "You w,o claim to be already in 
oos~esslon ~f conpl~te onosis" [t1is is tne force of 
tl-te perfect "egnokenai 11) [ sic] ,_ you are not even at 
t1c bP-~lnnlnq of true knowledge.1~5 

c. K. rarrett analyzed faul•s use of "anosis" and 

gave t~fs su~~ary: 

Paul uses t1e word Dnosls far more freauently than any 
other New 1'est"""ent writer: twenty-one times (tncludinq 
once in Colossians), apainst eight tines in the rest of 
the ~ew Testa~ent (including once in Ephesians, once in 
the Pastorals, and three tines in II Peter}. Of Paul's 
use of gposis sixteen fall in I and 11 Corinthians, and 
of these five are in 1 Cor. viii. If figures can prove 
anything, these figures show that pri~arily in the 
Corinthian situation the idea of gnos!s developed, and 
that the qnosis was ~ucn, tnou9h not exclusively, con­
cerned with the protlerr of eidolothuta. The word gnosts 
does not recµr in I Cor. x. but the Idea makes a veiled 

1941llli!.., P• 67. 195zbid -· 
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appear'lnce In x.15 w'i.ere Paul apoeals tot~ e phronlmo!• 
The word occurs aqaln at I Cor. Iv. 10; 11 Cor. xi.19, 
~nd I hay~ little do1bt t,~t {t refers tot 1e Corinthian 
anostics.196 

larrett end •fering riq11tly a!ve emphasis to Paul's use of 

"gnosls" In these passages, and that usaoe i~nlles that ~is 

oononents were Indeed Onostics. 

In I Cortnt'l'\ians 10: 1-12 Paul's use of the baptism 

and communion !..E. eating~ drinking of ancient Israel implies 

that his opponents held these sacraments in high respect. 

Paul expected his warnf ng from that peonle's fa 11 to '1.ave an 

effect upon ~is auditors, and he tried to show that their 

participation in t~ese rites did not free them from the duty 

of being moral. lie expected his reasoning to have effect, 

and such reasoning would have effect only if a great respect 

were piven to the sacraments by tnese persons of "knowledge. 0 

As Glen said: 11As indicated in chapter 10: 1-12, their con­

ception of freedom was co~pllcated by a sactramentalism they 

probably considered supplementary to their rellqious experience 

(knowledAe). 11 197 

When Paul pointed t~ese -ien to the proper observance 

of the Lord's Supper, he said he was addressing them ns 

"wise men.»198 He had no new group in mind for he returned 

196c. K. Barrett, "Things 5acrificed to Idols II r'ew 
Testament Studfes 0 11 (January, 1965), 150, 151. (Gr~ekwords 
Ang 1f ciz ed. KJW) 

197 C 1 en, 2.E.• ill• , ".>. 112. l981 Cor. 10: 15. 
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to the forMula "All things are lawful" whic~ they evidently 

echoed .199 

Cnapter twelve deals with soi ritual oifts. A terrible 

error ts recorded here, for some, evidently while claiming to 

be inspired by the Lfoly Spirit, cried, t
1Jesus is accursed" 

(Anathe~a).200 This is not what a Jew might say from the 

part of the Law which said one hung on a tree was accursed. 

(eoikatartos)201 The ones saying this are not relying on 

knowledge of the Old Testament, but they are supposedly 

getting their ~essage by a revelation of the Spirit. Aoain 

it must be noted that to say "anathema Iesous" is different 

frofl'I epikatartos Jesus .202 These two facts seem to s ,ow 

t,at other than Jews were those in error. Another fact to 

note is that the name Jesus is used. A docetic Gnostic 

miq~t say this, for ~e considered t,e earthly Jesus lost and 

the heavenly Christ saved.203 

ln chapter thirteen Paul again wrote about "knowledge." 

~ultmann•s comr,ent was': "Gnostic piety is surpassed by 

Christian love and eschatolo9ical faith; gnosis is not full 

l q9 I Co r • l O : 2 3 • 200 1 Cor. 12: J. 
201 

Deu t. 2 l : 2 3; Ga 1. J : 13. 

202cr. Greek of 1 Cor. 12: 3; Gal.)! 10, 13. 

203The Gnostic view of a sarchfc Jesus and an indwelling 
heavenly Christ ls presented in ~ertll G~rtner, ~ T~eology 
of lli Gospel 2£ T~omas (London: Collins, 1961), pp. 112, 
143.; On Cerinthus' view see Irenaeus, A.dversus Haereses, 
I. ?6, I., Roberts, 1. 352. 
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intimacy wit,1 God; that must wait unti 1 we have passed beyond 

eartily life."204 

l Corinthians 12.• These heretics at Corinth faced 

difficulty when t~ey considered the possibility of a body 

rising from t~e dead. Bultmann thoucht Paul was facing 

Gnostics ~ere, and he wrote: 

1 Cor. 1.5, early as t"lat is, is already a great 
polemic against the gnosticizing party in Corinth which 
declares, 11there is no resurrection of the dead.'' .:,aul 
one must ad~lt, misunderstands his opponents in attrib­
uting to them the view that with death everything ts over 
(I Cor. 15: 19, 32). That, of course, was not their view, 
as the custom of vicarious baptis~ (15: 29) by itself 
suffices to show; they were only contending a9ainst the 
realistic teaching of the resurrection as contained in 
the Jewi~· ~nd prl~ftlve-Christian tradition. This 
view could also take t,e for,:i of saying: "the resurrec­
tl on has already occurred", i.e. t~e resurrection doc­
trine could be soir!tual!zed (Il Ttm• 2: 18; but cf. 
also Jn. 5: 24r. and Eph 5: 14).20.7 -

No doubt Bultmann ls correct in seeinq the problem as one 

which concerns the heretics attitude toward a future bodily 

resurrection, but it i~ doubtful that Paul can be shown to 

have misunderstood his adversaries. J.M. Robinson saw a 

similar reason for the denial of the resurrection in I Cor. 

int~ians 15. He wrote: 

Julius Schniewlnd showed that those who deny the 
resurrection in I Corinthians are not rationalists who 

204Rudolf Bultmann, "Gnosts," Kittel's 13ible fey ords, 
II (f'ew York: larper and Brothers, Publishers, 1958, p. 43". 

2r5Bult~anr, Theoloo¥ 2f.. !J:!!_ ~ Testa~ent, l, 169. 
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cannot believe in bodily resurrection on the grounds that 
their spiritual ascension has already been effected at 
b~pt1sm; that 1st 1 Corlnt~Jans 15: 12t "there ls no 
resurrection of the dead," ls to be understood as an 
inference fro~ the position attac~ed in II T!~othy 2: 18, 
where some heretics "llalnt":tin uthe resurrection has already 
taken place.tt206 

Per,aps t,e Corinthians believed as t~e Pastoral heretics 

did, not e~oecially that their baptism projected them into 

the future, but t~at Christ•s resurrection ,as projected 

then i'lto the future aeon. H. w. Fartsch's conments on 

1 Corlnt~ians 15! 3-11 are reviewed by J. J. Collins when 

e saf d: 

Auparently the Corinthians belleved t~at wlt'1 t"le 
apryearance of t"1e riser. lord a new physical existence 
~ad beco~e actual for ijls f~llowers. There was among 
many a belief that t,e oarousia beoan with Easter. 
Aoeinst this view Pnul cites the whole of tradition. 
It is not the apparitions of a heavenly being that ~ave 
inaugurated the new existence. It is the rising of one 
who died and was buried that has ~iven the ~ope for the 
new existence which commences with the oarousla •••• 
flut t'1e emphasis here [v. 6a) is, not on the fact that 
son~ are still livina, but t~at sore are already dead.207 

He furt,er noted~ 

Thus "'au 1 by showing that even so,e of t l'\e witness es 
to the kesurrection are in their oraves, removes the 
foundation of t~e Corint1ians' belief that t,e faithful 
tirough Christ

8
•s rising fro~ the dead ~ave obtained 

immortal! ty.20 

20 6J •• Robinson, "Aasic Shifts in German T~eology," 
Interpr,etation, XVI (January, 1962), p. 81 

207J. J. Collins, review of• •• Rartsch, 1to1e 
Aroumentation des ?rJulus in 1 Cor 15: 3-11," Zettschrift fur 
die f'Jeutest ::t-ient liche Wis~ ensct)a ft, 55 { 3-4 1 q6{1), ~b 1-27Ii"; 
in New iesta~ent Abstracts, 9 (Spring, 1965~, PP• 366, 367. 

208 Ibld., P• 367. 
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The fifteenth c1aoter of I Corinthians also contains 

an alluston to "knowledoe" which may he an indirect reference 

to Gnostics. In Herino 1 s words: 

If our Jnterpretation Le correct, the point once aaain 
concerns a ~roup with inmoral tendencies witnln the Church, 
probably the predecessors of the Gnostic libertines, well 
known to t~e heresiographers; and this supposition seems 
to be confirmed by tJ-ie word 11agnosian="the opposite of 
knowledre, 11 in 15P4 w~ich might well be satirizing SOMe 

false Gnosttcs.209 

~s P~ul closed his dissertation on the resurrection 

Ile made reference to a new fact w~ich wa'.'i that all would not 

die, but that all Christians would be c~anged !l !:...!!_ ill!:. 

trumpet. 210 He qives emp11asls to tt-e "coming of Christ" 

as the mom~nt of this c1ange a~d not that death brought 

thi change. 211 Jeremias nas ably s,own t~at t~e exoresqfon 

"flesh and blood cannot in'1erit the ki'1Gdor:i of God11212 has 

reference to the changing of the living when they are 

clothed unon It~ lm~ortqlfty.213 

A passage in Second Corinthians that deals with 

material that hints at Gnostic oppontnts is found in chapters 

I Cor. 

20 9ueri'1"', ££• .£1.!:_., p. 17). 

210 1 Cor. 15: 51.; cf. I Thess. 4: 13-18. 

211 T,at this occurs at the resurrection ts s~own by 
15: Sh.ff.; ~ev. 20: 13-14. 

212 1 Cor. 15: 50. 
213J. Jeremias, "•Flesh and 1lood Cannot rn,erit t,e 

K!nc:idorn of iocP, (I Cor. xv. ~O}," ~ Testanent Studies, 
11 !1955-1956), 159. 
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four and i ive.211._ C1a pter four ma.<es reference to the suf­

fering of t~e Apostles w~o have the precious qospel ~essage 

In "earthen vessels. 0 215 Although the Apostle is abased, his 

converts clai~ to be exalted. Paul wrote, "So death is at work 

1n us, b~t life in you." 2 16 This statement is remintscfnt of 

tne irony 'le addressed them wit, in First Corinthians.217 

Paul assured the Corinthians t~at they would not enjoy bliss 

wit~out t~eir teachers, for"· •. he who raised the Lord 

Jesus wlll bring us wJth you into ~is presence. 11218 

,)aul said he did not wlsh tJ be found "nakedn219 and 

meant sonet1inq quite Jifrerent fron the idea of nukedness 

of tie soul as a cor-o~ idea in philosop1y and Gnosticism. 

As Hughes notes: 

The :'ythagorean doctrine, that the body ts tne 
prison-house of the soul from which the soul of the 
wise lonqs to be liberated so t~at without rest~a!nt 
~ay soar upwards to be reunited to the supre~e soul 
of t~e world, was cna~acterlstic not only of Platonism 
and of the contemoorary Philonisrn hut also of Gnosticism 
whic~, in its various f~r~s~8resented so serious a 
threat to the early church.~2 

Bultmann's view of this passage is that Paul is not.concerned 

with a "so~attc" existence but: 

21411 Cor. li ! 7-5-: 10. 2151 I Cor. 1.i: 7. 
216[1 Cor. 4: 12. 217 Cf• I Cor. h: 7ff. 

218 It Cor. 4: lit.• 219 11 Cor. 5: J. 
220 P • .:. ~.uqhes, 0 aul•s Second 

Corinthians (Grand Rapids, ~lch!qan: 
Co., 19l°>2), P• 170. 

Epistle to the 
,Im. 6. erdwans Pu L 11 shing 
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iattcr, tne a aurc1t~ of 5: lfl. cont'lln ind'rect 
polemic og~ Jrst a <rnosticl,., w1lic~ teac,es t~at the naked 
stlf sonrs aloft fra of any 11o~y. The Chrlutian does 
not desire, llkc such Gnostics, to be ''uncloattied" ••• ; 
he yenrns for tr e teav~nlt gar~~nt, "fer wa will not be 
found naked when ,·e have divest~d ourselves (of our 
pre ent physical body)" •••• 2 1 

Loqion 21. of the uosocl 2£ Thor.iat. is on<. good cxanple 

of t\l, Gnostic t acnlng: 

ary said to Jesus: 
"w,o are your df sci ples llke?n 

H~ rid: 
11They or like little children, living in a field 
whl ch f S not tl1 d l"~ • 
Wllen tl-\e owners of the field come, t~ey say, 

'Leave our ~leld to us.' 
They strip th selves before t,1em 
That they .!1ht leo.v t to tie, and glv£ ttem 
back their fl e le.. 11222 

Clartner under tends t1is lo~ion to refer to the deat1 of the 

"spiritul'.\l onesn or Onostics.223 The "owners" of the "field" 

are th pouers in the world, and at deatt, t~e Gnostics strip 

themselves of their bodies, w~lc~ actually belonr to these 

powers.224 "According to a com..,on Onosti c idea the soul of 

man," Cartner said, "is naked E'fter death, and must tread the 

difficult path up to the heavenly world ln constunt exposure 

to tl-1~ attacks of tJ,e evi 1 powers."225 

In 11 Corinthians 5: 4, Poul ls not dealing with "naked­

ness" ln death. Nakedness ls here, as In JudalsT., an irrage 

Thomus 

2~1rultMonn, .2.1..• ill•, p. 202. 

