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Introduotion,

Peace and ity within the Ghurch of the first and second esntury
was as unattainable then as it is today. The early t’!ﬂ‘d’l experisnosd
internal confiicts more trying than many of the persesutions and with
results far more disastrous., Ghristianity had been given to the worid
a8 the only true religion, the only rdigion professing Jesus Christ,
the only name under heaven wheredy salvation could bde had, Nany sSystems
of religion and thought existed which likewise elaimed to deal author-
itatively with man and his soul, however eonfliots betweem ;hﬂ.nmtt:
and these pagan raliiefs were either short-1ived or gaused 1ittle eppos-
itiony, The real troulle and dis-unity lay intermally.

The principal eauses of these conflicts were; 1) perversion of

‘the Gospals by Jeaish legalism; 2) conflicts and heresies promoted by
the intermingling of thristianity and paganism; 3) emfiiots due %o
laxity of moruls and discipline; 4) eonflicts due to the hierarchial
tedencies of the adlergn cnd 6) oontm.ru-u concerning questions
of dootrine and prastise.

one or moer of these eaufes drought sbout all the heresies of the
£irst emtury down to the present $ime. In the following presetation
we £ind that dbionimm is due to sause ens, lnmrdxhnip arose eut of

1l
gauses five and twe, and domtanism from eawses two, three and four.

T“W“ Churgh History p-
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1,4, shionism,

The Judaiging sects have the distinotion of being the oldest her=
tieal group which entered as a disturdbing influence ;nto the develope-
ment of Christianity. The Jeus opposed Christianity at its dbirth, array-
od themselves againet C hrist and his entire movement during His 1ife~
time, and finally shen they received Ohristianity they received it after
_their own fashion having merdly the shell instead of the kernal.

These Jevs realized that Tesus was the promised Nessich, that He
had fulfilled the 1as to the letter, yet they thought of Him merely as an
example, not realizing that His statement;*I am the Lord of the 3abbath',
meant that the worship of God no lonzer was eonfined to particular
times, places, @r evenis, but in spirit and in truth. christ brought
about & new epiritual ereation, Homever to give up the Hosalic lam and
ritual was the stumbling bWock of the Jevish Christians, and the cause
of the schimm betvem Jerish and éonttlc Qhrutunity.

Jewish “bristienity was partly separatistioc and partly heretical.
The former limited this ¥ igation to the law to Christians of Jerish
desocent, while the latter ‘utd:.d the 0ld Testazment monthelsn by apply-
ing = monmarchianisa that denied the divinity of Cirist. lLater this

distinetion resoclved itsdf into two distinct bodies, the Nagareans
and the Bionites proper. b

the name Bdionites is the source of much spefulation. liany of

thurch Mathers derive the name from the supposed founder dbion

- 1. uris, w g&“ﬂ'l e Yol. 1. "'120



7=
Eippol ytus——philossphunene; Tert.d)isn-~iaereticus, s Jarne o hristy;
and gplphaniss-<Easrefiicus ). . The second explanation derives the word
from the Helrew ] /724 meaning poer. ‘ho word is then used in a
threefold menner, &) poor becauss they belisved in & poor,abject,
crucified Mesajah like Jemus, b) according to Eusebius it refars to
those® who gherished low and mean opgnzm of christ, snd o) becsuse of
their abjsot poverty.

The first assumption that the nyame m# from the found 4s in-
agourate and must be disgarded. Jo mention of such & person has sear
baen found or made, MNegarding i‘-ho three uses of the word poor, the
third one Appears more plausable, wshen we gompare the interpretation
‘poar peonle® with another group within the sect, the Nasgarcans, iAs
the ‘."l NHosareans described that sect so it is thought that the word poor’
desribes the Xbionite sects. !-!uro also seems to be no doubt that
the Evionites tock the word poar and prided themselves because of that
faot, 8 This view 48 nowm sgoepted by all wmedern ghurch historicuna,

Ipipheneas ploges ths origin of this sest to a smnll company
of Girjstians who fled %0 Fella after tho destruction of Jeusal en.
Heﬂ@?!&l in Susedbius alains that one Thedbutes after the death of
Biehop symecn, in Jerwsalen about the ysar 107, mde & sciism ammng
the Jeuish Christiags end led many %o apostagize decaune he was not
alected to the vacent bishepries he sect was found in Palestine

and the gﬂmuﬂi.n‘,igmviﬂ. on the Island of gyprus, in Asie Minor,

1. Bchaff, P fistory ﬂ_,ﬂz s Vols I p~120
2, Jempder, lusnstnu. ﬁ_‘u Y of the christian ’;ﬂm
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and even in Reme. Thay existed in small nunbers till about the fifth
emtwy, dut aAlready in the hiddle of the seoond cmtwy they were of
1ittl ¢ aignificance. ?nu that remained, lost their national character
and were amalgamatod with Pauline gemtile christianity. ¥

hionisa had tao majer Wanches, the C ommon type, which was the
. HOT e Bumerous and eonsisted of three groups. The major one of these
4s Imewn as the Pharimaic Fionites, bscause of thidr legalistioc spproach
to christianity. It is thought that they were the sucoessars of the
Judaizers epposed by St. Paul in his ipistle to the Galatians, The
sscond major Wranch was the more mild of the two and are comnonly known
as the ¥agareans. 4

tThe teaching of the Ebionites, Iramaeus reports,mere taken from
the Penteteuch, and frem & Hetren “oqd--htch is thought to have been @
ecsrruption of the Gospel of St. Natthem, fho writings of paul were re~
Jooted for he wes eonsidered an apostate from the law and bdecasuse of
that Tast they would have hothing whatsoever to 4o with hiwm. =

The Comok of Pharismic dionites tauzht Jesus as the lieasiah, the

8en of Pavid, but exly & mere man like Noses and David, borm through a mat-

ardl sonseption betwemn Mar'y and Jeaeph, for to accept a man ag the Son of

0ed was te theh pagan mytholegy. The Ne sianio calling first arcse in
Him at the time of the bptiem by John, when & higher spirit Jjoined ft-
self to Aim. The basis of this statenent is found in the Hebrew Gospel
which resords the baptism] story and adds the following Mu.' his

day have I begottam thee*. They however deny that Jesus was a combine

1. mrts, Op. «it., Vol. I p-i21
8. Bdlm. Py OPe 01‘.. 'fol. b 9 ¢ p-433
S. Iremaeus, The inte-Niocene Fathers Vol. I p-521.
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29
ation of the divine and the hm notures. ile becsnme both Justified and
the lessiah because of his legal piety, Fer this reason he was nazed «
Christ of God and Jesus, since none of the rest of the world has observed
the law @oumpl etaly. following this 1ine ér reasoning, they further claimed
that -n;nn ay become & Christ when he fulfills the law of Mowes. 3

Q. hrist’s death was an offense to thea, but they conscled them-
Selves with the promise of the ucopﬁ ocoming which they believed would
btring about an garthly Nessianic Kingdom. Ciroumcision and the whole
ritual of the law was made and confessed as a mecessity to sl)vation
for all meu.  Christ wos the supreme Lawgiver, Teacher, and ¥ing. Jer-
usa) R -Ans anu.uu eity of Gody the gantre of Theogracy. dhe des-
truction of the ity did mot shake their faith in this belief for the
essian they believed when he returned to Julge the warld would then buikd
a greater and better Jerusel eu.

Jerome, Augustine, and Theodoret adknowledge & moderate counter-
part of the fh-rmu Eioniss under the nome of Nagareans. In the be-
gining they ware simply Jenish christians who kept up the ancestral m
ef the Sabbath and cireumocieion, which they cbserved in addition to the
Sagraments and serviees of the Christian chureh. They cdlaimed Ohristign
1iberty in-performing shese rights and recoguisel the rights of ghristiam
who did met hold to their views, They wadoudtedly originmated in Jir_uqn-
and then mevel to pella, & emall toun on the east Laxk of the Jordan.
After & revolt Wi Bar Oobda, they retwraed to dwell in the q’ny of

Adlia Capitolina bufl$ wp out of the Fuius of Jerwsalem,

) I Eippol yius, m ) Jatherg Vol, V. p-114
2o Nesndar, iy Cpe nn.. Vﬁ 1 p=388
3. vatermn, L. Ihe post=ipestolig Age. p-178
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4 distingtive trait of the Nasaresns was their anti-pharisaic tendency.
They dencunced the sorides and pharisees as cocuaing monstrous errors by
their traditions. They al®o differed from their fellow Ebionites in
that they asknonl eiged the Ppostle paul as the Apostle to the Gnt;lhl
en the m- of Isaish §, 1=2, this indicates why they allowed christian
21berty to the Gentiles and would Mot tolerate 1t among themsalves.t

The Testanauts of the twelve patriarcht *deathbed speeches put
into the mouths ef Jaeoh's Sons', seems to be asorided to & wasarean
writer, It deals with ﬁo sins and weaknesges of the sons of Jaocod
and a1%0 oontains referenges to paul, affirsing the agosptance of
pauline au-uuuiuy. Jerome who visited Falestine at the end of the
fourth sentury, descrided the Namareams as people who tried to he SR
Jens and ¢ hristians and ended up by deing neither, By their striot
adhearence to the Jewish lam they gradually lost the fundamentals of
ghristisnity. As to mumbers the Nasareans were never a numerous body,

and predally aever influsseed the growth of the ghurch. A small pumber
of them founded & euricus sest in southern Batylonia, known as the
wand semi . = :

