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OUTLINE
ii

’> Introduction
I, l.Size of the task.
I
I’
■ 2. Eschatology compared today and 50 yrs ago
. S. Methods of studying John’s Writing.

I

J 4. Attitudes taken by different writers.

5. John’s Eschatology grouped under 3 heads. I
•I (aO The Parusia

i| (b) The Resurrection
j' (c) The Judgment

Ij 6. The subject divided in two groups.

, (a) Things to come in this V/orld
I

; fb) Things to come in V/orld beyound.
I

|i The Parusia 
. As seen in Matt.

Suddenness of its coming.

Time must be ripe for it.
1 .

‘ As seen by Paul.
i; Parusia express in various terms
I.

Whether or not the Parusia was spiritual
‘i in nature.

" As discussed by John.
I

I Less explicit in his statements.

Not as perplexing as it appears in 
the Syniptics and Paul.

jj Difficulty in mingling of Physical and
Ij spiritual.
I 
r An Apocalyptic element not wanting.



Coming of the spirit occupies a larger 
place.

The influence of Philo.

Summary of John’s ideas.

Its genius is to bring the future into

the Present.

The Resurrection 
Problem not raised in Matt.

Christ’s Method of Reasoning.

Prof Lakes View,as he sees in Paul.

VZhat the Mystery Religion offered.

John’s view on the subject.

Different Passages relating to idea.

A Summary of John’s Ideas.

As a Process going on.

The Judgment
Treated as the Preceding Subjects.

To whom is it to be applied.

The Veiws of Christ.

Paul’s idea..

1 A Universal one.

John’s Idea

A world Judgment now going on.

A final judgment also taught.

A Different view held in different 
parts of the Bible.
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(I Conclusion
|i Peculiaribtios due to the person who looks
*' for them.
il

I! V/e should aim to get the veiw point of
[I the early readers of John’s writings.
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II 
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In the consideration of such a theme as this it will be p 
well to keep in mind the size of the task,for here in the Ij

I! 
field of eschatology we find much that is speculation and

)i much that woUld make possible systems of ideas v/hich are f 
nothing more than vain ideas or fancies,colored by the fertil^

5 
mind of the investigator. I

The idea of eschatology has a very different meaning 1
in the writings of the past decade than it did in the writ- '* 

'i 
ings some 50 years ago, then eschatology was held to mean

i; 
nothing else,save that which happens after death,but today 
we find that it implies more than this,namely the doctrine '' 

of the last things as seen and understood by late Jewish II 
teaching. In the more modern field of thot we find the 

word used to express a certain mode of feeling rather than 

the different opinions held on some points of its general 
teaching. With these out standing principles of that part !,

*1 f 
of our subject namely eschatology,we will consider it from

t 
the Johannine point of view and its peculiarities when com- 
pared with others. The'method of study will be determined ; 

by the purpose in view,and here in this theme it becomes I 
apparent that the eschatology of John must not only be 

studied of itself but that the eschatology of other writers 

must be taken into consideration to show how their views 

and the view held by John agree and if they do not agree

to consider the peculiarities of John as they appear in the
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light of the others writers of the N.T. Some of the things 
I 

which I think worth noting in the study of this subject is ! 

that of the attitude taken by the different fields of criticsj 

There are some who would so harmonize the teaching of John ■I I 
regarding the last things with the ot^er writers of the N,.T. j 

that it is difficult to see wherein John has any peculiarit- | 

iesjon the other hand there are. some who so emend John’s , 
statement that one cannot discover whether or not. John had j 

c 
any intention of leaving a work that could be used to' in- *

I 
struct the readres to an expectancy of the future and still ' 
there are others who take John’s writing at their face value ! 

and try to interpret their meaning not onlt from an external ! 
standpoint,but from the internal evidence as well. One of

1 
writers who follows this last method namely Geo.B.Stevens j
in his N.T.Theology discusses at some length how onw of j’

John’s peculiarities is to group his thots or ideas of the 
subject foremost in his mind around some great and central. ! 

Even when we take due account of this very plain and force- ;[ 

ful way on the part of John, it is evidlent from the writers jj 

of the more modern times that to describe the peculiarities 

of John so easily can not be done,and I think it is self 

evident to any who read thw writings of John that his pec­

uliarities of thot elude exact description. !
It can be said however that one can see how John used 

many mystical ideas,this peculiarity is not that of John 
alone,for you can find traces of it in some of the other



writers,but here in John we do find that he blends the relig 

OUS life of this world with the eternal spiritual order.

