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renmus: Epistola ad Florinum,
Adversus Haeresies RBooks I.-V.

American Fnrjclopawdlan

Theodor Zahn: Introductlon to the New Te %tament
Volumes I,- III,

Adolf Julicher: TnuTOdUCtJOH to the New T@%bament

Kurtz: Chureh History,

Sanday;v Criticism of the Fourth Gospel,

Godet Commentary on the New Te estament
Gospel of St, John, Volg, I.-I1.

Athenagoras; - Apology.

Justin Martyr: I. Apology

2« Apology,
3. Dialogue with Trypho,

G."W. Gilmore: The Johannean Problem,
The Expositor's Greek Testament: Gospel of 8%, Jonn.
3ames Oryr: The Virgin Birth of Christ,
Hinpolytus: Refutation of all Haeresiesg

( Pnilosophumena),
Salimon: ' Introduction to New Testament,
Encycldwaﬂd&a1 Letter of Church at Smyrna.,
Polycaro: ’ Letter to Philinnians,

Ignatius; Letter to the Xohesians,
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THE AUTHORSHIP OF THE FOURTH GOSPEL.

The gieafimajority(of fhéological writers of,rénown
are prepared to accept the authenticit& éhd géguineness;'
of the‘Syﬁoptic’Goépéls;'”ﬁEny ipdeed'give. for%eéfinter~
pretafionS'to various.passages,'intefﬁretétions that remind

one of the Gnostics of old, but most scholars admit that tke

titles of the Synoptic Gospels are true,

The fires of criticism, howefer& burn brightly about -

:thé‘rourthleospel. Since the publication of Bretschneider's
able work dn 1820, theologians of  note have struggled with
| fhe question of the authorship of the.Fqurth’Gospél.VI wi1l |
ot for a moment intimate that either side had any ulterior

motive, although the'Speculétionslpro_and conlhave somet imes k -ﬁiﬁ

reminded me more of the arguments of & skilled lawyer'than
the serene ané even-handed justige and calm reflective'v»

abilities of a scientist, Such speculations, while showing

" the ability and'individuality of the writer, are to my mind
 0£ a questionable benéfit.'Aristotﬁgfs"iaw of the golden

mean is of service here as elsewhere, And forced interpre-

tations are almost as odicus as logical fallacies, In the
following pages‘lbwill_ do my best to avdié‘both. I’will »

try to nrove ny ownlviews'on the subject I discuss -though

‘mathemetical proof is not obtainable- in the best way I

“can, but try te be fair,

~ The question before me is an historic cne..whatever~

views' we may entertain facts of history contain'the-fihal '

criterion of the question,
 VWhat then are the facts of history bearing on this
case 9 | | | ' o | ”
1Despite some extravagances of~imagiﬁati6£,‘it must,

I think be conceded that prlmitlve Chrlstianlty (40 ~500

- A.D, ) was earnest and zealous in attempting to obey the

Master's command to lead the World to Him. Canfe331ons of

faith had not been ertten,‘ how was it nossxble that dlffer-“
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ent systemsz would not be formulated?

Hven the chi&fvﬁ? %h&"ﬁﬁmaklag ma&e S mis%aka at

‘ﬂmtiosh, that could @aaily b@ cnnatru@é ag. &ntaganiyinh

the %h&nlegy of P%ul. Kan apnroagh perfeataan by &ivina ald

ﬁnxy, amé nene but ﬁhe Apostles had, in the i&@ral sense,

~been the disciples of the lord, One faat hmw&v&r, m@kaa my

attention as I reaﬁ ‘the wagﬁa written by the F&tﬂ@?% of

- bhe Churnh.

Their moral sarnestness ia inﬁiayuﬁﬁbla,'

They speculated, but their very speculation shows zeal

. for the couse they sdvocate.

} They may err, bnﬁ'ﬁhay do na%~fahriaaﬁa, And they
are far from shwwing‘any puerility of intellect. . It is true‘

that 1égmﬁﬁary writingm;"wera published 4in that period,

. but‘év@n ﬁheaabﬁhaw h&w_grﬂatly the wriﬁers'éélighteﬁ in

Cothinking on theologleal @ubjeﬁtﬁ. I do not think that £h&ra
i any faet of hi%taiy to prnva/that the writers of the ﬁaw. R
A?éat@m@n%'Apoeryph&'or Pseuﬂe@igx@@ha iﬁtandéé that their .

