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Chapter I

Introduction

In the last one hundred years the study of eschatology
has gained considerable prominence in the field of theology.
It has come from the position of a neglected stepson to a
position of a full-fledged member of the family. Not sinece
the days of the early chureh has the study of eschatology

played such an important part in the life of the Chureh as it
does at the present time. Although it still has not reached
the general popularity it had in the first three centuries of
the Christian Era 1t still has seen a great revival of interest.
This revival of interest has been so great that the subject of
eschatology was made the main toplec at a recent ecumeniecal
church council. However, the greatest interest in this subject
has been generated among those who s8till hold the Bilble to be
the inspired Word of God in propositional form. It 1s among
this group that the interest in escﬁatology started and spread
throughout the rest of Christendom.

Out of this renewed interest in eschatology there has
arisen a theological debate as to what the Blble actually teaches
eoncerning this subject. Many different viéwpoints have been
expounded reflecting the whole theological spectrum. Among
eonservative theologians the amillennial, premillennial and
Postmillennial views are defended. The postmillennial view also

has i1ts supporters among the more liberal school of theologlans.



plso at the present time there are the views of Barth, Brunner,
gehweltzer, Bultmann and Cullmann as to what the Blble teaches

in this field. In many cases the viewpoint held by different men
18 determined by thelr attitude toward the Bible and whether or
not they accept it as a propositional revelation from God. To
those who accept the inspiration of the Bible, their viewpoint

18 generally the outcome of the hermeneutical prineclples which

they apply to the various eschatological sections of the Bible.
| It 1s very unfortunate that this theclogical debate has dégenerated
into a theologlical war with each side degrading the mentality of
other viewpoints and in general, exhiblting anything but a spirit
of Christian love. In this writer's opinion, one never enhances
one's own position b& degrading any person's intelleet or honesty.
B A Christian theologian should learn to point out fallaecles of
logic and interpretation and to ignore personalities.
Out of this theological debate has arisen the effort to
use every posslible support to add weight to the particular positlion
which 18 held. In this respect, the Churech Fathers have suffered
& great deal wlith many contradictory viewpoints claiﬁing support
from these early Christian writers. It is out of this context
a0 that the interest in the aim of this paper arose. The author of
this paper had heard so many different viewpoints ciaim that the
early Church Fathers supported their particular view, that he
decided to make a fresh study for himself of the writings of the
Chureh Fathers. It is to be pointed out here, that what the



ghurch Fathers belleved has no binding elaim on what the

peliever today should believe in this fleld. The value of the

ghurch Fathers 1s more hlstorical than doetrinal. Doctrine 1is

determined by what the Blble teaches, not by what aﬁy particular
man or group of men thought the Bilble taught. However, at the
game time, 1t must be admitted that the interpretations of the
pagt can be used as a help towards a correct interpretation.

Moreover, it would be of the utmost iInterest to know what the men

closest to the apostles and the wrlting of the New Testament

Seriptures thought concerning this field of theology.

This paper will attempt to discover what, if any, teaching
the various wrlters of the first three centuriles held in the fleld
of eschatology. It will not attempt to classify the writers as
premillenialists or amillennialists but wlll seek to discover if
certain doctrines were taught by these men such as a millennial
kingdom. An attempt will be made to séa if one can agree with
Harnack who states:

' The belief in the duplex adventus Christli formed one of
the most important articles of Church bellef in contra-
distinetion to Judaism and Gnosticism...But the bellef
in the return of Christ to this world necessarily
involved the hope of a kingdom of glory under Christ

upon earth, and without this, hope 1s merely a rheteoriesl
flourish.l

1 Adolph Harnack, Vol. II of History of Dogma, trans.

Ngil Buchanan (Boston: Little, Brown and Company, 1903), pPp.295-




porner essentlally agrees with Harnack but perhaps goes a step

further when he says:

