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Authorship of the Fourth Gospel.

In dealing with a problem of this nature, a variety of metho
present themselves; but in any o£ them it is difficult to elim
inate the personal ecuation. It-ig my intention to treat of it |
from the standpoint from which I wview it, to examine the evidence
not so miuch as to the amount, but.as to its character.
Historical evidence: The apostle John's relation to Jewish Chrifst-
ianity was not su¢h that it is impossible to suppose that he
wrote the fourth Gospel, even at a late date. But the basal po F-
tion of the Tubingen school is that John wrote the Apocalypse,
the most Jewish book of the New Testament, so could not have i
written the fourth Gospel, so anti-Judaic in its teaching. Thifs
however is a very extreme view, as appears on its face, and fiqgs
its basis not so much in the Gospel itself, but rather in the fhlse

;

interpretation . Again it is asserted that the Acts and Gala- !
tions stand in opposition to the theological tenets of John, bd
so far as we ksow, there is nothing which would have prevented X
John from writing such a book twenty years after the destruction
of Jerusalem. Neither is there any weight to be attached to the
argument against the Johannine authorship on the basis of its
supposed entangled history. We must admit that in its general |
outline, it coincides with the history of the Synoptic Gospels. l

As to the date assigned the Gospel by Baur and Schwegler, A. D
160-170, there 1s no ground upon which the supposition can rest%
as will be later pointed out. Zeller reverts back to A.D.150, a
the most probable date, while Hilgenfeld prefiers the dates A.D |
130-140, and willingzly admits the use of the Fourth Gospel by »
Justin Martyr. Renan assumes the Gospel to have been written bp-
tween 125 and 130. Even so conservative a critic as Keim states
in one work that there is every reason to believe that the Gosppl
may have been written betwsen 100 and 117. But later discoveriﬁg
the inevitable and fatal result of such a position, when one aﬁl
tempts to maintain the Gospel as written by another, soon rever&-
ed to 130. In direct proof against this positiom, tradition haé-
it that John lived to a very old age, spending the latteT portipn
of his life in Asia Minor, dying about the year 100. The ques-

. follows, how could a spurious _Gospel,
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been familiar with what he wrote?

unique in character, so different from the other Gospels, secur
such general recognition? Or how can we suppose that it origin-
ated twentyfive or even fifty years after John's death, when so
many were still living, who must have known John personally, an”
External evidence: Amongz the strongest attestations of the :
genuineness of the fourth Gospel, is the general reception accoyd-
ed it by the Christians in the latter portion of the second cen{-
ury. The four Gospels with no other additions, were accepted by!
the great majority of Christians as genuine. In support of this
fiwe find the writings of Irenaeus giving testimony on this very
|p01nt Inasmuch as he was born between the years 125-130, and
spent his youth in Asia Minor, later becoming Bishop of Lyons,
his testimony is not without effect. Clement of the school of
Alexandria, also bears similar witness, and recognizes the four
Gospels as having existed in the first guarter of the second
century. His testimony at least overthrows the contention that
the fourth Gospel did not appear until the latter portion of thd
second century, for he lived about the year 190, travelling con{
stantly in the search of religiouas information. Akain we have ﬁ
the evidence of Tertullian, of northern Africa, who had attaine§
the summit of his power during the latter portion of the same |
century. In addition to this, the four Gospels were found in 1

the ancient Syriac version of the New Testament, which made itsﬁ

lappearance in the second century, which omits the second and ﬁ
for the auth#

third epistles of John, as well as the Apocalypse,
ship of the latter was disputed in the early church. Agreeing
with this, they were found in the old Latin version,
in northern Africa, during the second century. It is attested t
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which appeired

E

by the Muratonian canon, written c¢l70 A.D. and is the oldest ligt

of canonical books which has been handed down fto us.
The worth of the argument based on the general acceptation,
appears in that they must have existed long before this,
L to gain such universal recognition.
seemed united upon this, and especially the authorship of the
, fourth Gospel, holding tenaciously to their position enduring
the scorn of their fellows, their hatred, and even suffeélng