222 Herti 1 Gartner, The Theo log? 2.f. lli Gos rel 2,!. 
(Loncon: Collins, 1%1), p. 1 6. 

22 3.!.e.!£.., P• 184. 224Ibid., P• 1~5. 22 5Ibid. 
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ex~resslng the condition in the resurrect•on of t~e dead ~an•s 

soul who has been unfaltnfut.226 The lord's Parousla 1s in 

raul•s mind~ for he has a concept somewhat as t1at exnressed 

by: "Lo, 1 am caning like a thiefl f;lessed is he who ls 

wake, keep! ng hl s rarments ti,at he may not go naked and be 

seen exposedJ"227 

Pau1 1s concept, according to Ellis, 

••• cannot be understood in terms of anostic or 
other anthro~olog!cal dualis~; for r ul posits nettner a 
division of the self nor an escape fror, teriality and 
death but a "chanQed 11 

, •• psychosomatic organism whtch 
envelops and pervodes the whole personality and finds 
its fulfl llment ln the dellverance of the whole r.ian at 
the resurrection.228 

Ellls further observed, ond correctly so, on Paul's usage of 

"naked, n 

Althouph Paul (it is t1ought} derived the expression 
and the dualis~, frorr the Greek world, he has modified 
lt in the liaht of his Hebrew background; from Plato and 
0 M lo the ttnakadness" of di sembodtment was the qoa 1 of 
llfe; for Paul tt is patently undesirable, a11d ~is use 
of t'"ie term actually was a polemic against Gnostics in 
Corinth who depreclnted mnterloi existence. te~phas'fi 
11ine, hJw'J'?29 

~hen nlo1t one be found naked? cl11s answers: 

lt is not at death but at the parous!a that those with­
out tl'\e wedding garn1ent hatt. xxif.11), the spiritual 
body (I Cor. xv. 4lt, 53f.), the h.~avenly house (11 Cor. v.lf.) 

227Rev. 16: 15. 

228 1:.. E. Ellis, 1111 Corint1ians v. 1-10 in Paulin• 
Eschatoloqy/' ~ Testament 5tudies, 6 (April, 1960), 218, 
219. 
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to put on will be discovered stripped and. naked (II Cor. 
v. Jf.) .230 

Paul's state 1ent t~at "we have this treasure in 

earthen vessels" 231 ls quite st~i1ar to the thou,~t expressed 

by the Gnost!cs that such a orecious thing as the soul would 

he found in a despised body.232 In t"le Gospel 2£ Truth the 

ffoure of "Jars" or •vessels" representinq men occurs. One 

text reads: 

26:5 

26:10 

26:15 

••• when c~,e into the midst 
t'1e ord wl'o ia 
in the ~earl of those w)o soeak it-­
it was not a mere sound,~ 
it becn~e o soma--a ~reat 
di~tur nee occurred wlt11n 
t~e J rs, because some were 
e: pt led, others were filled, 
because< >some were supnli ed, 
ot ers were overturned• 
sone were purified, some also 
were di v!d ed ( i ,to pl eces} • ••• 233 

When t~e error of Hymeneeus and Phlletus had been discussed 

Paul used the in gery of "vessels" to explain that one might 

purge ,1~self of sin nd become a vessel of honor unto God.234 

In those passages where Paul uses this word (i.e., vessel) in 

correcting errorists 235 he may have been dapting his language 

2 30 I b I d • , o • 22 1 • 

232nospel 2£. Pht,112, Log! on 22. 

233oospel 2£ Tr~th, 26:4-2 ~5, in Kendrlk Grohel, 
Il!. Goscel .2!. Trut 11 Oashville: Abirgdon Press, 1960), PP• 
10?, 10 • 

234 I r Tim. 2: 20 f. 

23511 Cor. 4: 7; II Tim. 2: 20ff. 
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tot~ ira. In dofng so it seems likely that sue~ usaqe had 

a oolenlca1 basis. 

~elations~ip Between !Jl.!. Heresies!.!!, !:.h!, Pastoral!!!! 

Corint~la~ Eoistles~ 

Consideration of the c~aracteristics of the heresies 

s ssen in both the Pastor· l nd Corint'l.!an Epistles lndfcate 

t~at there were, number of likenesses between the~. A supe­

rior nknowledge" is t,volved in both which. does not build up 

as does love. Questions concerning foods and m rriage are 

characteristics of both. t.-:ach heresy h. s a J~lsh element 

in It. :..ot1 heresles err concerning the resurrection, and 

evldentl" they err for t ,e same rca~on. The two errors are 

actunlly one when the resurrection is considered, for both 

groups have o misconception as to w~en they are resurrected. 

The P storal heretics say they are already resurrected, while 

the Corinthian heretics soy no dead bodies ara raised since 

t~ey already have the only resurrection which can be experi­

enced. 

Evidence points to the two teresies being ope in 

source as they clearly are in results. Incloient Gnosticis~ 

wfth its world view oriented in cosmic dualism caused these 

men to over-emphasize Paul's eschotolooical teachinqs so as 

to exclude any future asoects such as a resurrection of the 

flesh at the cO"ling of Christ. Their revulsion to the body of 

fles, made them inclined to reject a bodily resurrection. 



SU "ARY 4, r CrtCLU">l Ot'S 

This thesis has been written to seek the identity of 

the sect or heretical group to w:'lich errortsts concerning 

the r surrect1on of the dead at Corinth and noted ln t~e 

Pastoral Epistles belonged. The views ex0ressed as recorded 

1n 1 Corinthians 15: and II Tt~othy 2: 17, 18, are very 

slm!lor to wtiat would '>e expected fro"ll ,eretics who "spir!t­

ua 11 zed the resurrect f on, 0 The second century controversy 

between t1P Church fathers and Gnostic heretics focuses 

attePtion upon C-nosticism s a possible sourc~ for t~e error. 

Newly published oriclnal documents of th Cnostlcs make this 

study pproprlate for thls time. W~re the heretics Gnostic? 

Thia Is t1e (tUestlon tt\is thesis seeks to answer. 

ln survey of belt fs concernin~ the life of man 

after death ft was f o Wld that 1 n Jud nl sm as pie tu red t n the 

Old Testament a relief ln a r,surrectlon of the dead existed. 

11eterodox J•1da{st"' of a later pert od reveals in its 1i terature 

that it wes divided over t~e question of man beinq resurrected 

or if he only possessed immortality of the soul, 

Ancient views of future 11 fe of the Greel<s and 10-:ians 

as recorded in Homer and Virqi 1 see ran existing after death 

In a "Hadean" world s1 '1'11 lar to the "Sheol" of the Old Testa­

ment. 
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The mystery relioions ushered in a hope of survival 

for Rome and Greece, and one mystery, that of 'ithra, offered 

Its initiates a resurrection in the future. Greek philosophers 

would have nothing to do with ideas of resurrection although 

some of the~ held with a future existence for man. The body 

wos considered a burden or a prlson to be escaped from. 

P~l lo of Alexandria followed Plato to a degree, and he 

spirltualized certain nibllcal passaoes so as to teach only 

an immortality in place of a Resurrection. 

The 'harlsees and cssenes believed in a future resur­

rection of the body, but the Sadducees and some of the Samar­

itans rejected any resurrection. 

Gnostic doctrine speaks of a resurrection, but this 

does not ~ean a resurrection of the body as held by certain 

of the Jews and the Christians. T~e Gnostic view of ~aterlal 

creqtion nade a bodily resurrection repulsive to hi~. Even 

t"1e resurrection of Jesus was rejected. Yet the Gnostic did 

:>Peak of a resurrection. 

The flew Testament doct rl ne of the resurrection ls 

centered upon the fact of the raising of t~e Lord Jesus 

Christ from the orave. All men, good or evil will someday 

arise fro~ the "tombs.tt This event will be unexpected. 

Paul wrote T'lessalonica so t"1ose Christians would not err 

in their view of C~rtst's return. At Corinth Paul answered 

the denial of the resurrection in detail. God raised his 



Son, one innocent of sin, who became the source of eterPal 

life for all believers. Christians become a art of tne 
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new humanity ns fo•1nd in union with C'1rlst, and they are 

assured of the! r salvation o.nd future resJrrecti on by the 

indwelling 1ioly Spirit who is an "earnest" t-o thern of the 

future glory. The resurrected life 1s to be one in a body 

spiritually controlled. Certain nsrects of the future life 

are &lready realtz din the life of a Christian. 

T~e Pastoral ~eresy involved speculation concerning 

"Myth• ond tjenealogies" which led men into error. A Jewish 

ttnaewas seen in tt,e heresy si 11 r to that in the l'leresy 

at Colossae. Proscriptions on marriage and foods co-existed 

with 11 ,ertlne te'lde-,cies toward i :morality as seen in the 

heretical teac.1.ers' action with 0 stlly women. 1
' Tte heresy 

also held that the "resurrection was p&st olready. 0 

The source of this error 1s clearly an early for~ of 

GnoslicJsm as can be seen In the above doctrtnes and in the 

emphas 1 s Pau 1 qi ves cert., l n facts. The t 'lings which Pau 1 

emphasizes which would be answers to (nostic errors ere: 

(jod•s creative actlvity and the Unity of the Godhead; the 

seeking of God to save all men and not just one class of 

predestined "pneumatics." The emphasis t,1at salvation rests 

on fat th and the one reference f n an adverse way to "so-

ca 11 ed kno"'ledge." ih e Lo rd• s essenti a 1 man ood is given 

due emphasis. All these factors co 1bined r ke tte error 

most locically Gnostic, especially when the group best fitted 



to tl'tls error as seen in t11e historical survey of c 1apter 

I 1 i s t •1 e Gnos tf c. 

The Pastoral heresy see11s to be one heresy with both 

Jrwfsh and Gn0st1c inored e1ts. This l eresy is the under­

lylno cquse for the "over-reclized" esc~atology. A Gnostic 

nir~t speek of resurrection. l-1ut 1is cos,olo~ical dual•sm 

of good-suirlt and evil-matter w•uld cause 1im to see only 

a spiritual res1.1rrection possible. Christ's resurrection 

was evidently seen as projecting all thcsP "in Him" into 

t1e aeon to co,o. an~ this theory makes the proscriptions 

loolcal. Pt-u1 1 s reference in I T!~othy I: 8 to "trils age 

and t~o Aae to come" are understtndable in this linnt, for 

there he objects to the1r theory. Fin~lly it ts observed 

th~t the Epfstle 1:.2_ Rheginus cont~ins a p ssage much like 

a part of the Pastorals which considers the resurrection 

as realized. 

At Corint'1 Paul faced a nuMber of questions wtich had 

been asked hi~ ~nd had to correct a nu~ber of malpractices 

among the Chrfstfans there. A survey of the errors in the 

letter, and the view expressed toward t~e resurrection, seems 

to best flt Gnosticism accordinQ to the facts learned in t~e 

hist~rical survey of contemporary views of the resurrectlon 

as noticed in C'1apter II. Here at Corintt many of the same 

errors existed as were noticed in t1e Pastoral iptstles as 

well. rfvis(ons were seen ~ecnuse of biooted teac1ers, or 
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at le~st tc~c~ers wl o ere "puffed" up clai~ing to Le mature 

and wise. Immorality also cx~stea ilonrside asceticiso. The 

Corinthians did hot conduct themselves ?roperly in ~utlic 

worsh Ip service-. t•any of the errors no led may be tr. ced 

to a lack of concern by men ,rouc. of thel r knowledge. The 

re~urrectton of tne dead was flatly denied ~ere. 

Paul's references as he ans ,ered this oroblem draws 

a µIcture of here~y w~ich seems best fitted by ~n incipient 

Gnosticisn sJrnilar to tnat found in the Pastorals. here 

were persons ho viewed the sacral"'lcntal aspects of C"l.ri~­

tianity 'lirhly and had little love for their brethren. 

Menan~cr•s ~.,llowtrs would have also reoarded baptism highly. 

Tl'\e lanq\J.age Pau 1 us es ind I c& tes th at his o-:iponents a re 

Gnostics, for 1e speaks of "naturo.1 11 and "s"1iritual 11 r:en. 