Wierma refers to & third sect of the Monites knewn as the
ll-noilo existel one hundred and £11Ly years before the soming of
ghrist, Others as Md.l. think their asme comes from the Hebrem
word -.-Am suisiders,® They sbey the law of Noses, Mt ate no
passover and never attended the Temple worship, They were white robes
a8 a symbel of pwrity and deeause of this degire held themsdves aloof

R e ==
Y. Neander, A, Op. Gite, VOl.I p=3&®
8, wyaterman, 1L, op. Cit,, p=179«180
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from the other Jews. They lived in their own community and no one owngd
individual possessions, Excommunications in their system mesnt nothing
less than death _w stervation as a deliverance #f purged souls froam the
offending Yodies. At $he $ime of owr Lord Sheir mamber was about four
thoussnd, They acowptel the Lerd as a prophet who freed Judaiss from all
dements offensive $0 the heathen mind. This group deaisd all historiesl
Jedaimm, disearded all the Gld Testament With the exoeption of & part of
the ymteteush, They soceptel the existence of two diviae powers, a
nio pﬂniplo- the gon of God, and & fema)s prinaiple~ the Holy spirit,
The male prineiple existel fn Adam, and down the 1ine ealmimting 4n
Jesus ¢ hrist,. -

another sect of the sbionite s rajected the eating of flesh and
the ottiring Ip of animals for saarifices, claiming that it was foreign
o the prineiple of Judaims, This sect produced a book called the *Steps
of Juoed® in which the patriarch is represetel as denouncing sacrifices
and tesle warship. It also contained & rule whieh required total
reamolation of all earthly goods, Sowplete poverty, as ssssutial fer
religious perfection, It is mot definited y knomn whether this group
sppesrel befere the beginaing ef Christisuity in oppesition to the Jewe
ish woridliness or shethe it wos ealled furth by Ghristisnity, while
‘the Nesiiahts Kingien 1ay in the fulare, the erth was leskel wpon as the

bhabitat of Satam: Thus whosoever wished to partieipate in the future
kinglom must alimate himself from the possessions of this werld® Be-
cause ¢f this avowel of poverty thqy were also willing to be oalled

Bionttes®

1. vaternmm, 1, Ibid, p=108=187
%, Nesnder, Op. Cite, Vol 3. p—ﬂ
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of a1l the Wionitie writings only one oaused & grent stir in the
ohurch at large. In thh third emtwry there appeared under different
names such as *‘glementine Recognitions, Itinerary of st. (M ement, or the
€ enentine yomilies, the Faesie Clememtine writings. It is a curious
story idelising a esrtain ?-m of Reme. Of its authorship nothing
is knomm.

e n.crytau with a gowsn geitlenen Feustus, who sent his wife
and his two scas to Athens., He wiitel ten yeurs to hear from them. Becod~
iag disceuraget at the lack of news hal eaves his youngest son Olement
with friends and then sets sut to search for his wife and childree. He
teo dissppearel. Clement after having resched manhood iessme of christe
ianity and proeesis 1o palestine to sesk instruction freom St. peter. He
hears the discourses between Peter and Simon Nagus and becomes converted.
At about this time Clement weets & Deggar woman and discovers her to be
his mihtlmd she is subsequently dlso oonv&tdl and baptiszed, Two for-
me diseiples of Simon Nagus turm out to be the lost twin brothers and
presently the father is discoverel and he too decomes a ghristions,

The boek in gmeral is dull and minteresting, but it throws light
s the eonditions of the times. Its primary purpose was to draw attention
emay from the Apostle paul and te mke Peter and James, the Jewish disciples
She leaders and princes of the spostles. James who was the head of

- the spestles erdered the rest of them, especially yeter, to go here and
there and te return annually to report their Progress. :

Tis elory was seosptel throughout the hristisn werld amd not
oven Rome objostel %o At. *But homever Bad its mistakes about Jeies
1% gives definite proof, concludes vaterman, that the Christisn mind
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of the third gmntwry wes not deeply preccoupied with any corresponding
mistake about & petrine primey,*

The object of all thie emaggerationof St. James &s adove mentioned
wag to draw attemtion away from the Apostle paul. Both the R _cogaitions
and Homilies represant the devil ag sending forth Apostles and teachers to
deoeive the pesple, therefure they are to hold fast to the authority and
teaching of James. F wrther the writer warns mot to aocespt any teaching
aside from the tuslve Apostles especially those® who shall be sent to show
the word among the nuticns.® Yet all these anti-pauline allusions were
%0 velled that the average Qhristian would mot have suspeotel the falsity
of tho book. The fictitious story of St. Glement amd his reletion to
St. Peter and James gave great impetus to the tradition that the sucoessar
8t Rone was consewatel by dt. Feters Thus the Fbionitic forger did not |
sucoeed in his purpose, but neverthealess liaft a false mark that remaing
to this very day, 4

AS t0 its jnfluemes, Ebioniss was gmerally confined to men of
the Jemish erigin and religion, and did not affect the 1ife and growth of
the churdh. They ecniributed 11t e to raligion with the exoeptian of
ons ymmghus, -xo_prodnod e translation ef the (34 Testamant into the
greek langusge. In comp:urison to other translations this wark is regerded

1
as giving the clearest idea of the rea) sense of the Old Testament.

1. waterman, L, p. Cit., p=-283
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I.5. Rchesaites.

Like the Ebionites the Mehedaites aleo were & syucrstistic Jemish
ghristian seit. The erigia of thelr name 18 of much oonjecturs. Dalitsch
derivet 1t frem a hamlet, named Bkesi, in the province of Galfilee. The
ﬂl'“ Pathers agree that it same from the supposed founder, Mxai. The
third sad most prodally emplenation 1s derived from the Newew word ‘9% ']
mearing *the hidden p;lc of God,* 2

they arese, Seserding %o Rpiphsnias in the reign ef Trajan about the
Jear 101, in the region abeut the m Sen, shere the Sasmen liveld, They
have also domn comected with the Sadeans. Ancient aArablan wmriters spake
of these people as these who washed themselves, and who taught ihe existence
of two prinaiples, male and fenale.

the name Bmni, or Kkasi was also usel or assogiated with a book,
which, similar to the dook of Mormon, was revealed by an sngel. This angel
was ninety six feot high, and had a stride of fourtesn miles. He repre~
saield the Son of Ged, and wap agoompaniel hy a femalse angel, Whe represented
the Holy Gheat, »

This bosk which set forth their sseteric doetrines was eireuleted
emong the menders of this sest, mhguers bound mndar oath not to reven)l its
watets, :im. tat heard and bdelievel this book received the remission
of siuns. The work contains & large amount of saturalireligion mingl ed with
Judatetie and christisn ideas. Aside from the Boek of Mmxmi, parts of the
Gld Testameut nd of the Gospels Were Scoeptel and usel, °

Their dostrine represmted Jwusalen as the centre of the religious

I‘ ;,E Ps “‘00 'O‘- e Na
2. Eippealytus, op. 0it. Vol.V. p~ 132
S. musebius, The Noolesiastical History of Rusebius pamphilus, p=~240
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urld_. C hrist as a ereatwre, lord of the Angels and areatures, and the
HOly 5pirit as a femle prineiple, Thelr vies of Girist is scaeshat middl el
on the ene hand they thought of him &g an angdl, and en the other hand as
& continuoss relnesrsatics, They however reteined the virgin hirth. the
1erd?s Supper was sltered with iWwend and 5ot as the alements, eating of
meat was strictly forbidden, and marrisge was highly estesmed. Revmnele-
tion of faith in time of persesutions was allowed with the o.px-.uinan
that the mouth eould deny the truth shieh the heart stillmsintained, 5t.
paul was denounced as & heretiec and gonsequenily the theme of ﬁrxnuauy
was likewise denied, To them the law and eircumeision eonstitutel the
esaence of salvation. 1 iny set of sdudtery er forniestion Fequirel snother
baptiem, Oftergpeated wagiings er baptism was of common pragtise. The
baptiam] formila was administered in the name of God the Father, and God
the Son. #ith this forauls seven witnessea were requirel, which were
hedven, water, holy spirits, oil, prayers Of anghhy, sclt and earth.
fu. the act ef Waptims, clething was alse indluded, Baptisss may, if desired,
bo sel fendmintstered, . swars wo_Md and the balief pr'wai.ldiha
the heavenly bodles guided the 1ife and agtious of the pesples *

The seot we shors lived, Nt its infinence wag passed on and is
axtaat tedey 1n the form of Zulam theslogyise

1. sohaff Hersog meydiepedia Val. ,_’! Ppelld,
2, Hippolytus, gp. Olt., Vol. Ve ﬂaﬁls
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1-0- Nioolaitans.

Bome of the ¢hurch Fathers, among them Tertullisn, Irenaeus, and
gippolytus faver the viem that the Nieclaitens were the follewers of
sicoles, & prosalyte of Antiosh and one of the seven deagons of the
ehurch at Jerusal em. 1:  Irenasus teok mote of such a mect as existing
in his time, and he traged it Shok to the dedgon Nieolas supposing this
sect %o be the ane mentioned in the book of Aevalation. ° Nemder

‘doudded the agsertion of Ireuaews that the ward Nicolaltans was the prope
name of A ®eot, aad he dlained that the passage in Eevdation merely
rdﬁtd 40 & class of peo~le sho Were seducing Christiens to participate
in sagrificlal feast of the hesthen. "_‘n. name may aleo be takenm in &

- purdly -’p;uholionl sense, signifing surrupters, seducers of people 1ike

232+ ay
YKo + laos

dlenent of Alexandris alse spoke of such a seot, but did not be-

the word Balaan.

