Do We Have
the COMPLETE BIBLE?

The Bible Is composed of 66 inspired books. But some Bibles have 7 additional
books, called ‘‘the Apocrypha.”’ Did God inspire these added books? Are there
so-called ‘““lost books’’ of the Bible?

three times: “Heaven and earth

shall pass away, but My words
shall NOT pass away” (Matt. 24:35;
Mark 13:31; Luke 21:33).

Did Jesus keep this promise? Has
the COMPLETE Bible been preserved
for us today? Or has Jesus failed?

Peter was inspired to declare:
“The word of the Lord endureth for
ever” (I Peter 1:25).

Here are DIVINE, unbreakable
promises! The God who cannot fail
has promised that His Word should
not perish. But how do we know
which boaks composc His Word?

Who constitutes the FINAL AU-
THORITY for determining which
books are the inspired Word of
God—and for preserving these
books? Has God left it to each indi-
vidual (or to some one church de-
nomination) to determine for him-
self which books he thinks are the
“Inspired Word of God™?
Additional Boocks? One religious
group claims in its literature that the
Bible is “its book.” They insist that
they alorne have authority to deter-
mine which books belong in both the
Old and New Testaments—that
they alone have been used in pre-
serving it.

They openly acknowledge that it
is solely by their authority that the
Apocrypha—seven additional books
and portions of two others—have
been added to the Old Testament
and have appeared in some other de-
nominations’ editions.

Is any professing Christian church
Jesus’ instrument for determining
which books are inspired and which
are not? Did God give men the au-

JESUS GAVE a promise, recorded
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thority to make this binding decision
on the Christian world?

Are these additional books really
inspired? Did Jesus and the apostles
ever recognize them—quote from
them? Did they ever approve
them?

In some Bible translations you will
find these seven books, entitled: “To-
bit,” “Judith,” “Wisdom of Solo-
mon,” “Ecclestasticus,” “Baruch,”
“] Maccabees” and “I1 Maccabees.”
Besides these seven books, 107 addi-
tional verses are placed at the end of
the book of Esther. Inserted in the
middle of the third chapter of the
book of Daniel is a “Song of the
Three Holy Children,” and at the
end of the hook of Daniel is a 13th
chapter called “Susana and the El-
ders” and the 14th chapter called
“Bel and the Dragon™

In early editions of some Bibles
even other apocryphal books make
their appearance.

Is the Bible incomplete without
these additions?

Or are these unjustified human

additions, placed there by men who
have nodivine authority?
Why Called ‘‘Apocrypha”? Why
are these additional books called
“Apocryphal”? What does the word
apocrypha mean? It comes from a
Greek word meaning “hidden,” *‘se-
cret in origin.” These books, in other
words, had a hidden beginning, a
secret origin—not openly given to
the community at first. They were
mystery books!

But these seven additional books
and four other chapters or gections
are actually only a few out of many
hundreds of fabulous books which
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are commonly called “apocryphal
writings.” There were dozens of an-
cient, apocryphal or spurious “‘gos-
pels,” “‘acts,” *‘epistles,” ‘‘apoca-
lypses.” They include such titles as
“Gospel According to the Egyp-
tians”—“Gospel of the Birth of
Mary”—*"The Acts of Peter’—
“The Apocalypse of the Virgin.”

Between 200 B.C. and 100 A.D. nu-
merous apocryphal works appeared
also among the Essene Jews, such as
“The Assumption of Moses”—"The
Ascension of Isaiah”—“Third"” and-
“Fourth Ezra™—“The Testament of
the Twclve Patriarchs”™—“The Tes-
tament of Abraham”-—“The Book
of Enoch” and much later, another
fraudulent work, “The Book of Jash-
er’” appeared.

Many of these works are so fan-
tastic—so plainly a fraud—that they
have never been accepted by either
Jews, Catholics, or Protestants.
Most are spurious, purposely written
in the names of famous men in order
to foist some mysterious, secret doc-
trine on the church. Notice that the
seven additional books found in some
versions are attributed to Solomon,
Baruch, and Jeremiah—that the ad-
ditional chapters are attributed to
Esther and Daniel, to Shadrach, Me-
shach and Abed-nego. Were these
additions really composed by these
individuals? Or are they frauds—
spurious?

