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GNOSTICISK UNSCRAMDLED
by
Charles V. Dorothy

The following prieis of tho vast subject called GNOSTICISM and its myriad
sects will eliatify muceh scholarly confusion, and prove these principles:

1. Cmosticism can be DETINED,

2. Gnoslicism can be CLASSIFIED, though scholars wasto much time on this
UNNECESSAWY PROCLESS.

d. Grosticism 15 PRE-CIRISTIAN (except for the doctrine of Christis redemo-

vion) and existed before 30 AL D. in the Greek, Egyptian and Syro-Labylenian world),
L]

do Gnosteism as & complete systom BEGAN WITIH SIMON MAGUS, whaa ho

e K IC

combined (syacretized) Babylonian-Hellenie Gnosticism with his porverted form of

:

Christianity.

5. Gnosticism therefore IS NOT JEWISI IN ORIGIN as modern scholavs tiink, but

1o *
o

GANMARITAN, o

oo

6. Cnosticism wus o DISTINCT RELIGION, but did not STAY OUTSIDE of the Cintrel,

rather WORRMED ITS WAY INTO THE CHURCIL 5
7. Gnosticism developed in three stages, and tho third stage had streny influcaoy

upon the CATHOLIC CIIURCIT,
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THE GNOTTY, GNAUGIITY, GNASTY GNOSTICS

Wiy chould we remila i eonin on about Gnosticisma?  The BIBLE gives us
o ddues we need o undesstana this "new religion of krowledgo' (gnosis),  Dogluaing
vadr Acts aml Simon Musus (a Gnostic), and ending with Revelation, the Dible rovoals

c"Gnosis falsely so ealled” (I Tim. 6:20) =~ a false religion using the name of Christ,

but i actuality opposed o e true Christ. Here is the story. -
VAT 13 GROSTICISM?
" logical ordor we ounht to begin by deflining Gnosticism ... a point on which

VWILTERS ON THE SURJECT ARE NOT AGREED,
--Dictionary of Cheisuan iowrinhy

Vol, i1, aruielo "Gnosticism,V
PR, 673,

“

"No uestion, however, has more perplexed historians than diat which vefors w

the direct origin of Gneslicism. v
-=3iblical, Theologieal and
Iecleainrtical Cyelopacdia,
AM'Clinteel and Swoung, Vol. 4,

article "Cuosticism, ™" po. SUL,

"DEFINING GNOSTICISM 1S AN EXTRAORDINARILY DIFFICULT TASK, sincc

godera weilers use the term to cover a'wide variety of speculative religious phono- o

TR

-=Guosticism jn Early Chuis

C e R. b Grant, ppe €.

We J:;;:‘y' — on the basiz of the Bible -= thal Gnosticism I8 BEASY TO DEFIN:

. cem o ca s

PSS SO A .

A Satanic religion ol du:ﬂisn{, combining Orienwal
. superstition with Greek philosophy, denying God e
. ws Creator, and promising "REDEMPTION' by 7 few-] :
speeial krowledge (naosis) of the angelic {demon)
realm,




P P '

HOW can the bewildering variety of Gnoslic sects be CLASSIFIED?

Scholars aro in bitter disngreement over elassifying the labyrinthal mazo of

Cnostic systems and speculations ~-

"Speculations so wild and so bhaseless that it is

irksome to read them and difficult to believe -

that time was when acquainfance with them

was counted as what alone deserved the name of
'knowledge'." (Dictionary of Christian Biography
Vol. I, pp. 678.) .

As M'Clintock and Strong say "It has been found very difficult to arrange
thir several Gnostic seets according to any principle of elassification’ (Biblical
vycopaediz, Vol. I, pp. 892).

Lot us solva this bitter controversy in the fellowing manncy, TFORGET the

clagsification controversy -~ it does NOT PROFIT! Gnosticism, being o raligion

points of view.
Mowever, the scrious student -~ if he desires more dotail -~ will {ind two
classilications helpfuls

1) Division of all sects into "Judaistic’ va, Anti-Judaistic
(depending on their view of God's law and tho Old
Testament) -- Neandor's system.