He gives emphasis to "mature" '"!en, and Pl..ul addresses tri.lise" 

men. 

otice is tQken of arrogant claims a~ong his converts, 

t"'lose wtio claim to 11 \lrcedy" 1leing kings, rich and full, while 

Paul and the other teachers are suffering. Cle ent of Alexandria 

took notice of proud Gnostlcs who claimed to already 1ave the 

Christian's Jdngdorr. Their chims to a rc.:llzed eschatology 

was ridiculed by rLul in both I and II Cor!ntt ians. 

Jn the matter of mortr.ls tl'\ere was asceticism as to 

r arriage and indulrence in irru,or.:.lity and idolatry. ln 

chaoter eight the ones in error concerninq foods proudly 

clat"ned to having attained to "knowledge." Emphasis is 
II 96t o 
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olvrn to "l<n,., lrcqe 11 i 1 this c1rrccooidence. Two fornulns 

~t'<\nrt out: "p.q t•1inqs are lawful for ,e," and "'\11 of us 

halfe kn•>wledg~." ";)nu l ref..1te, tl'li s 'nde endent, he"lrt less 

-rroC)~ncc t' rough knf'>wledge by a refE-re"lce to the better 111ay 

of Christian love. 

Even \''hile influenced bv G0<.t t'" 1 e ~pirit, pe'lce- could 

not rei~n areong t~ese "babes". Sore actually sai~, "Jesus 

be cursed." This may well ~ave bPen an exryression of 

d,.,cctfcism. 

T~rounJ·out t,e epistles P'"'ul reverts to a future 

esrhntology as the b<-nir; for corrt·ctlng t"ieir :->ctions ar.d 

souo~t to prese~t t1 em ~n ex~ 1~ of suffering with Christ. 

In ch~~ter fiftee~ of the fir~t letter naul ~ave 

s~eclal emphasis t0 t e future as~£ct of the ri9lnp, Ju~t 

ash~ did 'n t e second letter, chapter f"!·,e. 

Second Corinthians has language which is si,ilar to 

that of Gnosticism, es"'ecially as seen ln P'lul's use of 

"vessels" and "naked 0
• In t,e Gosoel 2£ Thor.'.as ts one 

example of the conept of t~e 0naked 11 rising of t'i.e spirit, 

and the Gosnel of Truth r,akes reference to "Jars" or "ve!:.sas." 

The tatter word is found in the context where Hyrr:enaeus and 

P1t l~tus r re mentioned ln II Tfriothy, and thus to some degree 

ties the two heresies tociet'"'er with ,nosticis.,. 

Do ~11 these facts add u~ to ~nosticis at Corint~? 

It can trnrdly be denied t1at t1e err~rs co1 ld well rest upon 

an early for,, of Gnostlcisn. L"nquage used and doctrines 
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lt1~ 1 "'t the r\ttcr-i. The rela• ·on~,,lp hetween this c>l"'ror 

end th"! nne in the Pas orj l!" is clear. 

B0U1 errorc; ,rvc "l Je11is1 ,1c ent. They also both 

have a cor,flicttng mor,lity 11lt1 a p ohl"''tlon Jf ~arri-ige. 

Doth 1er~~fe5 emphasize knowledge and pro •ote divisions. 

Both have clr~e"'lt~ w~!c~ c~n be parnllellcd by Gnostic 

sources of lat.3r de.t~. 13-it'l err c')nc"!rrin1 t"'? resurrect·on, 

nnd apparently f()r tl1e same rc'lson. 

The best conclusion concernino the ,er~sie~ concerning 

tt • rcs••rrectl on as not(;d i "'I I rorinthta·1 15 and Il Ti iothy 

2 sec•rn!i to he t 1-tt t'1ey ario e fr'J ri ar, 11over-re'l ll ied es« ~c1tol­

oov" 1hich h s come about because of gnostic presupnosl lions 

held bv U:, heretics. The in,::")ient Gn,stlcis"'l seen in both 

passages a r(' ve ... y ._ lf ltc i er not f rorn the s -.c source. "''1~ 

historic 1 survry endorses this v•ew G$ well as the evidence 

or t1e ~cum nts themselves and related ~aterial of a later 

oeri od. 
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APf ENDD A 

REVIE' OF Gf '~TlC SOJRCES 

I. WATER!AL KNOWN PRTOR T) T 'E C, Ef-Ql30SK10N LISCOJERY 

T1e small number of original Gnostic texts extant 

prior to the C~enoboskion find testffJ to the success of 

the Church ln its efforts at supresslng this system. A. F. 

Ffndlav ~as well said! 

The C~urc"l took care, wl-\en she gained her hard-won 
victory over Gnosticism, that the obnoxious writings 
were destroyed. 

1
~hen she had beaten the enemy_. she 

burned nts camp. 

So well rlld t~e Church eliminate the writings of the heretics 

that bes id es a few fraqmentary works, the c"\i e f source for the 

study of Gnosticism was t~e writings of the Churc~ Fathers w~o 

opposed the Gnostic teachers. Three main codices and several 

frag~eots were all that remained prior to Chenoboskfon. 

Codex Askewianus. This ::ianuscript is in codex form, 

haJ!nq 17R leaves w1ict1 are divided into 356 paces of quarto 

{8 3/t" by 6 1/2"). The heirs of D. A. Askew broupht the 

manuscript to the British ~useum in 1785.2 "0f the five texts 

it contains, written in a Theban diulect of Coptic--in Sahidic--

1A. F. Findlayt Oyways in Early Christian Literature 
(EdJnburgt 1'. t. T. Clark_. 192JT, PP• 11'7, 118. 

2o. R. s. ~ead, Pistis Sophia (London: John 
Watkins, 19li7), p. xx!. 

• 
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a first translatlon was published in 1851.uJ Underlying t~ls 

5th century Coptic text is an original Greek compositton.4 

Of the four sections of Ptstls Sophia• as this work is 

genera 1 ly known, 11. c. r·uech observes: 

The first three sections corresoond to the thr~e books 
of one end the sa~e work, probably co~posed between 250 
and 300: ••• On t,e ot,er ~and the fourt~ section 
(232:1-254:8), w~ich has ~o title is in reality a distinct 
work, corposed in the first half of the

5
Jrd century and 

thus older than those whic~ precede ft. 

Alt~oug1 various dates have been assioned the manuscript, "All 

critics apree In reoarcing Egyrt as tne land of origin of the 

two wri ti nqs of the Cod ex Askew! anus. 116 Unani .,i ty does not 

exist eit~er concerning tlie aut1or or 1is sect, but '4. s. 
Ens li n fee ls, 

The author of t~is wrltino was apparentl1 a Valentinian 
or darbleo Gnostic of t~e Sethlan type, of the sort 
evidenced by the f SS discovered 1 n 1946 at CJ-ienoboski on 
in Upper Eqyryt •••• 7 

H. c. Fuec; supplies anot~er possibility in the view that 

Schridt supoosed for a time, that the ~uthor was of the 

Severiana. 8 

3Jeen Doresse, The Secret Rooks of t;e Eavptian Gnostics 
(}ew York: T~e VikingPr°ess, 1960), o.ti"S:-

4,. c. Puech, "Gnostic Gospels and Related Documents," 
~ ew Test~ r,ent Apocrypha, Edqar Hennecke, U f lhelm Schnee'Tlelcher, 
and R. cL. Htlson, editors (Philadel)hia: The est'fliriister 
Press, 1963), 1, 252. 

51£!.g_., pp. 250, 251. 6 1btd., P• 252. 

7,. s. Enslin, "ristis Sophia," The lnter~reter's Diction­
~ 2!, lli_ 111 b le (. ew York: Abingdon Press, 19b}, I I l, 820. ' 

8 Pu ec h, .!££.. ill. 
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R. ~. Grant's view is t,at Pistis Soohla sheds a good 

deal of light on Gnostic thought i~ decline,9 Here ls a 

picture"• •• of the vag'lries of Gnostic soeculatlon that 

was rife in tl)e second century onw,1rd,nlO The work tells 

how Jesus dwelt arrong ,ts discioles for eleven or twelve 

years after his resurrection and answered the questions t,at 

they asked 'Ii,,. 'ary Magdalene t tkes a large part in the 

~uestioninq, for "It has been reckoned thut of the 46 questions 

here put to Jesus 39 fall to the lot of ary /agdalene. 11 11 

Dur!no the discourse material is covered w,ich is found in 

ot~er early writings. Enslin notes: 

The writing cont,ins five of the Odes of Solonon and 
-an; references to the two books of JeJ, which latter 
~ave been identified by Carl Schmidt with the ystery of 
the <"reat Logos Ulros K•t* Avrrry<~.,,..), now incl 1ded tn 
tie fifth-century Oxford Coaex Brucionus.12 

An interestinq feature of the fait, of these Gnostics 

was t;at t 1ey were "transnigrat'?nists; transcorooration formed 

an Integral part of t~eir system."13 T1e souls of both the 

good and evil rrignt be reincarnated. The last section of the 

rtstls Soohin (C~a~ter lhbff.) recalls to mind Dante's Inferno, 

for certain sinful souls are ~iven punishments described as to 

York: 

9 i~. • Grant, Gnosticism and -ar-ly C~ristianlt~ (t ew 
Columbia University Press;-f959), ry• 4. 
lOcdqar J.. roodspeed, A l-'istorv of 1;,arly C1ristian 

Literature (c;1cago: University of Chicago Jress. 1142), 
p, 59. 

11 Puec"I, 21?..• fil•, >. 257. 

1 JMead, 2.2• ill• , p. x 1 v • 
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length ard tyue. So~e of t,ese souls are given to drink the 

"cup of foroctfulnesstt and t,en are reincarnated. Th t the 

good soul mi pht also be reincarnated Is shown b.,' t"le example 

of Elias• soul !:leing (live, to Jolin the .. aptizer (C~arter ?). 

Evidently these Gnostics found no problel""' in t~is 

matter of "tra1smlgrat1on" of souls because they looi<ec:' for 

a "consu'll~a ti on of t tie Aeon" w'1en those th<.tt had received 

certain mysteries would reac~ their final state in t~e reoions 

to which t~ey had attained a ri~~t by the mysteries under­

taken ~ere. T~ey had hope of reac,ina the hfqhest reoion, 

the Real~ of Light, throuoh the Mysteries undertaken and the 

qnosis held (See Chapter 86). This was t~eir ho~e. 

Codex Berolensis 0502. The Codex Berolensis 8502 is 

a f!ft"l century Coptic codex acq~ired by Dr. Rheinhardt in 

Cairo and announced to t--.e sc"lolarly world on July 16, 1~96, 

by Carl Sc,widt.14 Contained in this cod~x are three Gnostic 

wori<s; a Gosoel 2£ .ary, a <>ecret ~ 2.f. .:l.2b.!l, and a v·ork 

called The lisdo~ ~ Jesus, as well as so~e ~ 2f Peter 

w~ich ar~ not Gnostic.15 

Three oth3r copies of t'le Apocryp})on_gJ John were found 

at Chenobosklon which shows that It evidently was a fundanental 

Uh, d it i ea, 2.E.• £.._., P• XXXV. 

15 Doresse, 2E.• cft., pp. ~6, 87. 
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treatise of the Gnostics. 16 The copy of the Aoocryph~n from 

Cairo is lQter than t~ose from Chenoboskion, and t~e Greek 

original underlying the Aoocrvphon is still earlier.17 Even 

orlor to the finding of t~e qerlin Codex this treatise was 

known due to t,e use made of it by Irenaeus as a source con• 

cernlng t~e Hnrbelo-Gnostics (~. !!!!.!:• I. 29), and 1is use 

oi ves the Anocryphon of Jo;n ter.,lnus ~ guam f0r its 

original of .£2.• A. D~ 180.l~ Schmidt's attemots at publishing 

the Berlin Codex were unsuccessful, and it was not unti 1 an 

edition by W· lt~r Till appeared in 1955 that the Text of the 

Aeocryphon appearect.19 Till used one of the copies from Cheno­

boskion for notation of VJriant readings. 

There ts am9le proof for believing that a Greek original 

underlle5 t,e Coptic ve~sion of t~e works in the Perlin C dex. 

the Gospel 21. ~ exactly repeats part of a Greek paoyrus 

attributed to t~e third century (Ryland Paoyrus 463).20 Of 

t"ie 11/lsdom 2.f. Jesus, l. c. Puech wrote, " ••• of which I 

have recovered in another Oxyrh;nchus papyrus (~o. lOAI) two 

pages in the ori'linal Greek; ••• "21 

16 t. c. Puech, nThe Juno Codex and the 
Documents from Na~ lammad!," I!!!. Jung Code~, 
editor (London! 4. R. J owbray ~ Co. Li Mi ted, 

17..LE!.£_. 18ooresse, 2.E..• ill•, p. P.7. 

20 Ibid -· 

Other Gnostic 
F. L. Cross, 
1955), p. 22. 

