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530 THE GOSPEL OF JOHN.

to the meaning. Scholten’s view (p. 172) is also an impossibility, as if
Jesus had said obmw pév ydp, x.7.A., a8 one already glorified. Conjectures
even have been attempted ; Vogel : up ab nréov, Gersdorf and Schulthess :
pov Grrov, OF ob pov dmrov. — mpdg Tods Gderp. uov] This designation of the
disciples as His beloved associates in the filial relation to God, to His now
fulfilled earthly work (comp. mpi¢ r. marépa, x.7.2.), i8 not at all intended to
serve the purpose of tranquillizing them on account of their flight (Bengel,
Luthardt, comp. Luther). Of this the text contains no indication, all the
less that the expression is found only in the address to Mary, but not as to
be communicated to the disciples. Rather has the designation its reference to
Mary herself, who is to gather from it, that the loving fellowship of the
Lord with His own, far removed from being dissolved by the new condi-
tions of this miraculous manifestation, rather continues, indeed, now first
(comp. xv. 15) has its completion. Note the like expression in Matt.
xxviii. 10, where, however (see in loc.)., the pointing to Galilee is an esscn-
tial variation in the tradition ; against which Luthardt, without reason,
objects that Matt. xxviii. 10 refers to the promise, xxvi. 82. Certainly ;
but this promise already has, as its historical presupposition, the appear-
ance of the Lord before the disciples, which was to be expected in Galilee,
as this is, xxviii. 16 ff., in fact set forth as the first and only one in
Matthew. — avafaivw, x.7.2.] The near and certain future. To announce this
consequence of His resurrection to the disciples, must be all the more on His
heart, since He so frequently designates His death as His departure to the
Father, and had associated with it the personal hope of the disciples. This
was not to be changed by His resurrection ; that was only the passage from
death to the heavenly glory. As to the mode and way of the ascension dvaj.
contains nothing. The added «. marépa tuiv and k. Gedv Pudv was, however,
intended to confirm the hope of the disciples in respect of their own owvdo-
fuobijvae, since in truth, in virtue of their fellowship with Christ, the Father of
Christ was also become their Father, the God of Christ (to whom Christ solely
belongs and serves, comp. Matt. xxvii. 47, and sec, in detail, on Eph. i. 17)
also their God (comp. on Rom. i. 8) ; this is now, after the exccution of
the redemptive work, entircly accomplished, and will onc day have also the
fellowship in dé¢a a8 its final result, comp. Rom. viii. 17, 20. Note in mpo¢
Tov warépa, x.7.A., that the article does not recur, but embraces all in the
unity of the Person. To understand the pres. avaf., however, of that
which ensues forthwith and immediately, and in the following way ' that
already the appearance that follows is to be placed afYer the ascension (comp.
Ewald, who understands the pres. of the ascension as already impending), is
decisively opposed by the fact of the later appearance, vv. 26, 27, unless we
surrender this as actual history, or, with Kinkel, resort to the extravagant
notion of many ascensions.