The pre-Christian age expected the Messiah, but...the
Christian Church in its eschatology hoped for the return

| of no other than Him who had already come. The Christian

| hope of the Coming One grew entirely out of faith in Him

| who had come. It may as well be sald that it was the.
Christian principle which by an inner necessity sketched
out for itself an eschatology that spontaneously eoncurred
in its essential lines with the Messianic representations
of the 01d Testament, as 1t may be asserted that the purer
representations of Messlanic eschatology were of necesslty
transferred to Him who was recognized and believed in as
Saviour of the world. The absolute reconciliation with
God, the completion of Religlon, 1s made known by Christ-

t; and th

ianity as come in Christ; erein also the completion

of the world or the kingdom of @God as certainly to come,

through the second coming of Him who has already come .2

The method of this paper will be to take a subject such as
the Great Tribulation and to trace the teaching of the early Church
Fathers concerning it. It will be shown whether or not there was
a development in the teaéhing or if the teaching faded out of the
picture. To show what development 1f any there 1s 1n the teaching
of the Fathers, they have been divided into three groups. The
first group consists of those writing in the period 96 to 150 A.D.
The second group is composed of those writing from 150 to 200 A.b.,
while the third group includes those that wrote from 200 to 250 A.D.
In all these groups, only the writings that have been generally
held to be genuine have been included. This is probably the best
blace to discuss the authors included in the different periods

and their writings which have been examined.

2 I.A. Dorner, Vol, I of The Person of Christ, trans. W.L.
Alexander (Edinburgh: T. & T. Clark, 1861), p. 145.

e



The Fathers from 96 A.D., to 150 A.D.

These are the earliest of the Church Fathers. They are

commonly grouped under the title of The Apostolic Fathers which

4s in reality a misnomer. It is hard to select a suitable title
for them but they are Sub-Apostolic at best. The writers of the
period did not treat eschatology as such. They never took pen
in hand and systematically set down their beliefs in this field.
In fact, they never presented in a systematic way any of their
beliefs. It 1s only in the treatment of other subjects that

one comes across their beliefs in eschatology, as if by accident.
Their writings consist mainly of exhortatlion with some simple
statements and hints as to thelr actual beliefs on the subject.
They are not formal treatises but simply letters to various
individuals or groups. One 1s impressed by the great inferi-
ority of these documents to the writings of Scripture. When
compared, the great superiority of<the Scriptures is clearly

scen.

1., Clement of Rome. This is the first Church Father

‘ of whom there is an extant writing. He lived during the

| first century and his writing 1s usually dated about 95 A.D.
or 96 A.D. At one time, many writings were credited to him,
but today only one is considered his and that is the Epistle
to the Corinthians. Very little is known concerning the

life of Clement. At the time of the letter, he held, as

far as can be determined, no official position in the

i S e e ———



¢hurch at Rome, but wrote the letter for the church. Many have
thought he is the same person as mentioned by Paul in Philippians
:3, but modern scholars tend to shy away from this view.

The letter itself is a letter from one church to another
admonishing the Corinthian church to return to the spiritual
condition whlch once was hers. In a brief letter of this sort, it
i8 quite natural that the subject of eschatology, if touched upon
at all, is not developed and leaves much to be desired from the
viewpoint of the investlgator., Nevertheless, certalin bellefs

concerning the future are mentioned in the letter.

2. Polxcarg. It 1s unfortunate, that, as in the case of
Clement of Rome there 1s also only one extant writing of Polycarp.
How interesting and informative 1t would be if thils discipleof
John would have left to Christianity the results of his conversa-
tions with John. The one work of Polycarp that is known today is
his Epistle to the Philippians. This is a short pastoral letter

to the Philippian Church for the purpose of exhorting them to live
a full Christian life in keeping with their knowledge of the
sacred Scriptures. Thus, once again, one can not expect to find
any detailed teaching on the subject of eschatology. Nevertheless,
in his exhortation to the Philippilans, he does mention certain
things which come under this classification.

The date of thils epistle cannot be determined exactly but
it is generally considered to be written around 135 A.D.

3. Ignatius. Ignatius, bishop of Antioch, 1is most noted

—




T

for his passion for martyrdom and the effect his writings have had
on the development of church government. It i1s beyond the purpose
of this paper to treat these points and the reader will find them
ably discussed 1n many other volumes. On his way to Rome where he
met martyrdom, he wrote letters to the Epheslans, the Magnesians,
l the Trallians, the Romans, the Philadelphians, the Smyrnaeans and
to Polycarp. Needless to say, he was a contemporary of Polycarp.

The exact dates of his writings are uncertain but they had
to be written before 117 A.D., since the date of his martyrdom is
put at December 20, 116 A.D. These letters were written on the
way to Rome from Antioch and so were written shortly before 116
A.D.