19lbid. 
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Just as Wary Magdalene playeJ an 1,portant oart in the 

PI stl s Sop'1ia, she a al n does 1 n ttie Gos µe 1 ~ ~, and as 

Puech said, ti.is"• •• 1s al, ost t~e rule I~ Gnostic literature. 1122 

The ,ophi a a r :Iii sdom 2f. Jesus i s now known from the 

Che.,obosk!on find, ,nd is very 11!< tie Epls.tle 2f :1onostos 

whic 1 precedes It in one of the codlces.23 The 5".>n~ia dates 

from t1e second half of the secord century or the third century 

at latest, but its aut,or's sect is not now deterrrlnable.24 

It may be t~at the Codex Berolensls nppeared Just to 

pass away ar I~, for it has aisappeared since the Second 

•:orld 'ar. 25 

Codex Brucianus. This codex derives its name from the 

great Scottish explorer and traveller in Anyssi~in,26 Bruce, 

w~o purcnased it at Thebes, Egypt, in 1769.27 Doresse sees 

much in common between the Codex Askewianus and the Codex 

Urucianus, for he said: 

It is a auestion--the two manuscripts havina come to 
llqlit about th'- sa 1e time whether the Codex Askewianus 
ma~ not have come from the same Tneban source: by their 
contents alone the two collections present a fa~ily like­
ness that sugoests this hypothesis.2~ 

22Puech, ~ Testament Anocrypha,. P. 3h2. 

25 Doresse, .2.E.· .ill•, p. 86. 
26 F. Legge, forerunners~ Klvals .2f_ Christianity 

York: Peter Smitti., 1950), II, 1tt9. 

27 Doresse, 2.12.• £!!.., p. 76. 28.!fil1. 
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The codices also have the same Sabidic dialect of the Coptic.29 

The Er~ce Codex consists of seventy-~iqht papyrus paaes 

written by several dlffert.nt scrilies,30 and contain~ two works: 

lli .!l2.21i .2f. l!l£. Ore<1t Logos Accord! ng 12. lli •ystery r.nd a 

lofty a J:.,OCa lypse wit 1out a tit le. The f o rr er contal ns two 

:->ooks and ray ,c dated In t,e flft~ cer.tury wlt! le tl.e latter 

untitled urk r,ay go lxl.clt to the enc of the fourth century.31 

Bot11 works pre~ent a Gnostlcis-, of fully developed form. 

Other Sources. In 19)8, C. H. Roberts published a 

frag~cnt of a manuscript known as Ryland's Papyrus 463, con­

sisting of a leaf of the Gospel According !:.fl Marv. in Greek, 

whic~ was known in a Coptic form in the Qerlin Codex.32 This 

fragment can hardly be later than A. D. 200, and it was 

probably current in Irenaeus• ~ay.33 

Amonp the many papyrus fraq~ents recovered at Oxy­

rhynchus, four are now known to be of importance to the study 

of Gnosticism (1, 654, 655, and lOPl). Oxyrhynchus Papyrus I 

is from t~e t~frd century of our era and was found in 1897.34 

Papyri Nos. 6511 and 655 were discovered in 1903.35 Grant noted 

ft that lt ••• was Puech who discovered that all three Oxyrnynchus 

29 tegqe, 

Jllli_i. 

30Doresse, 1.££.. ill• 

32Goodspeed, .22.• ill•, o. 96. 

34Robert "• Grant, r.-.e Secret Sayings .2.f. Jesus (Garden 
City, ~ew Yorh: Doubleday--X-Company, Inc., 1960), P• I 7. 

35.!lili!.., p. lt9. 
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:raq,,ent" ( 1, t>~4, and l:5) c:i'Tle fron th~ Gospel 2.f. Thona~. 1136 

Fra<'ment numl>er lOPl, as not ci above,37 preserves a port1on of 

t1e S0p~11a tl Jesu. anc1 is fr 11 t.1 10 th(rrl or four .. h ce11tur.1.38 

~1rally s~octl~ hen tPd Puech 1 s r•c1~nition of another ,xy­

r"\ynchus frrgnent quot inf. fr1•·1 t'1. .. C:0s1el or Thorras r served 

II 
• • • on a !.tr') of lfnen, p rt of a snroud, ••• 1139 

Doresse notes two otner s~urces; one frngrnent or a 

ryarrh~t~t codex fron Deir-~aln'izah, in Sahidic Coptic of 

t~e ~ourth century, and anot~er t~e fuDerary epitaph of a 

Gnostic lady of Rome, flavia So~he, w~o ~led in\. D. 300.40 

A few r onuments, paintinns and cems ~i~ht be added, 

but on the main these are the important sources prior to 

ChenoJoskion. Al Chenoboskion a wealth of information 

appeared to be added to this infor~ati~n of "T~e Gnosis 

accord i nq to its frl ends" .41 

lI. T 1 IE CHENOBQ5Kl(l,J FIND 

ln brief this was ~ow t~e Gnostic library found at 

Che ,obos kl on came to 11 c ht. riot 1 ater than 1946, a Jar con• 

tnining some forty-eight Gnostic ~orks was discovered in a 

tomb of the early C11ri st i an pc ri od (probably of t t-i e fourth 

37s•-'"'! p 117 .,.n • • 

JEGrant, 2£· ill•, p. 60 n. 12. 

39noresse, 2.£• ill•, p. 33R. QOlQ.1£.., pp. q8, 89. 

41Mead, 2.!2.• ill•, ,. xxxix. 



121 

century) at t~e site of the ancient town of Chenoboskion.42 

The site of the discovery is sore t~irty to fifty ~iles up 

the 1ile from Luxor, and tie finders were peasants of the 

vlll1oes of Debbah and ~a"ra-Dou~. These labourers attached 

little fmoortance to the codices, as was shown by the fact 

that they sold then for three pounds.43 Soon after being 

found the codices became separated, but .inally reached Cairo 

ln three different groJps. 

The codex now known as the Jung Codex was ourchased by 

a second-hand dealer in 1946 and later sold to t~e Jung 

Institute in ~ay of 1952. The other twelve codices, in two 

grou~s, ,ere obtained by the Cairo useum by purchase in 

1952.44 

These nanuscrints are very inport~nt for the study of 

Gnosticism. w. R. Schoedel feels, 

The value of these finds is that for the first time 
we have o significant body of ~nterial in which gnostic 
1erestarchs speak for the~selves without ?elng filtered 
throug~ the hostile mind of the orthodox church.45 

T,e paucity of ori0i~al ~ater!al for a study of Gnosticism 

prior to the manuscripts noted above is clearly shown in the 

words of c. K. Staudt who wrote in 1909 saying: 

42xendrtck Grobel, The Gospel of Truth (~ashville: 
Al.,inqdon Press, 1960), pp.T,8. -

43.!Ju..a. 44Puech, lli Jung Codex, pp. 13-15. 

45v. q. Schoedel, "The Rediscovery of Gnosis," 
lnteroretation, XVI (October, 1962), 396. 



In an effort to restate Gnosticism, ~e are at once 
confronted wit, a serious difficulty. The writings of 
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the Gnostlcs have perished, and we know of their tenets 
only throuqh their opponents, who may often ,ave misunder­
stood t,em and oiven undue e~phasis to certain minor 
statenents.46 • 

How greatly thls picture has been changed was noted by 

Abraha"1'1 J. al'"lerbe in 1960 when he wrote, ''~lhen all these 

works are ~ublished, we will know ~ore about Gnosticis~ than 

the conte•poraries of the Gnostics did."47 

Here in 48 codices are preserved 794 paoes out of a 

possible 1,ooo.h8 Eleven of the thirteen codices still retain 

their oriqinal blndi~gs, which were of supple leather, decorated 

wit~ various desig~s, formed so as to resemble ~odern port­

folios.49 Three of the writinos are preserved in double or 

triple recensions, and in all, only two of t~ese works were 

previously known and edited.50 The pa yrus leaves average 

about twenty-five cm. hig~ by fifteen cm. broad, and t~e 

script on tne w1ole is good.51 

The lanquace of co-position was originally Greek, but 

the copies found at C~enoboskion are all translations in the 

~6Calvfn Ylopp Staudt, The Idea of the Resurrection in 
the Ante-Nicene Period (ChicaooT'° TFie"u'nTvmity of Chicago-
Press,'7"909), o. r~,. • 

47Abra))am J. '-~alherbe, "Cinosis and Primitive Chris­
ti~nity: A Survey (II)," Restoration Quarterlv, IV (1960), 28. 

~8v. R. Gold, "T~e Gnostic L1brary of Chenoboskion," 
~ Uiblical Arc~aeolopist, XV (Dece~ber, 1952), 72. 

49 Ibld., p. 73. 50"'uech, !ill!_ Jung Codex, p. 16. 

511.!?.u!.· 
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Coptic languaqe, t~e majority being in t~e Unper Eqyptian 

Sahtdlc dialect.52 This lannuaoe has been one of t~e factors 

delaying p tlic tion, as Van Unnik notes: 

Various causes have contrihuted to tt-ie delay in ttie 
publication of these treasures, In particular the fact 
t,at these books are pres~rved not in the orioinal Qreek, 
but in Coptic translations and the extremely difficult 
rhar~cter of t~eir contents.SJ 

R. ~. Grant lists tt,e few works 'lublished so far frorr the 

wealt, of the discovery at Chenoboskion. He wrote in 1959, 

At the present time only t,ree volumes of t~e ag-
!a~1 adf writings have been pu,lis~ed, thouoh more are 
prorlsed in the near future. These are {1) the edition 
of the Gnostic writinqs contained in the nerlin Coptic 
papyrus, in wh'ch, as we have said, Till included variant 
readings fron a Nag-Ha~rnaei version of the A~ocryphon of 
John; (2) the Gosnel of Truth; and (3) reproductions of 
t,e first volu,e, whic~ includes the Discourse on the 
Resurrection, (sic] the Apocryphon of Jo1n, the gospels 
of Thoma

5
s and Pii 1i Pt a'1d the Hyoostasi s of the 

Archons. 4 

A variety of ancient nater!al has been preserved in 

the Chenoboskion library. Here remains Gnostic apocalyptic 

literature, 0nosttc commentaries and abstract treatises, 

long with previously unknown Heroetlc works and pseudo­

Christian apocryphal works. Among the unpublished works 

are a number of apocalypses, the greater part of which are 

52Ibid. 

53Yt. c. Van Unnl k, "T11e ~•ewly Discovered Gnas tic 
'Epistle to Rhealnos' on the Resurrection: I," The Journal 
.21.. Ecclesiastical History, {October, 1964), p. 1r:T; See also 
)oresse, 2.12.• ill•, Cha1ter III, for a ~!story of the problems 

which ,ave hindered publication. 

54R. M. ~rant, Gnosticism !lliL Earlx Christianity, 
pp. 5, 6. 



connected in some way wit~ the "Great Set~". 

T1ree apocalyptic works ,ere ~entloned by Porp~yry 

in ,is bioqraohy of Plotinus; these being tne AEocalypse 

2£.Allvoer.es, Apocdlypse 2f. Zostrianus (or Zoraster), and 

the /\pocalypse ~ 'essos.55 Gold feels, 11The corroosition 

of al 1 three antedates 21iO A. D. "nd comes from the same 

Set~tan circle."56 
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The Gosrel 2f. l!!!, Egyptians, or the~£!. lli Great 

Invisible Spirit, preserved !n two forms, is also related to 

Seth.57 A frag~ent of a Gospel.£!. ill Eoyptlans was ~nown in 

Patristic writinqs, but occordina to Schneemelc~er, "The 

Greek Gospel of the Egyptians is not identtcal wit~ the 

•Gospel of ti-ie E9yptians 1 recently found at laQ-HammacH;. • • 

The date of composition was "probatl; t~e first third" of the 

secord century.59 

Another work related to t~e Great Seth is the .E!.!:!,.• 

phrase tl §.h!!:., whlc~ ~as another title at its close; the 

1158 

Second Treatise 2f ~ Great ?.SUJl, which was referred to by 

tlipoolytus as tne Paraphrase of Seth.60 Of it Hippolytus said, 

55001~, 2E.• ill•, p. 75. 561J2JJ!.., p. 76. 

57Puech, I.!!!, Jung Codex, p. 20. 

58 llhelm Schneenelcher, »The Gospel of the Egyptians," 
l'ew Testament Apocrypha, Edqar Henneke, Wilhelm Schneemelc'1.er, 
and R. cL. 'llson, editors lf-hiladelpt-ia: The Westr:"inister 
r ress, 19l3), 1, 252. 

59lli.£.., o. 178. 60 F-uec'l , !J.! Juno Codex, p. 21. 



lf, 1ow~ver, anyone !s desirious of 
doctrine according to them Sethlans 
book I nscri t-ed Pa raphrz.se of Seth; rgf 
tenets he will find deposited tnere. 
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learning the entire 
, let him read a 
all their secret 

Two psevdo-BiblJcal apocrypha: a Revelation .£f. Adam 

12_ ~ ~ ~' and the lli2.2!:t of Norta, also fit into the 

Sethian group. The latter work also is called the rlypostasfs 

.2f.. lli Arc hons. 