By his conception of eternal life as a present possession he 

unites this world with the world to come. From a reading of 

the entire books of John namely the Gospel and the Epistles 

we find him trying to show how the spiritual life which the 

Xn now pcnsesses thru Christ is the Heavenly life already 

begun. He seems however not to lay so much stress upon the 

present,but he estimates all things in the light of eternity
The apparent commingling'of the two sets of motives, 

that of a present spiritual possession of Christ and the 

spiritual resurrection will often make it difficult and 

perhaps sometimes impossible to draw a clear line of divi­

sion between the literal and the spiritual. John's method 

may be said to be deductive,it is synthetic while other 

writers are more analytic.
John's eschatology can be grouped under three headings 

1. The Parusia. 2.The Resurrection. 3.The Judgment. '

It will‘be noted at this point that the destruction 

of Jerusalem and the end of the age as mentioned by Christ 

are not included in John's discussion of last things. To 

make the subject more clear it is the intention of this 

paper to treat these three groups of subjects of Jbhn from 

viewpoint of theSynoptist and the Apostle Paul. By doing 

this we can see John's ideas contrasted with the other 

men who held pronounced views on these subjects.
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li These subjects naturally divide themselves into two groups.
I
• l.The Things to come in this world and 2; The Things to

'come in the beyound. May we keep in mind the words of

'Prof.Clarke who said”The more closely the map of the future 
!'I is drawn the less satisfactory does it become"
‘I
j The first subject for our consideration is that of the 

jParusia or the second coming of Christ in this world.
I
1 In Matt.24:3,27,37,39 we find Christ speaking of His return
1 t
:this return to come as a theif in the night yet coming as it 

,does in this way we are to notice that the times must be 
iripe,for it, Certain events must first take place before it 

!can be fulfilled. Here it seems that the end of the world
1
i! which has Included the previous destruction of Jerusalem 

.imust have taken place or that these things are described as 

‘ coincident events. To Jesus perhaps the Parusia and end of 
’ the world would be in the next generation.
t In Paul's writing the idea of the Parusia is expressed 
i!
Ij by a variety of terms,to him it was a great day of deliver-
I
iance,when Christ should come and destroy his enemies.

1 We have to keep in mind the fact that with Paul the second 

coming of Ghrisy which should be one of great brightness

; the righteous to a scend to meet Him. By this we -can infer 
ij that Chrisji will not come in person to the earth,but his

I brightness has a power over the earth as He approaches it.

I On the other hand it seoms at times as if Paul looked Upon
J t^parusia to mean simply Christ’s Kingship over the heart,

I 
!' 
h
1
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jj although this seems to me to be forcing the emphasis of

,Raul’s idea of a purely spiritual presence oh coming of Chrisi i'
,j When we turn to the writings of John we find him less 
h
I explicit in his statementsv.than the Synoptic writers and 
I
Paul. The second advent as treated by John while it is

I difficult to understand yet it is not as perplexing as the 

parusia as treated by the writers of the other Gospels. The 
h difficulty which we meet in John’s eschatology is not that

j| which arises from an apparent mingling of the logia relating

i to different subjects but from a blending of the physical 

: and spiritual. When we examine this subject closely we 

1 find a mystical element entering in which is in a large part
I absent *from the Synoptics,and this element must be taken 
i
I into consideration.When we study John's idea of the parusia 
I
I not only not only do we find a mystical element,but we see

: that John gives it a less promiment place than that which

I is given the coming of the, spirit. In the Synoptis Gospels 

!we find how the parusia was the great objective event in the 

future. John seems to recognise the parusia as a kind of 

dynamnical coming,very little is found bearing directly on 

J the subject as in the others portions of the Bible. 
I,
While we'have very little space given to a real future coming

I!of the Christ,we cannot find any reasonable ground to sup- I
[pose that John did not look upon the apocalyptic elements

I as being real in the same sense as taught by Christ in the I
Synoptics. For in the essence of their teaching they agree. 