11eve ‘that thle Niselas of the Acts was the founder of this sect. Gieaent
defended Nicolas sayihg that the man 1ived in homouratle wedloek to his
death and left pious ¢hildren behind him. TYhus, concludel Nender,
Feamasus was not weng in assuming the ssot, but in asaribing it to
wloald,

It was Al a0 qustomary for sects to attach themselves to apious
person of cdlelxated name in order to iufluence their dootrine.. This is
astuned by sSome to0 be the case with the Nyoalos of the Acts, the sontentien
is also further upheld by the fugt §l) refersnces to him 3y the seot have
an aposcryphal aspect. Nemnder believes that this seot balouged to an

1. Tertullian, : A‘Ethgn. Vél. III. p=680
2. Frenawms, mﬁm; ; thers  Vol. $. p=3B2
3. @eamt of Nexandria Ajte flome Futhers Vol. II pe385
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eanti-Judaistic party and followed therefore the Apostle Paul. This seot
then having found a reference in the Judaizing Johm whorefe&reld to them
as a nc't. provably usel this as evidence of their antiquity and then

assumed Nicoles of the 4ots ag thelr founder. %o do this was the method

of many of the Ynostics ef the early days who chose their loader from nere

BHAR ldttoncd in en unfavorabvle 1ight from the Gid snil.“n Testaments 1°
they taught the prineiple that the flesh must be adused, and accord-

ing %o nlppol:t_ul Shey load 1ives of wmrestrained indulgmes, practised

adultery, ate thiings sacrificed to idols with the purpose of mortifying

the body. The seot was not accused of any &rors from the faith, dbut only

with licentious condugt and a disregard of the comand to abstain fronm

moats of idols and forniecation.

Neandar, A, Op«Cite, vél. I. p-‘53.
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Monarohianism

the nane Eonarehimnisn is derivel from the Greek nrd ‘qu,f:)ha
metuing 8 "singie arigin®, and 18 given to & group of secis that arose
within the Gmtile christisn church in the second coatury, "the first
great ceuse of a1l thingas muat be & slugle cause”, wnsg their common
adzan, The Fother 1s God "inariginate’, God in himself alons and of
gizself alone. Nonorciianist was the common name of that pericd for the
anti-trinitanianl. and wes glven thesesssts by Tertulliah in his battle

with then, Today they &re known as Unitprians,because ef thoir stress

on the numericsl unity of the God-heal, 3

The histery of the Nonarchian movement 15 a3 obscure as ita

"erigla. Sven the current distinetions between them is not free from obe

Jectiomt. The lonarchians are distinguished by the followin: vames;
pymamistic Nomrchians, also c2llod Adoptionicts because they taught that
Jesus became & Jod of ol by adoption mot boonuss he wag such YWy asture,
Mf patripastisnism, which Mdentificd the yopoe with the Mther,
ghe nomo was eoined far tna'w'gipm. beouuse 1t Senght thet the
rtha mt!cu."lad Shldily; thi"liodalhtic Norercuians who tsught ohrist

as a mode of the agtivitly of the Father: These terns were gountsred hy

f¥ecisn which taught the personal imdependence of tho Logos from the
Pthe and the gpiris

gha RWonarchianm heresy to some extent sesxs to hove boen an indirect
result of Nor.anims; ®hith Lad made mach. of tho Gospel of Sts John and
Sherefore sonme oponents of lontanism in 4sis Minor, the Alogi in puruouilu.'
3 sdm'ft, o e Olte; Voi.1X  patye .

8s A&y 1n- Oy A Boures Bosk for Ancient Churfh Histerg. pel72
& Walker, -y, 4 Histery of tho Ouristisn Ghurch pe73
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went to the extreme and rejected the entire fourth Gospel and of course the
dootrine of the Loges. In this struggle philesophy played & great part and
was plagwd on a par with tﬁo Seriptures. Platoxnis phuolophy. wis used to
defend the doetrine of l_huu"- diviaify, while those opposed to this
Vien leaned toward Aristotelian philesophy, - #ome at wvarious oceasigns
asoepted ene and then sunother viem, dut rarely fought it, shile th;
“omarchisn seots fought more viol@tly among each sther than they did
with -thi subordination thesry of the Churdh,

In this ®sect we must distinguish two distinet dlasses, 1. the
retionalistic or dmanic Monsrghians mho dexied the divinity of Ghrist,or
explained 4t as a mere pouwer, and 2, the patripassianist or .bdaliluo
Honarehlans who identified the Son with the Father and admitted at most
oniy a modal trinity, that is, a threefold mode of revelation dut not a
tri-persenality, Tha second cless accepted the diety of Christ but aleo
. @ panthelstic motion that approached “noatic Docotism: The first one
prejudiosd the diguity of the don and the oii:o;- the dignity of the Father,
Wit the latter was ¥y 8fr the more ‘hristien and therefore met With great-
- acgeptancss The uﬂuw of Christ was firmlybelieved, but they so-
rificed to 1t his independent persenality shich they merged in the essmuce
of the pather, rho:y‘ taught that the one supreme God becaome man, so that
the .qoi h the Father velled in the flesh; Thus the Nodalists were wore
‘dangercus than their retionalistic drethern and for & mumber of years
had the suppart of tﬁo bishop seat at Romes

I1. A. Dynamic NMonarchainisa

I, Weander, A, Op. Oites Vol. 1. PeSB2
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Tha first fera, the Bymamis gwﬁmn- arose in a form of Jemish
sonothelnm thdx Toss mo higher than Vlbzonlﬁ After it was defoated in
the Churgh it aroae outside of it on a auch gmxider scale, and forms the
sojor part of present day Mohammedanism. : ,

‘;“ a elass this groupl should be considered as chhoxac. They were
in harmeny with their oponents excontin points of controversy. hey had
‘many of the pre-cathalic characteristios. Their deviatiom from the eatholic
eanan poiutu 30 & peried Befure the formation of this eanon. Though their
wonoept of God was & bond e e yot 4% im impossible to find &
dl;tlnot line of demarcation, 3he mourees of into'mtitm congist mainly
of tho agoounts of the oponents who to & great extent in some coses distortd
" and misrepresented th§ dootrines of their antagonists., 411 of these heresies
aBose.in the east, and had 11%tle following thers. 411 roads lead to

Romet,; WO ewveryone ®Who had somsthing nem to say went there..

The Alegions,

The Alegians er Alegl are & seot of Acia Minor that arome about the
yoari70=180. Little is known ot_ thems They derived their name from fpi-
phanjas, who gave 1t to them because of their Qveruon %o the dootrine of
the 1ezes. They started im opposition to the chiliasm of the Montanists
and their dlains of prophesy aund prophetic gifts, Because of this, and
thelr extrene retionslimm, they rejected all that wes mystericus. Jihere=
fore the brunt of their eritieism fall on the Apsealypss and the Gospsl
of St. Jdohn, which asoribed to the dootrine of the Holy Ghost, The Apo-

oAl ypte was rejected bacuuse of its schiliastic contents and the Gospal of

Y. 9ehaft, ¥, Op. Olte, Vol. 1. peB7S-575
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<ohn because of the use made of the Paraclete and bevauss of the Logos
dootrine. These two books the Alegi attributed to the Gnostic Cerinthus,
m relation to the Gospel of 3%, John , the Alogl .-utund that it had
nunerous discrepancies when compared with the other three Gespels, To them
John was distinotly dooetic beonuse of its abrupt transition frem thqogos
to the ministiry of Jesus, of the Johannine episgles no information as to
their stand is acoessadle, But it is suppose that those were likemise reject-
eda This supposition is derived from a writing of Hippolytus ik which
he Cohndd the Jobaminme Qil‘iﬂn

of their :hrlttolou n_tﬂllng is knomn exoept that they rejected the
10c08 and the *birth from on high®, Thelir chief interest lay in tho
hunan sids of Jesus. From thia l".il deduced that thq_y gréatly emphae
sized baptisn,although no 'dlfinit; statement to v_erity thil can be found.
This sect was the first to apply historieol eriticisa to‘ t_ho christian
writings and tradition. Of ths length of their existence or influencs

nothing is known. -

Thesdotisns.
The second Nonarchistic seot known as the Theodotians derived its
nsme from its founder Theodotus, He sprang uwp from Bzantium where he had
danied mhu in a persesution, with the apology' that he denisd on_iy a

pat i B
mamj - 94111 holding to 2 supermaturally begotten Messiah, e arTived at
#9032 about the year 190 end founded & seot there and soon aftewards he was

sxcomunicated by Bishep Vietor, He scems to be & man of good edueation

1. schaff Hersog meyslopedia, Vol. IV. p=454
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and was highly esteemel 'boforo his apostasy. His dootrine of the God-

head ia an ocutgromth of that of the Alogians, In his attempt to Justify
his dynanic monara:ianiss he geve as proof s one~sided interpretotion of
seripture passtges referring to the human mature of Christ. 1

The philesophunma affiras Theodotus's erthodoxy in theology and cos-

mology. His Ghristology occnsisted of this that Jesus ‘ll‘ only & man al-
though bora Shreugh a peoulisar union between God and Mary in agreement with
& special decree of God., Christ d4id not receive speqial divine essence
until after a 1ife of perfect purity the Holy “host descended on Himat the
fize of his daptimm in order to give Him power to perform his mission.
christ had no pre~-sminence above l-nktnd; he was only mo: ¢ righteous.
- Followers of Theodotus claimed that He became Jod through His reswrrection,
and others again denied this,

* gTheodotus tried to buse his dootrine on the Jcriptures. mseblus
states that they examined of & divine truth whether or not a comnected or
diajoinel form of syllogimsm could be formulatad. In short they abandoned
goly Scoriptures for a study of logie. 2 His oitations havebeen presarved
and shew us that the Osnca had besn established already at this time, Follow-
ing the same 1ine of exegesis as the #logi, he appealed to Deuteronomy
38, 1," Jeremiah 17,0; Isaiah £3,2-3; Matthew 123, 32; lLuke 1,35; John 8,40;

4

Agts 8,22) and I Timothy 8,5. 4ll these passnges lay great emphasis on
‘the hnmanity of christ, and &g such are used to place Ghrist on a lomer leval,

From Natthem 18, 32,%And whososver Speaketh a word against the Son of Man,

L. tertxllisn, op. Oit., Vol, 1II p=654
2. msehius, op. Git., peRO2
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it shall be forgiven him, but whosoever spouketh against the Holy Ghost
it shall not be forgiveh him*, it is deduced that the Holy Ghost is
supagéor to the Son of Nan, while frem Mtom 18, 15 * the Lurd thy
God will raise up wnto thes & prophet from the midet of thee”, they argue
that even the risen “hrist was not God. I Luke 1, 35 this seot stressel
the phrase *The Holy nholt shal]l come upon thee', and lltud the rest ot
the verse. In Ahe Gespsl of John the word *werd® was $aterpreted as Sapirite.)