Spurious Writings Prophesied.
Paul warned the Thessalonians:
‘... be not soon shaken in mind, or
be troubled, neither by spirit, nor by
word, nor by letter as from us. . ..
Let no man deceive you by any
means. .. " (Il Thes, 2:2-3). Notice




it! Within months after Paul had
visited Thessalonica, false teachers
were attempting to deceive the
Christians by writing spurious letters
in the name of the Apostle Paul. Is it
any wonder that the whole world at
that time became flooded with spu-
rious, apocryphal, pseudo-Biblical
works?

Now turn to Jeremiah 23 and see
what was also prophesied to happen
in the Old Testament times. Begin
with verse 32: “Behold, I am against
them that prophesy false dreams,
saith the Lord, and do tell them, and
caus¢ my people to err by their
lies . . . yet I sent them not, nor com-
manded them: therefore they shall
not profit this people at all, saith the
Lord.”

And notice verses 25 and 26: “I
have heard what the prophets said,
that prophesy lies in my name, say-
ing, I have dreamed, I have
dreamed. How long shall this be in
the heart of the prophets that proph-
esy lies? Yea, they are prophets of
the deceit of their own heart.”

Understand it! There were proph-
esied to be torrents of false visions
and dreams, and false prophecy to
deceive the people. Though thesc
spurious writings came “in the name
of the Lord” they were not FrRoM the
Lord. Most have passed away, have
become lost. But a few still remain.

Amid this torrent of false, fraudu-
lent writing, to whom had God given
His authority to decide FOR ALL
TIME which were the inspired books
of the Bible and to preserve them?
Was it left up to the individual, or to
some one church denomination?
“To the Jew.’” Notice Paul’s in-
spired answer from Romans 3:1-2,
“What advantage then hath the
Jew? or what profit is there of cir-
cumcision? Much every way: chief-
ly, because that UNTO THEM were
committed the oracles of God.”

To whom had the oracles—God’s
inspired Word, the Bible—been
committed in the Old Testament
times? Was it to any church denom-
ination? Or was it left up to individ-
uals? No! It was committed to the
Jews. It was entrusted to their
care!

Now consider Acts 7:37-38, “This
is that Moses, which said unto the
children of Israel, A prophet shail
the Lord your God raise up unto you
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of your brethren, like unto me; him
shall ye hear. This is he [Moses],
that was in the church in the wilder-
ness with the angel [or Messenger—
the Lord Jesus Christ] which spake
to him [Moses] in the mount Sina
[Sinai], and with our fathers: who
received THE LIVELY ORACLES TO
GIVE UNTO US.” The Old Testament
oracles were given to the Church in
the wilderness—the Old Testament
Church. It was not left up to the in-
dividual.

Though they were committed to
the Church in Old Testament times,
they were to be given—preserved—
for us in the latter days. Peter was
inspired to write that to the prophets
“it was revealed, that not unto them-
selves, but unto us they did minister
the things, which are now reported
unto you by them that have preached
the gospel unto you...” (I Peter
1:12). God inspired His prophets to
bear His message to the Old Testa-
ment Church. God placed His gov-
ernment in that Church. That
Church became responsible—divine-
ly appointed—to preserve His
Word—for all time!

Here is Jesus™ own testimony as to
who was in authority in that Church:
“Then spake Jesus to the multitude,
and to his disciples, saying, The
scribes and the Pharisees sit in
Moses’ seat: All therefore whatsoev-
er they bid you observe, that observe
and do; but do not ye after their
works; for they say, and do not”
(Matt. 23:1-3). God instituted His
government in His Church—the Old
Testament Church—through Moses,
In Jesus’ day the Scribes and Phari-
sees were sitting in Moses’ seat, pos-
sessing his authority.

And what was the duty of the
Scribes? To preserve the Word of
God. to transcribe it and reproduce it
from generation to generation. The
Phariseces were responsible for the
constant oral reading of the Scrip-
tures in the synagogues.

The hearts of these leaders may
not have been right, but Jesus said
they were in authority. They were
used of God, despite themselves, to
preserve His Word,

Jesus again absolutely recognized
their authority when He said in Mat-
thew 5:18, “For verily I say unto
you, TILL heaven and earth pass, one
jot or one tittle shall in NO wise pass

Jfrom the law, till all be fulfilted.” He
restated it in Luke 16:17, “*“And it is
easier for heaven and earth to pass,
than one tittle of the law to fail.”
The Jews preserved every letter of
God’s Word. Not one was missing,
said Jesus. And if not a single letter
was missing, then certainly not a sin-
gle book was missing!