' ■riB.y.g r -. = sg------------- •■■""I. 5
l< I!
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When we burn to the Synoptic Gospels we find thai fSe Farusia 
'is portrayed with much vividedness as something objective 

which lies in the future, in John the return is not acb high­
ly colored,and it is given a less prominent place. The com­

ing of the spirit occupies on the mdjst part a larger place 

in his mind,which seems to have come to him by intuition 

(and which he wishes to impress on his hearer.V/hen we consider

I such a writer as John,one naturally asks what were the in- 
1
I fluences which tended either to shape his mind or give toI
' him direct suggestions on the subject which he is writing.

pConsidering his nature and the style of his writing it

Pwould not be fair to suppose him to be a copyist for he was 

a bigger man than this, his very plain yet consise state-

i men^s will banish any idea of him guilty of accepting other 

men’s thots which were not his own,yet I think that it must 

be granted that he was influence to some extent by the 

teaching of Philo,in a way that any one would be Influence 

by the teaching of a great scholar. To what extent this 

influence was felt we have no external evidence,but we have
r
some internal 'evidence which seems to be manifest in the 

style of the writer,in his use of mystical ideas. When we 

take up the work on the whole and examine it from the dif­

ferent statements we find that the tradition of the gospel 

leads us to the conclusion,that there are different lines 

of thot and various groups of sayings which have each the 

same claim to be accounted for. It is rather hard to say
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what the coming in ch.14:3 "I will come again" Means. When 

we study this verse we find four interpretations,first, 

the coming of Christ to the believer at death;seoond, the

I applying this to a spiritual coming of Christ to his dis­

ciples; third,the’words to be taken in a manifold sdnse,

I beginning in the resurrection and carried on as we see in 1 
verse 2e in the spiritual life being full completed at his 

coming in glory;and in the fourth place i’t refers to Christ’s 

second coming. This last view seems to be the strongest..arid 

is held by Hofman,Ewald, Meyer,Luthardt,Weiss and Stevens.

The association of this view to a Parusia meets with 

with objection in the light of verse 14:18 in which Christ 
said "I will not leave you desolate in 14:23"and we will ! 

come unto him" 14:28 I go away,and I come unto you" Those • i 

verses do not destroy the meaning of 14:3 but only present ) 

, a problem of their own which is not within the scope of this ■ 
paper to consider,in passing however it has been said by | 

S 1'
t some that these verses just named can likewise be used to ||

proved a second coming of the Christ. Now in considering ''
’! 

the verse 14:3 we find it peculiar in the respect of the 

quiteness which it comes out of. In the eschatology of ‘i ' II 
Matt, we find the coming of the Christ will be accomplished -j 

! with great signs and tumult and even Paul makes a great 
spiritual demonstration out of the return of Christ. The J

Parusia is view in this light as being robbed of its rich­

ness and Splender. '
 



I'Thereare three passages which relate to "th^ cbm’fh^’Shr’fi 

in John 14:3,lJohn 2:18, 21:2?,these passages exp'^ess a I 
’ nearness of a Parusia which was accepted by the early Xn.

W © also see how Jesus snoke of a comipg which cannot be 

Identified with a Parusia,and on the whole we find John 
raakes a distinction in the different sayings of Christ refer- 

ing to His coming;some of them relating to a spiritual man-

I ifestation to His disciples on earth. ,
In summing up Jo^M teaching of the Parusia we can see I 

how he -differed in his teaching regarding the events which 

were to happen in connection,withthe return. He seems to 

be milder in his view.His view lays very close to the mysticb 

al outlook. The distinction of past and present fall away orj 

‘rather the inward is seen in the outward,the essential in ' !
thB phenomenal,th© ideal in th© actual. Its genius is not to 

I look away from the present to the future but to bring the 

I future into the present. To him the subject of a Parusia is
i

* interesting only as a principle,rather than external things, > 

Cur next consideration will be the Resurrection, iI I 
A view of it will be taken of it as held by th© Synoptic : 
writers.Paul and then John showing wherein John differs in I ' «
any sense which is peculiar to his style from the others. ! 

i 
Anticipating what.I shall say under the next division | 

it might be will to keep in mind this fact that if Christ ji

is to return and to act as judge then all must be restored h 
, i
from death unto life.

' !   
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vie do not find the problem of the resurrection raised,al- ’ 
though it is presupposed in the announcement of the Judgment.! 

When Christ’s teachings are taken and studied we find a 

doctrine of a ressurrection,forming part of it,and the resur- 

rection as held by him was that of a bodily nature.

