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True or False? Truth about the New Testament Gospels

What if the version of the life of Jesus that's found in the Bible isn't the
right one? What if there were other accounts of his life and ministry? And

what if none of these versions actually represents eyewitness testimony

about Jesus? That's precisely what some scholars are teaching, not just on
college campuses but in popular literature and on television.

Popular scholars such as Bart Ehrman and Elaine Pagels, whose books boast titles such
as The Gnotit GwpeL, Lot Scripturu, andl-o,tt Chrbtianitia, make claims such as this one:
"Manyyears passed before Christians agreed concerning which books should comprise
their sacred scriptures. . . . In part this was because other books were available, also
written by Christians, many of their authors claiming to be the original apostles of Jesus,

yet advocating points ofview quite different Ilom those later embodied in the canon."l

Indeed, the viewpoints found in these writings, many of which are called "Gospels," 2a
differ from the New Testament Gospels. In fact, many include descriptions of Jesus
that directly contradict the Gospels according to Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John.
Most significantly, the "lost Gospels" consistently depict the nature of JwLu in ways that
disagree with the Gospels according to Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John. For example,
the New Testament writings describe Jesus as fully divine and yet
fully human (see, for example, Philippians 2:5-l l). But, according
to other writings, Jesus Christ was a spirit who merely ,,eeme)
human. In others, such as Goqel of PhiLip, Jesus of Nazareth-

a human being-was possessed by a Christ-spirit; then on the
cross, this Christ-spirit abandoned the human Jesus.

So what's at stake when it comes to the lost Gospels?
Nothing less than the nature of Jesus Christ, the essence
of Christian f aith ! Simply put, if the authors of the lost Gospels
were telling the truth, the perspective on Jesus that's found in

the New Testament Gospels is false. Let's look together at the

historical evidence, though, and see what we actually find,

r What are the "lost Gospels"?

The term "rost Gospels" usuaily ref'ers to ancient writings 
christians reiected its authority'

that were excluded from the New Testament, even though they included auppoul
recollections of events and teachings from the life of Jesus. A few of these "lost

Gospels" have lasted throughout the centuries. Others survive only in tiny fragments
of papyrus or in brief quotations found in the writings of early Christian scholars.

Several "lost Gospels" were discovered anew in the past 100 years. Copies of some
texts - such as Gupel ol Philip, Gupel o/ Thoma4 Go,tpel of Truth, and Coptit Gwpel of the
Egyptian t -were unearthed in 1945 in Egrpt, near a village known as Nag Hammadi.

(Coudesyol the Schoyen Colleclon. Osoand London)

Earliest known fragment of Acts o[
Poul. When it was discovered that

Acts of Poul was a fictional text,

r Why were the "lost Gospels" excluded from the New Testament?

The lost Gospels were excluded because they did not include reliable, eyewitness
testimony about Jesus. Some scholars today depict this decision as having been made
by powerful church leaders in the fourth century, three centuries after the books
in the New Testament were written. One such scholar claims that a letter from a
powerful bishop, Athanasius of Alexandria, established the list of authoritative books
rn to 367. He claims, "Athanasius wrote his annual pastoral letter to the Eg,ptian
churches under his jurisdiction, and in it he included advice concerning which
books should be read as Scripture in the churches. He lists our twengr-seven books,
excluding all others. This is the first surviving instance ofanyone affirming our set of
books as the New Testament. And even Athanasius did not settle the matter. Debates
continued for decades, even centuries."2

Each fact in this summary is technica//y correct, but it leaves out several
key truths, Ieaving readers with false impressions.-such as, (l) until
the late fourth century, there was no consensus about which Christian
writings were authoritative and true, and (2) even then the church's
standard was simply the authoritative statement of a powerful bishop.

So when 22 Christians agree on which writings were authoritative in
their congregations? And what was the standard for these decisions?
Hints of this standard can be found in first-century Christian writings.
The basic idea was something like this: Tutimony that couL) be connectel to
eyewitnu,tu of the riten I'0il wa^t unQuely authoritative among early Chrhtiaw.3
It was nal one specific person or a powerful group in the early church
that decided to include certain books in the New Testament. Frotn the
beginning, authoritative te,rtitnony a/tout Juu Cbrilt ha) to ltape iLr .rource it eyeu,itnea,e,r of the
rilen [,oi). The lost Gospels were excluded by the fact that they could not be clearly
connected to persons who walked and talked with Jesus; therefore, their testimony
could not be considered authoritative or reliable.

lWhen did Christians beein to treat the words of evewitnesses
as the most reliable testlmonv about Jesus?