The follswers of Thesdotus werse t-. and the attempt of two of thenm,
Theodotus, the money changer, and & ntﬂtﬁqtéﬁo&n to fomnd & church
in Rowe after being excesmunioated ty Pope Sephyricus, failed, Tor a
short time they had thelr own Bishop Nataline whe pad paid 150 depariil

& month for holding that offies. He however was a weakémindeld person

who haunted by visions and beaten ene uight by the goul}-.ngdn hanﬁd
to Bishbp Zephyrinus and begzed for mercy. He wag rud-ltt;d into the
ghurch. 2 From the statements of the author ot the *pittle Labyrinth*
e lm that Theodotus the ysugger uad the l-lo asthods as his prede~
eessors. They used their sgstea of mgnu. tut eriticim, and tho
study of logic, mathesatics, and natural _ueiaau entirely in the oause
of th-u' thulon. They nbltl.tntd in onntrm to erthedox eatholicien
the qtrtuln of plate and zmo. pa—tlm for allegorieal mg«u,
tnd @ nro priginial M thc sraditiom] text. Nothing remains of thelr
au-u. but thelr rn?ldlﬂ confirm them in their own oonaoptl ot "hrl-'r

.1-- [ ita in uhu tho nptrn workod to & greatar Wﬂ' than in anyone du.

I‘ “ not dlesr in whet mamner Theodotus the younger differed from

1. sehart 511-:03 noﬂqdﬂ. Vol. IV p~454
2. musebius, Op. Cit., p=802
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the oldery but it is evident from the Philesophumena that there was @
gontroversy. ¥any writers following the o:ﬁq:le of Hippol yjtus, aseribe
the foundatién of the sect #f Nelchisedecinns to this younger Theodotus,
qhis is dasad on uppnnw;‘ interpretation of lhum;tu'n sxezesis of

B ot ema a.a. 20; 7 37, Inie man -nuyn'w lamailll of the above men~

tioued passages to prove mt NMd chised sc s 'l.n-uu tis megiste®,

and more ﬂoﬂou thln ghrist, the formar the onn.nu. and the lotter

tho oop.v. The inferiorily of Ghrist to llddxlun& is based on the pas=~

[ ] Oghcn arst & priest !'ordnr after the order of Melchisedek.' This .
man wag muard the mu Defore God and & high prtu‘t tbr sankind.
cn-us wag & priest o, dut #f lower degres. Thay argued that MNelchizedek

-mag fatherless, -othdtﬂl. and without gensolegy, of wmhim neither the

begimning mor the end can or m bean coq:rdxu«a. ghrist, on the other
hand, was born of & woman, and is a desoendant of David, therefore aince ;
yelchisedek' s parentage is hidden he is tﬁo one of hwunlj origin.

(;l the basis of thelr axsgesis of I Cor. 8,67 *but to us there 1s
but one god, the Father of whom are all things and we iz him; and one
jord Jo.:u ghrist, %Wy whom are &)l things nnd we b;y hin'y, Shrist was
sade to commete uu Haly ch-:n. She name of Jesus here being wiricken out.
ghus thie grewp mmm that Qho on:.y divine essence besides the Father
was that of the Noly Ghost who was mnttm uth the Son of God. ‘mu
m ‘on sppeared $o0 Alrahan as the *xing -r Rightecusness.® Jesus
wig on.r % M given or aneinted with the Holy Ghost oonuqucnuy e wos
ﬂ"w %0 tho Boly Ghost and mot the true son of aod. go the dasis
of this statsment the question arises~can they ve classified with the
L. sehaff Hwaog moydiepeiin Vol. IV p-455,
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monarchianists, for they no longer held the numeriocs]l oneness of the Jodehead?

Artemns,

About thirty years after the arrival of vheodotion christolezy, an
attempt wis made by Artemas to revifc the old Giristology. “e lived adout
840 and claimed thet all his 14sas were first used by the Apostles them-
salves and preserved in the Gospals til1 the time of ¥iotew, but then were
oosTupted. He dsclared tho dootrine of the Irinity sm innovation and a
restoretio: of heathe polytheium. Because of this he was sxsomsmuivetel
by Zephyrinus, sho was then bishop of Homes .

| .MM and Aristetle were placed on & higher plane than Ghrist, and
aathematios and dialectics were estesmed highe tihan the Gospelss This
indicates an uiaxm revolt against aystery, and shows the use of
Aristotle Yy some against the divinity of Ghrist, as mtoud others wers
used to establish 1t. This seot mocused the Roman “harch a8 deiug sdicure
in true dootrine, and the ;eomtion wag substantiated by Hippolytus 4in his
philosophounena, !hcn-ho stated that Zephyrinus and possitly Vigtor, a=
gainst the opposition of the Church, favered patripassianism, and in ..bdllll
of this dootrine condemhed the Artemonites, 3

In the vest dymamic mmuu- expired after about forty years
with Artemss and his group; dut in the Sast tuo attempis were made to
reintreducs 4t, one of mwhich mmder Beryilus of Bostra failed, ut the

sther mder paul of Semcssts sucesdi® 17 * bime.

raul of Samosatsa.

i. Bm Py Op. 0%,y p= 8“-8?8 VOI; I




TR T

IRITIE TV

L3

pall was bishop of Antioch and mmy bs described as a man without
religion, without consciemnce, shremd, dlever, anbitious, vho used the
ministry os a means from poverty to pover and in thias Le was very suocess-
ful. He wus the favorite of Zenodia, deness tusen of palmyra. Through
her influence he becume Bishop of Antioch betwaen 851-880., 3t the same
time he was appointed civil governor of Antiogh with a addary of about
8000 dollars. He was proud and conoeited, loved applauss, and used his
pomner, uvn_m religions against anyone sho dared umutahd hin. BHe
aniraced the hereay of the Romen monarchisns and attempted to revise theo-
legy in such & way that it -n'ud.' his Jeeish patromess and her oounndlﬁl'ial'

gaxd taught that the Father, sen and goly Ghost Are one perwon .

g may distinguish Leges, Sn Wisdem, Noly Spirit, but culy se qualities
of God. Ged seut forth the Logss from eternity snd begat Nim,so the
LEESE -g be-gadhed Son though he Y fwpersoma) pewer. The Logos
worked in the prepheta. The Logos worked to a greater degree in loses’
and to the highest degree in the virgio=born Christ.. The Logos dwdllt
in the man Jesus without ehanging him. Paul sppeals for support $o
John 14, 10,°palievest thou not that I em in the Father and the Father in
me, the words that ipenk unto pou, I speak not of myself, but the Father
that dwelleth in l..- he doeth the works.' MNary gave dirth to a man and
the man not the Logos was buptised with the spirit. As Jesus advanced ®o

the Father endowed him with mirasulous poses, so that he finally beconms &
Tedgemer sad Savier of mankind and finally becoms inseparatly wnitel with

Ged ferevers Ne tried %0 show that the balief that Jesus was by nature
L. waternem, L, Op. Cite, ped30-431
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the 50n of God led %o dithelmm. !  The Legos and the Holy Ghost wers
identionl. He also made the distinotion eof the Loges propherikes frem
the logos endiathetos, the one as working in the prephets and the other
ag latent in G0od the yather, s

¥hile sabellianism teded tonard pantheimm which eonfounded God and
the world, poul gint to the opposite extreme and fixed an impassable gulf
betwoen God and the ereature, there deing mo relationship between God and
man. The lsgos according $o paul £s $n relatioh to God &s reason is re=
llt_od $o man--1ikenise the spirits rdation to God as nothing other than
the spirits relation %o man. He enly eonesded that the divine rexsen
dvallt 4in Ohrist to a ﬁ'ﬁtu' degres than in anyons else. 3 To smvey
these 1deas he banished church Eyms which he considered an l.nqmtl.th.
and n_llﬁd enly the Pusalms and Seriptures, which he then l.ttwd to his
owli sense §nd tedching,

The firat agtion taken against him ersultel from agousations eof
hereay and misconduet Brought &zainst him Wy dMehops wmder him inSyris.
A council met and the sharges uers 1844 against him, but the gathering
balieved that it had been misinformed hoauio of the subdtle and plaugable
oxpimtionl which panloffered. These were aAcoeptiel and the ecuneil
dispersed. Firmilian, however a fem years later canveneld another eouncil.
this time Nalehion, & presbyter of Antiech, also & dialectician and

rhetorioian oouregecusly and with skill unmasked Paul in a public disputation,
Faul, ‘now confronted with this tide of opposition against him, recanted