The T~ree illars (or Tables, or Steles} £!.~.also 

called the Apocalypse of Dositheus belongs in the "Sethian" 

cateoory of th~se works. Evidently this work is not related 

to nosithee, en early leader of a Sa~~ritan sect, exceot in 

name, and perh8ps t~e desire to oive it authenticity oronpted 

the tit le. 62 

Another work, existing in part, is entitled !.h!. Triple 

Discourse .2.f.lli Triple Protennoia, qualified as a book written 

by the Gre t Seth, i.e. a Sacred f22!!. written kt ill Father.63 

resides t~ese, t,ere are several un-titled works that 

little has been written about as yet. 

rive works might be termed Gnostic co~mentaries or 

abstract treatises. There are two copies of the Sethian 

cosmoloaical work !.!l!t Epistle 2.f. Eugnostos fil Blessed.64 

T~is trentise precedes the Wisdom 2.£ Jesus in its codex, 

61 Refutatio, v. xvii, Roberts. 
62Gold. lt 77 , 2£.• £__., P• • 

63~., p. 78. 64ruech, Th.£. Jung Codex, p. 23. 
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and seems to have been a source for that wor~.65 Of the other 

works little is known. 

Five Hermetic works were found at Chenoboskion, four 

previously unknown. This group contains t~e Authentic lli• 

course .2f. Hermes 1.!2. Thoth, ~edf.tation £.e. lli Supreme Power, 

~ portion of Asclepius, and two untitled works.66 

A series of Olrist!an-Gnostic works exist ln this 

groury of codices, Several "Petrine" works exist, one being 

~ Aeocalvps~ 2.£ Peter which has nothing in common with 

the wor~ of the same name that enjoyed a degree of accepta~ce 

by the church near the end of the se~ond century, except in 

be!n~ attributed to Peter. 67 Comolete copies of the latter 

work have been preserved in Ethiopic and ln fragmentary form 

in both Greek and Arabic. Still another "Petrine" work which 

has no known affinities with previous works of the sa~e, or 

nearly identical titlesJ is the Acts of Peter and the Twelve -- --......-----
Apostles. The Chenoboskion copy is quite short and "romantic" 

in nature.68 The final work of the Jung Codex is also con­

cerned with the Apostle Peter. 

There are three apocalyoses, all different, attributed 

to James anong t~e texts from Chenobosklon. The one found tn 

tne Jung Codex is in a different dialect t~an the other two. 

65 11ech, ~ Testament Apocrypha, p. 2u8. 

66Gold, 2£.• ill•, PP• 78, 79. 

67.!12!.s!.., p. 80. 68Puech, fu Jung Codex, p. 22. 
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It 1s n.,,,.. <nown that t 1e Chenoboskl on Apoc:: lyps~ 2.f. Ja:nes is 

differe11t fron t'le _1re111ously pJlliS'led Coptic nor,< of tre 

same :iarr.e w1tcri was l<no..,n to Hip"?olyt.1s and was used by t,e 

Naassenes.69 The A~oc~lypse .>f tie June Codex is attributed 

to a Valent·ntan Gnostic author due to the co'!lpanion warns 

of t'lat Codex. 70 The aut,or feels t.,Clt C 1r•stJans were called 

upon to suffer accordi n,1 to God 1s olan, that prophecy ended 

wlttl Jo"ln the "laptist, and it speaks of faith, wor',s and love, 

but reasons t'lat one receives the Kin~dom of Hc-vzn only by 

Gnos i '>. 7 1 

The ~rocalyps~ 2.f. ~ from C1en~bosklon is si~llar 

to the Ascension 2f.. ~ used by t1e later Gnostics and t1e 

Cai nit es. 72 Just as wl th the Christian apocryphal work of 

the sane title, thls work is co~cerned wit~ reveallnp t~e 

~ords P~ul could not utter in II Corinthians 12: 2-4.73 

~he W!sdon 2£ Jesus mentioned bef'ore74 consists of a 

discourse bet ,een t~e resurrection Saviour and his twelve 

discl-oles and even ioly women.75 The Dialogue £1 !h!_ Saviour 

69 
Go 1 d , .2J2. • £..ll.. , p • 82 • 

700. '..)u!s~el, ncontents oft he Jung Codex," The l!!.!!l 
Codex, r. L. Cross, editor (London: ~. R. owbray l:c:o., 
t1,1·ted, 195~), n. ~6. 

71 lbid. 72 ruech, The June; Codex, .!.2£• £!.l.• 

73riold, 2.E.• E.U_., p. 77. 74see below, pp. 117. 

75Puech, ~ Test ,ent 4pocryp~a, p. 21L 7 .• 
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ts in the sa~e literary forn, but it is not so well preserved 

as the Wt sdom of Jesus is. 76 

Several of the pseudo-epigraphical works are attributed 

to Thomas, One is the Oosr,e 1 2£ Thomas, a ·•1ork quite d 1 f­

ferent fron the C~ristian apocry~hal work of the same name. 

St.i 11 .1nottier work o.ttri buted to Tno11as is the ~ 2.f.. Thor.:as: 

Secret 40rds Spoken .El:, .!:Jl!. Saviour 12. _Jfil Thomas, !lli!_ Recorded 

by atthew• Perhaps t~ls is the Bastlldean Gnostlcs work 

called !h!. Traditions 2f. ~atth!as, 77 or perhaps it is the 

Gospel According t2, 'atthtas whic~ was referred to by Orlqen 

and Euseblus. 78 

The Gospel .9l. Thomas ls among the published texts 

of t~ose found at Chenoboskion (ln Codex Ill, Puech's 

classificati~n). The work which tnrediately precedes it 

in its codex ts the Apocr~phon ~ John, w~!ch has been known 

for some time but was not published until 1955.79 

Today scholars arc inclined to "admit or suqqest" that 

the Aeo~ryphon 2.!.:!.2.tm. represents a forM of Gnosticlsm earlier 

,:0 G" than Valentinus. Bertil artner would place the Apocryphon 

nmonp the"• .• the most ancient of Gnostic scriptures, ~ating 

76Go1d, l<l£• cit. 
77 

Puec}l, Ill! Jung Cod ex, .!2£• £!.!_. 781.!llit· 
79see below, pp. 116. 

80Puech, ~ Testa~ent Apocrypha, p. 331. 
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The Gosoel of Thomas is quite different fro~ any of 

the canonical oospels. "It recounts no episode from t,e life 

of Jesus, ~nd contains scarcely any narrative; it ls in no 

resoect a gospel of narrative c~aracter." 89 The contents are 

for t~ose initiated and are meant to be secret, for a know­

ledqe of them ensures eternal life. The orening words are: 

These are t'le secret words w~ich the living Jesus 
spakel and Didymus Judas Thomas wrote tnem down. 

( 1 J And "'le said: He who s ria 11 fl nd the i nterpreta­
t ion of these words shall not taste of deat,.90 

The Gospel 2f. T'lomas " ••• is no other and no less 

than a collection of 114 logia, the most extensive collection 

of sayinas of Jesus or sayinos attributed to Jesus, t~at has 

come down to us independently of t ~e New Testament tradition. 1191 

Among these nany saylnas are some dealing with t~e Gnostic 

view of salvation and t~e resurrection. 

The Gosoel 2.£ Philip ifT'r,,ediately follows the Gospel 

2f. Tho--nas in Codex III and precedes a udoqmatic tractate", the 

·.ypostasis 2.f. .lli Archons.92 Unti 1 recently only a citation 

from the Gospel 2£ Philip was known from Ep!phasius Panarion 

(26. 13. 2-3), but that citation does not occur in the Gospel 

89Puech, 2£.• ill•, p. 283. 
90 R. VcL. Wilson, "Appendix I, The Gosoel of Thomas," 

few Testanent Apocrypha, Edgar rlenneke, Wilhelm Schneenelcher. 
and R. Mel. Wilson, editors ( 'hiladelphla: T~e Westreinister 
Press, 1963), I, 511. 

9 1Puech, .2..12.• ill•, pp. 284, 285. 

92lbid., p. 276. 
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2f. Ph!liE from Chenobosklon. 93 

A..s to date, u111s on wrote: 

The Coptic manuscript is probably to be dated about 
A. D. 400, but the document itself is older. In Puech's 
view the Vorlage, originally in Greek, mlght be dated 
to t~e second century A. D., or at latest to the begin­
ning or middle of the thlrd.94 

11 lson gives four reasons for a secof'd century dating. ( 1) 

"In the first place there ls the agree~ent with the Valen­

tfnlan systerr as described by Irenaeus and in the Excerpts 

ex Theodoto fslcJ.n95 (2) "Secondly, tt-ere are t11e parallels 

with such writings as t~e Apostolic Fathers.«9 6 (3) "In the 

third place, there ls the state of the Canon reflected in the 

New Testament echoes and allusfons."97 (4) "Finally, the 

general atnosphere see"!ls to be rather that of the s£cond 

century than of the third.«98 

The Gospel .2£. PhlliE treats various themes, one being 

the resurrection. Wilson ~akes note of these references 

saying: 

Of the references to the Resurrection, two (21,90) 
present the view conde~ned ir. t~e Pastoral Epistles, 
that for the believer ft ls already a thing of the past. 
Another admittedly .•• t~ an accurate reflection of tMe 
Pauline doctrine (23), but admits of interpretation fn a 

Harper 

93~., pp. 273, 277. 

94R. "cL. Wt lson, T~e Gos}el of Phi lip 
and Row, PublisherS:-l9b2, p:-3 

951J2!.2.. 96.!fil., p. 4. 97~. 

9Bl.£!..g_., P• 14. 

(New York: 
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Gnostic sense. Of the others, 67 contains no more t,an 
a passing allusion, w~ile 63 treats the resurrection as 
one of t~e possibilities open to ~an: he may find him­
self either in t~ls world or in the resurrection or in 
"the place of the• idst."99 

Next to the Epls t le 1£. .Rhegi nus, the Gospe 1 of Philip Is of 

nost importance in investigatinq the Gnostic views of the 

resurrection. 

T1e Gospel .Q! Truth attracted much attention when 

it was published, being fro~ the Jung Codex, and one of the 

first treatises to appear froM Che~obosklon. T~e lanquape 

of thfs work ls t~e ~ubakhaimlc dialect of the Coptlc.100 

After some study of the Gospel of Truth, w. c. Van Unnik 

out forth this thesis: 

The Gospel of Trutn, which has been recovered in the 
Junq Codex, was written by Valentf~us at Rome round 
about lh0-lhS, before the development of typically 
Gnostic dogmas. 10 l 

Prior to tts being found at Chenoboskion, Irenaeus (~. Haer. 

III, Xi. 9), and possibly Tertullian CE.!. Praes. !ill£.• Ch. 25) 

~entloned t~e Gospel of Truth.102 Van Unnlk believes that 

Irenaeus referred to the same Gospel as that found at Cheno­

boskfon, since"• •• the name, origin, ~nd plan of the work 

are in full accord wl t~ the account of Irenaeus." 103 

1000 ~ uispel, ~- ill•, p • .:;;l. 

lOlu. c. Van Jnnik, "Tl-\e 1uos1>el of Truth I and the New 
Testvnent, 11 ~ Jung Codex, f. L. Cross, editor (London: A. R. 
1 owbray and Co., Limited, 1955), p. 104. 