He never speaks in the terms of an Essene or Hellenic immort-i 

ality of the soul. When Christ is reasoning with the Sadducee 

that God''ia not the God of the dead but of the living” he 

points to the O.T. faith,to the relation between god and , 

man,as guaranteeing the continued life of the latter,and thi£| 

in his entire self,not in half of his personal being. From 

a general reading of the gospel it would see that the res- 

Burrection was of a spiritual order,but when it is put in 

the same class as the Parusia and the Judgement,this appears ; 
not to be the case. Paul's view of the ressurection differs j 

somewhat from the view maintained in the Gospels,but to 

what extent we do not know. One thing seems very prominent 

that his desire was to correct the views of some who held
! 

certain vievfs concerning the resurrection that were not in j 

accordance with what he thot was correct. Prof.Lake in his ; 

book''Earlier Epistles of ST.Paul,goes to some length in 

describing under the heading eschatology,what these views 

were that were abnoxious to Paul. According to 1 Cor.16 |
I 

there seems to have been a party which denied the resurrect-^, 
ion of the dead,while on the other hand the resurrection of ;
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Christ was not disputed. According to some Greek Philosophy •

or teaching of the Mystery Religion,there vzas not much argu­

ment over the Question of 
the Question,whether this

a future life as.there was over 

future life could be attained thru

a resurrection' of the body. The Greeks maintaining that at

death the soul would live on,the body corrupt would pass 

away. St Paul argument,is past resurrection is positive 

evidence of■the resurrection of the Xn.,and that a conceptior
J 

of a resurrection is central and essential in Xty,which offe^ 

no hope of a future life apart from a resurrection. j

The mystery religion offered men eternal life and a ‘ 
participation in its blessing,but its full realization and 
'attainment was only thru the way of death,on the other hand 
Paul’s was of eternal life was only thru death but also thru I 

a resurrection of the body. Here we find one cause at least 
for Paul’s letter to the Xn church at G&rinth,they could !

I

'a^'cept either the view of their teacher or the subtile teach-
'ing of the Greeks. Prof. Lake shows the problem of the

resurrection under three considerations.
1. The really primitive point of view of the first Xn who 

expected a triumph of life over death,by which they would 

pass directly into the Kingdom with dying.

2. The natural expansion of this view along Jewish lines

I 
I 
I 
I 

1.

1 
I

which postulated a physical resurrection for those who died 

before the coming of the Kingdom^

3, an expansion along hellenistic lines which treated the
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J promise of Xty for those who died as paralied to that of the 

Mysteries which offered eternal life thru death and so left ' 

no room for the idea of a resurrection.
Now the peculiarities of the Johannine view can be 

seen in the stand vzhich he takes on this question of the 

resurrection. It-is certain that his ideas are not from a 

result of the writers of the Synoptics which preceded him, 

the chief factors in his idea of the resurrection is the I 
'way he views the ideas as advanced by the Greek teachers and • 

by Paul who represented the Jewish element. It seems that 

the method of thesis,antithesis and synthesis,can be employed 

here. The Greek teaching of the resurrection can be the 

thesis,the Pauline teaching the antithesis and the Johannine 

the synthesis.
In John 5:24-25 we find reference to- a spiritual i 

resurrection. In v.28,29 a physical resurrection is un doubt- 

edly refered to-These two statements as they appear in John 

show us not a comparison of the spiritual and physical but 
♦

a putting together of them arid illustrating the greatness 

, and completeness of the Saviour'a life giving mission.
The genitives "of life"- and"of Judgment" convey the ■)

< 1 
idea of belonging to,and so may designate a resurrection

which results in life in the Messianic Kingdom,and a 

resurrection which issues in a condemnatory judgment, I

In summing up it maybe sa,id that John does assert a j 
I II I I
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future resurrection of those who live from the state of

death which they are already in. While John does not define 

his idea yet there seems to be a continual process going , 
on in the realm of the dead. This idea maybe due to Greek I

influence. II 
I *

Our next consideration will be the Judgment,and here | 

‘.it will be our purpose to consider as we did the preceding
one. According to Christ statement in Matt.we find the

object of the Parusia is the Judgment.This Judgment which is 

to be an universal one,taking into consideration all classes 
‘of neoplo as awhole and judging themas individuals. No diff- j 

erence the Jew and the Gentile,or part of the nation and ■
I 'between the saint and the more select. This individualising | 

operation of the judgment is implied not only in the great |
I i|projihecy of the end,in the first Gospel but elsewhere. |
'au example is found in the parable of the marriage supper. J