. mﬁ Hergsog Mmaydiepedia, V0ol. IV. p=4SY
£, m. ®» Oite, Val. I p=ifl
3e Neomder, A, Ops Clte, Vol.I p~801-602
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and prouisel to make ammda, The assembly again trusted him. Paunl's re-
eantaticn soon proved %o be false, and a third gouncil mwas galled. Fire-
milian, ti:e able leader, diel on the way at Tarsus and Nelenus of Tarsus
then presided in his stead, 1?':“. comnail then deposed and excommunicated
padl, and placed Domnus & grandson of paul's predecessor, Demetrian, in the
bishops seat. 3

4 The immediate deposition of paul oould not be executed because of
Zehobia, anthe remained in effice for four years, the church being divided,
l‘il'llly in the year %78 after the sudbjugation of the Quemn by the Bwporer
Aurdiisa, sad after oomsultation with Italisn bishops the order was sxeoutel,

‘P2 this eommeil two t;uan deaand attention. 3. The election of Domuus
- wag irregular. This was however necessary becnuse of th'o power shich paul
had over the people at inticeh and under sush conditions ne free h_luﬁ.on
‘was possitle. The second thing of inurﬁnu wag the mmuoxi of
the gresk word Ml. as heretienl., This word later changed its
sense aad became the watghword of erthodex Ghristelegy. Paul argued,
agoording to Athamssius, that, 1f the Father and Son were omoousioi, tﬁu
Shere was An eusis above them to the unity eof uhtd; they were both sud-
erdimnte. Beoause of this, the word was condemned. Thus tith‘.lna period
of sixty years the use and tai:lnro t0o use this word were both condemed. :
‘ho. result of tg;u great oontroversy was the f£2ll of Dynamic or m,'.

tiomistia lolrdttﬁtlu.. and ssoondly the establishment of the Alexandrian
Sheslogy with their terms—logos, ousios, presopon, indispensitle to the
t'u'n_s_:;__q of dogma. Thimly t_ho, u?pnuton of this heresy -i: a politienl
trimaphisl the Nomai m: over these im Syris,

T wtews, L G, 0it., P42
R, Poakes juckson, Tng Ristory of Mhe hristisp church $o A.0. 461 p-167-168
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The infiwence of paul did not die out with his deposition, dut eon-
tinued on teo later harass the Ghurch with mugh more vigor and deteraimtien
than it had thus far shown, for in the feurth century under the lsadership
of pLucisn of Samosata and his followers 1% develeoped into Arianimm,
the direot follewers of paul wers Sl perpetuated in the Paulioceans of

Armenia, whose writings bear his neame,
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ILB,Nodal istie Monarchidns

the real danger to the Logus=Christelogy arose about the yours 180«
240 in the medalistic form which regarded ghrist as God in persou and as
the Father incarnate. The advooates of this heresy ware known as jodal ists
or patripassianigts in the Vest and 3mbellizns in the Mmst. Thelr chief
spponeuts wers Tertullian, Origen, Novatien, sud Hippolytus. Patripassian~
ism sy be eharasterised as the proourscr ami the firet erude form of Nod-
aliss, sriginating in the seoond eentury in Asis Minor from whemce it movel
to Rome tqu.-' after & bitter struzzle it secured a footheld in the thixd
-a'thy. HKippolytus says this .am-mn; troudled the entire ohurch,

‘apd origen Statea that at his 4ime the *ecanomic" Trimity and the sppliootion

o tbomqn of the Jogos to ghristiwea rTegarded with suspiaion by the
W of ghristisns. . The popularity of this form of christelogy in the
ﬁ 19 'reflected by the immumeratle apooryphal asts of the Apostles whioh
reprement the modalistic christolegy. In the wWest especinlly at Rome,lon=-
arehisnisn in this form becane entrenched to such & degree that it beonme
the offieial teaching of the Roman bishop, due primarily to the struggle
with Gnosticism. Modalistic Nomerchianism did not last leng however for
1t had acoepted tho ajd of solencs; of Stoloism, 8nd was thereafter on the
road to & panthsistic concept of God, _

. Yhe Nodalistic Monsrohisns held that hrist was the Father and that
the mathe ginsdf had besn bom, hod suffered, and had died, If christ is
Ged then he must surdly be the Father, therefore Af Christ suffered, God
sutfesl,. They honever retained the distinetion between the Father and som
saying that it wag nedly neminal, ezospt in #o far as it was redemptorinl,
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since the ome god becnuse of Eis birth as man, appeared us the Son. God
is luvisidble, visitle, incompreérmmsitle, somprehasitle, Wiomgqueral] ¢, gon=
querable, unbegotien, degotten, immortal, mortal, as he wills,

When askel to sxplain the Billisal passages that distinguished the Sen
from the yather, they replied that the flesh made the Father the som, or
that the Redeemer, the flesh,men, Jesus--was the Son, and the Spirit, God,
ghrist-emag the Pather,. Yo suppert this view they appealed to Luke 1,35,
Thus their dostrine esme relatively closs to that of the Artemonite heresy..

| the conflioct with these classes of NMonarghians, the thurch devel~
opel the doetrine of the Trinity doth in - the¥estern and the Mstern Churches,
1 the Bsten Chureh the deoirine of sudbordination becsne estallished
in commections with the Rypostatieal wiew of the Loges, The Westen tChureh
beogon with the doctrine of suhordisation, scomptel aleng with the hype-
statioal view, to make more prominent the mnity of the divine essence
aleng with their distinetion. The doetrine aext puud sver to the Alex-
anirisn schosl who theu progedied to z;-oto a1} m of time and m““..l.

The Hypestatisal viewm rejected Qﬂ.zl‘mﬂd the Nomarshisns identifi-
estion of the Father with the Sm by slear BlWiesl argiments, Wit treditios
fayerel the Noparchisajsts, and their oponents risked sppreximatihy cnestiocisa
in their spesulation ageinst them. Tertullisn and his dissiples tried val-
dontly to silengy their oponets Bt ware unadble $0 because thelir Loges was
an inferior divine being , their view likemise eonflieting with liturgieal
tiadition that taught the coequality of Pather and 3on. 2

1. Nesmder, i, Gpe Cites Vol. J» p=BB5=588
2. 3cbaff Ferseg Mmeyclepedia, val. IV. 429-460.
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Praxens,

The first proponent of this Wranch of Nonarchianism was Praxoas, @
onfessor of Asic Mimor who brought his hersay $o Rome. Here in Rome he
dissuaded the Bishop Victor and compelled hin o recell his 1etters ef
peace to the Phrygians which gave then fellowship and acknowl ¢iged thelr
gifts of propheqy. Thereupon he sxrounded his viows of patripossianime
and geined Victor over to his teaching. The wrror of Praxess sppeers to
have boen origimated in his desire to maintain the unity of God which he -
thought only gould be done dy wniting the Father and tho Son and the Holy
Gh;li ag ono. Ne 414 not sy however that the Father and the Son were onee
1ikemise he 214 not may thet the Father sctuslly died, but of a sympathy

 (@opasi) of She Father and the Son, conobiwing the relstion of tho Father
to the Bon as thot of tho spirit to tho ,ﬂoﬁ. Tertullian met him in vinde
iontion of Nontanimm with grushing logioc and then charged him with having
exsouted two commissions of the devil. * By thig, prageas did o two-fold
service fer the deril, he @rove sway prophecy and brought in heresy, he put
to fl1icht ths paragiots and erugified the Father.® Praxens dofended hmsdf
b.v-”_ponung to Isciah 45,85; John 30,30 *I and the Pathe sre cus®, and John
14,9 *ge that hath seen ms hath semn the Father,' Tertullian in his arguments
used the passage Ps. %7 “Thou art my son this day have I begotien thee', and
yezish 42, 1,*Behodd my Jon whom I havo chosen; my baloved in whonm I am well
pieased, I will put uy spirit in Him and e shall dufng forth Juigement to

. the Genti] 8,

After his wicaess in. Rome yrozeas neat to Oarthage to promulgate his

1
urn.r thers, But he met Tertmllion who luter rel:tes that Prexess recanted,

I. pertulilen, op. Git., Vol. III p3p G97-898; 605-606
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The Nostian Heresy.

A seomd heretic of the same charngier was Nostus of Gmyrna, whe
pn\‘l.ldyd his viens about the year 300 A.,D, He appealed to Rommns 9,85 ag
the dagis of his Senching, where Ohrist s salled *the ene Ood over all.t®
vhen he was first called defore the presdyters he denied the scocusations
Wrought against hin, The seeond time, however, he hald fira to his eTor
saying that his dootrine emhaneed the Slory of Ghrist. Hippolyius placed
him in the same group with the pantheistic philesophy of Reraglitus which
‘unod noture ag the harmony of all antithesis.® Thus Noetus taught that
the sane divine being mst be alle to oomdine eppesits stiributes to itself,
one pather and God of the universe who besams visiltile mhen he wished in the
various forms of the Irimity. The Father is mesnt when the Son is speken
of and tho Father sufferel and died, when the Son died. Two of his disciples
Bpigones and Cleomenes propagated this dootrine in Rome and won Bishop
cqh:rhu over to their views. 7This hereay was later scosptel and saught
under the uishop Oallixtus of Eome. Hippolytus claimed that Noetus derived

his dogtrine from Rpigones, while sthers hold that the reverse wag tsue. .