Jesus, as the Risen One, did not as yet desire  fore His believing ones as Dispenser of the
to be the object of lAe reverence which be-  Spirit (vi. 62, 63). But even thus the points
longed to Him as Lord of the Church (Phil. to be understood are quite too far-fetched.
il. 10). This was then first to begin, when, ! Baur, p. 222 ff., and Neulest. Theol. p. 331,
after His ascension, He should appear be-  Hilgenfeld, and others.
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Vv. 19, 20. Comp. Luke xxiv. 86 ff., where, however, handling and
eating is already added from tradition. The account in Mark xvi. 14 is
different. Schweizer’s reasons against the Johannean origin of vv. 19-29
amount to this, that, according to John, the resurrection of Jesus was no
external one on this side of the grave, and that consequently the appearances
corid only be visionary. Against this ii. 21, 22, x. 17, 18 are decisive, as
well as the faith and the testimony of the entire apostolic Church. — r. fvpiw
xexeop.] can all the less be without cssential significance, since it is re-
peated in ver. 26 also, and that without dw rov ¢é630v r. 'Iovd.]. It points to
a miraculous appearance, which did not require open doors, and which took
place while they were closed. The how does not and cannot appear ; in any
case, however, the dgavrog éyévero, Luke xxiv. 81, is the correlate of this im-
mediate appearance in the closed place ; and the constitution of His body,
changed, brought nearer to the glorified state, although not immaterial, is the
condition for such a liberation of the Risen One from the limitations of space
that apply to ordinary corporeity. Euth. Zigabenus': d¢ Aewrod jdy xai xoigov
xai axppdrov yevouévov Tod obuaros avrob. More minute information concerning
this change withdraws itself from more definite judgment ; hence, also the
passage can offer no proof of the Lutheran doctrine of ubiquity, especially
as the body of Jesus is not yet that which is glorified in déga. According to
B. Crusius, and already Beza and several others,’ the doors must have sud-
denly opened of themselves. But in this way precisely the essential point
would be passed over in silence. According to Bacumlein, nothing further
is expressed than that the disciples were assembled in a closed room,* But
how easily would John have known how actually to express this ! As he has
expressed himself, r. Bvpov xexdecop. is the definite relation, under which the
#20ev, k.72, took place, although it is not said that He passed diwa 7. Gvp.
xexd., a8 many Fathers, Calovius and others, represent the matter. — eic 70
péoov] into the midst, after éory, 88 in Herod. iii. 130, and frequently. Comp.
on ver. 7, xxi. 8. —eipfyn tuiv] The usual greeting on entrance : Paacs to
you! This first greeting of the risen Lord in the circle of disciples still re-
sounded deeply and vividly enough in the heart of the aged John to lead
“him to relate it (in answer to Tholuck) ; there is therefore no reason forim-
- porting the wish for the peace of reconciliation (comp. eipfvn 4 éuf, xiv. 27).
— ddecfev abroig, «.7.2.] In proof of the corporeal identity of His Person ; for
on the hands and on the side they must see the wounds. This was sufficient ;
it was not also required to exhibit the feet. Variation from Luke xxiv. 40,
where the feet are shown instead of the side, the piercing of which is not
related by the Synoptics. Altogether groundlessly then is the present pas-
sage employed agninst the nailing of the feet (see generally on Matt. xxvii.
85) ; equally groundless also is the opinion that the flesh of Christ was only

1 Comp. also Thenius, Evangel. der Fvan-
gelien, p. 45.

2 Schlelermacher, L. J. p. 474, does not
make the room at all, but only the house to
be closed, and says there * may also have
been somebody who had been appointed to
open.” Schenkel, to whom the Risen One

is * the Spirit of the Church,” can, of course,
only allow the entrance through closed
doors to pass as an emblem. Scholten, who
considers the appearances of the Risen One
to be ecstatic contemplations of the glorified
One, employs the closed doors also for this
purpose.
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the already laid-aside earthly envelope of the Logos (Baur). Comp. on i
14. — oiv] In conscquence of this evidence of identity. Terror and doubt,
certainly the first impression of miraculous appearance, now gave way to
joy. And from out their joyful thoughts comes the utterance of John : idév-
Teg TV xipov. .

Vv. 21, 22. 0iv] For now, after the joyful recognition, He could carry
out that which He had in view in this His appearance. Hence He began
once again, repeated His greeting, and then pursued His further address.
The repetition of eipjyy ipiv is not a taking leave, as Kuinoel, Liicke, B.
Crusius, and several others, without any indication in the text, still think,
which brings out a strange and sudden change from greeting to departure,
but emphatic and elevated repetition of the greeting, after the preliminary
act of self-demonstration, ver. 20, had intervened. Hengstenberg makes an
arbitrary separation : the first ¢ip. Juiv refers to the disciples, the second to the
apostles a8 such. — xafic améoraixe, x.7.A.] Comp. xvii. 18. Now, however,
and in fact designated a second time, according to its connection with the
proper divine delegation, the mission of the disciples is formally and sol-
emnly ratified, and how significantly at the very first meeting after the res-
urrection, to be witnesses of which was the fundamental task of the
apostles ! ' — tvegionoe] To interpret it merely as a symbol of the impartation of
the Holy Spirit, under the relationship of breath and spirit (comp. Ezek.
xxxvii. 5 ff. ; Gen. ii. 7),? neither satisfies the preceding wéumw tpac, nor
the following Adj3ere, x.7.2. ; for, in connection with both, the breathing
on the disciples could only be taken as medium (medians) of the impartation
of the Spirit, i.e. as oehicle for the reception, which was to take place by
means of the breathing, especially as A4Bere (mark the imperat. and the aor.)
cannot merely promise a reception belonging to the future,® but expresses
a reception actually present. 8o substantially Origen, Cyril, Melanchthon,
Calvin, Calovius, and several others, including Tholuck, Lange, Briickner
(in answer to de Wette's symbolical interpretation), Hengstenberg, Godet,
Ewald, and several others ; while Baur considers the whole occurrence as
being already the fulfilment of the promise of the Paraclete,* which is thus
an anticipation, and inapplicable to the idea of the sending of the Paraclete.
The later and full outpouring of the Spirit on the day of Pentecost, by
which Christ returned in the Paraclete, remains untouched thereby ; more-
over, we are not to understand merely the in-breathing of & ydpi dexruch) for
the later reception of the Spirit (Euth. Zigabenus). An actual first fruitsof the
Holy Spirit is imparted to the disciples on account of a special aim belong-
ing to their mission. Bengel well says : ‘‘arrha pentecostes.” It belongs
to the peculiarities of the miraculous intermediate condition, in which Jesus