Even while the New Testament books were being written, the words of people
who saw and followed the risen Lord-specifically, the words and writings of the
apostles-carried special weight in the churches (see Acts 1:21-26; 15.6-16:5;
I Corinthians 4-5;9:l-12 Galatians l:l-12; I Thessalonians 5:26-27). After the
apostles' deaths, Christians continued to cherish the testimony of eyewitnesses
and their associates. Around ,qo I10, Papias of Hierapolis put it this way: "So, if
anyone who had served the elders came, I asked about their sayings in detail-what
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I The Muratorian Fragment also makes it clear that the apostle John was the
source for the Gospel that bears John's name.

I Also in the mid-second-century, another church leader - Irenaeus of Lyons -

reported that he had received these same traditions about the four Gospels from
Christians ofthe first and second centuries.T

So, from the first century onward, it seems to have been *idely recognized that the
Gospels now known by the names o[ Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John represented
eyewitness testimony about the life and ministry of Jesus Christ. In contrast, ttone of
the "lost Gospels" can be connected to firsthand testimony.

I How do we know that Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John were
really the sources of the Gospels that bear their names?

Consistent and reliable traditions have connected the names of Matthew, Mark,
Luke, and John with these Gospels from the first century onward. Some scholars
claim that the New Testament Gospels received their names in the same way that
some of the "lost Gospels" received their titles.-people wanted these writings to
seem authoritative; so, they simply added names of eyewitnesses, even though these
people really didn't write the Gospels at all. For example, one scholar puts it this
way: "Sometime in the second century, when fChristians] recognized the need for
apo,ttolir authorities, they attributed these books to apostles (Matthew and John) and
close companions of apostles (Mark, the secretary of Peter; and Luke the traveling
companion of Paul)."8

The first problem with this skeptical line of thinking is that the Gospels According to
Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John seem to have been connected with their authors as
soon as the Gospels began to circulate widely. At this time, some people *ho knew
the authors would still have been alive; under these circumstances, it would have been
difficult to ascribe lalse names to the Gospels without someone protesting.

But there's another problem with the skeptics' claims: By the end of the first century,
the four New Testament Gospels had circulated thousands of miles throughout the
Roman Empire. In fact, a fragment of John's Gospel from earlyyears of second
century-a portion known as the John Rylands Papyrus or P52-has been found in
Eg,pt, hundreds of miles from the Gospel's point of origin in Asia Minorl Without
rapid communication and without centralized church leadership, what would have
happened i[second-century Christians began ascribing false, apostolic names to the
Gospels that had already spread this f'ar from their places of origin? Most likely,
each church would have connected a different author with each Gospel. Churches in
Asia Minor might have ascribed a Gospel to the apostle Andrew, for example, while
churches in Judea might have connected the same Gospel with Thaddeus or James or
Jude, But, in ercry titld mannrcript copy of the.four New Tartamcnt Gwpelt, no matter phat

part of the n'orl) in phbh it wn, u,,e), ertch Go,,pel i, connecte) to the umz author.

This painting from the ruins of l
Pompeii depicts two methods for r

writing in the first century:The man
holds a papyrus scrol l  whi le his wife

holds a stylus and wax tablet.

I r r r r r r r r r r I r r r r r r r r r r r
Andrew or Peter said, or what was said by Philip or Thomas or James or John or
Matthew or any other of the Lord's followers."a The people most likely to know the

truth about Jesus were the ones who had encountered Jesus personally or the close

associates ofthese witnesses. So, although Christians wrangled for several centuries

about rvhirh writings were authoritative, it was something much greater than political
machinations that drove their decisions. Their goal was to determine which books

could be clearly connected to eyewitnesses of the risen Lord.

I Whv did onlv four Gospels make it into the New Testament
if s6 many dosp"l. wer^e available to early Christians?

Only four Gospels -the ones kno*n to us as the Gospels according to Matthew,
Mark, Luke, and John-could be clearly connected to firsthand accounts of the risen
Lord. Unlike the "lost Gosoels," each of the New Testament Gosoels was written

in the first century AD, at a time when the eyewitnesses of Jesus' ministry

were still alive. (The earthly ministry of Jesus began around ao 28

and lasted until no 30 or so.) What's more, it's possible to trace
widespread awareness among Christians that these Gospels
represented eyewitness testimony back to the late first century,

within a fewyears of the time when the last of the New
Testament Gospels was written.

I Papias of Hierapolis-a church
leader in the geographic area known
today as Turkey, born about the time

the Gospels were being written and
a friend of Philipt four daughters
mentioned in Acts 2l:95-received his
information about the first two New

Testament Gospels from the first generation of Christians.
According to Papias, the primary source for Matthew's
Gospel was the testimony of the Matthew, a follower of
Jesus and former tax collector (Matthew 9:9).

I Papias also wrote that the author of Mark's Gospel
had served as Peter's translator when Peter preached in
the early churches. As such, what Mark recorded in his
Gosoel was the witness of Peter himself.

I About the same time as Papias recorded these recollections, a pastor named
Polycarp of Smyrna referred to the words of the apostle Paul as "Scripture."