martyrdom
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b the fourth Gospel and the other three, is rather in support of
|l the Johannine authorship, than opposed to it, for the dlffereno s
would be but the zreater and make its peneral acceptance the mole
difficult, unless we,accept ﬁhe position that from the first,it}
was handed down a8 genuine.. ‘
The"Supernatural Religion'takes the basis that in the first hglf
of the second century, .a. lar8e number of spurios gospels and reg
ligious writings appeared, +ith the names of certain of the apog-
tles and various others attached, and that thus there is room fpr
the belief that the fourth Gospel was but one of these. In the ﬂ
second place it claims that we bhave a right to expect great aoour—
acy in the quotations from the Gospél by the Christian Fathers. |
But it is a fact beyond all dispute that the Fathers quoted w1tﬁout
any hesitation in inserting or extractingz whatever they desired
and this is to be explained on the basis that they quoted from |,
memory. As to the first assertion of "Supernatural Religion'", it
is of great significance that all the spurious writings were e-
llmlnated while the four Gospels were retained. The only exception
is the gospel to the Hebrews, which appeared in the time of Jusi
tin Martyr. There is also some objection bscause of the loose wﬁ
in which the term"gospel" was used and that the term may have il
cluded others than the four Gospels. But these other writings

must have been written 150 years after Ch.ist's death. He stated
further that it makes no difference if there be some accurate
quotations of Christ's words, these came from the other GospelsJ
The question then arises if the four Gospels wére universally
received toward the close of the second century, can we not dis
cover some trace of their previous existence? S.R. asserts therg
is no need of inquiring into this, whatever, this because it isq
contrary to the position of the author. Certainly there is somj
weight to be attached to the argument that the Christians over |
the whole world, of many different tongues tnd nationalities,

should accept the four as geniiine, use them at appointeﬁ times Mn
their churches, and accept them as the Divine Word. To be sure t

there was sone den1a1 of the Gospel of John, in the lattpr portion
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|of the second century by some. separate and obscure individuals, §
who afterwardswwfh351f1ed as klogi. Their difficulty was a doctginal
‘one and They also denied the Johannine authorshiv of the Apooa#
'ypse, and they assigned both to Cerinthus, which is evidence enf
ough that they were prejudiced, and by no means critical, for hg

was a héretic. But even then, they admittied it as a work of the
first century, Cerinthus being cotemporary with John. Thus we aie
iled to admit the general acceptation of the Gospel as genuine in
lthe latter part of the second century, almost withoutigxception;
Ezra Abbot makes the inclusion of the fourth Gospel, the Aposq
;tolical'hemoirs of Christ’, appealed to by Justin Martyr, an arggr
ment of no small moment. The writings of Justin Martyr, oonsistﬁd
of two apologies, the first written cl146 thouzh some give the dgte,
138, while the other, a dialogue with Ttrypho, the Jew, was written
somewhat later.In these, he quotes as the authority for his Christ-
ijan teaching, the "Memorabilia' of Christ, and commonly speaks |

of them as memoirs by the apostles. In the first Apolozy, he gives
levidence of the general use in Sabbath worship, of the writings?
of the prophets and these memoirs, showing the equal reoognitio”

of the latter with the former, and that both were used as a bas E
for religious instruction and teaching. ¥ith Origen, Clement, I'L
enaeols, et al, he has Trypho speak of the Gospel, meaning the
particular four. S.R. takes exception to this, and asserts that .
it was worx by all the apostles, but this is superb nonsense,lhnd
absurdeHistory of Christ, given by Justin, is too similar and 'Fo
close ly corresponds to the four Gospels, to admit of his use of jany
fother work. The few discrepencies furnish no proof that the Gosl
Ipels were not his main authority. Again there is substantial oo
lrespondence between the teaching of Christ, as given in the fou kh

|
]uospel and that of Justin. Even Hilzenfeld and Keim admit that
|
|

Justln used all our Gospels. As to the want of verbal oorrespon-L
ence in his use, it is to be noted that in all such cases, the
fmeaning is essentially the same. Justin nowhere quotes the memoirs
inot substantially found in the four Gospels. Dr.Norton, claims i
ithat the manner of Justin evidences the indisputable character |
!and authority of the books to which he appeals. The fouﬂ'Gospe ﬁ
“were relied upon as primary and decisive evidence, and held a da’c -
The testimony of Irenaeus accords with this: "The fouif
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| Gospels, are four pillars of the church, the foundation of the |
Il Christian faith! .-Other booke or writings of spurious origin, redd
Ein the churches, never received the same recognition or attained
I the standapd as did,Justin's memodirs. The books named in S.R. |
”have no basis for ever supposing that they were given rank in tle
;Christian church. They were simply read as letters for edificatjon,
or for admonition. i

As to the use of John by Justin, there is no doubt that the anpar~
. ent%ﬁ% real. The memoirs used by him were sometimes called gospgls
I by him, and the four he on occasion termed the Gospsl, speaklncl
;of it as“composed by apostles of Christ, and their companions’ “
i and they were truly our four Gospels, writtenby two apostles, a”d
| two of their companions. |
The brief mention of certain do¢trinal teachings by Justin, L
fwhich accord with those of John, furnishes reason for the beliey
!that the former received his inspiration from the fourth Gospel'
1wh1le the more extended docirine of the logos, though Alexandrlt
lin type, can only be accounted for on the basis of the recapituf
lation of John's position, for Justin accepted the doctrine of ’
the incarnation of the lozos. One single expression stands in
proof of this same point, "the only begotten son of God" is
lundgobtedly a quotation from John, as it is used by him alone.