1 Acts . 2, 1l. 82, iv. 2, et al.

% Augustine, De (rin. iv. 20, and many
others : * demonstratio per congruam sig-
nificationem.”

3 Chrysostom, Theodore of Mopsuestia,
Grotius, Kuinoel, Neander, Baeumlein, and
several others.

4 Comp. Hilgenfeld in his Zeitschr. 1868,

p. 488, according to whom here, as in ver.
17 the ascension, the feast of Pentecost
should be taken up into the history of the
Resurrection. The originally apostolic
idea of apostles is, 80 soon as Paul is called
by the Risen One, ** adfusted ** according to
the Pauline conception.
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at that time was, that He, the Bearer of the Spirit (iii. 34), could already
impart such a special first fruits, while the full and proper ovtpouring, the ful-
filment of the Messianic daptism of the Spirit, remained attached to His ex-
altation, vii. 89, xvi. 7. The articleneeded as little to stand with nveipe dy.
as ini. 88, vii. 89 ; Actsi. 2, 5, and many other passages. This in answer
to Luthardt, who lays the emphasis on aywov ; it was a holy spirit which the
disciples received, something, that is, different from the Spirit of God,
which dwells in man by nature ; the breath of Jesus’ mouth was now holy
spirit,’ but this is not yet the spirit of the world-mighty Jesus ; it is not as
yet rd mveiua dywv, but nevertheless already the basis of it, and stands inter-
mediately between the word of Jesus on carth and the Spirit of Pentecost.
Such a sacred intermediate thing, which is koly spirit and yet not the Holy
8pirit, the new living breath of the Lord, but yet only of like kind to the
Spirit of God (Hofmann), cannot be established from the N. T., in which
rather mveipa dywv with and without the article is ever the Holy Spirit in
the ordinary Biblical dogmatic sense. Comp. on Rom. viii. 4 ; Gal. v. 16.
The conceivableness of the above intermediate Spirit may therefore remain
undetermined ; it lies outside of Scripture. — airoic] belongs to évegtoroe.
Comp. Job iv. 21.

Ver. 23. The peculiar authority of the apostolical office, for the exercise
of which they were fitted and empowered by this impartation of the Spirit.
It was thereforc an individual and specific charismatic endowment, the
bestowal of which the Lord knew must be connected with His personal
presence, and was not to be deferred until after His ascension,? namely, that
of the valid remission of sins, and of the opposite, that of moral disciplinary
power, consisting in the authority not only to receive into and expel from
the church,® but also to exercise pardoning or penal discipline on their
Jellow-members. The apostles exercised both prerogatives, and it is without
reason to understand only the former, since both belonged essentially to the
mission (réurw, ver. 21) of the apostles. The promise, Matt. xvi. 19, xviii.
18, is similar, but not equivalent. The apostolic power of the keys in the
sense of the Church is contained directly in the present passage, in Matt.
only indirectly. It had its regulator in the Holy Spirit, who separated its
exercise from all human arbitrariness, so that the apostles were therein
organs of the Spirit. This was the divine guarantee, as the consecration of
moral certainty through the illumination and sanctification of the judgment

1 Comp. also Hofmann, Schriftbew. II.1,
p. 8RR ({.; Gess, Pers. Chr. p. 21; Welss,
Lehrbegr. p. 289,

2 Hence the objection: “they required
at present no such impartation (Hof-
mann), {s precipitate. They made wse of
it first at a future time, but the destowal
was still to take place face to face, in this
last sacred fellowship, in which a quite pe-
cullar distinction and consecration was
given for this gift.