But where was the center of au-
thority in the Jewish world? Were
the Jewish scribes in Egypt, or Baby-
lon, or Rome the final authority?
Where was headquarters to which
the Old Testament Church locked?
Jerusalem Was Headquarters.
Every Church has its headquarters.
In the Old Testament Church, God
authorized His government to be
carried out from headquarters: “If
there arise a matter too hard for thee
in judgment ... being matters of
controversy within thy gates [this
could include controversy over which
books were the inspired books of the
Bible]: then shalt thou arise, and get
thee up unto the place which the
Lord thy God shall choose; and thou
shalt come unto the priests the Le-
vites, and unto the judge that shall
be in those days, and inquire; and
thcy shall show thee the sentomee of
judgment: and thou shalt do accord-
ing to the sentence, which they of
that place which the T.ard shall
choose shall shew thee, and thou
shalt observe to do according to all
that they inform thee” (Deuterono-
my 17:8-10).

Headquarters was the place that
God chose. Where was it? Turn to
Psalm 78:67-68: “Moreaver he [the
Lord] refused the tabernacle of Jo-
seph, and chose not the tribe of
Ephraim: but chose the tribe of
Judah, the mount Zion which he
loved.”

Though God gave His revelation
to the entire Old Testament
Church-—to all the tribes of Israel—
vet He chose out of all those tribes
the one tribe of Judah—the Jews!
That is why Paul said in Romans 3
that it was to the Jews—the House
of Judah—not to the other tribes—
the House of Israel—that the revela-
tion of God had been committed.

But where was headquarters for
the tribe of Judah? Verse 68 of
Psalm 78 declares: “Mount Zion”—
where Jerusalem is. At the time the
nation Israel split off from the tribe



of Judah we read in I Kings 11:13,
“Howbeit 1 will not rend away all
the kingdom; but will give one tribe
to thy son [Solomon’s son] for David
my servant’s sake, and for JERUSA-
LEM’'S sake which I have chosen.”

We now have the right Church—

the Old Testament Church; the right
tribec—Judah, thc Jews; the right
place—Jerusalem; the right lead-
ers—the Scribes and Pharisees.
Here is where we must look for the
authority that determines which
books belong to the “Old Testa-
ment,” Here was the only place on
carth where God governed the pres-
ervation of His Word—the Old Tes-
tament. Were the Apocrypha among
the Scriptures preserved by those
scribes at Jerusalem?
Which Books Preserved? Jesus
recognized the auvthority of the
Scribes and Pharisees. In fact, Jesus,
before He came to earth, had chosen
the Scribes and Pharisees to sit in
Moses’ seat and to act as the preserv-
ers of His Word. Jesus is the
“Lorp” of the Old Testament whose
government the Scribes and Phari-
sees were commanded to carry out.
Notice now which Scriptures Jesus
recognized ay having theofficial ap-
proval of His Church. Turn to Luke
24;44-45:

“And he [Jesus] said unto them
[the disciples], These are the words
which I spake unto you, while I was
vet with you, that all things must be
fulfilled, which were written IN THE
LAW OF MOSES, AND IN THE PROPH-
ETS, AND IN THE PSALMS, concerning
me. Then opened he their under-
standing, that they might under-
stand the scriptures.” The Scrip-
tures, according to this testimony of
Jesus, were properly divided by the
Jews into “the Law, the Prophets,
and the Psalms.” This three-{old di-
vision the Jews have preserved unal-
tered to this very day. The “Law” is
composed of the first five books of
the Bible, Genesis to Deuteronomy.
The “Prophets” are composed of
Joshua, Judges, 1 and II Samuel, I
and II Kings (the former prophets)
and Isaiah, Jeremiah, Ezekiel, and
the 12 minor prophets (the latter
prophets). And the third major divi-
sion of the Hebrew Old Testament—
called the “Psalms™ because the
book of Psalms composes the first
part of this division—has the

Psalms, Proverbs, Job, then the five
small books—Song of Sclomon,
Ruth, Lamentations, Ecclesiastes,
and Esther—followed by Daniel,
Ezra, Nehemiah, and—as a final
summary to all the Old Testament—
1 and IT Chronicles!

