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AUTHENTICITY OF THE GOSPELS.

An interesting paper on the above subject was read at a
meeting of the Wanganui Freethought Assucialion in
August.  The paper showed ihat, taking the Gospels in
their order, the carliest testimony we have of the author-
ship of Matthew is in the flest Lalf of the sceond contury,
Pupins, then DBishop of Micvopolis in Phrygla says:—
 Matthew noted down in the Hebrew language the specehes
of the Lord, and every onc interpreted them as well as he
could,”  Later writcrs also assert that Matthew wrote in
Hebrew, that is, in the Aramaie dialeet of the time, and
Hicronyimus adds—* It is not known who translated this
Gospel, originally written in Hebrew, into Greel.” Papias
says “specches of Our Lord,” and many Dible crities infer
from this that the teanslitor or tvanslators added the
wiracalous and lhistorical parts. That there were several
Greel versions, scems to be admitted by Paplas when he
says “everyone interpreted them as well as lie could,” and
indeed several quotations of the early fathers either differ
materially from cur Matthew or are entirely unknown to
him. Some Hebrew scholars go further than this, and
holdly state that, from the structure of its langnage, cur
Matthew must have been composed originally in Gureel,
and nob translated from the Hebrew at all.

Papiag bears testimony also for Mark. He says -« 1t
was o tradition of John the Presbyter, that Mark, the
author of the second Gospel, was the interpreter of Peler,
and had not himself been atterwdant on the Lord, but had
recorded accurately as far as he remembered, Lut not in
order, the speeches and lectures of DPeter.”

Of the authorship of Luke we have no external evidence
of s0 old a date, butit has a noticeable testimony to itself in
its prefuce.  From this we see that a considerable evan-
gelical literature was in existence, to which Le veferred in a
cvitical point of view ; and that he does not claim any ex-
clusive source, like the teaching of an Apostle, but that lie
has « followed up and encuired into all ihings uccurately
from the first,” which does not scund like the language of
the companion of an Apostle, though the author is generally
consldered as such.

Coming to John, we are met by the startling fuct of the
complete silence of Papias concerning this Gospel, This is
the more remarkable, as e not only expressly assures us
that Le eagerly investizated the traditions about John, but,
as Bishop of Asia Minor, and an aequaintance of Polyearp,
the disciple of Jolin, might naturally have sone aceurate in-
formation about the Apostle, who passed his last years in
Ephesus.  T'rom this it i3 evident that Daplas was not ac-
quainted with the Gospel of John, and from tle silence also
of some of the luter fatliers, we wre driven to tlie conelusion
tliat this Gospel was not known in the Church until the
lutter half of the sccond century, Of this mucly, theugh,
we may be certain, that towards the end of the sceond
century after Jesus the same four Gospels a8 we now have
them were vecognised in the Church, and quoted as the
writings of the Aposiles, and disciples of the Apostles,
whose names they bear, by Irenmus in Gaul, Clement in
Alexandra, and Tertullian in Cartlinge, thongh there were
a number of ollier Gospels sometimes appealed to by or-
thodox teachers ; and, indeed; 16 was about 330 years after
the death of Jesus that the Cliureh colleeted these diffevent
writings, and at the fanous Council of Niee by vote re-
jeeted some, deemed some doubtful or apocryphai, and
apcepted as inspived the collection now beaving the title of
the New Testament, At an carly age there were men who
doubted the authenticity of this Testament, aceusing the
Cliristinns wish re-modelling and re-colning portions of the
original wiitings, filling thein with absurdities and Jies,
Quarrels also arose amongst the carly Christion sects. The
Danicieans, who foruied a very numerous sect ab the cow-
mencement of Christinnity, rojected ag false all the New
Testament, and shewed other writings quite different,
whicl they guve asauthentic. The Valentinlans and several
other scets accused the Seriptures of being filled with fin-
perfections, crvovs, and coufradictions,

From the above we see that if Mabthew (of which we
Lhave no proof) wrote the original Avamaic or Ilebrew
(rospel, still owe present text, by the adwission of its advo-
cates, is an unauthovised translation by some unknown
hand, though denicd cven this suerit by many learned
Hebrew scholurs,  In Mark putting the most faverable
construction ou the evidence—the author details from
memory ouly, as well as lie is able, the conversations and
lectures of Peter (though Bible evitics by no means admit

this)—TLulke, by his own admission, is simply a collector of
traditions.

