

A Mid-Second Century Leader Contributed to Modern Theology in Profound Ways Worshippers Since Haven’t Realized.   Much of what He taught Remains!  Why Doesn’t YOUR Minister Care to Discuss THIS?    
     
                                                        © Rich Traver,  81520-1411,   10-11-06    [ 92 ]
It seems that ‘heresy’ can have a life of its own.  Even when vigorously opposed by competent and established theologians, it can sometimes thrive, never-the-less. One religious leader in the middle second century stands as proof that men love dark-ness rather than light.  There was a component in his teachings that appealed to the basic nature and the preferred philosophy of man, so much so that it remains indelibly stamped into the religious main stream of the present day.
Perhaps it wasn’t Marcion who alone originated this ‘heresy’, but he certainly was a major proponent. 

Marcion was a mid second century theologian, and “was a rich ship owner of Sinope, the chief port of Pontus, on the southern shore of the Black Sea; he was also a bishop and the son of a bishop. His chief activity at Rome may be placed somewhere between the years 150 and 160. At first he was in communion with the church at Rome, and contributed handsomely to its funds; as, however, the presbyters could not explain his difficulties and refused to face the important questions he set before them, he is said to have threatened to make a schism in the church; and apparently was finally excommunicated.” 
A Marcion Biography
(This biographical introduction to Marcion (in narrow type) is taken from G.R.S. Mead, Fragments of a Faith Forgotten (London and Benares, 1900; 3rd Edition 1931), pp. 241- 249.) (Emphasis mine.)
“But as a matter of fact the origin of Marcionism is entirely wrapped in obscurity, and we know nothing of a reliable nature of the life of Marcion. Church writers at the end of the second century, who are our best authorities, cannot tell the story of the beginning of the movement with any certainty. For all we know, Marcion may have developed his theories long before he came to Rome, and may have based them on information he gleaned and opinions he heard on his long voyages. 
“This much we know, that the views of Marcion spread rapidly over the "whole world," to use the usual Patristic phrase for the Graeco- Roman dominions; and as late as the fifth century we hear of Theodoret converting more than a thousand Marcionites.  In Italy, Egypt, Palestine, Arabia, Syria, Asia Minor and Persia, Marcionite churches sprang up, splendidly organised, with their own bishops and the rest of the ecclesiastical discipline, with a cult and service of the same nature as those of what subsequently became the Catholic Church. Orthodoxy had not declared for any party as yet, and the Marcionite view had then as good a chance as any other of becoming the universal one. What then was the secret of Marcion's success?  It was the same as that of the success of ‘modern criticism’ as applied to the problem of the Old Testament. 

“Marcion's view was in some respects even more moderate than the judgment of some of our modern thinkers; he was willing to admit that the Yahweh of the Old Testament was just.  With great acumen he arranged the sayings and doings ascribed to Yahweh by the writers, and compilers, and editors of the heterogeneous books of the Old Testament collection, in parallel columns, so to say, with the sayings and teachings of the Christ, in a series of antitheses which brought out in startling fashion the fact, that though the best of the former might be ascribed to the idea of a Just God, they were foreign to the ideal of the Good God preached by the Christ.  We know how in these latter days the best minds in the Church have rejected the horrible sayings and doings ascribed to God in some of the Old Testament documents, and we thus see how Marcion formulated a ‘protest’ which must have already declared itself in the hearts of thousands of the more enlightened of the Christian name. 

“As for the New Testament, in Marcion's time, the idea of a canon was not yet or was only just being thought of. Marcion, too, had an idea of a canon, but it was the antipodes of the views which afterwards became the basis of the orthodox canon. 