In a mid-second-century document known as the Muratorian Fragment, an
unknown church leader reports that Luke's Gospel came from Luke, the apostle
Paul's physician, and that this Gospel included eyewitness accounts from people
that Luke interviewed.6
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r How did early Christians determine which writings really

came from eriewitnesses?

These decision. *."r. infbrmed by a combina tron of oral hiltor\, ertenutl ttn)
internttl eti)ence.

I Oral historyr Most of the
knowledge about the origins
o[the New Testament books

probably passed orally from
one generation to another.
From the first century onward,
the names of Matthew, Mark,
Luke, and John were connected
with the four New Testament

Gospels, and the writings of
early Christians such as lgnatius
of Antioch suggest that it
would have been widely known
that Paul wrote the epistles
attributed to him.

I External evidence: When no

"We, brothers and sisters,

receive Peter and the rest

of the apostles as we would

receive Christ himself But

those writings that are falsely

ascribed with their names,

we carefully reject, knowing

that no such writings have

ever been handed down

to us."
-serapion ofAntioch, late second century nol2

r Why do we call the chosen books of the New Testament a "canon"?

The word "canon" comes from the Greek word kanon,
which means "measuring stick," and these are the
writings that "measure" Christians' faithfulness to Jesus
Christ. It was not until the fourth century ao that the
authoritative writings about Jesus Christ began to be
known as a "canon." The idea of recognizing certain
writings as authoritative, ho*e.'er, emerged much
earlier, apparently in the first century. Each authoritative
writing was expected to be connected to an eyewitness of
thc risen Lord, to be recognized in churches throughout
thc l<nor'",n world, and not to contradict other writings
about Jesus. Although debates continued into the fourth
ccntury about a f'ew writings - including the letters of
Peter, John's second and third letters, and the letters
of' James and Jude - Christians universally agreed at
least as early as the second century on the authority of

Serapion allowed the Gospel to be used in the.churches. When Serapion read. Gapel
o;f Peter for himself, however, he recognized he'd made a mistake. Although Go.,pe/ o/
Peter didn't directly contradict the New Testament Gospels, certain phrases in the
book could be taken to imply that Jesus wasn't fully human. What's more, Serapion
probably knew from oral tradition that John Mark had once served as Peter's
translator and that the Gospel According to Mark represented the words of Peter;
yet, the Gotptl of'Pcttr added many fanciful details that never appeared in Mark's
Gospel - like a towering, talking cross that accompanied the risen Jesus out of the
tomb. After comparing Goqtl ttf Peterto "the writings handed down to us"-that
was Serapion's term fbr the New Testament texts that were connected indisputably
to eyewitnesses - Serapion concluded that Gapel of Peter dtd not represent the
eyewitness testimony of Simon Peter, and he reversed his previous decision. As it
turns out, Serapion was correct: The language and thought-patterns in Go,rpel o/ Peter
have convinced most scholars today that the book was written a generation after
Simon Peter's death.rr

(Courtesy ol CSNTM org)

Gospel According to John, around the tenth century AD.

clear tradition was available to connect a book to an eyewitness, church members

might explore ertenta/ elir)ence about a book's origins. For example, a generation
after the deaths of the apostles, a church leader near Rome considered which

Christian writings should be viewed as authoritative. His conclusions can be found

in a document known today as "the Muratorian Fragment." After listing the books

that he viewed as authoritative, here's what this leader said that he had discovered
regarding a popular book known as The Shepherl: "Hermas composed Tbe Shepher)

quite recently-in our times, in the city of Rome, while his brother Pius served
as overseer. . . . While it should indeed be read, it cannot be read publicly for the

people of the church-it is counted neither among the prophets (for their number
has been completed) nor among the apostles (for it is after their time)."e Notice
the reasons: This writing could not be added to the Old Testament prophets
because the time of the Hebrew prophets had passed, and -with the deaths of the

apostles-the time of the apostolic eyewitnesses had also ended. This teacher didn't
forbid believers to read The Shepheil; he simply pointed out that the book should not

serye as an authoritative text.

I Internal evidence: Other times, Christians might conclude on the basis of itenml

epi)ence that a certain book did not represent eyewitness testimony. For example,
in no 199, a leading pastor named Serapion was told that a certain Gospel was
"inscribed with Peter's name."l0 Since it bore the name of an apostolic evewitness,

at least nineteen olthe books in the New Testament. From the beginning, Christians
unanimously embraced at least the fbur Gospels, Acts, Paul's letters, and first epistle of
John. (See chart on pa.qc 1i) Even if this handful of books had been the on/y documents
that represented eyewitness testimony about Jesus, every vital truth of Christian faith
would remain completelv intact.
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The Gospels: "Lost" & Found
The New Testament begins with four accounts of the life of Jesus
Christ commonly known as "Gospels," a word that means "good

news" or "victorious tidings." The Gospels According to Matthew,
Mark, Luke, and John hdve been familiar to Christians for so

many centuries that many believers have assumed these Gospels
are the only retellings of the life of Jesus that ever existed. But there

are more than a )o;en other "Gospels," plus several supposed accounts of
episodes from Jesus' life that aren't known by the name of "Gospel."