The letters of Ignatius exist in three forms. The first
is called the Longer Greek Recension which is made up of fifteen
letters. These letters are today considered to be frauds. The
second 1s called the Shorter Recension., This consists of the
seven letters mentioned above and is today considered to be the
genuine letters of Ignatius. In 1845 there was discovered a
Syriac version of his letters to Polycarp, the Romans and the
Ephesians. It was at once thought that these might be the only

original letters of Ignatius but Zahn and Lightfoot have shown

that the evidence is overwhelmingly in favor of the Shorter
Recension.3 Thus, these will be the letters used in this paper.

3 Theod. Zahn, Ignatius von Antiochien (Gotho, 1873, J.B.
Lightfoot, The Apostolic Fathers (London: 1005).

T ——



Again, like most of the writings of this period, these are

only letters and no systematic teaching can be expected to be found.

4, Papias. Very little is known about Papias. The only
two sources that give us any information at all are Irenaeus and
Eusebius. Busebius states that he was bishop of Hierapolls, a
eity of Phrygia.4 He lived in the second quarter of the second
century and perhaps wrote around 14C A.D. Outside of this there
1s nothing that is known about him.

One wishes that the writings of Paplas would have been
preserved for us. He 1s said to have written a book entitled An

Exposition of the Lord's Sayings. All that is extant today are a

few fragments from his writings. They touched upon the millennium,
the resurrection and the gospels. Students of the canon as well

| as those of eschatology would welcome the discovery of his writings.
The few fragments that are extant are just enough to whet the

appetite for more.

5, Aristides. There is in this period an Apology written
by one Marcianus Aristides. This 1s one of the earliest apologies
made to a Roman Emperor on behalf of the early Christians. J.
Rendel Harris states, "the writer is more of a child than a philoso-
pher, a child well-trained in creed and well-practiced in ethics,

rather than a dogmatist defending a new system or an iconoclast

% musebius Hist. Ecel. 1ii 36.

|



destroying an old one."> He also states that it deserves a
place peside the best Christian writings of 1its time.

It was addressed to both Emperor Hadrian and to Antoninus
pius although it is doubtful if it was ever presented to Hadrian
at all. The author calls himself Marclanus Aristides, philosopher
of Athens. The simplicity of the writing favors an early date

for its composition. It was probably written sometime during the

years 133-138 A.D.

6. The Eplstle to Diognetus. Among the writings of this

period are some of which the authors are unknown. These also will

be considered. The Epistle to Dilognetus is a brief personal letter

from one individual to another and may be the earliest Christian
apology that is now extant. It gives a short defense of Christian-
ity in comparison with the pagan and Jewlsh religions. For many
years 1t was considered one of the apologies of Justin Martyr but
this view is no longer held. Generally, it 1s thought to have

been written before the time of Justin. Kruger favors an early
date for the writing and holds that it had to be written before

885 A.D.6 This 1s another very brief letter and consequently not
mich is found dealing with the doctrine of eschatology.

-5 J. Rendel Harris, The Apology of Aristides, Vol. I of
Texts and Studies, ed. J.A. Robinson (9 vols. Cambridge: University
Press, 1891), p.3.

6 Gustav Kruger, History of Early Church Literature, trans.
C.R. Gillett (New York: Macmillan Company, 1897), p.l137.

—
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7. The Didache. The Teaching of the Twelve Apostles

popularly known today as the Didache is an early Christian
catechism. In the form in which 1t now exists it 1s very likely
of composite origin, part of it being very early while other
parts being somewhat later. Most scholars put the date some-
where between 120 and 150 A.D.

Sinece this writing was probably meant for the ecatechumen
1t cannot be expected to show a great degree of theologleal
development. Yet it has some interesting things to say in the
field of eschatology. In some ways it is more develéped than

any of the writings of this pericd.

8. An Ancient Homlly. For many years this writing was

thought to be a second letter from Clement of Rome to the
Corinthian Church. Today, however,'this view 1s not held and
the writing i1s generally considered to be the work of an unknown
author. The date given this writing usually falls between 120
and 140 A.D.

Theﬂideas of this writing are not connected very well and
the author jumps from one thought to another. It 1s full of
exhortation and its theme is the duty of obeying the commandments
of Christ. Greater detall is given to the subjects of judgment

and rewards than to any other.

