History of Dispensational Theology and the Grace Movement
Lesson 3
Early Church Fathers / Marcion

Papias (a.d. 60-130) the bishop of Hierapolis in Phrygia, a disciple of John the Apostle.
"that there will be a millennium after the resurrection of the dead, when the kingdom of Christ will be set up in material form on this earth."

there will be a millennium after the resurrection from the dead, when the personal reign of Christ will be established on this earth."

Justin Martyr (a.d. 100-165) in his Dialogue With Trypho (@ a.d. 140), a Jewish man, made the following pre-millennial statement:

But I and others, who are right-minded Christians on all points, are assured that there will be a resurrection of the dead, and a thousand years in Jerusalem, which will then be built, adorned, and enlarged, the prophets Ezekiel and Isaiah and others declare.

We have perceived, moreover, that the expression, 'The day of the Lord is as a thousand years,' is connected with this subject. And further, there was a certain man with us, whose name was John, one of the apostles of Christ, who prophesied, by a revelation that was made to him, that those who believed in our Christ would dwell a thousand years in Jerusalem; and that thereafter the general, and, in short, the eternal resurrection and judgment of all men would likewise take place
Irenaeus andTertullian
Two of the greatest ante-Nicene fathers were Irenaeus and Tertullian (a.d. 160-230). Irenaeus grew up in Asia Minor and was discipled by Polycarp, who knew the Apostle John. Irenaeus had a very extensive view of Bible prophecy in his last five chapters of Against Heresies,which were suppressed throughout the Middle Ages by anti-pre-millennialists and rediscovered in 1571.[7] The restoration of a more literal interpretation and reading of the early church fathers by many post-Reformationists led to a revival of pre-millennialism in the early 1600s.[8] Irenaeus' writings played a key role because of their clear pre-millennial statements. "John, therefore, did distinctly foresee the first resurrection of the just,' and the inheritance in the kingdom of the earth,"he says, "and what the prophets have prophesied concerning it harmonize [with his vision]."[9] Again, Irenaeus declares:

But when this Anti-Christ shall have devastated all things in this world, he will reign for three year sand six months, and sit in the temple at Jerusalem; and then the Lord will come from heaven in the clouds, in the glory of the Father, sending this man and those who follow him into the lake of fire; but bringing in for the righteous the times of the kingdom.[10]
Tertullian state:

"Marcion laid down the position that Christ, who in the days of Tiberius was, by a previously unknown god, revealed for the salvation of all nations, is a different being from him who was ordained God, the Creator for the restoration of a Jewish state, and who is yet to come. Between these, he interposes a separation of a great and absolute difference as great as lies between what is just and what is good, as great as lies between the law and the gospel, as great as is the difference between Christianity and Judaism." Against Marcion, IV.6. (http://www.christianorigins.com/marcion.html)

But we do confess that a kingdom is promised to us upon the earth, although before heaven, only in another state of existence; inasmuch as it will be after the resurrection for a thousand years in the divinely-built city of Jerusalem, "let down from heaven," which the apostle also calls "our mother from above;" and, while declaring that our citizenship is in heaven, he predicts of it that it is really a city in heaven. This both Ezekiel had knowledge of and the Apostle John beheld.[11]
Conclusion of Internet Article on the history of Pre-Tribulation Rapture:

Philip Schaff,the dean of American church historians and himself a postmillennialist, provided the following summary of the early church's view of the millennium:

The most striking point in the eschatology of the ante-Nicene age is the prominent chiliasm, or millenarianism, that is the belief of a visible reign of Christ in glory on earth with the risen saints for a thousand years, before the general resurrection and judgment. It was indeed not the doctrine of the church embodied in any creed or form of devotion, but a widely current opinion of distinguished teachers, such as Barnabas, Papias,Justin Martyr, Irenaeus, Tertullian, Methodius, and Lactantius.
Pre-Tribulation Research Center (http://www.pre-trib.org/articles/view/brief-history-of-early-premillennialism)

Throughout the Patristic period—particularly in the 3rd century—there had been rising opposition to premillennialism. Origen was the first to challenge the doctrine openly. Through allegorical interpretation, he had been a proponent of amillennialism (of course, the sexta-septamillennial tradition was itself based upon similar means of allegorical interpretation).[27]
The Book of Nepos (circa 250 AD) is one of the texts of the New Testament apocrypha, written by an Egyptian bishop, Nepos. He was a strict literalist (believing the entire Bible is true in a literal sense), and his text, also known as the Refutation of the Allegorisers was aimed at refuting the arguments of those who held that certain sections of the Bible were mere allegory. In particular, the text is aimed at discrediting the position, held by a minority of Christians at the time, that the book of Revelation should be interpreted allegorically rather than literally.