3 This in answer to de Wette and several
others, including Ahrens (Am¢ d. Schldissel,

1864, p. 81), who explains it of the reception
or non-reception fo baptism, and to the for-
giveness of sins therewith connected. So
also Steitz in the Stud. u. Krit. 1866, p. 480.
But baptism {8 here, without any indica-
tion of the text, imported from the insti-
tution, which is non-relevant here, in Matt.
xxviil. 18 ff. On the apostolic penal disci-
pline, in virtue of the xpareiv 7as amaprias,
on church members, comp. the apostolic
handing over to Satan, and see on1 Cor.
v. 5.
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in the performance of its acts.' — agievrac] They are remitted, that is, by God.
— kparire] He abides by the figure ; opposite of loosing : kold fast.? — xexpér.]
They are held fast, by God. Here the perf. ; for the xpareiv is on the part
of God no commencing act (such is the ageévar). — That upon Thomas, who was
at that time absent (ver. 24), the same full authority under the impartation
of the Spirit was further particularly and supplementarily (after ver. 29),
bestowed, is, indeed, not related, but must be assumed, in accordance with
the necessity which was involved in the equality of his position. — The
objections of Luthardt against our interpretation of this verse are unim-
portant, since in reality the eleven are thought of as assembled together
(vv. 19, 24) ; and since the assertion, that all charismatic endowments date
only from Pentecost, is devoid of proof, and is overthrown precisely by the
present passage ; comp. also already Luke ix. 55. Calovius well says : ‘‘ut
antea jam acceperant Spiritum ratione sanctificationis, ita nunc accipiunt
ratione ministerii evangelici.” The full outpouring with its miraculous gifts,
but for the collective church, then follows at Pentecost.

Vv. 24, 25. Gupdc . . . Aldvuog] Bee on xi. 16. —oix v per avrav, eixds .
76p, abrdv perd 7 diaoxopmiotijvas Todg palfiyrds . . . pfimw ovveAbeiv avroic, Euth.
Zigabenus. There may also have been another reason, and conjectures
(Luthardt : melancholy led him to be solitary, similarly Lange) are fruitless.
— Thomas shows himself, ver. 25 (comp. on xiv. 5), in a critical tendency of
mind, in which he does not recognize the statement of eye-witnesses asa
sufficient ground of faith. From this, however, we perceive how com-
pletely remote from his mind lay the ezpectation of the resurrection. In the
fact that he wished to feel only the wounds of the kands and of the side, some
have found a reason against the nailing of the feet to the cross (sostill Liicke
and de Wette). Erroneously ; the above requirement was sufficient for
him ; infeeling the wounds on the feet, he would have required something
which would have been too much, and not consistent with decorum. Comp.
on Matt. xxvii. 85. — rimov is then interchanged with ré~ov (see critical
notes), as correlative to sseing and feeling. Comp. Grotius : ¢ rémog videtur,
rémoc impletur.” — PBéIw Ty yeipé pov, x.7.2.] i8 regarded 25 a proof of the
peculiar greatness of the wound. But he would lay his hand in truth notin
the wound, but in the side, in order, that is, there to touch with his fingers the
wound on the mere skin, but which, at the same time, must have been even
then considerable enough. — Note, further, the circumstantiality in the
words of Thomas, on which is stamped an almost defiant reliance in his un-
belief, not melancholy dejection (Ebrard).

Vv. 26, 27. “Interjectm ergo diebus nulla fuerat apparitio,” Bengel
This appearance is contained only in John. — wéAw foav é0w] points back to
the same locality as in ver. 19. Wetstein, Olshausen erroneously transfer
the appearance to Galilee. They were again roithin, namely, in the Aouse
known from ver. 19 (comp. Kypke, I. p. 412) and again from a like self-
intelligible reason as in ver. 19, with closed doors. 751!, that they were gathered