2) Division of all seets into Ascetic va, Licentlous (sexual
profligucy) -~ Clement of Alexandria®

Lanotier clussification into three groups == Baur's -= at first appears helpiul:

1) Secls combining Christianity with both Judaism and Hellenism; 2) Christianily
apsingt both Hellenism and Judaism; 3) Christianity identificd with Judaism, but
opposed W Heathenism.  Dut on analysis we find only one actual scct cach fits

b idiod,
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Going baek 40 pre-Christian gnonis, we {ind the Platonic doctrine of a god

withdrawn entirely within himscl{, intelligible only to tho initiated, dualism, and
a Fadl of spivit beings, the Pythagoroeun doctrine: the Drahminic doctring of

2
eminition and hypostatizing of the divine attributes; tho Parsic representation of God
a5 lisht, of a dualism in which God is continually attacked by a world of matier, and
the eternal conflict between good and evil (darkness); and the Buddhist notions of a
Gl in roceus of development and of souls longing to be {reed from matter.

Pae Alexandrian literature, in which most of these clements had found a place,
wars Jiffused among tho cducated clusses in all those countries in which Gnosticism
Lowrishaed, and might have been the mediating ageney through which the mind of the
rust was brought into communieation with that of the West. " {Ibid)

Tt two very authoritative sources prove once and for all there was & PRE-

CHRISTLAN GNOSIS,  "Thus the essential part of most of the conceptions of what

wer cadl Gnosticism was already in nxistence and fully developed DEFORE the risc

o Chesstioity,
--Tncyelopaedin Beitannien, 11th
ed,, Vol. 12, p, 187,

1

3

... The accounts given ol Simon Mugus, Memunder and Dositheus /Bimon's teuches/,

who have beeo: e almost mythical, atleast prove that in Syria Gaostic tendoncies
made their appearanco at an early period, !

--I5 R, Ilagenbach, Higtory of
Doctrines, Vol, I, p. 54,

GNOSTICISM IS SAMARITAN, NOT JEWISH. "Simon's doctrines wors substantially

those of the Gnostics, and he is not without reason regaxded as the {lvst who attomptad

to engraft theurgy and cgotism of the Magian philosophy upon Christianity,

-=-Biblicul Encyelopaedia, ed. by
) Fallows, p.1591,
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Tere we naust rofute 1 AL wcaat, roolessor Quispal and seme other modern
celclarn who endeavos L prove tiat Goonticisia s Jewish,  Grant :sa&s that the
corriest queount Mwa posaess ol s ‘{Ennst"uism’37m'igin treats it as based on
cecterin Judwasm (Goostoibm end Uarlv Chivistinaily, p. 14).  Cavelul! "Scet-
arvad't s corcect; but ot "Judaism. 't Grant says th:l'; the cavlicst aceount wus
Loovided about the year 170 by the o ewish Chrisiian writer llegesippus, Hegesippas
ol us that James we Just prosched Jesus to seven "Jewish'! scels: Esscencs,
f!;\]if\';xlmz;, lvﬁ.:rn.c:m'));.vﬁi;;aw, Masbothcans (also baptizers), SAMARITANS, Sadducecs,
and Phavisces," Defore wae eommcent on the Samarilans, let's hear {rom an even
covtior anthority.  Actaully, Justin Mariyr wrote his fivey upolony at Lumo about AL130,
Fuastin was a Samaritan by birth. I information is cven eorlicr ﬁmn‘Hegesippub..

o, L alter Christ's ascension into heaven the dovils put forwasd cortain men who said
ol they thewselves were gods; o . . There was a Samaritun, £imon, o . . and alivost all
they Samavitans, and a fow even of other nations, worship him, and acknowledye Luw as

e 45t e,

5 o @

~=7ihe 1Miret Asoloyy of A din
“\-""‘“\\ Chaps. 23-1., Todnd
in Voi. I, Ante~Niceae Yathors. gl