Some of these alternative "Gospels" have been familiar among scholars for centuries.
Dan Brown's novel The Dtt Vitci Cile popularized several "lost Gospels," including
Go,rpel ,tf Phi/ip,Go.'pel oJ',Watyl[,tq),tlene,andGo,rpe/of Thontnr. Acoupleofyearslater
the Go,rpel o;f Jui)a,,was reconstructed and translated anew. The media implied that
Go,rpe/ of Ju)a,r and other lost Gospels provide information about the historical Jesus
that isn't included in the New Testament Gospels. Several writers and entertainment
corporations were quick to turn a profit by sensationalizing the news of this
reconstructed "Gospel." Indeed, the viewpoints found in the "lost Gospels" )o differ
from the New Testament Gosoels.
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Jesus was fully human and iully divine Jesus was a spirit who seemed human
or a mere human uniquely inhabited by
a divine spirit (Gnostic gospels)

Judas Iscariot willingly chose to betray Jesus Jesus told Judas to betray him
(Go,'pelof Jdnr)

The first miraculous sign that Jesus
performed was turning water to wine at Cana

Jesus performed self-serving miracles
throughout his childhood ("infancy Gospels")

How likely is it that the lost Gospels really tell us the truth about Jesus Christ? An open-
minded look at the historical record quicklv reveals that there is little reason to doubt the
New Testament Gospels and great reason to reject the so-called "logt dpek?
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Truth about the "Lost Gospels"
rWho wrote the "lost Gospels"?

No one knows for sure. Even though the names ofJesus'apostles and other
companions are attached to several lost Gospels, no evidence exists to suggest that the
authors ofthese texts even cou?haue been eyewitnesses ofthe ministry ofJesus. In
many cases, names such as "Mary" or "Philip" have been attached to these Gospels
simply because these individuals are such prominent characters in the book. In a few
cases-such as Go,rpel o/ Thoma.1 for example-the Gospel does actually claim to come
from a prominent apostle or church leader, though it is clear from the language used
in the book that the document was written long after the death of its namesake.

r How are these 
""it-g. 

different from the New Testament writings?

The "lost Gospels" were primarily fanciful accounts of Jesus'Iife, or they were
written to promote a theologr that contradicts the eyewitness testimony found
in the New Testament. A few lost Gospels-for example, Irfonty Gapelof
Thomat, I nlonty Gu pel of Jama, and perhaps God pel of Pxer -seem to have
been penned by well-meaning Christians who felt cornpelled to expand
stories in the New Testament. Many parts of these writings don't directly
contradict anything in the New Testament, but they tend to expand the
New Testament accounts in fanciful and theologically problematic ways.
For example, according to these writings, Jesus used his divine powers for
his own benefit throughout his childhood. A couple of lost Gospels-such
as Godpel of tbe Inr? and Gupel of the Ebionitw -were variations of the New
Testament Gospels, edited to fit the theolog, of certain sects.

The distinct theology of most of the "lost Gospels" was, however, Gno,ttic.
From the perspective of most Gnostics, the deity who created the universe
was not the true or supreme God; the creator of the physical world was an evil
deity, a rebel against a higher and greater deity. Since they understood the

especially the role of women in reproduction.-a.s evil; they also claimed that Jesus
Christ only aee mz?human. According to Gnostics, Christ came to deliver humaniry
from the limitations of the physical world. As such, Gnostics were not typically
interested in the actual, historical events of the life of Jesus; the Gnostics focused
most of their attention on other-worldly sayings and myhs, many of which depicted
biblical villains as heroes and vice-versa.

I How many lost Gospels ate there?

cosmos to be the product of an evil deiqr, most Gnostics viewed everything physical-

If a Gospel is defined as an ancient retelling of the events
and teachings of Jesus' life, there are fewer than thirty
known Gospels. Most texts survive only in incomplete
fragments. Here's a summary of many of the lost Gospels,
most of which could not have been written bv evewitnesses:

I Gwpel of Batil0u (Gno.ttic writing, m?teconl antury tn)
Gnostic writing, now lost, mentioned by several early
Christians.

I Gupel of the Ebionitu (Eltionile n riting, rccon7
century,to) Surviving only in fragmented quotations
in the writings of early Christians, Gwpel ol the
Ebionitu appears to have been a variation of Godpel of
the Hebrew, edited to fit the theolog' of a sect known
as "Ebionites." The Ebionites believed Jesus was a

human being, adopted by God at his baptism.