According to Marcion: “The Christ had preached a universal doctrine, a new revelation of the Good God, the Father over all. They who tried to graft this on to Judaism, the imperfect creed of one small nation, were in grievous error, and had totally misunderstood the teaching of the Christ. The Christ was not the Messiah promised to the Jews. That Messiah was to be an earthly king, was intended for the Jews alone, and had not yet come. Therefore the pseudo-historical "in order that it might be fulfilled" school had adulterated and garbled the original Sayings of the Lord, the universal glad tidings, by the unintelligent and erroneous glosses they had woven into their collections of the teachings. It was the most terrific indictment of the cycle of New Testament "history" that has ever been formulated. Men were tired of all the contradictions and obscurities of the innumer-able and mutually destructive variants of the traditions concerning the person of Jesus. No man could say what was the truth, now that "history" had been so altered to suit the new ‘Messiah-theory’ of the Jewish converts. 

“As to actual history, then, Marcion started with Paul; he was the first who had really understood the mission of the Christ, and had rescued the teaching from the obscurantism of Jewish sectarianism. Of the manifold versions of the Gospel, he would have the Pauline alone. He rejected every other recension, including those now ascribed to Matthew, Mark, and John. The Gospel according to Luke, the "follower of Paul," he also rejec-ted, regarding it as a recension to suit the views of the Judaising party. His Gospel was presumably the collec-tion of Sayings in use among the Pauline churches of his day. Of course the Patristic writers say that Marcion mutilated Luke's version; but it is almost impossible to believe that, if he did this, so keen a critic as Marcion should have retained certain verses which made against his strong anti-Judaistic views.  The Marcionites, on the contrary, contended that their Gospel was written by Paul from the direct tradition, and that Luke had nothing to do with it.  But this is also a difficulty, for it is highly improbable that Paul wrote any Gospel. 

“So many orthodox apologists wrote against Marcion after his death, that it is possible to reconstruct almost the whole of his Gospel.  It begins with the public preaching of the Christ at Capernaum; it is shorter than the present Luke document, and some writers of great ability have held that it was the original of Luke's version, but this is not very credible. As for the rest of the documents included in the present collection of the New Testament, Marcion would have nothing to do with any of them, except ten of the Letters of Paul, parts of which he also rejected as interpolations by the reconciliators of the Petro-Pauline controversy. These ten letters were called The Apostle ["Apostolikon"].”
As we can see from the above biographical sketch, Marcion theologized an idea that has always had strong appeal with the natural human mind. What a reader can glean from the above is that recognize-able elements of Marcion’s concepts remain with us in modern religion!  Some of those concepts are:
1.  That the God of the Old Testament is not the God of the New, 

2.  That the dispositional natures of these two were drastically different from one another,
3.  That Christ revealed a different God (the Good) than the God of the Old Testament (the Just),