Beryllus of Bostra,

Beryllus of Bostra, about the year fii4, introduced a nem hereay whieh
denied the persomal pre-existence and the independent divinity ef christ, bat
at the same time believed in the indwelling of the divinity ef the Father in
ghrist during his earthly 1ife. This teaching is a bridge detwesn patripassian-

ism and Sabellian modalism. He tried to prove that the personality of Christ
was of pwrily human erigin and that He had mo personal existenee defore his

fnpp?ut-, Ope Cite, Vol V. p:l..m
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inearmation. The diwinity of Christ was derived from the Father thus denying
the hypestasis of the Logos, But he wus foreed in order to ewade the positian
of the patripassianistis to give the Loges a hypostationl existience after the
incarastion Wy recogaizing *an sfflux sf the divine essgnce rather than
the shole deity of Chriast.® The Spnod of Bestre eondemmed him, but that
didn'$ phase him %111 he met Origem, _wﬁn dilmise had boam Summoned to Bostra
for he too was agoused of h.ru,y’._ At thelr ioeuns origen convinoed him ef
Rhis srror, peoiuting eut the existance of & bhusan soul in Christ, Beryllus is
W4 %o have thanked Qrigem for set$ing him ;{'mu this is one of the fow
iy theslegiosl disputations that premulgatel whity instead of greater
divisioms. '

- 8Babellianism,

The term saballicnism wag applied to the modalistic Momarchians of
the Bast ebout tho beginning of the third gentury, The leader of this
groap, 28 the name indicates was Saballius, she oome from ptolemaius in
petapolis, Afries. He followel aleng tb. poth of Baryllus, but was more
profound in thought than his fallow bm;'ohim. Be first taught in Rome
about the yeor 2815,but was Bpeedlly mpoomnuniceted by Onllistus, Here he
wag oypo-_d.. by Hippolytus, the controversy also eamming the excommunicatioh

“of the latter.

a the Mattle betneen the Momarchians of the Zast and the Hypostatic
ghrintelogy was axtremdly ditter and was one of the great influences that

tosk part in the forming of the Loges Christelogy. Also the fact that Nom-
1. Besnder, 4 Op. Oitey Vol.I paB95
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archianism in the Sast was called Zabellianiam seems to indiente a lmﬁ.
botwem the tno forms of “m;m“ there, Sadellians assignel an
esaential and nesessary place ta the Nolyohost and this fact distinguished
ther from the other groups agtive in the east at that time, s_ab-um j
used the threec ntmes of the Trisd to @rus the thres different phases of
the ene divine essence. God was o Nonad dwelling in silence dut wmho later
Tevealed himself in the crestion, secondly as the person ¢f the som, the
Reddemer, and thirdly, in the perscn of the Holy Ghost as the maker and
giver ef 1ife. Mch 1sa proscpon, that is & character or form of mam-
featation of one God,

one of the remarkalle aad wnique featares of Sebdlianim is tiot

 the Logos is placad on a higher plane than the Father. The Logos enme forth

from the Monmad, and at the same time was repressnted as adbiding therein.
while the Father wmtus marely ene of the prosopa. 1 walker, on the other
hand, states that ene of the most essmntial features of Sabellianism was his
equality of the Nonads, and which he stiributed as & m;Q tomrd the doetrine
of the unity and eguality of tho Trinity over the subordination eof the
3on and Holy Ghost, % me scures of tuis dootrine aceording to Ipiphandas
wes an apooryphal Gospel. Ia this Gospel Christ is sald %o have commmi-
eatel to his disciples sone similar motlons respecting the relation of the
aonad to the friad. .

gaballianism 1ike the other branches of its form falled due to the
faot that * 1t recognised in the historie Christ & mere transitory exhibit-
fon of God's pewer, mm» cheragterise the divine Christ as an sternal

Y- Foakea Jackmonm, Gp. Olt., p=364
8 'm; ¥y, Upe Oit,, p=74
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dteumination 8L the essence of God,* The Chriatians felt too gre:zt a
aeel for & personal christ to accopt a theory which took from themiHis
eternal presance. 7The hereasy Pemduaraiade one ‘Sontridution to the
formtion of the dootrine of the Trinity, in that it broke the pre-
" eminenoe of the Father over the Son and Roly Ghoat, thus preparing
the way for Athapagius's and augustine's Christolegy.

The Nodalistic Nomarchians led by Sadellius were epposed by
Eippelytus. Zephyrinus was inclined toward the modalistic view, but his
ebject wam $0 avoid a schism at all coste. Oalixtus, his successor,
followe! tho same poliqy dut with the intensification af the struggle

he mog forced to excommmnigats both Sabellius and Hippelytus, proposing

" 4in. thelr stend a Ohristelogy that bridgel the two parties, by which

the Boman ¢ hristiens pagsel frcm Nomarchianiem to the Hypoestatical
view of christelogy. “ippolytus who fought Sadellius, was the most
leamel Garistian ariter in the eity of that day. He was the great
advosats of 4ti-l. Loges ?hl'lﬂlha in Rome, shroniel e, caleulator of
Beter dates, spologist, and an eponent of all heretios. Throughout
his 11fe y. was hemouwred highly by those whoknew him, and at his death
his fellomers ersoted the eariiest christisn portrait statue known.
ouliztus homever ¢harzed him af deing a worlnipper of two Uods, and
Bestuss of this Hippolytus troke with him and decans rival hed or
*eounter pape® of Ioms, & pesition which he held 3111 his banishment
in %ho persscution of the yeur 85.

nnnu or Pape Callistus I tamght that the Father, 3Jon and
19598 wers all manes of one indivisitle God, the 3an belng the proper

Mp-u- ot that which wmas 'u-zu.. Jesus, while the Father wae the
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Spirit in Him, The presece of the Father in Jesus wus the Logos, The
Pathaer did not suffer on the oross, Wt suffered with the sufferings of
the gon, Jesus, yet the Father aﬁ& He had taken unto Himsalf our flesh
raisedit to the naturn. of a deity by bringing 1{ into union with Himsd?
and made it one, m0 that Father and Son must e stylel god. This in-
duwelling of the divine persous he called (pericheresis)., The whole doo-
trine is unclear and we canust dlame c_nne:'- Sabekiius or Hippolytus for not
agespting 1%, Yet it was a gompromuise that recognized a humn Jemus
riesed to the divinity by the Father and made ens with Ged. This
eompronise over the wust mejority of the pesple nfgna opened the
toer- for later viotory of the Logos ghristelogy, shemTertulline

‘urote sgaipst Praxess,
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IIT. Monteniam.

The heresy knowmn &3 lontanism gres out of tho gharacter of the natives
of that section of the country from shich &t m'lgimtod.' Greek :christianity
had & different Sone than the Rowan ghristianity, aad they in tury dife
ferel frem mg@ish christisnity, A degreded people will sdopt their
e false netions to the Gespel of Chriet when it is intreduced. To study
the Mmekground of the Phrygians is necessury in erder to understand what
brought adeat the Montaniat hwesy. Phryglan worship was a nature wore
ship, 70 them 1ife vwas & divine fagt of the universc and the precess of
;on:cauoa was considered & oa;:_nnt triunph ever thelr archeenemay

death. The earth waa the Great Mother, she woaik the Goddoss of Liberty

"knowing no law, ho restyaint, Osansequantly the worship of the people

was debucherous, and her pricstesses were conassoratedl to prostitutions
this then taught men to ocultivate passion and emotion ruther than
to restrain it. Yhus when Christianity meds its appearance, people of
this $ype vere interestal 4n two ﬁiml. its prophesy and tis speaking with
tongues. hnﬁu then became the leader of these people. He saceptel {
the Ghristien fajth ut presiaimel a nem dispenmticn, mamely, thet of |
the Holy Ghost. Moses had besn Suocesdied Wy Christ, but nom the lcly
Geast sucoesied, rather fulfillied, the precise of Ohrist,

Aside from the natural expression of the Phryglens other slements
eautel this heresy to unfold. I the Second ploce in the majority of
She ghurdhes the hepe of sn eaxly Weccnd ooming of Christ was grewing '}
din. The ssnscioumess of the sonstant ifampiration of tho Spirit in the
Ostholic Chureh was fading smay, this dedline of the pressnt work ef the
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of the 3pirit Wrought about an increasing emphasis on kis significange as
an agent of revelation,. ua the contrary the Spirii had been th¢ inspira-
tion of prophecy in the (1d Testament, likewise inmpiring the liem Testament
writerse ZThe frinisarian formula of bsptism inaluded the Haly Ghost and
was widely used at that Wimp, then the Johannine dospedl represeuted Christ
as premising the coming of tho Haly Spirit to she disciples. Inhus we find
that the second gentury was convineed mot only that the Holy Ghostwes in
association with Ged the Pathe and Son, but that “hrist had promised the
Holy Ghost's geming in more abundant metsure in the future. It was this
shought eof spesial dispensation of the Holy Ghost, the delief in the ed
of the world and the fresh sutburst of prephetic emthusiansm that are
representel in Noutamigg.  Thirdly Meatauiss arese in eppesitiea %0 a
slgiht lamity of moral, religious, and ssoetiocal requirements in the

1" 1t opuesed the reslism end'

church of the second and third centuries.
lnﬁturo of the dootrine aud faots of soripturai rewelation; it opposel
the secularization of ihe Church; and it opposeithe hierarchial tendeccies
that were beooning more aud more prominent..