I Gwpel" fuerton @ragmentt from an ancbnt )ocumznt,,tuon? centuryzl) Not actually
a Gospel but a few fragments from an unkno*n source, the "Egerton Gospel"
includes four stories about Jesus. Three of these stories appear, in varying forms,
in the New Testament Gospels (Ivlk.l:4045; 12:13-17; Jn. 5:3947; 10:55-39).

,t Godpel of the Fgyptiana (Ancicnt ruriting, perbapd Gnodtit, rccon7 century tn)
Presented as a dialogue between Jesus and a female disciple named Salome, Goqel
of the Fgyptianl encourages all believers to practice celibacy.

"llrlattbew composed his G<
among the Hebrews in their
language, while Peter and Paul v
preaching the Gospel in Rome r
building up the church there. Al
their deaths. Mark-Peter's folk

_ and interpreter-handed down
Pete/s proclamation in wricen
Luke,the companion of Paul,wr
in a book the Gospel proclaime
Paul. Finally,John-the Lord's or
follower;the one who leaned ag
his chest<omposed the Gosp
while living in Ephesus, in Asial'
--lrenaeus of Lyons, mid- to late second cenl

(couilesy ot Ihe schoyen oslo and London)

Inkwell ed near the
site where the Sea Scrolls



I Coptic Gwpel of the Egyptian t (Gno,ttit writing, kte thir? antury tn) Coptic

Gwpel of the Egyptianr recourts a Gnostic myth in which Jesus is presented

as a reincarnation ofSeth, the third son ofAdam and Eve.

I GwpeLol Eue (Gnwtb writing, pmbably thir? untury n) lost Gnostic writing,

quoted by Epiphanius of Salamis. Gwpel ol Eve was written at least a century

after the time of Jesus. Seemingly also known as Gwpel of Perfection.

I Gwpelof the Hebrew (Chrittian writing,ftr,tt century,to) Gupelof the

Hebrep,t is truly a "lost Gospel"; it survives only in quotations found

in the writings of early Christians. Many scholars believe Gwpel of

the Hebrew,t represents an ear$, fuamaic summary of Jesus'life from

the apostle Matthew.-a summary that eventually became part of the

document that now known as the Gospel According to Matthew. Also

known as Goqel of the Namrean t.

I Inlancy Gwpel ol Jamat (Chrbtian writing, late,teun? century n) An

account, supposedly written by James, of the life of Mary. According to this

document, Mary the mother of Jesus remained a virgin throughout her life.

I Actt of Jobn (Docxic writing, kte ,tecon? untury ,tn) Supposed retelling of events
from the life of the apostle John. Some copies of this text include comments that

are Docetic-that is, they imply that Jesus Christ was not fully human-but these

comments are not present in every version. It is possible that they were added later.

* Gupel ol Ju1at (Gnutic writing, kte,teun? antury n) Supposed account of the

life of Jesus in which Judas Iscariot is porrrayed as a heroic figure, commanded by

Jesus to act as the betrayer.

I Gwpel ol the Lor? (lL'Iarcionite writing, m?-,tecon? antury tn) Alteration of the Gospel

According to Luke, edited to fit Marcion's theologr.

I Gwpel of tWary (Gnwtic writing, kte,tecon? or early tbir? antury,o) Although

frequently called Godpel of ll,Iary tllagAa[tne, the text of this document never indicates

u,hichbiblical Mary is the story's central character.

I GapeL of,4[atthiat (Ancient writing, perhapr Gnotip, ,teun? antury tn)
lost document, known to many early Christians. This writing seems to
have passed out ofusage among Christians because (l) no clear evidence
was available to suggest that the apostle Matthias actually wrote the book
and (2) the book was used by heretical sects including the Gnostics.

I Gupel of Nico?emut @orgery,fourth antury tn) Forgery that
claimed to include Pontius Pilate's report to the emperor about
Jesus. Also known as Actr ol Pikte.

I Gwpe[ Qryrhynchw (Chriltian wriling, thir? antury tn or earlitr)
Not actually a Gospel but a tiny papJrrus fiagment {fom an unknown
source, the "O>gnhlnchus Gospel" describes a confrontation between Jesus and the
Pharisees. The events described in this fragment do not contradict any New Testament
Gospels and seem to represent an expansion of the events described inMarkT l-23.

Gupelof Peter (Cbri,ttian writing,,temn? century tn) Although familiar to many early
Christians, this text was rejected as an authoritative account ofthe life of Jesus
because (1) it could not be clearly connected to the apostle Peter and (2) some
passages in the book could be misconstrued to suggest that Jesus wasn't fully human.

lApomlypt of Peter (Cbri,ttian writing,,taon? century ,to) An apocalyptic text that
circulated wrth Gwpel of Peter, Apocalyp,te of Peter doesn't directly contradict any
New Testament writings, but the book seems to have been written around AD 155,
sevent;ryears or so after the death ofthe apostle Peter.