4.  That Judaic ideas and teachings were specifically applicable to that nation only,

5.  That Pauline teachings ought to be regarded well above those of other New Testament writers,

6.  That Old Testament theology is largely to be rejected, or at least minimized.

The Original Protestant?
Do any of these sound familiar?  Though vigorously repudiated by the religious establishment of the day, yet so many of them still form the understructure of modern ‘evangelical’ theology, as taught in many of today’s most prestigious institutions. The line toward the end of page one above, that “Marcion formulated a ‘protest ’ which must have already declared itself in the hearts of thousands of the more enlightened of the Christian name” is insightful.  It alludes to a pre-conditioning of the human mind which is enmity against those legal requirements so clearly enumerated by the Old Testament.  Modern Protestantism encapsulates the essence of this very orientation.
As the biographical sketch also shows, the Early Church was accepting of the idea of the God of the Old Testament and the Theology therein as being the True Faith, though amended with additional ‘fulfilling’ provisions: 
 That the God of the Old Testament and the God of the New were one-and- the-same.  Had that not been the case, what would have been the basis of Marcion’s ‘protest’?
Rejection of the Law
Another key component in this ‘protest’ was the opposition to the proscriptions of ‘the Law’.  Now, we know that the Early New Testament Church did not practice sacrificing or the ceremonial provis-ions of the Law, so Marcion’s objections had to involve other considerations.  Modern day railings and admonitions against the Law, using Scriptures referring to the ceremonial practices, mask the real issue: A disdain for, and refusal to become subject to ‘the Moral Law’, that attitude so well illustrated in the carnal minded individual.  (as per Romans 8:7)
We can see in Marcion that aversion to ‘anything apparently ‘Jewish’’, an attitude expressed so clearly by the Council of Nicea a generation later when it came to considering the Passover / Easter controversy and the Sabbath-keeping question, and also in the eminent ‘protestant’ Luther more than a millennium later.  This goes hand-in-hand with rejection of the Old Testament, as though it was a Jewish-originated book, rather than God Inspired!  In fact, it made it easier to justify rejecting the Old Testament by alleging that it was merely a ‘Jewish’ book, and anyway, applicable only to the Jewish peoples!   The seeds of rejectionism go way back!
It might appear these two primary objections are not related: The God of the Old Testament not being the God that Jesus Christ personified, and the rejection of Old Testament Law as a moral code.  In fact, they are symbiotic. The God of the Old Testament is seen as representing ‘the Law’, with the penalty for infraction being Death, as illustrated in so many instances!  It’s interesting that the penalty of death is most often seen illustrated for breaking the moral code, yet rarely for a failure to properly observe a ceremonial performance. 
  It’s sad that so many, even today hold a negative regard for the Old Testament for its practical illustration of a fundamental New Testament Truth, one so clearly set forth in Romans 6:23.  Especially when that inviolable Truth provides the basis for and the NEED for the redemptive process, founded so thoroughly on OUR Paschal Sacrifice: that provided by God’s only begotten Son!
Further Insight
--------------------------------------------------------------
Marcion of Sinope (ca. 85 - 160), 

     Marcion's teachings departed from traditional Christianity in a number of ways. Most dramatically, perhaps, Marcion rejected the idea that the Old Testament God and the New Testament God were the same being.  Up until then, the traditional Church had considered the Old Testament to be sacred and assumed that Christianity was a fulfillment or continuation of Judaism.  Marcion's rejection of that idea affected many different doctrines and beliefs. 
     Marcion faced an uphill battle with his revolutionary ideas.  He faced a pretty obvious problem. For more than 100 years, Christians had been using the Old Testament as Christian Scripture, and even the most sacred documents of Christians  referred to and relied heavily on, the Old Testament. The solution for Marcion was to completely reject the Old Testa-ment and establish a canon that de-emphasized Chris-tianity's Old Testament and Jewish roots as much as possible.

     So Marcion taught that the God of the Old Testament was not the God of the New Testament. The God of the Old Testament was the "creating God," but he was harsh, cruel, and incompetent. Marcion contrasted this creating God with  the God of Jesus, who was nothing less than love and grace.
From the internet: Marcion, the Canon, the Law, and the Historical Jesus
--------------------------------------------------------------
This inset is also revealing in that it admits that the early Church, for the first century at least, used the Old Testament as its primary canon.  We can also see thru Marcionite theology, that the rejection of the Law came to the fore much later, as the Church became increasingly infused with Gnostic philo-sophy.  This negative regard turned the hearts of supposed followers against not only the Law, but against the God who they associated as being its author and enforcer.
Jews of Christ’s day thought their God was God the Father, but He wasn’t.  They didn’t know Him! 
 John 5:18 exposes a potent consideration.  Jesus made a claim that the Jews instantly realized was a claim of ‘equality’.  We view this as their seeing Him as making a claim of ‘equality’ as in the sense of a second God Being. We also need to consider the possibility that they saw it as a claim of ‘equating’ Himself with the God of their Old Test-ament.  This would be more consistent with their Monotheistic / Unitarian view and would better explain their reaction in John 5:39, 46 and John 8:59.  Either way, it would make Christ directly associated with and aligned with the God Being represented in their esteemed Mosaic scriptures.
What Marcionites failed to understand, and what the modern counterparts of that same bent fail to comprehend, is the fundamental truth that the Being who met with Abraham and who gave the Law on Mount Sinai was one-and-the-same, who became God-in-the-Flesh some two thousand years ago!  The God who dealt with Israel, who led physical Israel out of Egypt 
 is one-and-the-same who leads spiritual Israel out of our bondage to sin!