'Matt.22:1-14 Christ speaks of the king coming -to see the | 
I I
'guest.He seems to have in view the scrutiny of the last day, [

though perphaps this sifting process or judgment may also 
j come within the scope of His words.In this parable we find

the singling out of the man vzithout the wedding garment * 

indicates in the most pointed way the personal character of • 
the judgment. The atatement regarding the division of the j 

sheep and the goats,the parable of the talents all indicate j 

[ that all men shall pass under judgment. Pauls idea of the i 
1 I
judgment is that of a testing of all men,it is not certain' i

I j- ------- - . - - --------------- i-i --sarT: = sz=—------------ -- ------- — i
!



however if the ones other than Xn are included in his 

idea of judgment.Paul in Romans 14:10,12, says‘’We shall all 

stand before the judgment seat of Christ,each of us shall 

give an account of himself to God" hero the expression "We 

all" undoubtedly refers to the Xn. Paul seems to have a 

more Jewish caste to his ideas of judgment than is found in 

the other writings. I think Paulas idea is expressed in his 

letter to the Galatians and Romans which on the most part 

agree with the one s in the Sjjinoptios. When we turn to 

John’s writings we do not find the same definitness between 

the judgment of the future and life of the present,that is 

apparent in the idea of the Judgment as taught by the Syn- 
f ’ 
optics and Paul. Here in John we find a combination of the 

Present and future,a kind of continous process but also a 
final crisis as we have noticed in his account of the Parusit 

and Resurrection. The present judgment which seems to be 

taking place all the time in the world is the result of 

salvation vfhioh brought into the world. The act of men 
I 
accepting Christ makes a certain judgment pssible. In John 

3:19 we find the Judgment is the light which came into the 

world but men loved darkness rather than the light. When 

this light which Jesus is represented to be,shines on meh 

it reveals their true nature,and this discriranation is in 

perfect accord with realty.We find John different from Paul 

and the Gynoptics in that conformity to the requirements 

of the tests made possible by the light of Christ bring
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1 approbation and failure to so conform involves disapproval.

|l We find that John shows christs relation to these differeht
J phrase of Judgment not to be identified as one,Christ as the 

light of the world is such not to act as the Judge of the

■[world but to save it. In the final judgment Christ is not
[! the one who will over look a violation of the principles

I
I which he taught. The final judgment is the gathering up of
I
jthe branches which have been separated from the vine and

i these are destroyed. While John teaches the final judgment
II yet he presents Christ more on the side of his being the
i[ Saviour of men,till one would almost think his love would
I
I cancel the wrath of Gods towards sinners.
ii In summing up K.T.* idea of the judgment we find the
j Synoptics teaching the judgment as the great event of the

j parusia,^aul the same thot is in evidence although not so
I clearly present,but in John the judgment is a probation of

: character in this present life which each man is experienc­

ing now,a subjective judgment he is passing on himself.

I The statement which has been made regarding the unbeliever

as being judged already will not raise a serious problem any 
j' than that the favor with which the acts of the righteous 
!j man is viewed in while in this world. The use of the word 

[j judgment when applied to the last judgment seems to imply 

’ an unfavorable judgment,the word when applied to the right­

eous is the sense of a fovorable sentence being pronounced

j on them.This is quite in contrast with Paul’s idea.
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.1 -— __ ________  In conclusion it can be said that the” peculTarit‘T^‘"eJ~dT^He

Johannine writings are often due to the distorted mind of 

the one who seeks them. At least however this much can be 

said. If the v/ritings of John have as a date the close of 

the first century,gaul's writings had already a large circ­

ulation. It seems natural to suppose that at least some of 

j the Greek teachers would try and apply as much of the new 
I doctrine as suited their needs. John may have had a knowledg 

I* of some of the Greeks thots, and also a general idea of what 
* Paul’s writing contained,yet he was not a copyist.He, assim- 

t ulated what seem best to him and standing on a field of life 

' after many things had been said and believed we can not help 

I feel how the mystical element could mold to some extent his 

mind. Much of the subjects he was discussing were generally 

understood by his readers,having a view point of their own 
and what seems peculiar to us was understood in the light 

of his time.

I