The historical contoxt of Justin shows he deems Simon te be the {irst Goostic;
Justin menhions him first,

The thivd earlicst Cutholic autaority as to the origin of Gnosticism is Irenacuu.
42

"y

¥
"According o Lrenaeus Uch\oh}(:st Grostic systems are those ho asceribes (o SIMON
MAGUS, Menander, and Ssturninus, ! -
-~ii, ML Grant, Grosticis __’:_;“

JOBIAY C‘H.ni.mmv, Ve 1y
~=Jounceus, Axavigt Iovesics [ 26-34,
?
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Y aceount of Lo Jevelopaent of Guosticism has {0 be concerned with the

deiv o nerson and doctyine of simon Magus, singe such Crhistian writers such

Lodunting dlegenippes, ocaacus, and the author of the Acts of the Apostles vegard

pons the eavlic L Cucecies™ An amazing admission for Dy, Grantl
-=R, M. Grant, ibid, n. 70
Yot oce modern seholar is covrect in his insjstcncc»aguinst the "Jowish
orian

theory == Hans Jeons,  see his excellent refutation ol professor Quispel iy
o e in edern Selolurshiy, cd, by o Paillip Iyatt pp, 279-93, Jonas shows
s leeve ave no early bebrew Grostic writings, there is only one Jewish name ja
ool Caosticinm -~ AND TEAT NAMS IS SINON, "iut \EITIU&R IIAD IT
LTTCEST /108 ULTIMATE OKIGIN IN JUDAISAL feom the strong heathen-_
sivots philosophy, undergoing manifold modification and 'ILC;)nlnlicd”LLIO\L in the

Coey D,

~-fnevelopaedie Biblien, ol
by Cheyne and Black, p. 1742

Crozticism's Real Ovizin

A odore scholurs ace eliiming move and mova tha Cnosticinm stactod s an

CEUSTOOTOF GUDLISNL This 3 5o reel

Wi relation Cio Caosticism have then with Judaisni?  Let a renowned anthority,

ihoos Jonas answes: The nature of the relation of Gnosticism to Judaism -~ jn fisel

a

ot londable faet -- is dofined by the anti-Jewish anivnus /.».:m‘rii/ with which it is

satacatod, (l ,.%D?':. is Jounas u,

-=ibiu, p. 235,



hus when Grant says thad Hegesippus traces the origin of Gnosticism of the
ci,owe st ook elosely at the list Hegesippus gives us,  We again call yowr
cition o the seven "Jowish" sects (page 6) and remind you that SAMARITANS

doeamong them,
Listen o the saveastic answor of Jonas to the "Jewish origin' theory, and
Sone ddea e o Jewsh desare Tor "Gnosis™ eventually led wo the origin of Gnostigism,

poocerly speaking, at the Uringe of Judaism” {an assertion of Professor Quispel):

"But Jewish orthodox "Gnos.s™ of itscl{ just eannot lead to something basically

different hrom itself, Somebody must have taken it and made it into something

»

aew, forned it upside down, Who did se?  Gnosties (Mproperly speaking!) w

bs e, " oafter showing that Jews would hardly have attacked their own

s ions, taeir own people, their own religion, so {icrceely as did Gnosticism, he
eoiis if it might be Simon the Magician from Samaria who Yis, as it happens, the

cartiest of thewn all,
"We musi wnt forget that he /Simon/ was the membor of a very
specially placed commudty, a group disceriminuated ugainst,
rejected, despised, Heve we have a palpable motive for a
respoise ue Yeboentanent, ageression and spite; and here for
onze we can conpect a definite meaning with much invoked,
hazy tern "fringes {or oulskivts) or Judaism, ™ "ut! which,
we arve lohd, Gnosticism orviginated, a term that usually promipls
me o asks Inside or ouwtside the line? The Swiritans wore
ractly inand pacidy out, und some ol them apparently yvery fur

out, " (Empiasis Jonas',)

~--Tlans Jonas, ibid, p. 201,

At el we see vhat the vague "ringe of Judaism' really is] It is SAVARLA.