It was the pre-incarnate Christ who created the re-newed Earth (at the behest of the Father) 
  It was He who rested, creating the Sabbath Day. 
   We, at least, should see Christ’s claim as ‘equating’ Him-self with the Being they thought was their ‘Father’. In other words, the YHWH Elohim of the Old Testament was one-and-the-same as Jesus Christ! 

Contrasting Persons?
Modern theologies often regard the God of the Old Testament as being ‘the Father’ while regarding ‘the Son’, as presented in the New, as being a different Being than He.  This is a subliminal com-ponent drawn from the same Marcionite thinking that remains to the present day, affecting a number of doctrinal persuasions.  Under this mind-set, it is easier to disassociate from the requirements of the Law than when we realize it was the pre-incarnate Christ who gave them!  It was His voice they heard from Mount Sinai, not the Father’s! 

Marcion Lives!
So, while the modern ‘fundamentalist / evangelical’ movement prides itself as representing the views of the historic Early Church, it is in fact more closely aligned with the apostate heretic Marcion than any would care to admit.  Modern evangelicals even go so far as to allege that it is a sin against Grace to keep the Law, exposing their ignorance as to why the Law was given in the first place.  As Paul so often points out, Law-keeping isn’t the MEANS of attaining salvation, it is the RESULT of it!   In any instance where Paul appears to be negative toward the Law, it’s always in the context of Justification.  Law-keeping is not and never was the means of we ourselves attaining Justification!  However, once Justified, we are obligated to cease from sin!
So, two perpetuated fundamental errors represented in heretical Marcionite teachings:  That the God of the Old Testament was not the pre-incarnate Christ, and that the Law is not incorporate into the New Covenant way of life, it becoming a matter of the heart, 
 remain!  Incredibly, these are the kingpin premises of what today passes for ‘New Covenant Theology”!                                                            Ω
_________________________________________

Request these Additional Related Subjects:

   “We are NOT ‘Under the LAW’! ”
   “Who IS the God of the Old Testament? ”

   “The Doctrine of ‘The Father and the Son’ ”

   “No Man has seen God!”

   “What Must I DO?
�  This idea is represented in differing forms.  It is essential not only to the modern Trinitarian view but even to the Unit-arian view.  Unitarians present the God of the Old Testament as being God the Father, not the same Being as Christ of the New Testament!  Even the Binitarian view can represent this idea in certain cases.


�  Such as Grace and the indwelling of God’s Spirit allowing practical fulfillment of Hebrews 8:8-10 & Ephesians 2:10.


�  The blatant example of King Saul didn’t result in death, but the loss of office and dynasty!  1st Samuel 13:11-14


�  John 8:54-55   See my article “My Father, Our Father”


�  1st Corinthians 10:4


�  John 1:3 & 10,  Hebrews 1:2


�  Hebrews 4:4-8


�  Hebrews 1:8-10  God calls the Son GOD!


�  John 1:18    John 5:37    Luke 10:22    1st Timothy 6:16


�  “.. Behold, the days come, saith the Lord, when I will make a new covenant with the house of Israel and with the house of Judah:  Not according to the covenant that I made with their fathers in the day when I took them by the hand to lead them out of the land of Egypt; because they continued not in my covenant, and I regarded them not, saith the Lord.  For this is the covenant that I will make with the house of Israel after those days, saith the Lord; I will put my laws into their mind, and write them in their hearts: and I will be to them a God, and they shall be to me a people:”   (Hebrews 8:8-10)
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