‘wriﬁinga should he regarded inspired. ?key‘@r@hmé I heliéve,’

aecdrd&ng to their own uﬁéarsﬁanﬁin@; and could no m@rﬁh
ﬁ@ai%t fram wriﬁiag than a moeh can cease to azng or ‘s bird
can guit warbling. It was apantaneous autburst of religious
fervor, th& motive being to glexify God, whatever we think

ab@u% thelr Vi&WE. And avéﬂ it we have to a&mit ﬁhaﬁ some

‘4macrvmaal writim@@ war& Quﬁtad by the FPathers ef Lha Chureh

‘aﬁ Holy ﬁavlpture, f&ﬁ Irenwus, Glmm@nh anﬁ Grig&n regar@@d

"pastor Hermae®), these were @xe&ptiona¢ Cases,

The @arly shurch, moregver, ‘does not show any markeﬁ

'sign% of fanatiaiam. with the possible exc@mtioﬂ of Konﬁaniats;

This g all the more ?o ba wanaarmﬂ st when we ﬁﬂﬁ%lﬁﬁr the

' @ﬁxsecuﬁimnﬁ of hhrmstiams during the fir@t *hrae canturi%ﬂa

- The ecalm fpm_imm displayed by the :,:migzmn martyrs under

all conceivable forms of torture, spesks volumes in defence

{3

of the credibility of the writers who wielded their pen in |




, 43~

'in defence. of their faith during the second arnd thiré'cent~

uries, This bravery of r@signmtian, whiah has ﬂet the 1east
gemblance to bravery of despair, had the effect of sprea&~
ing ﬁhristianity ap@edily and surely. ana T will nmt ‘
gtrive ta minimiye the pségyaolagiaal effect of one mind

on another mind, That certaiﬂly hasg its great valu@.,weither
da I deny that Christ fulfilled, ﬁuring those times of °
trnubl@, 1n‘a 3necia1 way, Hig promise to be always with His
diaiples, Yeb it seem$ to me nmcesmary Anference that there ,
were them some writings 0ancknawledgeé‘ apastglic author-
ship, in order to harmonizes faith and reason in'the’minds
afAGhristians but noere espeaially to satisfy th@se cultufeé‘
men and women who swelled the ranks of chriﬁti&ns durlng the |
first two centuries, I cannat believe that master~min&s as
the twn Clements, Irenwus and eapecxally Qrig&n paaseesed
could have been converted ta_ahrlatianitysfno matter how
beéntiful her teachings, and in ﬁhatever cgntrgsﬁ to the
immérﬂality of heaﬁhanism, "had there not been any writings |
af'”‘apostlesvar_apgstalic,mén%i that could fully be ielieé
on, To become a Christian in thése times meant to' renounce
the pleasures of the world, protection of the 1aw,,life.iﬁ*
gelf if need be, Men will not 3.ay"a.sme‘a11 nopes of earthly
hapmineﬁs, unless they are cunvincea, riot anly of the beauty

of Christianity but also of ?he ﬁruth of it. ﬁen with such

_acknowledged intellectual anllities must have been aanvertea
- by the wriﬁteﬁ,woré ag Paul was converted by ﬁh@vliving

Word.

But, it may be aaksé' What has this to do with the

,qurth @Oﬁp&l° Are not the Bynoptic Gaanela suffiaient for

thia purpose? Yes, they are. And y@t the Fourth Gcsnel
showa such intimate understanding of Jesus, such tender affin-
ity beﬁwean Haster and disciﬁle, such Lhristal&gical aﬂmplete

ness, so child like faith that i fall ke see its varallel

11n even the ! ynnptzc Gesnels. 1 see, therefer@ in th@'
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year 200 AQD,, the Tourth Gospel was universally acknow»
ledged as the work of St, John. I will then proceed from b
that date and trace the evidence backward, as far'as I can,

My first witness is Origen‘(185~954) A mere glance

at his great dogmatic work 7/’ &/0/ ﬁaészcrp" »l'is

v,sufficient; He quotes there the Fourth Gospel over thirty

times;'lt is undeniable that he regards it of the same rank
as the other Gospels of out Canon or the books_of the 01d

mesﬁament. Special quotations wounld be superfluoﬁs in thié‘
éase; Origen wrote in Greek.vﬁnfortﬁnately most of‘his mam

manuscripts are lost, but Rufinus has given us a Latin

translation of Origen's works., It is true.thatvierQMe and.

others accuse Rufinus of having treated the works of Origen
in an arbitrary way. Be that as it may; even the poorest

translation is sufficient for our purnose, - showing abund-

-antly the dependence of Origen on our Gospek as other books

of Scripture. _ ' »

So much for the evidence furnlshed by the great sdholar
of Aéexandria. ﬁrom African Garthage a voice is heard about
220 A.D., quoting the Fourth GOSpel. In the wrltlngs of
Tertullian such quotatlons are numerous. Yet as he uses

1N

them less profusely than Orlgen I will insert two or three

from that author,

I, "Thus, in the Gospel of Johnw the woman of Samaria,.

when conversing with the Lord at the well, says '"No doubt

Thou art greater“ etc° ‘and agaln, " Our fathers worshlpned :

1n this mountain, but Ye say, that in 'erusalem is the plac§.4

where men ought to worshlp" ( John 4:'12,20), ‘
g, w Salvation was of the Jews", ( John 4: 22, witn

change of tense)