Augustine’s later amillennial view laid the eschatological foundation for the Middle Ages which practically abandoned premillennialism.[4 (wikipedia.org, Premillenialism)

Marcion: Heretic or Last Pauline Dispensationalist?
Marcion is considered one of the most prominent and influential second century heretics.  He was from the city of Sinope in northern Asia Minor (Turkey) around 85 – 160 AD where his father was a bishop.  He had risen to a place of prominence and was believed to have been an assistant bishop for his father, or may have even been the bishop himself.  However, he had a dispute with his father and was excommunicated from the church.  The rumor was that he “seduced a virgin” which most scholars reject either as malicious rumors about him or it was a metaphor for the corruption of the church, referred to as a “chaste virgin,” with false doctrine.  He apparently made a good amount of money as a ship owner.
Around 135AD he went to Rome and was initially well accepted there.  He gave the church a very large gift of 200,000 sesterces.  He fell out of favor with the church of Rome and the gift was returned to him.  He returned to Asia Minor and established a community which existed until the 5th century.  He had a fairly large following and was well respected for his character.
None of the writings of Marcion exist, they were all destroyed, which was typical of the writings of those that were considered heretics.  All we can base our understanding of Marcion’s teaching upon are the things written by his opponents, who could easily have misrepresented him.

The conventional modern understanding of Marcion’s Teaching

· There were 2 gods, that of the Old Testament, the Creator, who was angry, retributive, and the author of evil and the God of the New Testament who was loving and compassionate.  Although others have described the OT God simply as a God of justice whereas the NT God was one of grace.
Focusing on the Pauline traditions of the Gospel, Marcion felt that all other conceptions of the Gospel, and especially any association with the Old Testament religion, was opposed to, and a backsliding from, the truth. He further regarded the arguments of Paul regarding law and gospel, wrath and grace, works and faith, flesh and spirit, sin and righteousness, death and life, as the essence of religious truth. He ascribed these aspects and characteristics as two principles, the righteous and wrathful God of the Old Testament, who is at the same time identical with the creator of the world, and a second God of the Gospel, quite unknown before Christ, who is only love and mercy.[7] (Marcionism, wikipedia.org, September 17, 2010)
· Jesus came and died to pay for mankind’s sin and to redeem us from the wrath of the OT god.
· Marcion held Jesus Christ to be the son of the Heavenly Father but understood the incarnation in a docetic manner, i.e. that Christ's body was only an imitation of a material body. He held that Christ in his crucifixion paid the debt of sin that humanity owed, absolving humanity and allowing it to inherit eternal life.
· Paul was the only apostle that understood this truth that the benevolent God was not the same as the Jewish god.
· He rejected all the Old Testament and much of the non-Pauline New Testament.
· He was the first to have an accepted Canon of Scripture which included 10 of Paul’s epistles and part of the gospel of Luke.
· He edited Paul’s writings to exclude Jewish references.
The remarkable thing about Marcion’s teaching was that a person with such strange ideas could have ever had so much influence in the orthodox church.
Ehrman states about Marcionism: “From a historical perspective, it is intriguing that any such religion could claim direct historical continuity with Jesus.” (Lost Christianities, p.103).  In other words, how could Marcion ever have come up with such unusual ideas?  Unlike other Gnostics and modern cult leaders he never claimed special revelation apart from what is revealed in the accepted canonical scriptures.  It seems highly unlikely that such strange teachings could come from a devout person that followed only the canonical Scriptures.
Is it possible that Marcion has been grossly misrepresented by the early fathers that opposed him?  This could be the case for a number of possible reasons.

1.  The early Fathers were known to have intentionally misrepresented or exaggerated the claims of their opposition in order to strengthen their own arguments.