1 On é&» instead of éév, see Hermann, ad 2 Polyb /., ‘».8; Acts 1. 24
Viger. pp. 812, 822 ; frequent in Greek prose.
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together for the celdbration of the resurrection-day (Luthardt, Lange), and that
Jesus desired by His appearance to sanction this solemnity (Ilengstenberg),
is without any indication. The direction, ver. 27, presupposes an im-
mediate knowledge of what is related in ver. 25, which in John least
of all required to be indicated (in answer to Lilcke, who, as also Schlei-
ermacher, supposes a communication of the disciples to Jesus). — Bengel,
moreover, well remarks : ¢ 8i Pharisaeus ita dixisset : nisi videro, ctc., nil
impetrasset ; sed discipulo pridem probato nil non datur.” —¢épe . . . xai
ide] The wounds in the hand he is to feel and see; the wound in the side,
under the garments, only to feel. Observe the similarity in circumstantiality
and mode of expression of the words of Jesus with the expression of the
disciple in ver. 25. —«xai uj) yivov &miarog, a224 mwr.] Not : be, but : become
not unbelieving, etc. Through his doubt of the actual occurrence of the
resurrection Thomas was ¢n danger of becoming an unbeliever (in Jesus gen-
erally), and in contradistinction to this his vacillating faith he was, through
having convinced himself of the resurrection, o become a believer.

Vv. 28, 29. The doubts of Thomas, whose faith did not now require
actual contact (hence also merely #épaxas, ver. 20), are converted into a
straightforward and devoted confession ; comp. xi. 16. — ¢ xfpiég pov x. 8 Beés
pov] is taken by Theodore of Mopsuestia ' as an exclamation of astonishment
directed to Qod. 8o recently, in accordance with the Socinians,® especially
Paulus, Decisively opposed to this view is elrev airg, a8 well as the neces-
sary reference of 4 xip. wov to Christ. It is a confessionary invocation of
Christ in the highest joyful surprise, in which Thomas gives the fullest
expression of profound emotion to his faith, which had been mightily ele-
vated by the conviction of the reality of the resurrection, in the divine
nature of his Lord. For the doctrinal conception, the vehement emotion cer-
tainly seems in itself scarcely calculated to produce this exclamation, which
Ewald even terms eztravagant ; but this is outweighed (1) partly by the
account of John himself, who could find in this exclamation only an echo of
his own 8ed¢ v 6 A6yoc, and of the attestations of Jesus to His own divine
nature ; (2) and chiefly by the approval of the Lord which follows. Eras-
mus aptly says : ¢ Agnovit Christus utique repulsurus, si falso dictus fuisset
Deus.” Note further (1) the climaz of the two expressions ; (2) how the
amazed disciple keeps them apart from one another with a solemn emphasis
by repeating the article? and the uov. This uov, again, is the outflow ¢‘ex
vivo et serio fidei sensu,” Calvin. — Ver. 29. The 8 xbpiés p. x. 6 Febg pov was
the complete and highest confession of Messianic faith, by the rendering
of which, therefore, the above u) yivov . . . moré; was already fulfilled.
But it was the consequence of his having seen the Risen One, which should
not have been required, considering the sufficient ground.of conviction
which lay in the assurance of his fellow-disciples as eye-witnesses. Hence
the loving reproof’ (not eulogy, which Paulus devises, but also not a confir-
mation of the contents of Thomas’ confession, as Luthardt assumes, which is

1 “quasi pro miraculo facto Deum col- * See against these Calovius.
laudat,” ed. Fritzsche, p. 41. 3 See Dissen, ad Dem. de Cor. p. 374,
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implied only in pakigpon, k.7.4.) for him who has attained in this sensuous way
to decisive faith, and the ascription of blessedness to those who, without such
a sensuous conviction, have become believers,—which is to be left as a general
truth, and not referred to the other disciples, since it is expressed in a general
way, and, in accordance with the supersensuous and moral nature of faith,
is universally calid.  In detail, note further : (1) to read memiorevkag interrog-
atively (with Griesbach, Scholz, Lachmann, Ewald) makes the element of
reprogf in the words, indicated by the emphatic (comp. i. 51) precedence of
ore édp. pe, appear with more vivid prominence ; (2) the perf. is : thou hast
become believing and believest now ; the aor. participles idévrec and mworeio. do
not denote wont (Liicke), which usage is never found in the N. T., and
would here yicld no suitable meaning, but those who, regarded from the
point of time of the paxapiéryc predicated of them, have not scen, and yet
have believed 5 they have become believers without haoing first seen.  (3) The
point of time of the paxapiérye is, in correspondence with the general propo-
sition, the universal present, and the paxapiérrg itself is the happiness which
they enjoy through the already present, and one day the cternal, possession
of the Messianic {wf. (4) The paxapiéryg is not denied to Thomas, but for
his warning the rule is adduced, to which he also ought to have subjected
himself, and the danger is pointed out to him in which one is placed who
demands sight as a way to faith, as he has done. (5) The antithesis in the
present passage is, therefore, not that of faith on account .of that which has
externally taken place, and of faith certain in itself of its contents (Baur, comp.
Scholten), but of faith (in a thing that has taken place) with and without a
personal and special perception of it by the senses. (6) How significant is
the declaration paxdpior, &.7.%., standing at the close of the Johannean
Gospel ! The entire subsequent historical development of the church rests
in truth upon the faith which has not seen. Comp. 1 Pet. i. 8.