ﬁThis is sufficient confirmation for us to believe that the four i
!

|Gospels were the memoirs, used and mentioned by Justin. E
] One of the striking proofs of the genuineness of the Gospel if
ﬁquestlon, and John as its author is the fact that those diametrj-
i cally opposed to the Christians and their teaching, accepted thim
Jas did the orthodox Christians. They were used by the Gnostics
especially the fourth Gospel, which is strong and decisive evi-|
dence in favor of it. However, in order to make use of it, they“
were compelled to pervert its meaning, as it is thorouzhly oupoged
to Gnosticism. Suppose it were spurious, and to have appeared ”
|aboat the middle of the second centurny, & book which the Gnostids
| flourishing ten to thirty years before never heard of, makes it
1impossible to believe,(since the Christians considered it their
ﬁbest weapon) that the Gnostic followers would have accepted it,
tand this without question or discussion. Suppose on the other

Jhand that the Gnostics could pervert it so as to use it Ain supp-r¢
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of their position, how can weswexplain the ready acceptation of the
fourth Gospel,” with the later Christians who stood in bitter ang
ltagonism against Gnosticism? Both received it then, by 120-~1304(D.
[t follows that the Gnostics were forced to receive it as genuing
otherwise they would have attempted to overthrow its authority,
vould gladly destroy the work, if possible. Then too, Ephesus wa
large and important city. Many hundreds were living who had kno

‘he apostle, and the fact of the acceptance of the Gospel at so

both parties wer¢ bedth at variance with each other.
Irenaeus, Bishop of Lyons, 140-202, in a letter to Florrinus,

{to the four Gospels by name, specifying the author of each; mak:s
frequent reference to John, by name, and at least gives 100 cit
{tions from the Gospel of John. The relation between Irenaeus andg
Polycarp, a disciple of the apostle John, should be taken account
:of. In this same letter to Florrinus, he accurately describes Pbly—
fcarp, his bearing and personal appearance, and it is passing strange
1if the beloved teacher of Polycarp did not write the Gospel fromn
yhich Irenaeus so often guoted. Otherwise Irenasus would have
| learned the exact status from Polycarp. As an argument for
;the early existence of the fourth Gospel, we find the testi-
hony of Polycarp, Bishop of Smyrna, whe carries the evidence back
{to the life of John. In the same letter referred to above by f
 Irenaeus, this point is evident: "The miracles and doctrine of
| the Lord were told by Polycarp in consistency with the Holy
t Scriptures, as he recelved them from the eye-witnesses of sal- 1
! vation." Polycarp was martyred in Rome, according to Waddingtonj
and Lightfoot the year 155A.D. at which time he exclaimed,” ?
"eighty and six years have | served Christ' This would make hims
1 thirty years of age before the death of John.Inexplicable is iti
' then if Irenaeus, at the time of his sturdy manhood, failed to |
{ascertain from Polycarp whether it was John himself, who had wriit-
'ten the fourth Gospel, or some one else. i
 We find that the enemies of Christianity were familiar with th,

 fourth Gospel: Celsus, who lived c¢l178, Montanus,148-180, Valen-
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tinus, 136-160,Basilides 117-138,all showed their familiarity with

i
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fattestation as formally given. Thus it is clear that the author

'of it was knoéwn to those who first received a copy of the Gospﬁl.

fideath, being written at Ephesus , as supposed, where John was i

{addition or that of its elders.

che Gospel. Thus Kelm was forced to adm1t at the vzdence for;
;Gospels. N ;

|being found in all the copies, which we have received. In the
iclosing words, then, we have a real or forged testimony concerny
ting the truth and zenuineness of the Gospel. I[f we suppose it [
twritten by an anonymous forger, he could have hoped to gain not&-

the Johannine authorship was as strong as r any o of the

The attestation at the close of the Gospel was of early date,|

ing by such a verification as this. A forger would have given t
name of his pretended authority, and would have represented hisj}

Norton claims that it may not have appeared until after John's f

e

charge of the church, it was read to the church only. After his}
death, the church sent it to the other churches, with the abovej