102rutspel, 21?.• ill•, o. l.t-9• l03van U'lnik, 2.E.• cit., p. 96. 
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Puech; in considering t~e contents of the Gosoel 2f. 
Truth, endorsed its Valentinian origin. He wrote: 

In lT.Y opinion we 11ave to do rat·,er wit'1 a homily 
(not a qospel) whlc11 miqht be reckoned amonQ t,e pieces 
of t~e saree kind which, accordinq to Clement of Alexan­
dria (Strom. IV. 13, 89. 1-3; VI. 6I 52, 3-4), helonqed 
to the literary work of Valentlnus. 04 

Concerning this homily he noted, "It contains no account of 

the life or works of Jesus, nor any ~enti~n of tie worjs or 

sayinqs of t~e Lorn."105 Accorlino to Floyd v. Filson, the 

Gospe 1 .2f. Truth: 

••• does not tell tt-ie gospel story we know. It is 
a story of t~e wa; of salvation, and t1at way is not the 
one t'le cw Testament descrtLes. In tl-iis Gospel~ Truth 
sin plays no real role. The dilemma of man comes from 
his iqnorance or forgettin9 of uod. He must ~ain or 
recover this knowledge (Gnosfs) of God.106 

0 uec~ notes t~at what is r~ally commended here is not a 

"oospel", but "rnosis", and feels that"• •• the whole work 

could be regarded as a kind of hymn to Knowledge. • • "107 

l~mediately followinq the Gospel tl Truth in the Jung 

Codex is a treatise concerninq t~e resurrection, now kno\<Vfl as 

the Epistle .!:..2 Rheoinus. 108 T}ie text "lentions "the Apostle" 

l04Puech, ~ Testament Apocrypha, P• 2'10. 

l05.!E.1£..., o. 236. 
106 Floyd v. Filson, 111},e Gnostic •Gospel of Truth'", 

11blical Archaeoloqist, XX (1957), 78 • 

l07 Puech, ~J?• .£!.!:..•, p. 239. 

lOB 1 lchel -'alinine, Q!. Resurrectione, •.ttchel VaUnine, 
henri-CharlPs Puech, Gilles Quispe!, and Walter Ttll, editors 
(Zurich: Rascher Verlaq, 1963), p. vii. 
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who said" ,e suff red with 'hi1ll, aid we arose with hi,, and 

we went to heav n with hi 11n (45), so the aut'lor lived after 

tte Apostle PaJ1. This means"• • • one can be practically 

sure t'1'lt he lived 1n t'1e seco,d century, the very age in 

which t~e queJti Jn concer'"ling the resurrectio1 was a burning 

one •••• ut09 Puech and Quispel felt• 

The Letter to R~eginus comes either from a teac~er 
belonglnp to th~ eastern branch of Valentinianis~--or 
fron Valentlnus tii,se 1". ~s to the c1oice betwee., the 
two possfblllties, we would decide for ourselvesA with 
all due reservations, tn favour of t~c latter.llv 

T'1le choice WS-> riade for sev'eral reaso"ls. Quispel '10ted: 

T'"lere are so 1e peculiarities of lan.,ua~e that o...ir 
letter s'1.ares wl th t H~ fragn-ents of Valenti nus. A'ld we 
~ay supp1se, wit~ even ,ore co,fidence t1a1 i, the case 
of t"le Gosnel .2f.. Trutl•, that it ts by Valentlnus hlii­
self. For this wrtttng in ~~ny of its traits rec1lls 
the solrlt and -,ersonal ~nnner of the hereslarc~. 

The Epistle i!?_ Rneginus consists of seven paqes of text 

in the Su':>akli-ni 1ic dii.lect of Coptic,112 and ft ret ins many 

Greek wor1s froT its orlqlnal text. 113 It i~ -dlatP,ly f~llows 

the riosnel .2.f_ Truth and lmmedlatcly precedes a work, t1e 

Treat 1 se on the Tl-iree at u res. 114. -------- - --- -----
1O9van Unntk, Journnl .2.£ Cccleslastical History. n. 144. 

llO~robel, 2.12.• fil., n. 17. 

111ouJspel, .2.e.• ill•, p. 56. 
112 ,alinlne, 2.2.• cit., P• vii• 

ll3Jbfd., o. x. 

114.ll!!.9_., p. vii. 
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The con tents of the Epi st 1 e l2_ Rhegi nus concern the 

Gnostic view of t~e resurrection. Here a Gnostic teac~er is 

writing to '11s disciple Rheglnus to answer certain questions. 

Ot~ers are involved in questioninos, but they do not have 

the answers or take their stand on the truth. The teac~er 

and 1heoinus have received t >Jr "rest" through the Saviour, 

the Lord Chrtstt w~en t1ey caMe to know the trut~. The 

teacher tells Rheoinus that the resurrection 111s necessary 1
'. 

l'any do not b lieve this or find it. 

The work of the Lord while he was in the flesh is 

'lated. He revealed himself as Son of God and Son of ••an 

so as to Je able to vanquish death and bring about a restora­

tion into the ~1eroma. Before the creation of this "structure" 

in which many 11 lords~ips and deities" exist, the Lord was a 

11seed of the truth". This teaching ls difficult, but t~ere 

is "lotning hard in the "word of truth". The solution has 

cone forth to explain all, the revelation of the elect and 

t1e dissolution of t~e evi 1. 

The Savior swallowed up dest~, laid aside this world 1 

and chanqed himself 'nto an incorruptible aeon. Wit11 the 

swallowing up of t~e vislble by the invisible rie provided 

the way of immortality. When t 11e Gnostlcs are nanifested 

in the world wearinq Christ, they are his beams and wl 11 be 

"enco-npassed 11 by him until their setting at physical death. 

The going up like a sun-beam at death is the spiritual 

resurrect! on. 

,\ 
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This teacttnq ls a r.atter of fail, not lo11ic or of' 

the p ilosophers. The Gnostic cc~e to know the Son of rean, 

believed he arose from death, and he became t~eir "qreat one" 

wt10 d<>stroyed death. Believers are ima:ortal. A h'llder of 

t~ls trut" ts elect unto salvation anc re1en".>tior,, an~ t1ls 

uncrt~ted truth of the Pleroma connot be lost. 

The toacner t.rged Rhec,inus not to doubt the resurrection. 7 
Since he had flesh Jn c~ 'nq into thew rld, he would also 

have flesh on enterlno the a.eon. Wl•at he has ts hls, so 

what does he lack? The flesh hao an after-birth ln old aoe, 

so the di set ple should des! re t 1e puttrnq away or t'lis 

corru"t body. Some a re cone arned a h<>J t t., e s, l va t1 QO or 

this body, but t~e dead visible 1embers will not be saved. 

The r~ct t1ot t'1e ftes· ly members o this life are 

not saved sho•ld not tr,:>uble tie dlsclole. The resorrec­

tlon 1s reality as shown by Ellq~ and Moses at the Trans­

figuration. If anythlno is an l lluston, it!!; l"'lls world. 

The flr~ ls t,e transfor~~tion or things, the trnPtft!on Into 

a new exist nee anr trc r~~eletlon of what is. 

In cl?stno thr teac,er ·•rges Rheoinus not to be divided. 

If he notes t"1.-"lt a man kn" ,s he ~1 11 cie, and does; he can 

also note t1t-t tie has the resurrection and in Ume he ts 

broun~t to It. The dJscinle needs to exercise himself so as 

not to go astrc.y. This :nessage was awaited by ot'1eirs, and they 

are not to be Jealous of each other. The close ts wtt~ a 

s~lut tlon to those who love Rheqtnus In fratern 1 love. 



II 1. S ECOJDARY OR HJDIRECT 50URCES 

T~e most iMportant indirect sources crncerning the 

Gnostlcs are t~e writfnos of opponents, mainly the Churc~ 

Fat~ers. Some gave only passing notice of the neretics, 

but others wrote books directed aaainst the Gnostics. 
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5everal Fathers preceding Irenaeus gave passing notice 

to the unostics; four of t~ese being Cle~ent of Rome (A. D. 

30-100 1 Ignatius (J0-107), ~olycarp (69/70-15r./156) and 

Justin Vartyr {llh-165). Irenaeus stands out as the qreat 

adversary of the Gnostics, and, 

his princir:il work is the "Jefutatfon and Subversion 
of knowledge Falsely so Called," rencrally referred to 
as "A. ainst Heresies." It consists of five books, and 
is pres~rved tn its entirety only in a Latin version, 
• • .11> 

Irenaeus (1?0~202} orovlded "The ol~est continuous account 

of various gnostic systems. • • • 
II 116 

Another important voice is that of Tertullian (145-

220) w~o wrote against 'arcion, Hernogenes and Valentinus. 

Tertullian also wrote extensively concerning the resurrection 

(d_. Q!_ Carne Christi and .Q!. resurrectlone Carnls}. 

Some of these writers preserved portions of the 

heretics• writings. One sue~ was Clement of Alexandria 

115T, Zahn, "Irenaeus," ~ 'Jew Schaff-llerzog 
Encyclopedia of Religious Knowledge (New York: Funk and 
Wagnals, 19 lOJ, VI. 29. 

116R. •·-'• Grant, Gnosticism (riew York: l[arper and 
Brothers, 1961}, P• 21. 
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(150-215) who preserved certain excerpts from the writings of 

t,e Valentinl'lln Theodotus (cf. Stror:.1te!s). So"'De tiile later 

Eplphanius (315-~03) included Ptole~aeus' Letter to flora 

in his wrrttnqs (.£!.. frulh!ll• xxxilt. 3-7). 

Not all the opponents of Gnosticisn were Christian. 

Plot1nus (205/206~270) was on outstanding exa~ple of a 

non-Christian adversary ~s ls seen by the ninth book of 

~is Enneads. Porohyry (23l•301/J05), also a Neoplatontst, 

was his ~aster's blogrE~~er, and he deserves credit for 

~ost of the extant work of Plotinus.117 Porphyry rejected 

t~e Grtosttc Apocalypse 2f. loraGter.118 Unfortunately muc~ of 

t e worl< 'Jf' both of these wr1ter!l has oerfs-.ed. 

117T,o~as N,rtt~~er, Tne Neo-Platonlsts {Cambridge: 
Universlty Press, 192e), p. ID'r:-

118 .!.Q.!A•, p. 109. 



API1rtT1X B 

TH£ :NATU H: r r Gf ')ST lC IS ~ 

Deflni t! ons 

R. t.JcL. \IJllson•s remarks concerning the lanpua\.:e used 

in trie study of the oriQin of Gn,.,stic1sl'T' well TPiQ t be applied 

to the study of Gnosticism as a whole. Vii lson wrote: 

The problem fs complicated by laxity in t~e use of 
terTs, stncP so~e scholars speak of Gnosis in a wide 
and vaguely-defined sense, as distinct from Gnosticis~, 
whik otl'ers treat the words almost as synonymous. To 
add to t~e possibility of confusion, the same ad~ective 
"gnostic 11 ins to do duty ln both senses.I 

ln s pecklnp furtl-e r on t "le use of lanaua Qe, Doctor 1!/l ls on 

suo~ested t~~t trc subject of Gnosticfs~ be divided tn the 

Interest of clarity and precJslon. ~e wocld thus dJvfde 

tre field intot reeareas: 

1. ••• T'1e precursors of Gnosticism (in the nar­
rower sense) in ,..ni lo and, it would seer- in Jewish Qroups 
of ~ore or less heterodox c~aracter, including poss!blly 
t'1e Essenes of the Dead Sea Scrolls. 

2. At t,e ot~er extrerne we would have suer systems 
as 'anichefs,, and Panders,, in Wlich "Gnostic' influences 
seem definitely to ~e present but wr ich are probably to 
be regarded as more or less distinct. 

3. Petween tt:ese two extremes we have the Gnosticism 
opt'osed by Irenaeus and l lppolytus, wt lch came into full 
flour!s1 in the second century A. D., and also the paqan 
11Gnosticism 11 in the iermetica.2 

1R. t. cL. Wi lsor, T'he iosnel of 111 lip ( ew York: 
-Jar per and Row, Publishers, 1962), 0:- lti. 

2 R. '';ct. 11 lson, 
tianae, IX { 1955), 196. 

"Gnostic Orioins II ViQiliae Chris-. , 



141 

lt ts ln the latter sense that Gnosttctsm ls treatee in t~la 

thesis. 

Even wlth the field narrowed, o diversity of systems 

are found tn t,at era. These many systems are called by a 

number of different nanes; historically appearing bearing 

names of people, pl ces, nationality of adherents, activtttes 

practiced, peculiar dogmaa, lndlvld~als honored by them, and 

objects of worsh 1 p.3 Pau 1 s. Kra.,er ou ld class the r jor 

systems as follows: 

Sa~ar!tan and Syrian Gnostics: ~irnon, en nder, 
Saturninus, Tntian, oordensenes, t1e Elkesaltes. 

Egypt i o.n Gnostics: Oo.s l lid e , Valent f nus, Herne leon, 
Ptolemaeus, 'arcus. 

I\S i at t c- Gnos t I cs : a rel o 1 and the •' re i oni t es and 
Apel les. 

In addition to these, the nore inportant Gnosti~s are 
Cer 1 1 thus, Car ,:,oc r,1 t es, Epl pha.nes and Ce rd o. LJ. 

Certain eleMents wer~ co on to eac~ systen to qfve 

it the title Gnostics. LaSor H.-,fts these elements to two: 

1. Dualism of a cos~ological ( atter-splrit) type. 

2. Special k1owledge av il ble only to the initinted. 

tthout one or tne other he woul~ not accept a system as Qnostlc.5 

of 
Ja 
Co 

3c1enent of Alexandria, I!!.! Stro.ata, VII 17, (Vol. Il 
the Ante-~icene rat~ers, editors Alexander loberts and 
es Donaldso,,. Cirr1nd Rapids: • B. -:erd~ns "ubllsl'ling 
Jany, 1q51), p. S,5. Hereafter clted s Roberts. 

4Pau 1 5. Kraner, "The Sources of f rl l"ll ti ve unost l cl sm 
and 1ts 1 ce in the. istory of C..11rlstlan T1ouaht, 0 (unpub­
lished t1esis, University of Cnicaro, 1933), p. 5. 