9., The Epistle of Barnabas. This letter is to unknown

Christians showing them the great superiority of Christlianity

.
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over Judaism. In it the author attempts to show how the Jews
=m131nterpreted the 01d Testament and how everything in the 0ld
Testament pointed to or was typical of the Christian Falth. The
jetter shows glaring inaccuracles concerning the 0ld Testament
books themselves and misconceptions of what the Jewish teachers
gaught. Along with this, the writer applles a severe allegorizing
to the whole 0ld Testament.

Because of the title of this letter, the early Fathers
(Clement of Alexandria, Eusebius) seem to hold that the apostle
Barnabas was the author. The internal evidence, however, make 1t
seem almost impossible for such a one to have written it. The
apostle Barnabas, as a Levite, would know the Levitical system
thoroughly and would not be gullty of the serious errors that
are made in this letter. The author, then, i1s some unknown person
whose name may or may not have been Barnabas.

The purpose of the letter was to perfect the knowledge of
the persons to whom it was written. The date of this wrifting is
usually placed somewhere in the first quarter of the second

century.

10. The Shepherd of Hermas. This writing is much like the

modern day Pilgrim's Progress 1in many ways. Some crifics have

even undertaken to compare the two as they consider them very
similar. It is an allegory set around one man and the visions

and instructions given to him by angels. Because of sin in his
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1ife, he can only return to a right relationship to God by dailly
teaching the Word of God. Many of the bellevers of his day were
straying from the strait and narrow way and the purpose of thils
writing 1is to call them back to repentance. The writing had
great influence 1n the early church and at one time came close
to being considered canonical.

Nothing is known about the author. If his name actually
was Hermas there is a slight possibility that a few things may
be léarned about him but even these things may not be true.
Earliest tradition says it was written by a contemporary of the
Apostle Paul, the Hermas found in the book of Romans. Others
gay 1t was written by a Hermas who was a brother of Pius II. It
is probably best to admit that the author cannot be known. It is
certain that the writing 1tself gives no c¢lue as to its author.
The dates usually given to this wrlting by modern scholars
eliminate the first theory mentioned.

The date of this writing 1s also very uncertaln., It varies
between 110 and 160 A.D. Most scholars assign this letter to a
time near the end of the first half of the second century. Of all
the early writings, this 1s one of the most difficult in which to

determine the eschatological bellefs of the writer.

The Fathers From 150 A.D., to 200 A.D.

This seetion will inelude the fathers down to 200 A.D.

This di&ision is not a hard and fast one as there is some over-

- y |
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lapping. Justin Martyr wrote a few years before 150 A.D. and
clement of Alexandria, with whom this chapter closes, probably
wrote some of his writings after 200 A.D. But the majority of
the writings were done during the fifty years between the two
dates.
r In this period, the writings change from those of the
' earlier period. They become more complex, longer and more
gpecific in purpose. Still there 18 no attempt to produce any
type of a systematilc theology although at times a falrly complete
jdea 18 glven as to a belief in a certain area. Unfortunately,
here as in the last period, many writings are lost and of others
mere fragments are extant. However, of some of the writers,
especially Justin Martyr, Irenaeus and Clement of Alexandria,
| there 1s enough to give the reader a good idea of their belief
in certain areas. Even here, though, one wishes that more infor-

nation were avallable.

1. Justin Martyr. Justin the Martyr 1s probably one of

the best known of all the early Church Fathers. He was born in
Flavia Neapolis a c¢ity of Samaria and was of Gentile origin.

i Nothing is known of his early life and what else is known of him

comes from his own writings. The trustworthiness of other outside
information is doubtful. The fact that he became a martyr for the
l cause of Christ 1s well attested by Tertullian, Hippolytus and

Eusebius.

—
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Justin was one of the most outstanding men of his time.

one scholar states that his writings "are to us the most impor-
tant whieh we posses for the eluecidation of the history of Christ-
1anity in its contests with heathenism and Judaism 1n the milddle

of the second century."! It is true that Justin made many mistakes
in his thinking but this 1s true of all the men of his time. One
must judge him in the light of his contemporariles and not in the
1ight of the knowledge of the twentleth century.

The maln purpose of Justin was to defend Christians from
the attacks leveled at them by the heathen on one side and the
Jews on the other. His great plea was that the Christians should
not be condemned without being heard. The writings considered
in this paper are the three undisputed writings of Justin. These
are his two apologies and his Dialogue with Trypho. Since there

1s disagreement as to the authénticity of the other writings
attributed to him they have not been included.