Vv. 80, 81. Conclusion of the entire book (not merely of the main portion
of it, as Hengstenberg maintains) ; for chap. xxi. is a supplement. — woAdd
uév otv] Multa quidem igitur.' — kai 422a] On the well-known «xai after roiid
(et quidem alia), sec Baeumlein, Partik. p. 146. Comp. Acts xxv. 7. —
onucia] miraculous signs, by which He has proved Himself to be the Messiah,
the Son of God (ver. 81). Comp. xii. 37. To this corresponds in general
also the conclusion of the appendix, xxi. 25.* Justly might John, looking
back upon his now finished B:32iov, adduce as its contents from the begin-
ning of his history down to this conclusion, a poetiori, the oyueia which Christ
had wrought, since these form the distinguishing characteristic in the
working of Jesus (comp. x. 41), and the historical basis, with which the
rest of the contents (particularly the discourses) are connected. Others
have taken onueia in exclusive, or at least, like Schleiermacher, pre-eminent
reference to the resurrection: documenta resurrectionis (comp. Actsi. 8).°

11t serves as a concluding summary, so
as to prepare the way for a thought intro-
duced by 3¢ Comp. Baeumlein, Partik. p.
178. See Klotz, ad Devar. p. 663.

2 Correctly 8o, by way of suggestion,
Euth. Zigabenus, further Calvin, Jansen,

Wolf, Bengel, Lampe, Tholuck, de Wette,
Frommann, Maier, B. Crusius, Luthardt,
Hilgenfeld, Hengstenberg, Godet, Baeum-
lein, Scholten, and several others.

380 Chrysostom, Theophylact, Euth.
Zigabenus, Ruperti, Luther, Beza, Calovi-
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But to this corresponds neither the general and absolute oypueia in itself, nor
the predicate moAAd «. di2a, since Christ, after His resurrection, both in
accordance with the accounts in the Gospels, and also with that of 1 Cor.
xv., certainly appeared only a few times ; nor, finally, éroizoer and év 1o
BiBA. robre, which latter shows that John (for évdm. r. padyr., moreover,
does not point to another writer, against Weizsiicker) has in view the con-
tents of his entire Gospel. — évir. . pad.] So that thus still many more
onueia might have becn related, as by an eye-witness, by John, who, in
truth, belonged to the uadyrai ; hence this addition is not to be employed
a8 a ground for the interpretation by Chrysostom, etc., of ojueia, because,
that is to say, Jesus before His death performed His signs in the sight of the
people, etc. (comp. xii. 37). —raira ¢¢] sc. ta onueia, namely, those recorded
in this book, this selection which composes its contents. — iva moreio. ] refers
to the readers, for whom the Gospel was designed. ¢‘ Scopus evangelii,”
Bengel.! Of the conversion of the Gentiles (Hilgenfcld) to the faith, thereis
no mention. — & vidc 7. Yeod] in the Johannean sense. Without being this,
He would not be the promised Messiah. — moretovres] in your Dbelieving.
Thus, then, the Jujv éyerv is conceived of as a possession already beginning
with faith ; faith, however, as a subjective principle of life, quite as with
Paul, although the latter more sharply separates from one another, as con-
ceptions, justification, and life.? —év 1o ovéu. airov] belongs to (wiv &y. In
the name of Jesus, as the object of faith (i. 12), the posscssion of life is
causally founded. — Baur, in accordance with false presuppositions, holds
vv. 30, 81 to be spurious, because the previously related appearances (which,
according to Baur, took place from out of heaven) must in themselves so
bring to a close the appearance of the Risen One, that we cannot think of
further appearances of this kind (roA%d «. &Ala).

Norx BY AMERICAN EDITOR.

LXVII. My pov drrov. Ver. 17.

The first question, in this disputed passage, is of the meaning of drrov,
whether it is simply equivalent to 6:yydvw, touch, or has its more full and proper
meaning of fasten oneself upon, hold on to, cling. Both the present tense and
the connection seem {0 me to point to the latter. For simply touch we should
naturally have the aor. dya:, and merely to touch the Lord would surely not be
forbidden to Mary.