The difficulty with Tayler p reproduces the argument of Ba}r,

}a351gn1ng the work to clb0Y makes John the Presbyter the authorf
' But this according to Paplas, who had conversed with John the Pges-

I
byter, and knew him to be a personal disciple of our Lord, makeb

it impossible that he should outlive John the apostle, and coulf

rnot have lived toward the middle of the second century. Harnack

meets with the same difficulty as he brings Presbyter John to the

front, as the author. There are no proofs for this whatever. Eaﬁly
tradition is distinctly opposed to such a position, and there i; no
evidence that John the P. ever wrote a word. Papias cited in Eu?eb-
ius the fact of his mere existence, but on this point there is |

some dispute. However he spoke of him as living at that time,while
Harnack concludes that Papias wrote between the years 145-160,.

- Thus John the P. lived at Ephesus at the time of Irenaeus and P:ly—

crates, and we must suppose that-they were dull enough to con-

- fuse John the P. with John the apostle, who died forty-five to fifty
{ years before. o

Internal Evidence: It is difficult to see why, when the earlj

ﬁohuroh so universally accepted John as the author of the fourt
| Gospel, that there should be in the last century more d150u331o
} than at any previous time. In fact, there was little controverss
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until the last century. If John wrote the book, Peabody declare%
it passed immediately into circulation after his death. It is of no
small importance that John's name does not appear in the Gospelp'
No one, save John would lve omitted it. If the Gospel were wriftten
by another in all sincerity, he who cites more names than the
Synoptists, would certainly have given the name of the disciple
whom Jesus loved, while if it were fraudulent, the name and firjst
person would have had freyuent use, to do away with any suspicipn
that might arise.

We seex then, to make sure that the fourth Gospel was written] by
a native of Judea, a Hebrew, then out of Palestine, by a resideht
at Ephesus, about the close of the first Christian century, by pne
familiar with the events and their location of which he wrote,
and w hen he was advanced in years. (a) The minuteness of local
details: The intricate description is only possible to one wiﬂh
personal knowledge of the places,customs, and religious observajfces
of the Jews. Fxplanations surrounding the event at the pool of
Bethesda, the passover and the feast of the Jews, and the Jews
feast of Tabernacles. The mention of distances, as Rethany, fiffteen
furlongs from Jerusalem, Special interpretation of words, with which
the Jewish mind only would be familiar, employed in other portifrs

" of the Vew Testament without being interpreted, as “essiaH, Cephas,

= == mmsigmges g o

Rabboni, Siloam. It was thus written among the Gentiles because
this translation and use of the term Jews, the name which the Gen-
tiles apulied to the Hebrews. The language is not that of a Gregk,
but one a long time accustomed to think and speak in anot .er tqhgue
though proficient in the Greek. There is the Hebrew simplicity! of
style, all of which point to a Jvewish author.

It seems to have been written at Ephesus, because of the freQuent
references to Gnosticism of the type which Cerinthus produced.
Irenaeus states that in the Gospel there were special referencels
to the heresies of Cerinthus, a Jew of Alesandria, who was oppdpsed
to Philo's teaching of the lozos, and angelology. Barly in the fsecond
century, the ideas of Gnosticism were far more advanced and morf
radical than in John's day,or those of Cerinthus;the author woulld
thus not have omitted treating greater fallacies had they been
in existence when he wrete. The quotations from the Old /Mfestampnt
also stand in proof of the Jewish authorship, as the t
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accord with the original Hebrew, rather than with any of the otb
er versions.

The capacity efrbke authorship in the early Christian church
was undoubtedly very limited, and we would have to zo to the
fourth century , to the time of Crysostom, and Augustine, to
find one capable of writing a Gospel like John's. All of the
writings of the Fathers were pististic but were not of the deep
philosophic type of John. Had one been able of doinz sn, at the
end of the first or second century, his name would never have
been lost, and such an one would never have cared to conceal
his name. The objection that it is just as impossible to supposg
that John wrote the Gospel, seeing that his father was a fisher'
man, is of no importance. There is no telling what development
there may have been in John, from the year 30-90. Then, too,
his father owned his fishingz vessel and hired his crew. How
much this meant in Gililee, we cannot say, but in New England,
it meant a g§§i§§257of rank. The mother evidently reserved to
herself a certain position when she made demands upon “hrist
i for her song. The same fact is borne out by John's being able to}
I take Peter into the palace, showing his acguaintance with the
&&h@ high priest, which is evidence that he had higher social
Hposition than the other disciples. Thus it is not improbable
«that he had better opportunities for educatien than we generally

allow. There is no explanation for genius and if we overthrew
the authorship of John because of his antecedents, we nmust thropy
out as spurious many of our most classical writings. On the

same theory, Bunyon never wrote Pilgrim's Progress nor Shakes-
peare his plays.