I Coptic Apocalypte of Peter (Gnoib writing, lnte thir? antury tn) The Coptit ApocaLypte
of Peter cIeaAy denied that Jesus had a physical body, declaring that "the one whose
hands and feet they nailed to the cross [was] only a fleshly substitute."

J Gwpelof Philip (Gnotic vriting, tbir? century,to) Not acfually a gospel but a
collection of brief excerpts from other Gnostic writings, Gwpelo/ Philip summarizes
the views of the followers of the Gnostic leader Valentinus.

I Gwpelof tbe Savior (Gnwtic writing, early thirl antury,o) Not actually a Gospel but a few
fragments from an ancient document known as Pap;,mrs Berlin22220, Gwpelof the Savior
seems to have been a Gnostic adaptation ol Godpel ol Petu. Also known as Vbion of the Savior.
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Beginning after the fire if Rome in
no 54, the Emperor Netc harshly

persecuted Christianf , killing
srgnificant leaders such af Peter and

Paul. One of the motiv;lcions for
Lwntrng tne uospels mayl lave Deen

the deaths-because <li Neroi
persecution---of key eyrlrvitnesses

of the life of les ts.
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f  
'  

fuu , , , l  in  the ' \e , r  
t l ' . . , " ,u . r t ,  ( )ospe ls . : \  Ien ,  hor ,e le r ,  -seer r  to

J  rcp l rs rn t  r rn  cu fh  lo r rn  o l ' ( ,nos t ic isnr . . \ l thoueh some sa . r ' inss  in  thc

I  L ,uu ] t  cu , r  l rc  t , ' ace , ]  to  rh t - ' l j l s t  ccn iL r r \ '  t i r ,  the  book  c l i c l  no t  e rne lsc
h  in  i rs  l ina l  lo ln r  un t i l  th t  rn i r l r l l t ' o l  thc  sc . , rn , l  c fn tL r r ' \

l!

,I

l l

, ' )  l r t . l i rrL.y (), , , ,y:1 , ,1 I  l : , ,nta,,  (Cltrt l , , l t lnt u'r l t l r t ;7, ntt l t)- , ' t t , tr t t l  r l t l t tnt . t t t)

I  An  account  o t '  rhc  ch i ldhood o f ' Jcsu- . ,  supposcd] \  , r ' r ' i t t cn  bv  thc

apost ]e ' l ' honras .  In  rh is  texr ,  the  bor  . . lesus  r . rses  h is  mi r 'acu lous

po\\ 'r .r-\  fol  his own benell t .  
- l -he 

author' 's st l le of r,  r i t ine and his lacl i

of kno,, lcclgc about Jer. ish tracl i t ions susgest that the boolt .r  as * r i t ten in tht '  mir l-seconcl

centur r '  \ l ) ,  long  a f tc r  thc  dca th  o f ' thc  apos t l0  
- fhornas .

G,,tpt l  , ,1 
' l ' r tr lh (Grr,t , , lu, ' rr l t l r t ;1, lLt l t , ' tLrtrt l  tr t l trr t t  .1tt) Uncalthcr] at \ae I Iarnrnat]r in

t h e  l 9 . i 0 s , 0 , , , , 1 , 1 1  , , 1 ' T ' r ' t t l l :  i s a C l n o s t i c l e t e l l i n e o f  t h e c l e a t i o n s t c , , ' r ' a , , r l  o l ' t h e l i l e o f  . J e s u s .

, \cco l r l ing  to  I lenacLrs  o f  L . r 'ons ,  a  d isc ip lc  o f  a  Gnost ic  tcachc l  namcc l  Va lcn t inLrs  u  lo te

Go,,ltl ,,1 7'rttll,, also linon n ,1s Qp,'ptl d litL'rtttlrttt,'.

Pe lhaps  pcop le  long to  be l ieve  tha t  the le 's  sorne  l ino , . ie , lee  or  exper ' ience o1 'Je- .L rs  Chr ' i s t

t h a t  i s n ' t  a , a i l a b l . ' i n  t h e  N e u  
' l ' e s t a n r e n t  ( ) o s p e l s - a n r l ,  i n  s o m e  s e n s e ,  t h e \ ' f e  c o r r e c t .