As to the reason for the prohibition, omitting several of those invented by
German ingenuity, we may mention three or four which have been alleged.
First, the incidental reasons, as (1) That our Lord was on His way to His ascension
and could not be detained, for which certainly there seems no sufficient ground.
The arguments for repeated ascensions, one immediate, are by no means con-
vincing. (2) That Mary would not delay in her execution of His message to the

us, Maldonatus, Semler, and several others, 1 Comp. Infrod. § 5. See also, as regards
including Kuinoel, Lfcke, Olshausen, woreio., on xix. 85.
Lange, Baur, Ewald, and several others. 2 Comp. Schmid, Bid. Theol. 11. p. 391
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Apostles—which, however, seems hardly an adequate reason for such a demand
—besides which, Christ does not give this as the real reason. (3) That the lan-
guage is a familiar hyperbole for ¢‘I do not go immediately,’”” as we say
“I am not yet gone,’’ which may relieve Mary from the anxious endeavour,
by her clasp, to detain Him. I may mention (4) the quasi indecorum which
Meyer finds in His receiving the touch (for He holds it as no more) of a woman,
which I think, with Weiss, nearly fanciful. .

The real or essential reason for the repelling of the clasp is given not very
intelligibly by Meyer, a8 ‘ I am nol yel ascended to sny Father, therefore, as yet
no glorified spirit who has again come down from heaven, whither He had
ascended.” More satisfactorily, perhaps, Meyer says in his note, *‘ Jesus inti-
mates that Mary’s drrecfas presupposes in Him a condition which has not yet
commenced, because it must have been preceded by His ascension to His
Father!”’

Better, I think, Weiss : ¢ The prohibition lies simply in this, that He,
although His ascension is not yet accomplished, is on the eve of ascending,
and thus His appearance cannot have the purpose to renew His earlier inter-
course with His friends.” .

To the same effect Luthardt: ¢ It is not the one who has already ascended
who is standing before her ; and accordingly it is not yet the time of which He
had spoken, when He declared that He would go away to the Father, and then
come to them. The time has not yet dawned at which their fellowship with
Him is to come to the goal of its completion. . . . The time directly at hand is
for the disciples as little as for Mary, a time of external sensible fellowship ;
it is the time of the departure and distance of Jesus in which they can be sure
of Him only by belief."’

The single article with dvafaivw mpdc Tév, eto. makes the clause equivalent to
*Him who is my Father and your Father and my God and your God,” at once
putting them and Him in a common relation to God, and yet by not saying
*¢ our Futher and our God'’ (tdv marépa fuav «. Tov Oedw Huiv), keeping them dis-
tinctly separate.
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CHAPTER XXI.

Ver. 3. Instead of évéBnaav, Elz. has avéGnoav, against decisive testimony. —
After mAoiov, Elz. Griesb, Scholz have : ¢b6i¢, which is condemned by decisive
testimony. — Ver. 4. yevou.] Tisch. : ywopu., which is to be preferred, since to
the witnesses C.* E. L., A. B. with yewou. are to be added ; though with the
copyists yevou. was more current. — eic] Lachm. Tisch. : éxi. The Codd. are
very much divided ; évi came to be more readily added as a gloss than eic.
Comp. Matt. xiii. 2, 48 ; Acts xxi. 5. — Ver. 6. loyvoav] Tisch. : loyvov, accord-
ing to preponderant testimonies. 'Dhe aorist form was involuntarily suggested
from the surrounding context (¢3a2ov, éAxvoar). — Ver. 11. éml tijc yijc] Lachm.
Tisch. : ei¢ rdv yijv, according to A. B. C. L. R,, etc. Nevertheless, the Recepla
is to be retained. 'Eni riv y. (8o D. Curss.) was written as a gloss in some in-
stances,—in others, after ver. 9, eic r. y. was written. —In vv. 15, 16, 17, as in
i. 43, instead of 'lwvd, we are to read : 'lwdvvov. — Ver. 17. mpé3ara] A. B. C. :
npoféra. Rightly adopted by Tisch. The Recepla is a repetition from ver. 16.
Tisch. has, indeed, even already in ver. 16, mpo3dria, but only according to B.
C., so that the testimony of A. appears only for ver. 17. — Ver. 22. Read with
Lachm. Tisch., uot dxodotlec. — Ver. 25 is wanting in R.*, is explained in
Scholia as an addition, and has in detail the variations ¢ (Lachm. Tisch.) instead
of doa ; Xptoroe 'Insoic (D.), in one Cod. of It. with the addition: quae non
seripta in hoc libro; vtd' (Lachm. Tisch.) instead of oidé ; ywphoeww (Tisch. ac-
cording to B. C.* R.** Or.) ; at the conclusion aupv (Elz.).