51llliam Sanford LaSor, A azlng Dea~ Sea Scrolls and 
l!}.!_ Christian alth (Chicago: ·oody Jr'e'si";" 19.S"(), 

0

p. D,r;-
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Gnosts. To the Gnostic, tt<i'losls" was"• .• esse'1t!ally 

self-knowledge, recognition of t'le d!ViPe element which con­

stitutes the true se1r.«6 Thus: 

••• by knowing 'limsel-f the ,nostlc transcended all 
the limitations of human existence. le recognized tt1s 
"loner r,1 n" (Identified with tt-ie kingdo of t1e Father) 
and tated the world with l ts t! es of faml ly, sex, r,ar­
rl oe, and--for lhat -iatter--relirlon (fast!nP, prnyer, 
and nlr sqiving). 'f 

"Gnos fs" then was both "reve latt on and rede .. pti on. n8 Nhat 

t~e Gnostic was really seeking was a knowledge of God, for 

as Jonas noted, the 

••• ~vent [of Gnosis] in t~e soul transforns the 
. knower hinself by makinq hl, a part ker in the divine 

existence ( ~lch meo~s ~ore than asslnJlatin~ hi n to 
the c1ivi''H? essense). Thus in t1e "Ore r lc11 syst--ns 
lf ke tt-e Valentin!an the 0 knowledoe" ls not only an 
lnstrw1ent of salvatlo., but itself the very forr, in 
w~!c1 t~e ~oa~ of salvation, i.e., ulti~ete perfection, 
is possessed. 

Orf gin £1 Gnostic ism 

Currently the orlrln of Gnostlcts~ is an open ques­

tion. One of three views or schools s to Gnosticfs, •s 

ori~In is usually held: an Oriental oririn, a Greek ori~ln• 

or Q Jud~eo-Chrlsttan oriqln. 

Yorl<: 
6R •.• Grant, CinosUcfsl'I' ~ ~g)ly Christior.lty, ( ew 
Colu l>ia lnlversltv Press, 19 , p. Io. 

11 • • Gr1nl, "Two CnostJc Gos els," J,urnal of 
3lblfcnl l iter1 ture. LX IX ( rel,, 1960), 4. -

8w. R. i;croedel, "The Hedlscovery of Gnosls,' Inter­
pretation, XVI (Pctober, 1962), 31 8. 

9uans Jonas, The nnostic Reli~ion (rosLon: ~eacon 
Press, 1958), ,.,. 35. -
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0r1entnl origin. Tt e Oriental ori qt n theory sees 

(inor,ticfsm as belng pre-Chrfsttan and non-heretical tn nature. 

Hons Jonas explained one of the reaso·1s this vtew emerged: 

••• Sonehow t1e division of t~e quantity that ls 
Gnostlcis"ll by these Jtnown factors t Greek and Judaeo­
Chrlstion] leaves too laroe a re:-:-.aindPr, a~d fro~ the 
early ninteenth century the "liel len1c' sc-.or-1 was con­
fronted an uor!ental" one whlc, argued thnt rnostt­
ci s-, derived frorn en older "orf. ento.1 phi loso >hy." 10 

The firat qre ... t Y>roT>onent of the Oriental vi ·w was w. Bousset, 

n 
• • • t~e renl father of the reliqionsgeschichtllche met1od 

of the study of ancient religion."11 The "history of religions" 

1,et-i,od "• •• approac1es the study of a oarticul r reliofon 

by ~tudyfng it ln its sett.inq within surrounrHng rel!C'ions 

and with t1c Phenomena of relipion 46 the quidln9 princiole."12 

The best known exponent of this metho~ tod y ls ku~olf Dult~ann. 

ln Bultmann's theory of unosticis , he"• •• Joins all the 

cle~ents of dlffere~t Gnostic syst~, s tocether nd constructs 

a pan-Gnostic 4'yste,, v.tllchn, according to 'altt~rbe. "certainly 

did rot exist."13 

It ts often charged that Onostic!sn fa largely 11 syncre­

tistfc. 0 One almost suspect& t11at to those who hold the Orlen• 

tnl theory, w,ot qualifies a system to le co lied "mostic" is 

10 .!E.!l!.. • p • xv • 

llAbrahan J. al"\erbe. "r>ri,liive C.."lrl!.tlanity and 
Gnosis: a 5".lrvey (I)," Restoration .;uarterly, 117 (1959), 
103. 

12 J..e.Ll!.. 
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for It to 'lC ~yncretistlc. The view expressed of the contents 

of 0110,;tlclsm by Han, Jonas ls an examr>le, for in tis view: 

••• Trle qnostic syste,,s co T)Ounded everyt ,tnq--
orl ental mythologies, astrolorlcal doctrines, lranian 
t~clloq,, blemcnts of Jewish trJeition, wh t ,er Pibllcal, 
rnbbtnlcal, or occult, C~rl~~ian salvatlon-eschatolo y, 
Platonic ter•:1s and clncepts. 14 

H. cL. lilson pointed out a problei face, by t'll 

sc,ool: 

Tie weaknes~ of t'leir t~eory (Aeitzensteln nd 
Dousset.' s] U es h tile i nferenees ,..,, !ch t e_y draw from 
t 1e material tliey collected, and their di srepard for 
c,1ronol0Qy. for exo ple, there can be no tfouht that 
Gnost rd SM 1 s ln some way related to la '\l c"te! sn and 
>'t1ndefs~ but, ln the first pl,ce, ani li'1ed in ti'e 
t1.ird century A. D., w1i le our evidence d()es T"JOt see to 
per ~it of our plac re, the , nduens 1>efore 400 A. D.; and 
in t,e second pl ce, the andaens sect to !'\ave been in­
debted tg ~ni for so~~ of t~e ideas which t~ey hold in 
cc:r.-1on. l.!> 

T~is t1eory is ,ot only embarressed by faulty ~et1odolooy, Jut 

also lacks docu"ents to suost ntlate its infereT"Jces.16 

Greek orl1ln. The c,1nm-Jfo1 of tne Greek theory of 

ortg!n for <..mosticis n was P~olf von larnack. In Parnack•s 

vlel..l, "• •• th4: Gnostic systems r&pres nt the acute secular-

tsinq or hcllenis!ng of Chri&tianity •• • • 1t 17 It was 

14 Jon as , 2.E.• .£Lt• , p. 25 • 
15n. ~cl. Uflson, The Gnostic Pro~lem (London: A. R. 

Mowbray nnd Company, Llnited, 1958), p. 66. 
16 falherbe, loc • ...£!..t. 

l 7 Ado 1 oli. Har'lack, H ls tory of Docrnas trans. Net 1 
Buchannn (lon•Jon: lllhr,s and ror'gate, 1A91), I, 226. 



145 
{ar'\ack's o tn•o, th.-it tti Gnostlcs were "e'1S~'1ti lly :~rls• 

tlnn p'1flo ... ,phera. 11 l8 

The '=h1rch ,..at 11 ro also 1f nked (rnostl cs wt th phi lo­

sophy, ~e"'lt'\g t"'tem a.~ eret.tcs \ot'lo were adttl er t'"'lg the 

f'alt'l with elle~ic p'll losophy. Tertulli n for ex rnple 

wrote: 

Indeed ~eresles ore t~emselves instiqated by phllo­
sop1y. Fron t1ls source came t1e Aeons, and I kno not 
~hat infinite forms, and the trinity of an in the syste~ 
of vale,tlnus, w,o was of Plato's sc~~ot.19 

~lotinus the Neo loto~ist also linked the Gnosttcs 

wlt1 Greek ~hllosophy, charging that t~ y wroD~ly Interpreted 

,1 to.20 A. Ii. \r stro"lg observed! 

JotJnu~ ~ s left us in no doubt atout hls opinion 
on. • • C-nosticls-,. ,Ie att cks it vigorously tn the 
nlrth treatise of the ~econd Lnt'\e,d as untr dttt~nal, 
departing frora the true teaching of , lato, Irrational 
e'1d inconsi~tent, in ely arrorant, an 1 ror· l in tts 
tendencies. 1 

To t~ls view most of the Churc, fathers would have added 

a hearty 11 A ,en". 

18 alherbe, op. £!.!:.•, P• 105. 

l9rertul lian, ~ Praescri pt one Haereticoru , VI I, 
(Vol. Ill of the ~-tfcene Fathers, editors, Alcxanrler 
toberts and Jane Donaldson. Grand a pids: rr1. P. 

Eerdman Jubl\s1in1 Co~~r~y, 19,1}, o. 246. 

20 >hilfpptl!I v; lliers rtstorius, Plotinus and ·r,.reo­
platonls (c~~bridge: owes 3nd Jowes, 1952), p:--7J:--

21A. I • Ar"'strvn<', Plott nus ( Loi" Ion i George All en 
an~ Un in, L~J., 1953), P• 25. 



Judaeo-Chr!stian origin. F. c. Burkitt anticipated this 

view a quarter of a century a<io, writlna: n1 have said trat 

t~e Gnostics co~e before us hlstoric~lly as Christfans." 22 

Burldtt•s basis for t"lts belief lay tn '119 vi~ of tlle nature 

of Gnostlcisn. "To hi,," observed alnerbe, "Gnosticis, was 

a. Christian product, an atterpt to fi 11 the void left by the 

failure of npocalypticism and the esc,atological 10Je.«23 

R. \ll. Grant ls now a.-i lnfluv.ntial exponent of this view. 

Gnosticism, to Grant, arose to fill a void left by the failure 

of an older system, as in Judn!sn. Of the ran who ~ight be­

come a Gnostic, Grant wrote! 

faith was shake, in God, his covenant, his law, and 
11 s promises. 

()ut of such shaking, w~ s~o1ld clair, ca, e the inpetus 
toward Gnostic w ys of thir kino, doubtless not for tl'le 
first ti~e wit, t~e fall of Jerusalem but reinforced by 
this c,tastropne.24 

Heterodox Judn11~ !s seen Ly Qulspel and Van Jnnlk as 

a possible orloln for Gnosticts~.25 Sc~oedel noted t1ls trend 

when he wrote: 

One of t~e most striking features of recent gnostic 
studies, however, is th tendency to see !n Judais, tl-\e 
source, or '.It le st th~ in c-ta n e 1 • t'brouqh w~ich 
rrnosis entered t 1e GraecO•rtornan world.26 

22 F. c. Burkitt, Churct, !!rut Crr.osls (Caf"\brldQ : 
University Press, 1932>, p. 9. 

23 alherbe, 2E.• ill•, p. 106. 
24R. M. Grant, Gnosttcls ~ Early Christianity. p. 34. 
25Ma1t•erbe, .2.E.• clt., p. 107. 26 schoedel, 2.J?.• ill•, P• 39.3. 
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rortunately one need not be able to ansuer t'te "w11ence, 0 

"w'len," or """lty" of Gnostlcls~ bef"ore lt may .::,e considered as 

a possible source for ,eretical tenctin~s ment!one1 in the New 

Testament. W1etner tne one theory of orloin or tne other be 

correct wi 11 not affect the study of the Gnostic view of a 

ST>fritu 1 resurrection os the poss£ Jle doctri 1.-? faced by 

raul. Tne roint rulY remain an open qJestion wit1out ha~~erlng 

th.ts study• 

What is known ls ttat in t~e a e that the New Testa­

ment hooks were written ideas were current, of Gnostic 

nature, which Pau 1 ni qht have faced. As R. ircL. Wt lson 

considered the New Testament, ,e wrote! 

The ev·!dence of t'le t'ew Test ent justifies tt.e pro­
visional datlnQ of the ort~11s of C1ristian Gnostjcism 
In t'le afddle of tie first ce1tur1, in t~e contact of 
Christianity with ••t,e 1if1her aranis1.1."27 

An early elate for the rise of the Rarbdo-Gnostics also 

seems to Justl fy t1e vi e-JJ tiat Pru l could have faced an 

incipient Gnosticis~, e pecially when the Johannine 

Epistles f're considered. "• r. Albrlq.1t was convinc•d by 

the reasoninq of Gillis D1lsrel th t: 

••• Gnosticism had already C:evelope,t so e of Its 
nos t 1,ronounced sects we 11 before the fa 11 of Jerus ale'il, 
and there is nor ason to date the e-er~ence of the 
Set 1,1 ans nd a.r lo-G-nos ti cs ofter t ,e end of tti e first 

27~tlson, Vlgiliee Chrlstlanae, p. 201. 
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century A. r..28 

An early date of oririn then seems pos~tble, inc thus 

Gnosticis~ may be considered as one possible s~urce of t~e 

heresies concernino the resJrrection which Paul f~ced. 

Onos t 1 c tenets 

T~e GnostJc view of theoloqy, cosnoloqy, anthropoloqy 

and morality wi 11 he treated below. The imoortant question 

of esc atology, although t0Jc1ed uron in this section Is found 

int, e c1apter on ot1er ancient beliefs in t,e resurrection. 

Theolopy. God to a <nostic vas wholly transcendent, 

as would naturallv follow fro~ is concept of cosrnolo~ical 

duclisn.29 The Supre~e God coJlrl not create matter whic~ was 

evil, t~erefore, between him anr t~~ world were a series of 

Int rmediarles. 