e

roehirch Blstory and cawreh trslition tell ws, and as even soma modern scholars

4

'
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LAGUS,

Simon lmduplcnty ol Babylonian (and Persian) material to worl with in Sumaria.
e remind you that it is not strange for Babylonian mysteries to be in Syvia and
Saomaria, The Samaritans were a hybrid race originally from Babyloa and Persia

AT Fioes 17 and Bzea 4 reveal. For proof that Bahy]oni:x;x customs and religions

coce imported from Babylon and Syria o Rome, sce Dr, E"rncst Marxtints paper
catitled "The Pace Change in Ancient Italy!"t Dr. Martin's paper conclusively proves
{hat Babylon had funnelled much of its racial stock -~ and also its religious jdeas «-
fo Syvia, and later to Rome.

We have thus abundantly proved that Gnosticism is ”pre-—Chrirstian" as to its
prepavation, and Simon Magusite as o its foundation, |

WHY Gnoslicism?

Only important question remains., Why, or for what purpoge, did Satan devise

I

Consticism®? RRemember, what Satan cannet destroy he must CONFUSE OR CADPTURE,

We will now prove {}‘at Gnosticism intended to become o UNIVERSAL RIELIGION,

Bvidence Xb so abundant that, cven though Gnosticism had a syncretistic (hybrid
raligiony background, it nevertheless was as Hans Jonas said ""a roligion of its own, "
cnosticism wns an intentional dovintion from tho truth -~ from nrthndax'y. Lislon tu
Teanders "When these Gnosties, WITH THFRIR SYSTEM ALREADY MADE, looked info

the New Testament, they could easily find it /their new religion/ all there, sinco they

only sought for points to which they might attach it. "

-=-Neandex's Church Jisiory,
Volb. II, p. 30,




~10-

"lhey /Gnostics/ undertook (o set forth Christianity as the ABSOLUTE RELIGION,
aus they thercfore placed it in opposition to the other religions, to that of the Old
Testiment as well (not alone o Jrelaism); but the absolute religion, which they
coupled with Christ, was to them vssentially identical with the results of the philo-
sophy ol religion, for which they had now found the basis in a revelation, Thoy wero
accardingly a class of Christians who essayed through a sharp ouset TO CONQUER
Christianity for Hellenic culture, and Ilelienic culture for Christianity...."

--Iarnack, History of Dopgma,
page 60.

5

"The later Gnosticism is, in fact, as Chiflet has well expressed it, 'The spirit

of Asiatic antiquily sceking {o assert its EMPIRE over the soul of Man by insinuating itsel

into the Christian Churchi™

#

~~C. W, King, The Gnostics and
Romains, p. 9.

We now show Gnosticism had two poals -- pervert, confound and confuse the true
Church, if possible; bring more error into the Catholic Church at a later date.
Armed with their deliberate perversions of Old Testiment geripture (what Juis

calls the antl-Semitic animus), fully intending to pervert Christianity sccovding v Sulan's

plan, they wormed into the church, ""These Gnostics for the most part had no intcution

ol separating from the rest of the church, and establishing distinet communitics of their
cvm. . o they were for UNTTING WITH THE ORDINARY CONGREGATIONS, and cstablish-
ing in connection with them a kind of theosophic school of CHRISTIAN MYSTERIES, V'

-

~--Necander's Church Ilstory,
Vol., II, p. 33 e

One other important fact about Gnosticism must not be overlooked. The German

seholar Lipsius (Gnosticism, Hs Essence, Origin, and Development, 18360) showa the

T e s 58 S Skl M G0 a0 om0



development of Gnosticism is similar to a curve which began only slightly "of{"
from the truth, diverged far out, and finally returned closcly to the Catholic
Church! | |

", .. finally, under the Marcionites, the Gnostic speculation APPROXIMATES
VIERY NEARLY that of the more liberal CATIIOLIC TEACHERS, "

, --McClintock and Strong, Op. cit,
p. 893, Sce Dictionary of

Christian Biography, Vol, II,
page 682,
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