- l ' h c l c 2 , , c . \ p c f ; c n c e a n c l  
) r n o , t l e d g e o l ' J e s u s C h l i s t t h a t i s n ' t a r a i l a b l c s i m p h  b r  r ' e a c l i n q t h c

Ncr r  
- l ' cs ta rncn t  

Gospc ls .  l lL r t  th rs  I tno , r ' l cdgc  anc l  c . rpc l i cncc  cc l ta in l . r ' i s  no t  ava i lab lc  in  the

tun lc l iab lc  rn . r ' ths  loLrnr l  in  thc  " los t  Gospc ls . "  l -hc  l i i l l  I i nou  lcds t 'anr l  cxpc l i cncc  th ; r t  our '

sor r l s  c lave  is  ava i lab lc  u  hcn  wt '  no t  on l . r '  1 '41)  ,1 f tp11 lJ t ' sLrs  Ch l is t  [ ru t  a lso1 , , ' , l , , , , t t l l t t  t , , r r tn t t l

, , t t  l i t ' , ' , ,  / , ,  . . l csus  Ch l is t ,  the  One in  s  honr  \ \ 'e  c i ln  be  "made conrp lc tc "  anr l  th loueh n  honr  s  e

c . rn  en fe l  in to  i c l lo r t  sh ip  u  i th  the  Gor l  , ,  ho  g ive .s  r . rs  h is  love  in  " fa l  s lea te l  abr ,n r lance t l ' a . ,

a n . \ ' o l ' u s  c o u l , l  r L s l ,  o l  t h i n l i "  ( C o l o s s i a n s  2 : 9 ;  l r p h e s i a n s  J : ! 0 ) .

s

I  S e  c  l h l t  I . l r " r , a ' r ,  / , , , , , 1  (  1 , r v . , / r , l r r 7 r , ' , '  (  \ e  s

Y o l l i :  ( ) r l o r  t l  L  n i r  e  r ' - . i t . r  I ) r ' e  s s ,  l 0 0 J )  J - i .

I  I t l c r i l t t r ' ,  / , , , , ' l  (  L n l , ' l l a r t t l t i , ,  r r  i l l  l r c ,  i t t r l  : L s  / , ( .

l i , l l i , , . e , l  I r r  t h t  P i r g c  r r r t r t l r c l s .

)  , l / . /  t t t .

J  l : l r l n r r L n  p l a c c s  t l r e  e n r e l g e n . c  o l  t h i "  p l i r r r  i p l r

l r , l c l  r , n , l  s r r l r n r : r l i z t ' s  i r  i r r  r h i s  r r  l r r  :  . \ r r t l r o l i t r r t i r  e

t . r r .  l ' . , , J  t , ,  I ' r ' . , r r r i . r ' t  t l r , , r  '  t l ' .  t i r r  r  , ' l . l . . L r . '

l L n r l  " l i p o s l o l i . "  ( I l o n r  t l r e  I r r ' " t  l o l l o - . r e r ' "  o l . J e " u .

, r r .  r h . ' i r .  : r s s , , ,  i r t 1 e s )  ( / , ( '  l - t l - l - t ; ) .  . \ s  I : l r l n l r n

n ( ) l ( ' s ,  l \ \ ( ) , r t h ,  r '  s t r , n , l r , ' , l . . l r n r r '  i n t o  1 r l r , . r  l : L t . r ' ,

l h o s c  o l  c i r l h o l i r i t . r  { . r i , l . r P ' i r , , l  u s i r g (  i r n r o n !

C h l i s t i a n . )  a n , l  , r l l l r r , , l o x r '  ( i i s l e c r n e n t  r r  i t l r  o t l r e r '

) .  r i 1 , t r r r , . . '  I  r ' , , r r l , r  ' , , ,  ,  , . 1 .  t l r , , r r : l r  t l r . , t  l " r

t h c  t r r r l i c s t  C h r - i . t i ; L r .  t h , , r , t , g , r r i , s  1 1 1 , t ; 1 / , , 4 ) , , , 1 1 1 ,

d  / \ , , '  1 , )  l  i . i  l  t / .  i r t J  t  r  t  l  t , l  t  r  t  l  r l  \ \ ' (  r (  n (  ) l ,  l  i . t  i  n  g t r  i . h a l  r l t .

. \ l l  t l r l c c  c l L t e g o l i c s  u  c l e  l o o t e t ]  i n  t l r c  a s s t r n r l r t i i , n

t h a l  ,  r ' , ' r r  i t n e i s  l r s t i n r o n v  r v l r s  a u l h o r - i t a l i l t .

I  ( ] r r r t c < l  i n  I : r r . t  l r i r r s ,  i : J ( )

r l  I t  u r L s ,  i , . . , r , r l i , r q  t .  I - r r . e l r i r r . ,  l i r r r r  t l r e s c

l r r o p h e t e s . e -  t h r L t  l ) l r p i l L .  r ' r r e r r  t r l  5 ( ) n f  : l ( ) r ' i c :
a [ , o r r t  t h e  a p o : t l c s  (  l : L r s c l r i L r s  i : i ( ]  ) .

t r  - \ \ r r  r  r t to l i r rn  I i l rLgnrcn l .

,  I  - L r . c l r i L r . ,  , r : 3 .