The attrt.butes of this God were 9iven In the Apoc­

n,p1on 2.!, John. The ~evealer who is "rather, ~ot11er and 

Son" saf d: 

T'1e Spirit[?] [stc] is a Unity, over wl1icl't no one 
rules. It is t ,e God of Trutti, the ~at,er of the All, 
t~e foly Spirit, the invisible one, tie one w'o is over 
t~e '\11, trie one who exists in I-tis lilper!shabi lity, tie 

28. r·. Albright, nRecent Discoveries in Palestine 
anc the Gosoel of St. John," The P.ackoround of the . ew 
Testa:nent ,nd ·lts EsciatJ loqy,--;;:- .J• 1 avtes c rid 0:-uau';e, 
ealtors (Cri'1'6"rTacJe: Ui'iiVefS!ty f'rcss, 1956), D. 163. 

29u i lson, !!:!.!, Cr nos tic Pro, 1 em, o. 1 ~ 3. 



one who exists fn pure lioht into which ~o slpht can 
look.30 
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The Spirit is further reveuled to be eternal, perfect, light, 

illimitable, undifferentiated, ioneasurable, invisible, indescrib• 

able, and un-namea~le.3 1 

In the Valentinian system there is a ood of the world, 

who was the workrans~io of the last Aeon emenated by the Supreme 

God of tne Plero"Tla. l.Ctn and all tl11nos ,.,aterial were i,ade by 

t~ts Creator-God, known also as Derniurqe and laldabaoth. Unlike -

t"'le Supreme God who loves the spiritual .,en, this Creator-God 

is the enem• of man, keeolng him in ignorance, imprisoned in 

t~is world. This concept of a creator, or Demiurge, was stared 

by t1e Gnostics with Plato.32 Plotinus, t~e defender of Plato, 

was not pre pa red to ace ept the l d ea that 1•. • • the Creator 

of the Universe is evil and that the strife and contradic­

tions in ttie visible universe are to be explafned by that 

cnuoe.»33 A view shared with him by Christians past and 

30-q. • C"rrant, Gnosticism {Ne\J York: harper and 
Brot"lers. 1961), p. 70. . 

3 1.il?i.£.., po. 70, 71. 

32s. Vernon t'cCas land, "t~ew Tes ta,.,ent Ti mes•" The 
Interpreter's Bible O ew York: Ab!nqdon Press. 1951)011, 
85. 

33..,rstorlus, 2.12..• ill•, p. 72. 
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Fror.i the t.ogia ul"'Pady noted it is evir.ent that th~ 

GnostJc'c, ! ,rrma1orir-I11at.Hd in another re-l'TI. The C-osoel 

2f. Thoroc>'" (l "d 0n t, o) •.ecches thl s : 

Je~us sa·d. 
lessed are the solitary and elect, 

'r-',,r yous 1al l finr1 the kinodom • 
.:-or "ro, it do you co!'l'e A 
(Anc) to it ~hall you ~eturn.L 

Thin spirit fro., ii c kinodon above has one awaitiJ"r "lia 

retorn, the "angelic imaae" oft is soul. Valentinus tauqht 

P1:1t tn ~ Gnort fcs werE. formed a .. !rages of cinoels and wl 11 

finally In the connummation ~>e united with t"leir ano ls.49 

The S~v?ur pr !'S l"l the Gos ,el .2!. r'hil!p saying: 

106 l') ••• 'ie s--lc ,.,n t .,t cay 
In the t1anksgiving ••• : Thou who hast Joined 
tne p r~cct, tt-ic ll 1rit, \. •t· tl-te c ly S>t rft, 
u,ite t1~ "1:)C'l"ls >11th us also, 
t 0 l ,o es • .50 

The Gnr~tlc was a dual personality, "despised body" 

and l lo "It i nage fro, the ' le ro ,a. To other "'len who c;-ues­

t: o~ d him he 3oid: " 1e ave come from tte lla1t: t'1at 

~lace w~ere the llq~t came into existence of itself •.• • 

We are his c1i ldren ••• t>\e el,.("'t of t e llvino f'ather."51 

J.2~ l!.!.l• The Gnostic felt, since he did not b~lo~g 

to tt\e mat.ertal wor1', he might conduct himself diffe,.·ntly 

4° ,~"'tn~r, .22.• .£-l:.•, ;h 198. 

l.J9,··r ls .:n, 2.2.• £.!..!:..., p. 92. 50 lki.::!.•, .• 91. 

510a .. tner, 2.E.• £!!..., p. 200. 
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fron me~ of lower nature. The Gnostic taught that t1e 

C'lristian was obligated to do <-ood worl{s; "But as to the'Tl­

selves, t'1ey hold that t"'ley s"1all t;e entirely .-nd uncoubtedly 

5nved, not by 1neans of conduct, but bec"use the,i are spiritual 

by nature. 0 52 Telng conscious tnat 1is "Onosts" freed hi.,, 

two co;1rses were open to 11,, In showina this freedom: asceti­

cls1"J. or lihertintsri, 11or even a peculiar co.1binat!on of bl')th."53 

Of the li~ertine Gnostic, lrenaeus• i~~ionant corn-r:ents were: 

For, Just as it ls i~possible t,~t material subst1nce 
s~ould oartake of salvation (since, lndee~, t~ey -a!ntaln 
t'1at it is lnca,)(lble of receivin'1 it), •oar, tn It is 
impossible t~at spiritual subst,nce (by whlc~ t~ey ~ean 
t1e~selves) s~ould ever co~e under the ~o er of corruo­
tlon, whatever tl)e sort of actions 1n w• ich they indulqed. 
For even as oold, when su~-ersed in filth, losas not on 
thot account its beauty, . ut ret~J ns its own native 
qualiti~s, the filt1 having no po er to injure the gold, 
so they af Ir~ that t1ey cannot in any measure suffer 
hurt, or lose their spiritual subst1nce, • hateve.r the 
materiel actio'ls in which they ,ay ~e involvei.~4 

•1 it'l. such freedom open to him r.1any Gnostics did 

11submeroe" themselves in fl 1th, but others were ascetic. 

Their view of the Creator-God caused them to withdraw from 

his worlc'. C. As tJartner observed: 

This •orld, as well as the human boot, is the work 
of t1e inferior Creator-God, and is not Ing but a 
stumLling-Llock to t~e enllp1tened man. • an is there­
fore exhorted to live iQ as little contact as possible 
with the created world.~5 

5Zlre'lae-..is, ~• ~., 1, v. 2., qoberts, P• 32a. 

53Rudolf PultnaPT1, T"1eolocx of the e~, Testa.,ent~ Vol. 
1. (New York! c,arles ScrlbnerTs Sons:-T9Sl), o. 1 o. 

541renaeus, ~• Hae:•, I. vi. 2., Roberts, p. 324 • 

.55Gnrtner, ~- .£.!...!.·, p. 2!9. 
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Zntere~tlnqly enough the for· t,at the Gnostic asceti­

cism tool\ wa. t'1 t of t ~e err'>I" eo11de ned Sn "'\au l's rt rat 

EoJstle to Tlmoti-y: t,e "forhfddJng to narry nd co::,1".landlng 

t,, a st .. tn from meats" (4: J). or these w r ls or Paul 

Tcrt 1111 n rote, "Such also as • fort le to marr,'' he reproaches 

in s i~structJons to Timothy. Now, this is the teach!nn of 

'arcron and his follower Apelles.t156 

nrclon 1 s pr~ctJc~ as to .or~ld hnntlsm to~ pers~n; 

••• unless it e l n vt rrlrilty, 11tdow'1ood, or cell-
ey, or h I purchased hy dlvorc Rt 'tle to b~9tJsm, as 

tr e1en nrncMtfve f '>Ol .nts dJd ·1ot all receive the 
f 1 esh fro m.a,:tt 1 ln' on. o , 1c1 sc,1e::ie s t nts 
must no do'.lbt f n1olve t1e proscrlptfon of marr!age.57 

Marci on would also bar a ar lee col9le fron t~e Lord's 

Supper unless t1ey tt •• , sho11~ agree together to rc~u,t­

ate the frJlt or t,clr ~orrlage, ••• ,58 The reason he 

had sue~ a vie of narrl ge and the aexun 1 lif~ was t1at: 

••• Marcion considered t'le, to ._e deQratJfng and 
und air ble, untl fnrtoc1c t e falt 11Cul t"' entf'r the state 
of matrimony. He considered l t ess ntial to use 11 
possibl ,eans to 11 lt t~e Cre tor-Co •a sphere of 
lnfl 1ence, nd t us to ~void brlnotnn c1ll r n f~to the 
rorld. fn t 11 s wa I 1 t wa'I possi le l? c. . nstrat l'la t 

one rti d not OiNe a 1 lag I ence to t •.e temiurge, L. y rotes ti nq 
agntnst 1st and matter.59 

56Tertulll n, a! rirnesc. Haer., r, xxxllt.; Roberts, 
1. 259. 

57T rtJllt n, ~- arcton, l. xxtx., Roberts, II. 293. 

5Bibtd., IV. xxxtv.; Roberts, III. 40$. 

59r•• 24 artnor, 2.E.• ill•, o. 9. 



~imon Peter ~aJd to tre,: 
"Let ary depart from us. 
ror ••()men are not wort>iy of life." 
Jesus said~ 
0 sec, I shal 1 lead tier, 
So that I ilake '1er a nun. 
Tnat s"le to-:> nav ':>ecol"'lr. a llv'n'] Sflfrit, 
"ho is 1 i ke you iien. 
fl)r every woman w1'o mal-{es hero:elf e r, n 
Sha 11 enter the k i noc or- of heaven. "67 
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This wo~an beco1inq wale ~ust have been conceived as possible, 

for ary speaks as if she a ttai neC£ it wit 1 tne others in the 

Gospe 1 2.£ t-ary. 

T~en ary stood U) an~ greeted nll of them and said 
to her bret~ren, "Do not nourn or grieve or be irresolute, 
"or is qroce vi 11 ?:e vi t"l yo•. 'l 11 an, wl 11 defend vou. 
Let us rather pr.lise ~is greatness, for he prenared 1s 
and 1ade us into ..,cn."68 

Vary 1 s words ~ere endorse the view ex1 ressed by Gartner that 

ft 
• • • the words abo~t man and wo~o, in Logion 114 s,ould 

apply ~ot so ~uc1 to distinctfo, tel een the two sexes as 

etapnorfcelly to the c~s~oloqical as ect.«69 T1ere was a 

train of t1ou~~t of the Valenttnians as found 1n the Excerpt 

!.!:2!!!. T"lcorlotus of tliere bPina two ele-ie'ltS in the world. 

One fron the Savior, "tl-te male seed"• and UP otter fro~ t e 

fallen Aeon Soohia, carried to nan throuql'\. Eve, 11tl-te ferr.ale 

seed". T'le "male seed" is t"le nossession of the Savior, the 

ancels and the hioher world, and wit~in enlightened ~en is 

67Gartner , o·>. - ill• , p. 2S3. 
68cr~nt , Gnosticism, o. 66. 

69Gartner , 22• £.!.!.., P• 255. 
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t 1e "fe111le seed" w>\ic'l can be snved. "Only if t 1e fenule 

.is 'led' to 1mlon with the male {wit'1 t1e angels) in the 

'11cper vorld, so that they become 'one', can salvation be 

brOl"lt ·bout." 70 

The nscetlc Gnostic co~ld find still anotl'er r ... ason 

to r• Ject "1arr!aC"1c. In refuttnc, t er.i, Clement of Alexandria 

wrote: "If, as t~cv soy, ttey have already attni~ed tne 

state of resurrection, and on t~ls account reject ~arriage 

let then ne{ther eat nor drink."71 He poes on to state that 

they reject ,arr!aqe but not fo~d, but the resurrected being 

would 1ave no need of one if he rejected t~e other. A Gnostic 

~Ight have t~ouoht hinself consistent in his reasontnq thouq~, 

for ~e clai ed to hare ex~erienced the resurrection alreacy. 

If ,e ~ere already resurrected, narrif~e was not for hi~; for 

hac not t'le Lord said.: "For ln the resurrection they neither 

marry, nor ere given in narrin1e, hut are as angels in 

heaven." ( at thew 22: 30) 7 This then was anotner reason for 

rejecting m rriage. From the words of ttte author of the 

E32is t le .!:.£ Rhegi nos., t t s e"ls freedom fro· -na rri ane was one 

of tie ubonds" to shun in havinr a part in t1e resurrection: 

So do not 
tilnk in part, O Rheglnus 

70 
lli.s!.._., -,p. 2 5l1 , 255. 

71John Ernest ulton and ~enry Chadwick, Alexandrian 
Christlnnit~ (Vol. II of the Libra!J! 2f. Christian Classics; 
London: s .. '• Press, Ltd., 1954), P• be:. 



neitl r CC"( JCt thys?lf 
accordinq to t1is fles~ for the s~ke of 
.n:•y, bJt cone away 

fro~ the divisions and tne 
ronds, ,inc ~ lrP-dv tt·ou hnst 
t P resurrect~on. 

(p. !,9, 11. 9-16).72 

72,·alinine, 22.• ill•, p. 66. Greek words oriitted from 
the above text. 
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