The scandal in regard to him, reported by Tertullian in his De Praescriptione, 30, is quite in accord with Tertullian's usual conduct towards heretics, and may be set aside as not having the slightest foundation in fact, and as absolutely contradicting what we know of Apelles from this report of his contemporary, Rhodo. His moral character was certainly above reproach, and the same may be said of his master, Marcion.

http://www.bible.ca/history/fathers/NPNF2-01/footnote/fn31.htm
2.  They never fully understood Marcion’s teaching, but rather made assumptions because of the sharp distinction he made between Law and Grace and therefore believed that he held beliefs similar to other Gnostics who did in fact believe in two gods and did hold that the material world was evil.  e.g.  Marcion never makes reference  to the platonic  idea of the demiurge, but he is commonly quoted as believing in this concept of the creator god as separate from the loving God of the NT.
3.  The Fathers were sloppy in their discussion of his teachings, at times assuming what they thought he would necessarily have to believe and writing as if they knew he believed it.  For example one might say that Marcion eliminated OT references from the Pauline epistles, when what one means is that in order to hold such a position (assuming, perhaps incorrectly, an understanding of his teaching) he would have had to eliminate such references.

How different would Marcion’s teachings seem if the following assumptions were correct?
1.  The extant records and interpretation of Marcion’s teachings are not accurate and that much of his actual teaching was either deliberately or unintentionally misrepresented.

2.  Marcion actually held to a much more orthodox view of Christianity, he accepted as authoritative the Old Testament but did not believe it was meant for Christians in the Church age.

3.  Marcion recognized the unique ministry of Paul in a similar way that we do, that he was the only apostle to the gentiles and that he had been given a special revelation which had been kept secret since the beginning of time.

If these assumptions are correct the following interpretations of his teachings would be possible. My comments are in red.
In Marcionite belief, Christ was not a Jewish Messiah, but a spiritual entity that was sent by the Monad to reveal the truth about existence, and thus allowing humanity to escape the earthly trap of the demiurge. (Marcionism, wikipedia; Sept. 16, 2010)
Marcion’s alleged dualism may have been a misunderstanding of an emphasis on the 
sarx / pneuma distinction which is so prominent in Paul.  He is said to have been an ascetic.  It may not have been because he saw the flesh as inherently evil, but rather he recognized the spiritual battle that the Christian is engaged in, and like Paul, saw the need to bring the flesh into submission.  He could have easily gone to extremes as was common among the orthodox ascetics in the early church.
Marcion called God, the Stranger God, or the Alien God, in some translations, as this deity had not had any previous interactions with the world, and was wholly unknown. See also the Unknown God of Hellenism.  (Marcionism, wikipedia; Sept. 16, 2010)
Ehrman states that for Marcion, “The New Testament is completely new and unanticipated.” (Lost Christianities, p.107)

Writing around 180 AD Irenaeus states the following regarding Marcion’s beliefs, “with regard to those who allege that Paul alone knew the truth and that to him the mystery was manifest by revelation, let Paul convict himself.” (Bercot, 419) (Bryan Ross, www.gracelifebiblechurch.com)

Tertullian states the following in 207 AD regarding what the Marcionits believed, “the Marcionistes allege that Marcion did not so much innovate on the rule of faith by his separation of the Law and the Gospel, as restore it after it had been previously adulterated.” (Bercot, 420) 

This could be understood as recognizing the gospel of Paul as a “mystery” hidden since before the world began.  In fact if he referred to the “mystery” as recorded in Paul he may have been misunderstood to be a Gnostic since it was also a term they were fond of.  Even Paul has been accused of Gnostic tendencies by some scholars.
Paul, with his focus on free grace, was by far Marcion's favorite Apostle. As a result, he rejected the writings attributed to all the other Apostles and relied on forms of Luke's Gospel and ten Pauline epistles that he redacted. (http://www.christianorigins.com/marcion.html)

Here we see a position similar to our own.  Not that we, or Marcion, necessarily reject the writings of the other apostles but we simply understand that they were addressed primarily to the Jewish Christian believers.
As Dr. Fisher explained, Marcion rejected "the entire Old Testament, [and] settled for Luke's Gospel (eliminating chapters 1 & 2 as too Jewish) and Paul's letters (except for the pastoral ones)." (http://www.christianorigins.com/marcion.html)