ontanimm i 2 gombination of all the asacetic, rigeristic, and chil=-
1astic elemmnts of the sucimt church. Thig sect eriginally wus not a
departure frem the true faith, but an ever-emphasis of pratical morality
aad diseipline of the early Ghureh. It was & miper-puritenisn agaiast |
Gnostic yationhlism and eatholic laxity; the first exomple of an earnest

and well meaning, but fanatiesl hyper=christisnity shich ended in the

It eriginatel in Asia Ninor, in some inmignifiomnt villlage ef the
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provinoce of Phrygia, where Paul and his diciples had plantedthe cougre=
gatians of Fphesus, Calossae, Loodicen, and Hieapalis. The ldvclﬁt
began in the proconsulate of Gratus, thisname evidently being a corruption
of Qeuadratus. A Quadratus wag preconsul in Asia Mgnor in 165, and n;nothor
one in the year 160. Thus the Montanistic movement must hove eriginsted
1n ene of these two years. By 177 the movesait had boen fully developed ;
and ageording to the writings of Apollinaris, condemned, Ppolyoarpis |
mriyrdon sosured in the middle of the mecond emtury and aggounts of this
mriyrdon show that at thet time tendencies exivted in VPhrygia which
uru-pau dlosaly to the Montaniedds vies,

Nontaniia, the leader of the mect, czne from a village of wysis in

 phrygia, ealled Ardabe, and is reputed to have bom & *mutilated priest

of Sybeale,® & man of no talents but of a burning zeal. He was subjeot to
sonmanbil istic ewstasies and considered himself the inspirel nessong e
of the promisel parsclete. HEusebius makes the statemat that Montanus
oven went So fur as to pretend that he was the paraclete. 1 He homever
clained o e & prophet of God sent by God as an inspirel reformer
of_the whole Chureh 1ife, which was to be elevated by him to the highest
aiate of perfection. He Soan sonverted two woman, Priscilla and Maxie-
milla, who Became A1s prophetesses, whom he induced $o leave their
hushands, belng given the $1W1e of *Virgias'.  ‘he mental conditlon of
the prephets Tertullian calls * aamtia an exaidere ammsu”, and des-
eribes &t in & way whieh suggest some sort of am""“" These pro-

phets, Apelifaius relites dyel their hair, stained their eyalids, eme-
1. mesebiws, (p. Oit., p=16%
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amtel themselves, and were very alle uith dice. A All the smyings of ’
his prophetesses, Montanus had collboted into quasi-Gospels, and were
to be used and sccepted along with the existing Canon.
The Church considered this form of prophecy unwarranted since
it had not been the form of propheqy in the Gld and Sew Testaments. The "
Montanists however appealed in support of their mode of prophesy to the
exampl es of eostasy in the Bidie and at the Same time claimed that their
mode was proef of the impertanee of their l;ﬂ‘.luﬂo Their prophesy was
oonsidered the fulfillment of the lam of Christ end in it the promised
paraclete had appesred, eiAiming the right $o regulate iife in the “nureh
begnuse the end of the werld was lppl‘?&dlh‘. The Montanist en the
other hand 414 not elain to reveal further truths of salvation. 3he
pragtisnl aide of the new prephesy led it to defend the doctrine of thob
Fesurrection and to develope the doctrine of eschatslogy. |

They based the right of their woman to propheay on the story of

Kirian in the penteteuch, and also the example of “eborah. The epposition

homever contended that propheqy had g¢eased with Jehn the Baptist, and was

sealed onoe and for all by the death and reswrrection of “hrist, Sorl.pturaj."
B {

proof for their ecstagy they derived from Genesis R, T£; Psalm 66,11; and

“ots 10,11, They aleo Alluded to the prophecies recorded in Acts 15, 32;

27,115 I gor. 12, 28; and to John, the daughter of Philip, Ammia, and i

%0 any group sr sect mer sex, Semila purity deing the enly- thing necessary |
%o reseivse this ner propheay. They basel theae clains on the universal

Quadratus. Regarding their teaching ef propheay, prophets were not limited ‘ ;
1.7 smedius, op. Git., p=i90 ‘
-
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priesthood of all dalievers. The Christians countered by the stateaent
ef 3t, paul, who had admonishel the Ohristians to look for the charise-
mata, not however by its .xtr.urdlnary supernatural appearancoes which
markel their efforts, but by the degree in which the naotural in them was

permected by the supernaotural. JHont2anism however opposed iteself to the

eomdnation or union ef the natural withe mupernatural. The human glement

aust recade and only the ecstatioc el ement wus considered as balenging to
genuine propheay. Those who aceeptel the nen prophecy were oalled ‘
Qmmq and all others were oonsidered as oarnally minded and unre=
gensrate, thersfore §mjyohied, |

The aes Tovdations uere mot very %ad in themsedlves. Jn the main they

_stressed a more Sgostic 1ife, But the question was desper than this, If

She Holy Ghost spake through Montanus, then the whole Church must submit
to whatever Iu and his two prophetessss proposed, Secondly, the Church
gonsidered the dootrine that the paradlete hld not appeared until this
late date, as an insmlt $o the Apostle and that the legalism and legal-
istic requirements of the Montanists destroyel Guristisma nm,
Thirdly, the Christians considerel the whole idea contradigtory to the
Seriptwes, and quoted sual passiges as 1saish 43, £=~5; Psalms Bl, 16;"
Jeremiah 8,4; Esekial 18, 23; Mark 7, 18; and Matthem 11, 19 to prove

this eonteation. those who -ﬁpud lontaniem fall into the srror of the

. epposite extrems, and denied msny truths held by the Montanists. On

the death of Naximilla dbout the year 180 the other two having died, the
sippesed GAfS of propheay emong them Seems to have dissppecred, Maxi-
mflla hersd? stated that with her death propheoy would end and the re-

turn of christ would eome to pass., The prephets were suceesded by the

8 Neander, A, Op. OCite, p-8l1. 524 Vol.I.
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Canones, who were above the bishops and immediately after the patriarehs
in @lerical stending.

When persecution dreke forth umder Antonius, which eausel the death
of Polyoarp, these three prophets want forth as reformers of Ohristisn
life. They proclaimed the ocoming of the Holy Ghest and of the mill enial
Teign of pspusa, a small villege in Phrygia which the aew Jerusalem wes
to Be. This plage was associstel with the wilderness of “evelation 12,14,
Shere the followers were to await the end of the world,

The wark m ¥y the three refesuers went, m-qm beayond
Sheir inteaticns, spreading %o Bome, and North Afries and thres the whele
;hll'ﬂl into oomstlon sud ﬂi.o rise to She first gynods which &rs mention~
.o after the Aputol‘u 4G i'lu shole purpose of vthll nes prophesy wes
$o prepare the church for the approaghing end, Sdldom, if ever, were
aew foras intreduged, but what had been hitherteo veluntary now became
& duty. Tue nusber of fasts were incressed and the Jerephagi, or half-
feast, which exclmied meats, soups, or Jjuigy fruits were introduced,

It was the habit of the yontanist that wherever the ghurch permittel a
distinction betnesn a laxer or strioter rule, they chose the latter,
for example, flight dnrtng persecution wes forbidden, and martyrdom en-
couraged. All these requirements were placed on the people, bectuse
the last da.n were at hand, and because the paraclete bad ordered it w.
mrriage should be no longer eontracted, the reason being that because
of the -hoﬂnou of the time, the Faraglete could annul the words of
S%, paul as Christ had annullled those of Moses..

Montanisn hov ever did mot remain in the #ast, but spread rapidly to "?

e
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monl to‘ullm u the. onhono amrda. Ynis 48 %o TR eut Ny the "a0ts
it tho ﬂﬂm nndlu and umm- Irntnn sone s:.u latere !hc

-twmn lll d‘l‘l’ hlﬁhﬂr with the nJotuy of tho luty obpoud thll :

am mm nuom propheay, But aa qq bronh aa ot appear 411
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auo ss m at the mwnput ’mh.u in Ama a8 in uu Miner. .
The rw ﬂut ;ouptd Montanisn wers 4howe Who were moud to the
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’ho emtinuation of thcbnuunu Chlrda 15 due l.nud: %0 Tor ;

.tuuun. !ho ey 'Qou about the rur llﬂ-lls of wellpte-do pu-mtl
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dn oarthage. He studiel law and practised it in Roms, He knew the
Greek language, histary, and philesophy. About the year 190=195 he was
converted to “nristisnity, probelly in Rome, wherewpon he dusied himself
with a study of Ohristian literature doth erthedox and hetercdox. At
Oarthage he became & presbyter and remained sach 111 his death sbout the
JeAr 222-225, The asceticism of Montanism appesled to him and it was i
oonoerning this that he broke with the Catholio Church, although he never ;
formolly secedsd from it. He was one of the first ecelesiagtieal Irltu'l
to use Latin and hii style was vivid, readable, and very matirieal, Ter-
tullian was the head of the party in many respects such as mental acunen, as
theologionl texcher, and apolegist. His writings despite thelr Montanistic
tendencies nere hald in high regard by the “atholic ghurch. Montanus wes
hardly the man of sufficient importance and sharcgter to give him the oredit
of this great movement, although he should be recoguized for hawving given
this movement its imitial impulse, an impulse of fanatical excitement under
the leadership of a man as Tertullian is however im the main respansible
for the widespread and lasting influenoe of Nontaniasm.

Tertullians greatest piece of work was his treatise gontra praxeam,
which was the great ansmer of the Western Church to Nomarchianims. The
definition of his Christelogy in this work is hewever not agesptille
in that he coneeives of ouly ene essenge, which was shared by the three
three persons, and which he speaks of as ens essence unequally divided.