Notice that these books preserved
by the Jews are cxactly the samc as
you can find in the King James Ver-
sion and other versions today [the
change in order of books of the Old
Testament has been as a result of re-
cent influence of the Latin Vulgate
on English translators]. The Apocry-
pha were never a part of the inspired
books of the Bible which compose
our Old Testament!

Here then is absolute proof that
Jesus recognized the authority of ex-
actly the same number of books we
have in our Old Testament today.
There are only 39 inspired books
which compose the Old Testament.
We have the Old Testament com-
PLETE today.

The seven additional books of the
Apocrypha are therefore proved spu-
rious. They were never a part of the
Old Testament which the Jews pre-
served. The Apocryphal writings—

- most of which are frauds—gre absor -

tutely uninspired. Some, such as I
and 11 Maccabees, are relatively ac-
curate history, though even they con-
tradict each other in points.

In Jesus’ day, these 39 separate

books of the Old Testament were of-
ten gathered together on 22 different
scrolls, as we read from Josephus:
“For we [the Jews] have not an in-
numerable multitude of books
among us, disagreeing and contra-
dicting one another, but only 22
books, which contain the records of
all the past timcs; which arc justly
believed to be divine” (Flavius Jose-
phus, Against Apion, Book I, Section
VIIT).

Apocrypha Never Quoted in
Scripture. Some falsely claim that
the apostles quoted from the Apocry-
pha, or that they cited the Apocry-
pha as authority. This claim is not
true. The Apocrypha were falsely
added by men (o the inspired bouks
of the Old Testament 700 years after
the three divisions of the Old Testa-
ment were authoritatively com-
pleted. Think of it! They were not
falsely inserted until 400 years after
the birth of Jesus Christ.

But what of the claim that the
apostles quote from a Greek transla-
tion of the Old Testament in which
the Apocrypha were?

Here is Paul’s own answer:

Paul believed *“ ... none other

~thifgs than those whichi the prophets

and Moses did say should come”
(Acts 26:22). He accepted “all
things which are written in the law
and in the prophets”—the Old Tes-
tament! (Acts 24:14.) Paul did not




say he believed in the Law, the
Prophets, and the Apocrypha.

The Apocrypha were written be-
tween the time of Ezra and the in-
spired prophets and the time of
Christ—a time during which God
had ceased to send his prophets. Uni-
versal testimony admitted by all
is that the last of the Old Testa-
ment prophets lived in Nehemiah’s
day.

The Apocrypha have no divine au-
thority behind them. They did not
come from God. In numerous places
they blatantly contradict the in-
spired Word of God. They introduce
pagan fable and superstition.

The Apocrypha originated se-
cretly among the Essene Jews, who
had adopted many of the customs of
the pagans around them.

Let us notice in the censored
Catholic Bible, published by the
Douay Bible House in New York,
the preface by Schuemacher. This
daring preface states: “The Greek-
speaking Jews in the Dispersion, es-
pecially in Egypt, recognized Books
as sacred which the Jews in Palestine
in the course of time suspected and,
in post-Christian times rejected as
not being of divine character. Protes-
tants follow the tradition of the Pal-
estinian Jews [the so-called Jewish
Canon] and discarded a number of
books which the Hellenistic Jews in
the Dispersion [in their so-called
Septuagint Canon] accept as sacred.
Catholics follow the tradition of the
Hellenistic Jews. ... ”

This claim is without historical

foundation. Let’s understand the
facts.
The FACTS of History! First, the
Jews in the Dispersion, those living
in Gentile lands and not in the Holy
Land, had no authority to decide for
themsclves which books belonged in
the Bible,

Second, the Jewish communities
always looked to Jerusalem for any
final decision on the Canon (the
books which constitute the rule or
standard by which we are to live—
Canon means “rule™).