In John we can find no reliable evidence whatsoaver that
he is the author, or, indecd, that it was written before the
lntter linlf of the sccond century ; and this is the more re-
markable when we consider how mueh the Church depends
on the anthenticity of this Gospel, for it is in John, and
and John alone, that Jesus elaims an equality with God, in
such sentences as “T and my futher are one,” ** he that hath
secn me hath seen my father,” ote.

The paper then gave briefly the result of the Bible
criticisms of the present ecentury, and morve especially of the
German school of crities, who, finding the external evidence
either wanting or nnreliable, devoted themsclves to a search-
ing examination of the structure and language of the
Gospels themselves. The result of this criticism i3 that
Matthew, Mark, and Luke are culled the Synoptic Gospels,
as, though full of inconsistencies and contradictions, there
is a certain amount of agreement running through them, as
opposed to John, which seems to point to a common souree,
or sources, from which the writers, whoever they were,
drew, Again, these crities, bearing in mind that the early
Cliurch was divided into opposing camps—one the Judavim,
or Conservative, led by I'eter, James, and John, and the
other the Missionary, or Droselytizing, with the great
Gentile preacher, Tuul, at its head—lave in the diserepan-
cies and contradictions of these first three Gospels, traced
this contention, and arrived at an approximate idea of the
writers’ views and the time of production.

After giving several instances from Matthew, Blark, and
Luke, illustrating the influence on the writers of this
schism in the eaily Church, the paper stated that, in dealing
with John, modern criticism has announced as one of its
most certain results that it is lmpossible that the same
anthor can have written this Goespel and the Revelations,
the latter being the mest Jewish look in the New Testa-
ment, and the former having ontgrown Judoism more than
even Paul; and that it is evident, from an examination of
its internal structure and doctrines, that it is a production
of the Alexandrian Logos, and first appeared in the latter
Lalf of the sccond century, bern of that evolution in religion
whicl is going on at the present day.

The paper concluded by expressing surprise that so
sinpendous an infringement of the laws of nature should
rest on so weak a foundation, and that if on such cvidence
a case were brought before one of our English Judges, he
would dismiss it on its merits, and not isult the jury by
sending 1t before them,

HOLD THE FLAG.

TUNE—* HOLD THE TFOoRT”
Hark! the trump of Freedom ringing,
Through the hastle’s erash !
Let your joyous shout of ¢ Forward ™ !
Leady answer flasl.

Cuorus—ITold the flag of Freedom flying,
Through the troubled night ;
Round the erimson banner rally,
Children of the light !

Boldly follow wlere she guideth,
Liver take her patrt ;

(ioddess of your worship is she,
Monarch of your heart.

Crnorvs—IHold the flag, ete.

Be your daily work an offering
Laid upon her shrine ;
Never let her blush to own you,
Make your lile sublime,
Coorys—ILold the flag, cte,

Be your heart a hely altar
Lit with living {lame,
Aspiration’s incer:se rising

T'o her sacred name.

Ciorgs—Hold the flag, ete.

Gladly to her glorious service
Tedizate cach breath ;

If you cannot win her living,
Concpuer her by death.

Cuonvs --Hold tle tag, cte,
Auniz Besant,

“ A pretty litile fairy, who lives in Washington and
who is very fond of having Bible storiesread to her, ran
to her mamma the other day and said, cagerly : ¢ Oh!
nmamma, please read me that pretty story again about
little Moses with the bulls rushing after him !