2, Tatian. Tatlan was born into a heathen family and
studied all types of heathen literature with speclal emphasis on
philosophy. However, he soon became disgusted with what Greek
philosophy had to offer. In this frame of mind he eame in contact
with the Christian Scriptufes which satisfiled his need. He be-

came a student of Justin Martyr but after the death of Justin he

7 James Donaldson, Vol. II of A Critical History of Christ-
ian literature and Doctrine (London: Macmillan and Co., 1800),

p. 147. -
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went into the errors of Gnostlecism and asceticism.

The two extant writings of Tatian are his Dlatessaron

or Harmbny of the Four Gospels and an Address to ﬁhe Greeks.

This first writing 1s the flrst known attempt to produce a
harmony of the gospels and is important in that i1t shows that
m the four gospels were considered authoritative at this time.

3. Athenagoras. Little is known concerning this writer.

] For some reason he is not mentioned by Eusebius. In faet, his
name 1s found only twice in all the writings known to us. It
is remarkable that writings of this charaecter were allowed to

7 fade away into obseurity. Athenagoras was a philosopher in the
city of Athens who eame to embrace Christianity. Two of his
writings are now extant. The Embassy, an apology, was written
: around 177 to 180 A.D. His second work The Resurrection of the

Dead was probably written after this timé.’ It i1s saild that these
two writings "display a practiced pen and a richly cultured mind.
He is by far fhe most elegant, and certainly at the same time one

of the ablest, of the early Christian Apologists."’8

4, Theophilus of Antioch. Once again very little 1s known

( concerning this author. Evidently, he was born a pagan and was

converted to Christianity by a careful reading and study of the

W]

Seriptures. According to Eusebius, he was the sixth bishop of

8 B.P. Pratten, The Writings of Athenagoras, Vol. II of
The Ante-Nicene Fathers, eds. A. Roberts and J. Donaldson
(Ameriean Edition ed. A.D. Coxe. Grand Rapids, Michigan: W.B.

4 Eerdmans Publishing Co., reprinted 1951), p. 127.
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Syrlan Antioch.9 The time of his death is put somewhere be-
tween 181 and 188 A.D.

F Unfortunately, only one of his writings remains extant

today. This is his writing To Autolycus. He mentions in this

writing another one of his writings called The History. This,

' apparently, was the first history attempted.by the Church'Fathers.
He is also said to have written a work against Marclon and
I commentaries on the Gospels and the book of Proverbs. To Autolycus

1s usually dated sometime before 180 A.D.

5. Irenaeus. This writer was born sometime between 120
1 and 140 A.D. and died around 202 A.D. He was probably a natilve
I of Smyrna and in his early youth Beéame acquainted with Polyearp
l who was bishop of that eity. Later he went to Lyons, France, %o
( work with Pothinus who was a fellow student with him under
Polycarp. Upon the death of Pothinus about 177 A.D. he became
bishop of Lyons. Outside of this, very little is known of his
life.

Irenaeus made it his task to learn about all the heresies
that were threatening the Church and then to wrilte a refutation

r of them. Out of this came his great work Against Heresies. 1In

this work he states and refutes the heresies of his time and
then proceeds to givé an exposition and defense of the true

h Christian faith. Thus it can be seen that this work 1s the

9 Busebius, Hist. Eecl. IV. 20.

o

——
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fullest development of Christian doctrine met as yet in this
study. As can be expected it has more to say 1in the realm of
eschatology than any of the previous documents. The work 1s
generally held to have been written sometime between 182 and
188 A.D.

Another work now ascribed to Irenaeus is the In Demon-

stration of Apostolic Preaching. This work 1s thought to have

been written between 188 A.D. and the time of his death.
Irenaeus is said to have written other writings but unfortunat-

ely none of them 1s now extant.

6. Clement of Alexandria. This second period of the

Church Fathers closes with Clement of Alexandria. The date of
his birth is unknown and there is a question as to whether he was
born in Alexandria or in Athens. Many later scholars favor
Athens. He was born of pagan parents and was originally a pagan
philosopher. Upon his acceptance of Christianity, he traveled
far and wide to sit under the best teachers that Christianity
could offer. In his opinion, the best was Pantaenus, head of
the catechetical school at Alexandria. It was under Clement
that Origer received his instruction and the Alexandrian school
became so influential in the life of the church.

