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indeed, have we any grounds for conjecturing their identity. 
That they were more than one is proved by the different uses 
and expressions which obtain in the several portions ; e.g., the 
title Lord of Spirits, applied to God so commonly in one 
section, is not found elsewhere ; the angelology differs ; the 
Messianic presentation is not identical, nor the eschatology. 
The attribution of the work to Enoch is doubtless owed to the 
fact that popular tradition assigned to him the reception of 
revelations concerning the secrets of nature and other 
mysteries, the discovery of the alphabet, and the writing of 
the earliest books that the world ever saw.

We have now to speak of the teaching of this Book and 
the lessons to be drawn from it. Granting that it is of 
pre-Christian origin, these are of great interest and import­
ance, as bearing on Jewish opinion in days immediately pre­
ceding the appearance of Christ. But there is one prelimi­
nary question to settle, and that is whether any or what use 
of this work was made by subsequent Christian writers. A 
reader at the last Church Congress astonished and scandalized 
many of his hearers by boldly asserting that St. John in the 
Apocalypse had merely plagiarized from certain extant pro­
ductions of a similar nature. This profane theory was not 
altogether novel, and it requires mention here since the Book 
of Enoch has been appealed to as strongly confirming the 
idea of Christian writers’ indebtedness to previous Apocryphal 
literature.

The author of The Evolution of Christianity, in republish­
ing Lawrence’s translation of our Book, endeavours in his 
introduction to prove that Enoch’s work is the source of many 
Christian opinions and mysteries, primitive Christianity 
having “ freely appropriated his visions as the materials of 
constructive dogmas.” The writer accepts without question 
the Archbishop’s views of the origin, date, and locality of the 
work, except that he is inclined to think that the compiler of 
the Book of Daniel borrowed from Enoch rather than vice 
versâ. He proceeds to give instances of the influence of 
Enoch on subsequent writers and opinions. A few of these 
we will cite. The theory of the immobility of the earth, for