Third, the Jews in the Dispersion
accepted no other Canon than the
books which had been accepted by
the Jews in Judaea. The Jewish phi-
losopher Philo, who lived in Alexan-
dria, Egypt, “makes no quotations
from the Apocrypha, and he gives
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not the slightest ground for the sup-
position that the Jews of Alexandria
of his time were disposed to accept
any of the books of the Apocrypha in
their Canon of ‘Holy Scripture’ ™
(from H. E. Ryle, Philo in Holy
Scripture, page xxxiii). Again, “If
there were a controversy hetween the
Diaspora and Palestine concerning
the Canon, one would expect some
hint of it in Philo, and there is none.”
declares E. Earle Ellis, in his book
Paul’s Use of the Old Testament,
page 34,

Some religious authorities assume
that the inspired New Testament
apostles quoted only from a Greek
translation called the “Septuagint.”
They further assume that this trans-
lation contained the Apocrypha.
This Greek translation of the Old
Testament began around 275 B.C.
(some place it in the 2nd century,
sometime later). Only the first five
books of the Bible the books of
Moses—were originally translated.
“When and by whom the other books
were added is quite unknown,” says
Frederic G. Kenyon in The Text of
the Greek Bible. “Some books are
translated almost word for word;
others, like Job and Daniel, quite
freely. ... In the Greek translation
of Jeremiah some 2,700 words are
missing and the arrangement of the
material is somewhat different ... "
(from the Texr of the Old Testa-
ment by Ernst Wurthwein, page
37).

Now notice that Professor Kenyon
further says about the Septuagint
Version and its various corruptions:
“Thus in Job the Septuagint is short-
er than the Hebrew text by about
one-sixth, and there are large vana-
tions in Joshua, I Samuel, [ Kings,
Proverbs, Esther and Jeremiah, and
lesser oncs in other books” (Text of
the Greek Bible, p. 29).
Septuagint Originally Without
Apocrypha. The Septuagint Ver-
sion actually has no authority. Some
of it may have been well translated,
especially the law, but much of it
was utterly corrupt. But that isn’t
all. The Sepruagint Translation of
the whole Old Testament was al-
ready complete before most of the
Apocryphal books were even com-
posed! (See Edersheim in The Life
and Time of Jesus the Messiah,
page 26.) The Catholic Bishop Cyril,

of Jerusalem, born about 315 a.p.,
mentioned that as late as this date jz
was recognized that the Septuagint
did not have the Apocryphainit. He
wrote: ““Read the divine Scrip-
tures—namely, the 22 books of the
Old Testament which the 72 inter-
preters translated ... —the Sep-
tuagint Version. Notice that there
were not 22 plus seven added books!
There were orly the 22 scrolls which
were translated (the 39 books of the
Old Testament today, remember,
were then often written on 22
scrolls).

Even if the apostles had quoted
from the Septuagint Version, there
would therefore be no proof that the
Apocrypha would be thus recog-
nized. The addition of Apocryphal
books to the Old Testament did not
begin until about 80 A.D. Numerous
spurious books were gradually intro-
duced into the inspired Canon. No
two copics af the earliest Catholic
Bibles agree as to which apocryphal
books were to be added. It was not
until 397 a.p., at the Council of Car-
thage, that Augustine, the Canaan-
ite Bishop from Hippo in North
Africa, led the Council of Carthage
to generally approve seven Apocry-
phal hooks. As late as 363 A.D. at the

Council of Taodicea—the Gieek

Church rejected the Apocryphal
books as a whole. And the Roman
Catholic scholar Jerome, who trans-
lated the Latin Vulgate Version, re-
jected the Apocrypha and made his
translation from the Hebrew Old
Testament directly. It was not until
the Council of Trent that the Apoc-
rypha were declared equal with the
books of the Bible. At the Council of
Trent on April 8, 1546, those who
rejected the Apocrypha were de-
clared to be “anathema of Christ™!
Here was the authority of men
determining what others must be-
lieve. This was not the authority of
God.

The evidence is overwhelming—
the apostles did not use or approve
the Apocrypha.

Only gradually, from the third
century onward were different Apoc-
ryphal writings added to the Sep-
tuagint translation. Another proof is
that no two early copies of the
Septuagint version have the same
Apocryphal books in them. This is
ABSOLUTE PROOF that the Alexan-



drian Jews had no settled or estab-
lished canon [list of the inspired
books] which included the Apocry-
pha. The addition of the Apocrypha
to the Septuagint translation of the
Old Testament was a matier of hu-
man tradition. So many different
Apocryphal books were circulating
in the Western world that it took a
church council in 397 A.D. to decide
which books would be listed as “ap-
proved.”

