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The canon of Scripture and the process of canooizatst in the upper echelons of
Christendom in relation to the issues raised andeaf debate encompassed concerning
the integrity of the canon’s compilation and conipos. Considered by many to be the
dean of evangelical scholars, Dr. F. F. Bruce (18390) was Rylands Professor of
Biblical Criticism and Exegesis at the UniversifyManchester in England. Dr. Bruce
meticulously examines the historical evidence lier acceptance of the canon in a
method consistent with the thorough and scholgfyreaches exemplified in additional
works such a¥he Books and the Parchments andThe New Testament Documents. In
addition to these and other works, His volumeshenApostle Paul are standards among
theologians old and newl’he Canon of Scripture emerges from the plethora of Bruce’s
body of writings to ascend to the pinnacle of graatiern theological literature as a
noteworthy milestone in the research and studycapiral canonicity.

With amazing accuracy and attentiveness to d&ailce begins his journey via the
historicity of canonization with a summation. Hisservations are weighted but not
limited to various “windows” in the canonizationogess. His early chapters are rooted
in an overview of the historical evidence and saiisation for the acceptance of the
canon. There is thorough scrutiny of the precedstablished in the writings of the Old
and New Testaments, as well as various intangielgarding the acceptance achieved as
what is now deemed divinely inspired Scripture.

One of the overriding and transcendent values oBuce’s research is the scholarly
perspective characterized by his effort. The pagesn expression of objective and
unbiased studious investigation; furthermore, apoiot does the author exhibit any
inclination toward skewing his findings to a pautar point of view. The evidence of his
approach seems clear through the numerous citadimhseferences found in the
progression of chapters. Dr. Bruce shows greagrtigpe in assimilating centuries of
analysis and commentary while leaving no stoneraetll

An additional feature of the book can be observetthé embarkation of a chronological
approach, as his observations are meshed withuesgagl and yet historical summation
of the canonicity issue. He does not limit his coentary to only a few thinkers, but
rather provides an exhaustive overview of majoygis in the canonicity drama. While
Professor Bruce’s study of canonicity has certali@gefited from his predecessors’
labors, he seems to possess a unique perspecbieta final attribute of this
monumental work. His discussions of textual astit, exegesis, and interpretation lend
themselves to audiences ranging from the highest peBiblical scholarship to the
sinuous plains of lay thought and understandifige Canon of Scripture would by no
means be considered an “easy” read but tends do‘easily” as the author provides a
basic text for the study of canonicity.

F. F. Bruce places his systematic examination @hibktoricity of canonization upon a
somewhat simplistic framework as he explores thmdations of the Old Testament and



segues into an exposition of the New Testamens. cbinclusion is likewise methodical
as he addresses such sensitive aspects of canamizaterion, criticism, and
interpretation. The reader is well positioned égib the journey of understanding the
process of canonization after gaining a clear patsge through the brief introduction. It
is clear that Professor Bruce intends to gain ageative concerning the contents of
Scripture and the distinguishing qualities thab\atd for their exclusiveness from other
revered writings of the Old and New Testament eras.

Dr. Bruce demonstrates his foundational understandi Christian theology by

beginning the exploration of the Old Testament caamad its development by pointing to
Jesus Christ. He views Christ as both the fouadatnd fulfillment of Scripture;
furthermore, the Law and the Prophets bear witteesis ascendancy as Messiah. The
author explains the vast importance of the Septiagi the early Church appealed to the
Hebrew texts much in the same way Jesus demorsisdtiee on earth. To assist the
reader in gaining a clear understanding of cantiBrofessor Bruce examines centuries
of “process” regarding the Christian canon of tHheé Testament. From East to West, he
introduces the observer to the many personalitidsptaces that contributed in
positioning the sacred Hebrew writings to theircgl®f prominence in the early Church.

By his own admission, Bruce prefaces his analysis@aces an emphasis upon the New
Testament. It must be noted, however, that he doewaiver in the assessment that the
vitality of the Septuagint. A thorough analysistioé Septuagint as a sacred text is
followed by the first major “pivot point” of Bruce’exposition as he emphasizes the
witness to Christ. It is his strong assertion that“Old Covenant” became a “New
Covenant” in both a theological and literary sense.