I.  Adv, Mafcioném' Iv, 35

2. Adv, Marcionem IV. 35
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I, "1 still have many things to say unto you, buyye

~are mot »yet able to beaf-them, when the Holy Spirit shall

come He will lead you into all truth*. ( In substance

John 186 12-13)

I have said enough to prove that the Fourth Gospel was

treated,in_the same manner as other,books of‘Scrlpture about -

‘the close of the second century.We will now examine the writ-.

ings that were published beforelzao A.D, Clement of Aléx-‘
andrla (2~ 220§ is my'nekt witnésé.f‘That he made use
od the Fourth Gospel cannot be disputed., He quotes the ;
GQSPel at least '31xty times in the Mlscellanies égizkzquZZZAf)'

and his other writings bear the same testimony. I will in-

sert uhree examples one from each of his chief works,

"2y "For the Lord says,‘ Ye are of your father, thé

~devil: and the lusts of ‘your father will ye do, He was a

murderer from the begihhing,-and-abode not in truth, be-

cause there is no truth in him, When he'speakethla'lie, he

speaketh of his own; for he is a liar, and the father of if®,

{ John 8: 4 4)

3, "You are hurried to destruction, because # light is

come into the world, and men have loved the darkness rather

‘than 1ight" { John 3: 19)

4, “He speaks of him as one, that they all may be ong.
as Thou, Father6 art in me and I am in Thee,»that they may
also be one in us: that the world may- also belleve that Thou.
hast sent me, And the glory which Thdénu hast given me, I
have given them, that they may be one as we are one: 1 in o
them and Thou in me, that they may be perfect in one",

- (John 17: 21-23)

e

I. De Monogamia I, 2

. R Misdellanies I, 17

3. ' Exhort. to the Greeks Ch, I.

4, The Instructor I, 6
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Clement also tells us in what mr&ér the Gespels were
written. le says that #sa}m, msat é‘f m;t.a.,'p@méwmg that
what haed Y@fﬁrﬁmﬁﬁ to %h% body in ﬁhﬂ 5@&@@& of our |
%&vim&r. was muffica@ntly detailed, and ha&ﬁgAan@auragaﬁ‘:
by hiw familiay friends, and uyga@,by‘ﬁh@ ﬁ@iriﬁ,.ha @raﬁé
& v%gi?iﬂﬁ%l ﬁﬁ&yﬁl“~x %ﬁnug& has besn said fo prav@ th@%‘
Clement regarded the FYourth Gespel to be the work of 5%,
#ahn.' o |

1 will now adduce the @matimany af @hﬁaphalus of

| An%iamh (zxﬁ~1&%&.%-), whom Husebius declares ta~h&v&
‘bw@n th@ sixth bishay of Antiaah in Syria, fr@m the

apa&tl%w. 2/ In his wark to. Autalymuﬁ writﬁ&n abaut

'vl?b Aolla th@r@ are iauﬁd some few @xpr@aﬂionﬁ %h&t more
ar 1@3% rwflmut the ﬁhaught @f thﬁ ﬁaurﬁh Gugpel. Xn Hne
‘nlaa@ anly, iv a dirsot qmaﬁatimn.” in %aa.h@ginnin@ w&&

the wWord, and the Wbrd was with God"/ 3/ This @anﬁagﬁa is

sﬁid oy %hﬁ@gkiluﬁ to be the w@rﬁg of &th ane of * the
inapira& men®. This quotation sebtles all doubts as to ﬁaﬁ
,vaiua gf'tha other ?&ﬁé&ﬁ&% in ﬁh@ same work that seem té |
be of Johennine origin. | |

Irénmus, bishop of Lyons { %n%n xs& died 3&“}. ia

-tha moat &mmart&nﬁ wriﬁsr during tne second ha&f of the $a~'
‘ ’cand cenbury. Hias great w&rk-a@minst the heretios ( @nawtiaal

is more complete than thm'Wwitingw mf'mﬂy sther ean%amparanwh

aous ngwlagiﬁﬁ. He is, ﬁheraf&ra, ouy m&%t imp&rt&ﬂt witness
&uring this period. ) |
In a lethter to ¥ierimus, o Va&@nﬁinian Gnostie Ireﬁmua

r@miﬂ&s n&m tn&t thay w&r@ heth ﬁiﬁﬁi%l@& af Pa&yn&r@¢ But

,thmaa are his words. 4/" For, whils I was yet a by, 1 say

ﬁh@& im law&r ﬁﬁi& with ?alyamrp, ﬁiﬂ%lﬂ@“ﬁ%ﬁiﬂg thva@mf in :

1., ﬁﬁgﬁhn ﬂiﬁ%. ﬁ@@la ?Eb I&n
2o  Buseb. Hist. BDeel. IV. 20
3( ﬁﬁy ﬁm%@l‘ ( 13. QQ
4( Bpist, ad Flowx. IX.