So the Apocrypha is not a part of
the inspired Old Testament. It is not
part of the Bible! The Bible is com-
PLETE WITHOUT IT,

Septuagint Not Only Greek Old
Testament. There is ample proof
that in New Testament quotations,
the apostles did not use the Septua-
gint to quote from as the only Greek
translation of the Old Testament.
Two OUT OF EVERY THREE QUOTA-
TIONS from the OLD TESTAMENT
FOUND IN THE NEW DO NOT AGREE
VERBALLY WITH THE READING OF
THE SEPTUAGINT translation of the
Old Testament. ‘““‘Paul was ac-
quainted with other Greek texts,”
states Ellis on page 15 of his book,
Paul's Use of the Old Testament.

= ~Om page’f9 ]TE'“ﬁl"l'ﬂTEermitS;’ “Pant

made use of variant translations or
renderings known to his readers.” In
the days of the apostles there were
apparently several different transla-
tions into Greek of the Old Testa-
ment. Though the first five books of
the Septuagint were originally ap-
proved by the Jews to be read in
Greek, the remaining books of the
Septuagint Version became so cor-
rupt that the Jews finally forbade
their people to use any of the Sep-
tuagint. Numerous quotations from
Daniel make it plain that the apos-
tles writing in Greek also used trans-
lations different from the Septuagint
in the first century A.p. No wonder
Kenyon wrote on page 32 of his
book, The Text of the Greek Bible,
that the apostles were “using some
carlier translation of which we have
otherwise no knowledge; for several
[non-Septuagint] readings occur in
the New Testament, notably in the
quotations from Daniel, in the Apoc-
alypse, and Hebrews. There must
therefore have been . . .some other
version than the LXX [Septuagint
Version] extant in the first cen-
tury....”

-

Many have wondered about
references in the Bible to such
books as the Book ot Jasher and
the Book of Enoch. Notice what
one authoritative encyclopedia
has to say about the subject.

There have also been sev-
eralbooks written which pre-
tended to be the Book of
Jasher, or, at all events,
baore thistitle. Three of these
are of Jewish origin. Oneisa
moraltreatise, writtenin A.D.
1394 by Rabbi Shabbatai
Carmuz Levita, and existsin
manuscript in the Vatican Li-
brary. Another by Rabbi
Tham {d. 117 1), is a treatise
on the Jewish ritual. It was
published in Hebrew in Italy
(1544). .. .Thethird, a fabu-
lous history of the events of
theHexateuch (Genesis, Ex-
odus, Leviticus, Numbers,
Deuteronomy, and Joshua),
was probably written by a
Spanish Jew of the thir-
feenth céantury, 'and has
been published at Venice
{1626). . . . A fourth Book of
Jasher was a palpable and
malicious fraud, perpetrated
by Jacob llive, an infidel
printer and type-founder of
Bristol . . . and published at
Londonin t751, The Book of
Jasher, translated into En-
glish from the Hebrew by Al-
cuin of Britain, who wenton a

The Books of Jasher and Enoch

pilgrimage into the Holy

Land. (Article “'Jasher,”

Schaff-Herzog Encyclopae-
dia of Religious Knowledge.)

Some have made claims that
the Book of Enoch should be a
part ofthe Bible. But the so-calied
*‘Book of Enoch’ was notfwritten
by the Patriarch Enoch who lived
before the Noachian Flood. The
book was the product of first- or
second-céntury B.C. mystical
writers, thousands of years after
Enoch had died.

But still some assert that
Jude quoted from this apocry-
phal writing. Granted, there are
a few passages in Jude, espe-
cially verses 15-16, which re-
semble sections of this unin-
spired Book of Enoch. But the
passages are not exactly the
same as the Book of Enoch—
Jude did not guote from it. Jude
obtained his information directly
from Jewish tradition, which this
Book of Enoch also drew on.