His three greatest extant writings are The Exhortation to

the Heathen; The Instructor or Paedagogus, and The Miscellanies

or Stromata. All of these were probably written before the

year 202 A.D. and this is the reason Clement is included in this
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period. The Exhortation was probably written around the years

189-194 A.D., the Paedagogus around 190-194 A.D. and the

Stromata from 194-202 A.D. There is also another of hils writings

extant called What Rich Man Can be Saved?

The Exhortation has as 1ts object the converting of the

pagan to the Christian faith. It completely exposes the worth-
lessness of paganism and contrasts it with the truth of Christ-
ianity. The Paedagogus 1s addressed to new converts and is a
guide for the development of Christian character and living.

The Stromata 1is a eollection of writings on miscellaneous subjects
dealing with a Christian philosophy in opposition to Gnosticism,
It was the first real attempt at a Christian philosophy. The

true Christian gnosis as taken from the Seripture is contrasted

to that of the pagan.

The Fathers From 200 A.D. to 250 A.D.

In the fathers examined in this perlod, significant change
18 seen in the theological picture. The cause of this is the
rise of the Alexandrian sechool of theology. Headed by the
brilliant Origen its influence was wide spread throughout the
church and grew greater as the years rolled by. Here 1s found,
for the first time, the start of an opposing systém of eschatology
than that developed in the first two periods of this study. It

will be seen that Origen is the one responsible, to a great ektent,

for this development.
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More writings are avallable to the investigator in this
period than in any of the two previous periods. Still one
wishes that more were avallable. The full commentary on Daniel
by Hippolytus and the chronology by Julius Africanus, for“ex-
ample, would be very helpful in the étudy of this period.
Enough 1s avallable, however, to glve a falrly accurate picture
of what was belleved in the field of eschatology during this
periocd in the l1life of the Christian church.

1. Hippolytus. As 1s true of the majority of the men

considered in this paper, little is known concerning the life
of Hippolytus. It 1s generally thought that he was a bishop
and‘that he spent the greater part of his life in Rome or in
the general vieinity of Rome. Some think he was bishop of
Portus, a harbor of Rome at the northern mouth of the Tiber, but
not all are agreed on this faect. It 1s certain, however, that
he was a bishop in the west and In the vicinity of Rome. He
became a martyr for the Christlian falth and experienced death
by being thrown into a canal and drowning. The place of his death
is uncertain but 1t took place somewhere between the years 235
and 239 A.D.

It 18 very unfortunate that all the writings of Hippolytus
are not extant. What little fragments that are extant of such
writings as his commentary on Daniel makes one wish for more. In

the fleld of eschatology Hippolytus 1s one of the most detailed~ef

all the Church Fathers. He follows closely the line of thought
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which is found in Irenaeus who was his teacher. His writlngs

which will be examined in this paper are The Refutation of all

Heresies, Christ and Antichrist, The Apostolic Tradition of

Hippolytus, and various fragments of his commentaries on the
pooks of Genesis, Psalms, Proverbs and Daniel.

In his writing Christ and Antichrist, Hippolytus states

that it is most correct to go to the Secriptures themselves to
find out the things which will happen in the future. This is

the procedure that he, himself, tried to follow.

o. mTertullian. The dates found in connection with the

1ife of Tertullian are uncertain and few of them can be used
with complete confidence. He was born sometime between 145 and
150 A.D. Jerome states that he was a native of the city of
Carthage of the province of Africa and that his father was a
proconsular centurion. He was born into a non-Christian family,
‘educated in Rome and entered the legal profession. He was
converted around the years 185 and 190 A.D. Jerome states that
he was a presbyter although he does not name definitely the Church
in which Tertullian served. The choice 1s between Rome and
Carthage with most scholars favoring Rome. ‘Unfortunately, about
200 A.D. Tertullian lapsed into Montanism and left the church,
This was a reaction from the corruption of the Roman Church and
the treatment given to him by the leaders of the church at Rome.

Yet even after he left the church, he was still very highly

regarded. Cyprian read him often and is said to have called him




——

21

"+rhe master". His death is placed somewhere around the year
220 A.D.

Tertullian wrote very extensively and was one of the
important developers of the Latin branch of the Christian
ehurch. The first book of his writing Against Marcion was

publishedlin 207 A.D. and the rest of his writings followed
this date. Many of them were affected more or less by his

Montanism but the one least affected is his Against Marcion.