As to 1is old age, there are many evidences. There is some-
thing marvellous in an old man's memory; sights and scenes are
brought to light, supposedly vanished forever, and these recur-
ring with minute detail. We find numerous traces of such an
old man's memory in the fourth Gospel. In the first chapter,he
gives a series of interviews. The account of the marriage at
Tana shows the same minuteness as is évidenced in the interviewp.
in treating of the customs, the number and use of the jars,
their probable capacity,etc. The story of the man born blind,
the raising of Lazarus, has the mark of one

1
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' The minor circumstances recorded in the fourth %ospel point to

the author as one conversant with the scenes and events given.
lThough there is much diseourse there is very much more detail,

. far more than in the Synoptics. He zives many minor attendant
 circumstances not necessary to the story of Zhrist's life, but
adding very nmuch interest. The oral Gospel from which the Synop+
tists drew, was very limited, as one drew from the other, all

‘more or less comparing. There is no such limitation in the fourth
sospel.His scope was entirely outside of theirs, and to the ob-

i jection that the description and detail is in excess of the

iother Jospels, that thus John could not have written it, writing
'at so much later date, it is nearer the truth that John with his

' greater capacity, his philosophic insight, his peculiar nearness$

to Christ, had more ample means of doing this and was better

fitted to accurately record the deeper sayings of his Master.
Another reason for the ‘difference in the discourse, contents an$
style, elaborate composition, is that vohn was addressing a difier—
ent type, from those found at Jerusalem. Christ had used keen
intellect and skilled subtlety by the aid of lozic in answering
the more learned of his yuestioners, answers which some of his
disciples may not have understood and thus not have remembered,!
wnile John having the zreater intellect and spiritual receptivigy,
could the more accurately give in detail what was said, and useﬁ
the same arcuments in dealing with the people of his day. As H
a sole companion and closest friend of Christ, he was undoubtedj
ly given opportunities that the other disciples never had, and
these private conversations secured endurinz lodgement in John'

ar witness.
;
|

-“memory. We must be willing to admit that John may have acted th

part of an editor, and that his discourses took the f orm in whfch
he had been accustomed to give them to his cHurch. He fcox the
w sayings of Christ and made them over into discourses of his owng
% Then how shall we explain the silence of the fourth Gospel on
!the Episcopate 1if a product of the latter part of the second
’oentury, while it strenuously attacked current heresy? [t certaln-
ily would not have left untouched a problem which was so/agitatiﬁg
" the minds of that day. In this relation the controversy as to i
‘ng time of celebrating baster, so thoroughly discussed in the

| i
| .




iof the second ceutury, dnd observe ho# the author totally ignorep

l'hi1s we conclude that the fourth Gospel is the vorx of a re-

arkably gifted man, a Palestinian Jew, living at .phesus, and
at the close of the first Chris ian century, an eyewit .ess to
that of which he wrote. It stands free from the other Jospels

bf the life of “hrlst, or the eloquent settlng of the ideals
which he presented. Have we an accurate report of the thoughts
kthe impressions, of an intimate friend, of one whom he termed th
kternal dord of 3Jod, or mist we believe that it is the specula-
ﬂion of one who created his material, feigned the authorship, anf
hnventej the basis of his theology? The latter position we have
ﬁeen to oe untenable. Those who strenuously deny its hlStorICItyL
#nd repudiate it< apostolic characier, are ready to adm‘t with r
Baur, Schenkel, lhoma, that the highest the truest revelation of|
#he Son of Man and interpretation of the will of God ars to be
MOund in this record. Much which it contains has found substan- |
&ial proof, ana sufficient evidence in the later "hristian mind,r
4nd has definitely enriched man's religious thought. A philosophﬂ
pf the stamp of the fourth Gospsel, dealing with the relation be
fween man and his creator, that the Divine and human have not
ired between them an impassible _11f, goes to demonstrate the
ate origin of the fourth 3ossel. The geniline correspondence of
he teachings of the fourth Gospel and those of the synoptics, i
nd with the writings of Pa.l, affords a complete harmony, and [
from its ear.y acceptance as the work of Tohn,in Antioch, Lyonsj
Alexandr a, Fphesus, and Rome, we are led to conclude that ,whild
the Johannine authorship of the fourth jospel is not 1ndlsput—
able, yet undoubted aithority so stands in its favor, that we
would commit a zreat affront to reason by so doing.
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