"~ Obviously, all such tradition is |

not correct. But the information
Jude used is accurate because
God had it incorporated into in-
spired Scripture. The Book of
Enoch, on the other hand, con-
tains such wunbiblical myths as
angels marrying women, and the
“fall” of Adam. The spurious
Book of Enoch was definitely not
regarded as inspired by New
Testament writers,

Other Missing Books? Some sects
today contend that there are “‘miss-
ing books of the Bible” from which
Jesus and the apostles quoted. But
notice! In Acts 17:28 Paul inciden-
tally quates the hegthen poets. And
in Titus 1:12-13 he again quotes non-
Christian Cretan religious leaders.
This certainly does not mean that
the apostles are giving sanction to
these heathen poets! Today we often
quote from accurate historical
sources—just as has been done in
this article—but that does not mean
we recognize the volumes from
which these quotations have been
taken as inspired of God.

In similar manner Jesus and the

apostles sometimes quote from his-
torical source material which had
been preserved by the Jews from the
days of Ezra and Nehemiah, But
that does not mean that the volumes
from which those guotations were
taken were required to be preserved
by the Jews for all generations. Just
those particuiar quotations which Je-
sus and the apostles thought neces-
sary have been preserved in the New
Testament today.

God inspired the prophets of an-
cient times to bear His message not
only for their generation but for all
generations. Much of the material
that they wrote for their generation
was not intended to be preserved.
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God led them to choose those partic-
ular things which were needful for
all generations. And what they
themselves had not already pre-
served for us in the three divisions of
the Old Testament—the Law, the
Prophets, and the Psalms—Jesus
Himself and the apostles have re-
tained for us as quotations in he
New Testament. But notice that
none of these New Testament quota-
tians comes from the Apocryvpha.

These spurious books, which have
no authority in the official Jewish
community, were primarily the work
of the Jewish sect called the Essenes.
(See the proof in The International
Standard Bible Encyclopedia, arti-
cle “Apocrypha.”) The Essenes were
an ascetic Jewish group commonly
influenced by pagan mysteries. To
justify their pagan practices they se-
cretly composed spurious books in
the name of Enoch and others in an
attempt to justify their teachings
adopted from the pagans.
New Testament Also COMPLETE.
When the Jews in New Testament
times refused the message of Jesus
Christ and His apostles, Jesus raised
up the Apostle Paul to go to the
Greek world 10 have His New Testa-
ment message preserved in Greek for
us today.

Most people are not aware that if

the New Testament is placed side by
side with the Old. the Bible is com-
PLETE IN SEVEN DIVISIONS: Law,
Prophets, Psalms, Gospels, Acts,
Epistles, Revelation. Here is an
amazing SEVENFOLD DIVISION of the
books of the Bible. Seven is God’s
number for completion. With these
seven divisions of the Bible, God's
Book is complete.

The Greeks were given the New
Testament to preserve, but God led
the apostles to make the decision as
to which books the Greek world
would be heir to.

Notice that Paul sanctions the Gos-
pels as inspired in | Timothy 5:18. Paul
quotes as Scripture the words, “The
labourer is worthy of his reward.” This
quotation is found nowhere in the Old
Testament. [tis found in Luke’s Gospel,
chapter 10, verse 7.

In IT Peter 3:15-16 the epistles of
Paul are compared with the Old Tes-
tament and are designated “Scrip-
tures.”

A comparison of the book of Gen-
esis with the book of Revelation
would prove conclusively that the
book of Revelation was intended to
be the last book of the Bible. And as
a final warning not to add any other
book, God inspired John to write
(Rev. 22:18-19), “For 1 testify unto
every man that heareth the words of
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the prophecy of this book, If any
man shall add unto these things, God
shall add unto him the plagues that
are written in this book, . ..”

New Testament Prophesied in
Old. The Old Testament itself
prophesied of the disciples that they
would be the ones who would close
the Canon—that is, complete the
number of books of the Bible. Notice
Isaiah 8:16: “Bind up the testimony,
seal the Iaw AMONG MY DISCIPLES.”
“To bind up” comes from the He-
brew word meaning “to complete.”
The apostles were used “to com-
plete” the testimony of Jesus Christ.
The New Testament Church has
“the testimony of Jesus Christ”
(Rev. 12:17). It was also through
Jesus’ disciples that God’s seal of ap-
proval was placed on those laws
which are eternally binding on
Christians.

Yes, we can know! The Bible is
coMpPEETE! Not one boaok of the Ri-
ble has been lost. Not one is missing.
The books of the Bible as you find
them in your King James Version
constitute the complete Bible! |

Be sure to writc for a copy of Discovor
Your Bible and Living Lessons from the
Fages of the Bible.