The following is a 1ist of his writings which were examined to
determine his beliefs in the field of eschatology: Against®
Marcion, Apology, Testimony of the Soul, To Scapula, The

Prescriptions Against the Heretices, On Idolatry, On the Prayer,

On the Flesh of Christ, and On the Resurrection of the Flesh.

3. Cyprian. Cyprian‘'s date of birth is not known al-
though it is thought to be around 200 A.D. He was converted to
the Christian faith in 246 A.D. being saved through the witness
of a Cathaginian presbyter by'the name of Caecilius. Only two
years after his conversion he was made a bishop. This was done
by popular demand although he, himself, was not at all anxious
for the position and opposition to his appointment was expressed
by older church officials who found themselves being eclipsed by
this new convert. He, as dild so many other of the early Christ-
ians, sealed his teétimony to the Christian falth with his 1life

and was martyred for the cause of Christ in 258 A.D.

Cyprian followed in the line and thought of Tertullian.
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% In general he may be said to be a spiritual son and pupil of
Tertullian. It is said of him that not a day passed without
his reading of something from the works of Tertulllian. In the
short span of from eight to ten years he did a great amount of
writing. His letters to the bishops of Rome, along with his
i work The Unity of the Catholle Church, are very informative as

to the position which the Roman church held in his day. His

writings 1llustrate very graphically the soclal and religious
feelings and usages which were found in the Christian community
for his day. He is another example that 11lustrates the fact
that the founders or developers of Latin Christianity were not
from the Roman churech but from the African church. The writings

of Cyprian examined in this paper are On the Vanity of Idols,

Testimonles Against the Jews, On the Dress of Virgins, Unity of

the Catholic Church, On the Lapsed, On the Lord's Prayer, On

Mortality, An Address to Demetrianus, Exhortation to Martyrdom,

On Works and Alms, On the’Advantagp of Patience, and his letters.

4, Origen. Thils great scholar of the early chureh was
born in Alexandria about 185 A.D. His parents were Christians wilth
¥ his father being a teacher of grammar. He not only educated
Origen in the secular field but had him memorize great portions
of Scripture. Origen was not always satisfied with the plain
meaning of Seripture and often sought a deeper meaning, a habit
which often brought a rebuke from his father. 1In 202 A.D. when

Origen was about 17, his father was killed 1n a persecﬁtion whiech

"|
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engulfed Alexandria. Origen wished to follow his father's

steps but was prevented from doing so by his mother who hid

nis clothes. At 18 he was made head of the eatechetical school
at Alexandria. Here he econtinued to spend a great amount of
time 1in the stud& of Seripture and led a very ascetlc way of
life. To better prepare himself for his work he studled Hebrew
and Phiiosophy. His life had its troubled moments mainly*due to
cause8 over which he had no control. He was excommunlcated from
the Alexandrian Church in 231 and went-to Caesarea where he spent
the rest of his life. It was here that he did his exegetical
studies on the books of the Bible. He died in 254 A.D.

Origen was a voluminous writer but of his many writings
only a small part exist today. For example, out of 574 known
homilies only 21 exist in Greek and 388 no longer exist even in
a Latin translation. Perhaps hils greatest work was his Hexapla
or six-columned Bible. This was an attempt to revise the text
of the Septuagint and showed the great learning of the man. His
two greatest writings are no doubt his De Prineipiis and Agaihst

Celsus. De Princlipiis contalns Origen’é views on systematic

theology. In this writing he develops most fully his system of
theology. Also in this writing is found Origen's principles of
interpretation in which he holds to a three-fold method of
interpretation. In this method he holds the literal meaning to
be the least important and the hidden or mystical meaning the

most important. It is unfortunate that this remains a blot on
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the record of this most brilliant of all the early church fathers.
Down through the ages this method of interpretation has done more
to hide the meaning of Seripture than to explain 1t. Against

Celsus 18 a defense of Christilanity against a Greek philosopher

by the name of Celsus who had attacked Christianity in a writing

called The True Word. This was written in later years of Origen's

1ife and is completely orthodox in doctrine. It omits many of
the things found in De Principiis. Other writings of Origen

used in this paper are: Exhortatlon to Martyrdom, Dialogue with

Heraclides, commentaries on John, Matthew and Songqof Solomon,

énd On Prayer.
' With this great scholar, this paper ends its search, for

after this time the eschatologicecal pilcture starts to change
until at the time of Augustine 1t becomes almost the reverse of

what it was in the earlier and purer years of the church.
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