He may have been accused of not recognizing the Old Testament, but in fact simply was saying it was “for us but not to us.”
Significantly, Marcion also took a scalpel to Paul's letters, eliminating as many positive references to Judaism or the Old Testament as possible. "Marcion dealt with the text of Paul's letters in the same way as with the text of Luke's gospel: anything which appeared inconsistent with what he believed to be authentic Pauline teaching was regarded as a corruption proceeding from an alien hand." F.F. Bruce, The Canon of Scripture, at 140. The mention of Abraham as an example of faith was eliminated from Galatians (3:6-9), as well as the connection between the law and the gospels (3:15-25). He removed Romans 1:19-21:1, 3:21-4:25, and most of Romans 9-11, and everything after Romans 14:23. (www.christianorigins.com/marcion.html)  What if he was merely accused of taking out these portions of scripture but did not actually do it?  These and similar accusations have been made of Grace believers many times in modern times despite the clear teaching that we accept all of scripture as being “for us but not to us.”, i.e. the common accusation that we don’t believe in the OT and gospels.

This could be a misrepresentation.  Tertullian, believing that Marcion taught no continuity between Old Testament and New, might be saying that the only way for him to come to these conclusions was for him eliminate those passages.  This is similar to the way that critics of Mid-Acts dispensationalism will accuse us of throwing out the gospels.

Marcion is said to have gathered scriptures from Jewish tradition, and juxtaposed these against the sayings and teachings of Jesus in a work entitled the Antithesis  (Marcionism, wikipedia.org, September 17, 2010)
This was an apparent list of contradictions between the teachings of the Old Testament and those of Pauline truth (although they say in this that it was a contrast with the teachings of Jesus, it may in fact have been Jesus as interpreted by Paul).  This could be very similar to the same such lists that many Pauline dispensationalists make today.  This could have been misunderstood by Tertullian and others of Marcion rejecting the Old Testament.
In those heretical circles the reverence for St Paul was almost boundless. (http://www.ccel.org/ccel/harnack/origin_nt.iii.ii.html)

This sounds an awful lot like the accusation that modern grace believers “worship Paul”

It was, moreover, Marcion himself that, according to Esnik, taught that Christ had twice descended from Heaven; the first time to suffer and to die, the second time to call Paul and to reveal first to him the significance of His death.74 (http://www.ccel.org/ccel/harnack/origin_nt.iii.ii.html)74Esnik (vide my Lehrbuch d. Dogmengeschichte, 14, S. 304): “Then the second time Jesus descended in the form of His Godhead to the Lord of created things (the Demiurge) and held judgment with him concerning His death. . . . Then He left him and caught up Paul and showed him the price, and sent him to preach concerning the price for which we were bought, and that all that believe in Jesus are bought back from this righteous (God) to the good (God).” Thus Paul was the first to reveal the secret of redemption, not Jesus Himself.[image: image1.png]



This is very similar to the teaching of many Mid-Acts dispensationalists that Paul was the only one that taught the true meaning of Christ’s death
Regarding Marcion:

It was no mere school for the learned, disclosed no mysteries for the privileged, but sought to lay the foundation of the Christian community on the pure gospel, the authentic institutes of Christ. The pure gospel, however, Marcion found to be everywhere more or less corrupted and mutilated in the Christian circles of his time. His undertaking thus resolved itself into a reformation of Christendom. This reformation was to deliver Christendom from false Jewish doctrines by restoring the Pauline conception of the gospel, Paul being, according to Marcion, the only apostle who had rightly understood the new message of salvation as delivered by Christ. In Marcion's own view, therefore, the founding of his church—to which he was first driven by opposition—amounts to a reformation of Christendom through a return to the gospel of Christ and to Paul; nothing was to be accepted beyond that. This of itself shows that it is a mistake to reckon Marcion among the Gnostics. A dualist he certainly was, but he was not a Gnostic. (Wikipedia; Marcionism, 8/5/2010 taken from Encyclopedia Britannica of 1911)
Notes for further research:
Further research must be done on Apelles, a disciple of Marcion, who is understood to have rejected the dual god concept.  Perhaps he never rejected the idea since it never existed, but rather his authentic Marcionite traditions were more correctly preserved.
The Prologues to the Pauline Epistles (which are not a part of the text, but short introductory sentences as one might find in modern study Bibles [3]), found in several older Latin codices, are now widely believed to have been written by Marcion or one of his followers. Harnack notes [4]: (Marcionism, wikipedia.org, September 17, 2010)
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