As Professor Bruce begins to delve deeper intésthees of canonization, he explores the
councils and synods which assembled to debatessiies of inclusion and exclusion.
Issues of criteria are thoroughly addressed amé ke significant emphasis placed

upon the key aspects of apostolic authority andession. He also explores the
remarkable facet that New Testament books obtanezlithoritative height not based
upon their inclusion in the canon but in fact bessathey were consistently regarded as
divinely inspired. Dr. Bruce recognizes the kewidéd foundational aspects of the Old
Covenant texts, and segues to the New Covenanhgsiin which the shared heritage of
the Jews and the newfound passion of the New Testiawriters find common ground.

At a second “pivot point,” Bruce emphasizes thatwhitings of the new age brought
about the manifestation of the “prophesied” Jeststhe One who is “revealed;”
furthermore, he underscores the fact that the Gegpeserve the words of Jesus with
authority. The Pauline corpus, of whom even Marabowed affection, expounded
upon the teachings of Jesus and found partnerstfithve Acts of the Apostles to tell the
experiences of efforts to share the truths of JE€uist. Professor Bruce is likewise
conscientious and thorough as he journeys thraougledanonicity of New Testament
writings which were slower to gain acceptance aglthdates their uniqueness among
writings that did not gain such widespread confiiora The author gives tremendous
historical narrative concerning the impact of seanly church personalities from



Ireneaus to Augustine and their impact upon thergemee of a fixed canon of pure
distinctiveness by the fourth century.

The final chapters of the text body focus upon canoriterion. Historical personalities
speak boldly through Bruce’s research in addressénvgral questions regarding the
ultimate process of canonization. Issues aredaisgarding the exclusion of certain
writings, which manifests itself in the discussmfrProtestant view as contrasted with the
Roman Catholic traditions. Professor Bruce’s owit® as a great evangelical scholar is
heard, in particular, through his commentary regaythe inspiration of Scripture;
moreover, his observations of canonical exegesisuanotations worthy of the ear of any
aspiring biblical exegete (this is likewise a prisnéocus of the second appendix). Itis in
this vein thafThe Canon of Scripture provides additional value as a source of solid
Biblical theological formation.

With quasi-apologetic overtones, Bruce concludesbimmation of canonicity through
an evaluation of the controversies regarding tleer&t” gospel of Mark. Originally
delivered in lecture format, this section makesifiberesting reading. Ironically, his
assertions concerning the historicity of the auticeviarkan gospel account regarding its
placement in the canon and chronological positig@ippear to be in harmony with some
early church fathers. This could, perhaps, protigagreement with many contemporary
readers of Bruce’s work who view Mark’s gospel esvling valuable source material
for the subsequent Matthean and Lucan gospel vexsio

It is quite clear, however that the integrity of. Bruce’s objectivity is felt, and he tends
to take positions that are consistent with maimastrevangelical thought. He affirms the
sensitivity and veracity of the apostolic writinghose credibility and inspiration
centered in the witness of Christ. He is constsiéth his earlier observations that “the
New Testament books did not become authoritativéhi® Church because they were
formally included in a canonical list; on the camyr, the Church included them in her
canon because she already regarded them as divsplyed, recognizing their innate
worth and generally apostolic authority, directratirect.” (The New Testament

Documents: Are They Reliable? F.F. Bruce, p. 27)

Biblical scholars from both ends of the theologsaéctrum will find F. F. Bruce’s
authoritative work on canonicity palatable. Thekaould prove beneficial to scholars
interested in the exploration of the foundatiorsofipture. The exhaustive effort thus
becomes a comprehensive and yet objective ovemwidie historical evidence
encompassing canonicity. The reader is placecconaortable posture to “weigh” the
objectivity of the evidence presented in reachimeggubjectivity characteristic of
academic disciplines. It is also worth noting thia¢ Canon of Scripture can rise above
the expectations of scholarship and fit nicelyhia framework of standard Scriptural
study and exegesis. For the student of Scriptiezested in a resource rich in substance
and apologetics, this work will prove beneficiar@sponding to one of the most asked
guestions of any Christian: “How did the Bible anigte?” The Canon of Scripture can
support the efforts of one seeking to defend ofath and the authority and integrity of
Holy Scripture
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