He says the Father is the whole essencs, but the Son is & portion of it.
Yor proof hs oalls upon the words of the Lord * The Mther is greater
than I.* His great gifts and abilities however were marred by his sarrow-

ness, for he was umshle to see any goed in his oponents, in philosophy,
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and went 80 far as %o dlaim that neretics had no right to be heard and that
the Japsed were truitors and should be shown mo regerd. lMercy shown to
simers was to hin an offenss. Tertullisn's bresk with the “hurch seens
to hove resulted from one of these sarrow views. He rejected the argummt
of orllistus who hald that those guilty of carnal sine wpon repentence
oould retum %o the Churdl

In. Mt;rlnt Nontaniom sgreed with all the essentia) poiuts of catho= {
iie dogn. Tertullian 4id oppose infant baptism for the reason that !
mortal sins could not e forgiven aftcr baptism, but since infunt baptism
wag not yet a gutholic dogum, it mattered 1ittle. On the oontxtr_y he con=
tributed to the devalepment of the dootriue of the Irinity by meiztaining
- & persoml] distinction in God over against patripassianism and all the forms
of Zbionimm. ﬁctmm oneeived of religion as a prooeas of
developement. In. this process he dietinguishes four wtages; 1. Naturel
rﬁigion. or the immate ddes of God that exists in man before conversion;
2. the legal religion of the Qd Testament; 3. the Gospels during the early
11fe of christ; and & the rwaation of the paraciete, that 1s the epirit-
m rd.w.an of the Montanists. They therefore called themselves by the
Sern Mzn or qmm amrdx in distinotion from she nmu QGatholio
Churdi. I nxoym this, Tertullian gave the revdlation of the phrygien
prophets ou gatters of practise an ispertance that interfered with the
qnfﬂ.d.enq of the aquptutﬂo .

The uontenists held & univeradd priesthood indluding femles over
against the specihl priesticod of the Gatholiec Church. women we'e usel
as deaconestes una oven priestesses.{ IrTim 3J,11; Gal. 3_.20 being used as

aaripture proof in sllowing them to purtigipate in ‘hurth worke
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All this was a demosrwtic renstizn against the monepalisation ef all
minieteris) privileiges and fmoti-as of the “huych. The seot Based its
Qualifiontions and appoininent to the offiee of a teasher digectly from
the Roly Ghoat, in distinetion of the eutwasd erdindtien aml episcopal
sugsessi n. It wAg mmmm.@.mm
sharagter, but all thay di4 was %0 place another kind of aristesyoey imte
the plage of the sondenned distingtion of dlergy and laity.

Another troit of Nowtaniss wes the visionary milleasaliiss that Tere
tullian dsed on the sposcalypee The sere the most enthasiastic Nillen-
falists holding to & gpeely woming of chriet, I prayiag *ghy kinglom
oone’y, thay losked for the -ll of the worid, The result of this was uttaer
sontempt for the present erder of things. The fallure of the and of
the worid %o cone when At should have was ene of the paints that wacke
ool the faith of thelr aystey dut at the sne tine inerensel the world-
1iness of the gathelic Churdh,

. Mm- and church dissipline was another charasteristio of
this fapaticol seot. They reised & senlows protest apainst the wer-
Anerensing worldliness of the onthalis Church, which in Nome wnder Jephyrin-
W and Onllistus now estaliished & acheme of indulgsnes for the grossest
of aing, Truly this wes worth protesting about, But the Momianists
@t o the epposite exirene and fdl from emnzd ionl freedon into
Jomigh legalisn, in mking this new disgipline the chief office of the
oe prophecy. Nontanien looked with horrer wpon all the snjoynenta ef l
iife, sven art. It forbade women $0 wetr srmasental alething and re~ i
iret all virgios $o wear vells. It courtsl Noode¥nptisn of mrtyrdom
and condenned £fiight er eomdaalmsnt from persecution as a denial of
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Girist. They multiplied faste and other @300tic exercises, os the best
preparation fer the collns aill enin) rd.n.enrmng then to the extreme.
woutaniam prohivited sscond marriage as adultery, and senaidered first
Wrriage &s & eoneession on the part of God to the semsuous infirmity of
i, I8 taught the impoesitlity of sesond repentence and refusel to dlow
the people who had lapsed to re-enter the chwreh, - Tertwllian considered
all mertal sins (seven in mumber), committed after Baptism $o be unfor-
giveadie & least in this world. Those sxoommmnieated remained for the
rest of their 1ives in * status pomitentiag’. They allewed unbeptized
pa;'lonl to attead all servioces;and had the hadit of baptizing the dead.
the Lord's Supper was seledrated with bread and chesse and it was done 90
says Augustine Decsuse the first men had psmsented efferings eof the
fruits of earth and sheep, |
The bishops and synods in 170,although not united, declared this
new propheqy the work of demons and applied l:ﬂ'ciq !iud\ out the Mon-
tanists off from fdlewship in the Church, | This asgembly agreed that it
was super-nstursl amd as such eould some either from God erithe devil,
and ascribel it %o the latter. A second reamon for excommunieation
eonsisted in this that the higher revalation made the wyaks of the Apostl es
defestive and ineomplete. The aynods followel fixed morms and defihite
Sutherities uhen hadnling these heretics. aApestolie tradition gave the
Snsmer, for many of the Bishops had direct lines of desoendence frem the

Apostles themsdlves, Sesondly the Oanon of the Nen Testanmt, Thirdly,

the spestolie faith er Apostlies Greed. ¥ith this axray of evidence as a

bagis the O hurch empelled these heretionl teachars. Mtthew 11,

*the prophets and the law prophesied mnty) John the Baptist—--then thay

were to )
. 0eiSe®y became the watohword of the Ghristians thereafter,

TR
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In the west the sole epposition to this decres of Syncds came from
oaul. lMany of these people had migrated from phrygie, and they mnow
addressed a pious and erthodox letter to those ef Asis Minor sxhorting
then to pence and unity, Iremasus, their prestyter, was sent to Rome
$o persuade Kl eutherus to be lenient with the Montanists. In dNorth
Africs, the Montanist were well reselved beeamng of the naticual charecter
of that gountry which Sowsrd a auq righrus ameerbdity. I the middle
of the third eentury a Synod met -;t Iomium end promounesd thelr beptisa to
be heretical, thorefore null and void, making second WPtism nesessary in
erder to enter the christien Charch, At the Gstineil ef Nisea in 325, snd
at the couneil held at gonstemtinmople, the walidity ef hereties daptisnm
_ was aduitted Wut that of the Nomtanists was sgain excluded bestuse it was
doubted that the parsalets of Montanism eould be recogniged with the moly
chosi of the Oatholie dmlﬂ;.

oppositim arose from individuals such as Claudius apellineris,
Mlltisdes, and probatly Nelite. The Alogl went to the extreme in thelr
opposition %0 the Montanists Wy deaying the Johannime writings, which were
the dagis of Montanism. The Montanist®s spiritual pride, the manifold
utmmoﬁ committed by the prophets all helped to ereat an aversionio
such a seot. These pecple yeckonel Saster by the sun snd celebruted $4
en the esighh day before the Mes of April, or on the fallowing sunday.

In the later omturies this sect was soverly persecuted. The Bwporer E‘
gonstantine forbad them $o have churches and $o hold servioces, He toek ’
over all thér plases of puldic worshipand gave them to the gntholie chureh,

Far strister laws were lajd on this sect by later emporers. These prohibited
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all pgontanistic writings, prohidbited givil rights to them, danishel their
elergy %o tho mines, this forved them to exist in secret and by the sixth
esntury all tiragss of them had dissppesrei, Augustine however, reports
that a small body of Tertullianists ocontinued in Oarthage domn to his time,
and bad been induced by him to return to the Oatholic Chureh.

*The expwlsion ef Nontaniem helped to free the church fromthe charge
of its being & narrou sect) made its consenting to the terms, demends and
conditions of every day 1ife easier, gove freer course to its developement
in omaiitutien and worshipdependent on these as well as in the further
ilding up of the pregtioal and u;munc endeavours and geneally
advanced 4i%s emppansian and tSransformation from & seotarian glose assoolation

* 4dnto a wnivaersal ehwrch epening 1tself up -more and more to smbrace all
the interests of the sulture of the age.* %
Montanism also ¢ast ids influenes upon the Ostholie Chursh, which
_Setainaithis infiuenee down to the present day. Three of the Montanistic
tendmcies are now incorporated in the gatholie churah, namely, ita fasting
and feast days, its celebaay, and sn asosticiem as strieh as anything
montanism taught, was later to find a place in the church in the form eof

monastisism,.

to xurts, Gpe CGlt,, Vol. I, p=231-232



These varicus heretical groups causel the Church great difficulties,
and impeded its misalonary efforts, yet some sects wrought wmtold bemefits
%0 the formulation of Ghristisn dootrine. These groups foroel the church
into a deeper aud more intense study of Holy writ, and a alarification of
various teachings,.

The Zbionites falled to influence the Church either for good or
for evil, while the Mommrchians and their heresy indirectly helped the
church to establish cne of the emntrul @nﬂnmt Ghristianity, the
dootrine of the Trinity. Montaaism, had it not deen S0 fanationl, eould
have sucoessfully combated the laxity ia morele and diseipline, and the
hierap¢hial temdwmpies of the Ruman dlergy, but instead gave its striet
aseeticisn $o the Roman Church Which it still maintains today.

It is likewise interesting to meote that although these sects have
long since dimmppesred, thelr false teseiing is still evident teday. ‘he
legalism of Ebicnisn 18 very mwwh in evidenoce in modern protestant eircles,
and Monarchianism has changed only its nlu. nnunﬁm- being its tuem-
tieth emmtury oounterpart, MNontanism with its strict asceticisam and oo~
stant emphasis on man'sg 1ife and duty is represented in Roman Oatholicism.
S0 although centuries have passed we too must nco‘the same heretical teach-

ings as confronted the sarliest Church Fathers.
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