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accepted as  part of His infallible Word., The atti’ ude of Christ toward tihe
Old Testament would waturally raise the suggesticn ' hat  perhaps a similae
unanimity might be reached in the case of the Mow Testament, but humary
speaking it would be quite unnatural to expect such a result. Since Jesus d.d
not state any way in which  the books that were free from ovror could e
distinguished from cthers, it is hard o see how soch & rvesalt would be
abtaired, unless the Holy Spirit should providentia iy lead in a way similer
tx what had occurred in the case of the 0ld Testament.

9. Contrary to what would rnormally be expected, fhe same unanimity was
attained in the case of the New Testament as in the case of the 0ld Testament.

The eviderice i= quite definite that the Christian church did not decide on
ite  canon  because of the attitude of any one influential human leader. Nor
was a decision made by any Christian council to incluc: a certailn book 1n the
New Testament or to deocp out any book that some hac considered to belong to
it. Yet within a few centuries after the last New Tetlament bool was  written
there was a unanimous attitude on the part of all portions of the professing
Chiristian church, accepting exactly these books which wie in ouwr present  New

Testament. Whern we find Christian councils making statements azs to the books
that are to be accepted as part of God's Word, they ars so  expressed as  to

show  that a new decision is not being stated, but that the council is merely
affivming its adherence to what was already universally believed.

In the case of the New Testament we have more know odge about the process
by which this unanimity was attained than in that of the O0ld Testament, though
even here our evidence is scanty. Within two centuric: after the last booe
was written all groups of Christians agreed as to about twenty of the New
Testamernt books. Many of the Christians in the easter s portion of  the Roman
enpire accepted three o fouwr additional books which some western Christian,
Lhought of as rather yuestionable. Similarly many Chyistians in the wester:
porticn of the empire accepted three @« fowr  boaoks  which some eastern
Christians regarded as guesticonable. There was by thi o time no way in  which
any  objective investigation of the authorship of those books could be made
nor is there any evidence that such an investigation wos ever atlempted, bw
soon all growps of ocrthodox Christiars came to a compl o te agreement, accepting
the twenty-seven books that are contained in owr prese bt New VTestament and  no
chhens. The attaivmenst of such a unanimity, within a Tew centuries after the
wiriting of the last book, amony people so widely o sitered as  Lthe early
Christians, is almost miraculouws, particualarly whes we consider the greal
arguments amd strong Jivisions of  apinicn that  were found amony  them o
various  dactrinal guestions.  That the wanimous conc) ision reached in such a
way should be covrect could hardly be assumed aside  “rom bhe providential
activity of the Holy Upirit.

1@. The authority of Christ, which is our only basis for beinz sure that
we have the correct books in the 0Old Testament, authenticates the same
process in the case of the New Testament, since it alsc occurred there.

We have seen that our only warrant for being sure that we have the correct
books  in our 0ld Tectament is the fact that Jesus Chiist set the seal of Hic
appraval upon it.  We have no other way of testing thoss books. 1 marvelous
process  took place.  There was unanimity amcng the pooile of God within & few
centuries after the last book was written., Jesus approved the conclusion  and
thereby pgave recogrition to the fact that this unanimi by had been produced by

Ihe Canan of Scripture i
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