S  / . (  l ; ; .
( )  I  l i L r t s ] i L t c t l  l l o r n  . \ \ r r l r t o l i a r  C a n o n  i n  I - a t i n  :
I l c t l i " r " , l  O c t o l r e r '  ! N ,  : ) 0 0 t r ,  l r o r n  h t t 1 , :  . , . , r , .
t  r r r l . r  r ' h r  i s t i ; L n r r  r i r i n g . . ,  o n r  t r r t  r r r r l r L r t , r ' i i r n - l r r t i n . h t n r l

I  0  l  - L r . e l , i L r . ,  i i , 1  l .

I  I  S e c , / , ( '  I t ) .  l  ] r c  l r c g i n n i n g s  o l  l r l a n r i n g  r h c
' r . . , i t r r i , , r , , r r t l r , . l  r r i - l ' 1 , , , 1 ' 1  . " ,  '  - -  ' , '
r h e  t ' i r r l  l , e l i r ' .  1 ) o n t i L r .  I ) i l r L t i  i ( i , , , , / . t l  , , t  l ' , t i t .
. L r g g c s l i n g  r r , l i r t t '  i r l i e l  t l r . ' . ' . 1 , 1 , 1 . i , r ' t , r l  C l r i s t i r r r r s
l ' , i , , - ,  r l , "  . = r , , . * , r * , , " .  i ' ,  r l , "  I u i "  l r ' r l  r r n l L n  \ '  \ l  )

1 2  I : L r s e l r i L r s ,  t r : l l ;  e l .  ] - . : r t L r l l i r , n , r l  C : L l t h r , g . ,
J  ) ,  1 'n t i . ' i t i / ,1  i , , t tL  l  L t r t \ ' /  t i ,  ru t  / t  t ,  5 : !0 - !  I  :  I l c t  l i t r  t  r l
( ) e t o l r e r '  l f i ,  1 0 0 ( j ,  I i r r r n  h t t p :  \ \ \ \ \ \ . t e r . l L r l l i a n . o r s
l a t i n , l c  1 , r ' a e s e l i p t i o n e  h a c l t t i . , r l r r n r . h t r n l .

I  J  l : r r s e l r i t r . ,  , l : S .

! 1 ;

i i

H
H
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"Tr'i:

Accepted
Matthew
Mark
Luke
John
Acts
Romans
|  & 2 Cor inth ians
Galatians
Ephesians
Ph i l ipp ians
Colossians
|  & 2Thessalonians
|  & 2Timothy
Titus
Phi lemon
I  John
2 or 3 John (or both

letters, counted as one)
Jude
Revelation
Wisdom of Solomon
fEpistle to the Hebrews

and the letters of Peter
not mentioned at all]

Accepted
Matthew
Mark
LUKE

Jonn
Acts
Romans
|  & 2 Cor inth ians
Galatians
Ephesians
Phi l ipp ians
Colossians
|  & 2Thessalonians
|  & 2Timothy
Titus
Phi lemon
Hebrews'i'

James
I and 2 Peter
l ,  2 ,  and 3 John
Jude
Revelation

Accepted
Matthew
Marl<
Lul<e

John
Acts
Romans
| & 2 Corinthians
Galatians
Ephesians
Phi l ipp ians
Colossians
|  & 2Thessalonians
| & 2 Timothy
Titus
Phi lemon
Hebrews
I Peter
I  John
Revelation';'

Accepted
Matthew
Marl<
Lul<e

John
Acts
Romans
|  & 2 Cor inth ians
Galatians
Ephesians
Ph i l ipp ians
Colossians
|  & 2Thessalonians
| & 2 Timothy
Titus
Phi lemon
Hebrews

James
I and 2 Peter
1 ,2 ,  and  3  John
Jude
Revelation

Recognized but
Questioned
Apocalypse of Peter

Recognized but
Questioned
Apocalypse of Peter
Eoistle of Barnabas
The Shepherd of Hermas
Acts of Paul

Recognized but
Questioned
James
Jude
2 Peter
2 and 3 John

Recognized but
Questioned

Rejected
Laodiceans
Alexandrians
The Shepherd of

Hermas

Rejected
(All other writ ings)

Rejected
Apocalypse of Peter
Acts of Paul
The Shepherd of Hermas
Epistle of Barnabas
Teaching of Twelve

Apostles
Gospel of Peter
Gospel ofThomas
Gospel of Matthias
Gospel ofthe

Hebrews
Acts of Andrew
Acts of lohn

Rejected
(All other writ ings)

This  char t  shows tha t  ear ly  Chr is t ians

accepted  the  four  Gospe ls  accord ing  to

Matthew Marl<, Lul<e, and John long before

the  c r i t i cs  c la im,  and tha t  none o f  the  so-

ca l led  los t  Gospe ls  was eyer  accepted .