Chap. xx. 30, 31, bears so obviously the stamp of a formal conclusion worthy
of an apostle, while chap. xxi., moreover, begins in a manner so completely un-
expected, that this chap. can appear only as a supplement. The question is,
however,! whether this supplement proceeds from John or not. This question first
became a subject of investigation from the time of Grotius, who saw in the
chapter a supplement of the Ephesian church, composed after the apostle’s death
by the bishop (perhaps by John the Presbyter). Since all witnesses contain
the chapter, a judgment can only be pronounced from infernal grounds. These,
however, decide only against ver. 25, which contains an exaggeration so surpris-
ing, unapostolical, and in such absolute contradiction to the Johannean sim-
plicity, intelligence, and delicacy, that it is impossible that it can have pro-
ceeded from the pen of the apostle, but must appear probably as a later, although
very ancient, form of conclusion, an apocryphal and inharmonious echo of xx.
80. The omission ? of ver. 25 in R*, and its suspicious character in the Scholia,

1 See generally Hoelemann, der Epilog des
Bvang. Joh., in his Bibelstudien, 11. p. 61 ff.

2 According to the usual statement, ver.
25 should also be wanting in Cod. 63. This,
however, Tisch. (Wann 1wurden wunsere
Evangelien verf. p. 127, ed. 4) declares to be
an error. On ver. 25 in R. Tisch. passes

this judgment : the copyist of this Cod. did
not find the verse in his copy, and therefore
did not add it ; but the words are supplied,
‘‘ab eo qui cadem aetate totum librum re-
[ bat ac passim ex allo e plari corri-
gebat atque augebat,” Cod. R. ed. Lips. p.
LIX,
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rests upon a correct critical feeling. On such feeling, however, also rests the
fact that this omission and suspicion have not likewise affected ver. 24, which
contains absolutely nothing that John could not have written, but rather forms
& worthy conclusion to the entire supplement of chap. xxi., and does not by
oldauev betray the work of a strange hand (see the exegetical notes). The
grounds, moreover, brought forward against the authenticity of vv. 1-23 are
untenable. For (1) it by no means follows from ver. 23, that at the time of the
composition the apostle was already dead (Weizsicker, Keim, and others), since
the speech there mentioned required precisely the correct historical explana-
tion for the eventualily of hijs still future death. Comp. Ewald, Jahrb. IIL
p. 172. (2) The advent of Christ, mentioned in vv. 22, 23, is without any rea-
son declared to be non-Johannean. See on xiv. 3. Just as little is (3) the self-
designation, ver. 20, un-Johannean ; it corresponds rather just as well to the
importance which the recollection, therein expressed, of the never-to-be-for-
gotten moment must have had for John, in and of itself, as also to the connec-
tion into which' it is interwoven. See on ver. 20. Further, (4) the individual
expressions ! which are designated as non-Johannean (as e.g. ver. 3, dpyeofac
ovv instead of dxoAovleiv ; ver. 4, mpwlac ywou. instead of mpwt; ver. 12, roAudy
and éferulew ; ver. 18, ¢épewv instead of dyeww) are, taken together, phenomena
80 unessential, nay, having for the most part in the sense of the context so
natural a foundation, that they, especially in consideration of the later time of
the composition of the supplement, leave behind them no serious difficulty
whatever, and are far outweighed by the otherwise completely Johannean
stamp, which the composition bears in itself, in the language, in the mode of
presentation, and in the individual features which betray the eye-witness (how
entirely different is the section concerning the adulteress !). For, in particular,
(5) the alleged want of Johannean clearness and demonstrativeness is removed
partly by correct exposition, partly in the question as to the genuineness, ren-
dered ineffective by the fact that John, even in the earlier part of the Gospel,
does not always narrate with equal clearness and perspicuity. (6) It is not
correct to say that with the spurious conclusion the entire chapter also falls
to the ground,® since the non.Johannean conclusion may have been added
to the Johannean chapter, especially as, on the assumption of the genuine-
ness of ver. 24, the appendix itself did not go forth without a conclusion
from the hand of the apostle. In accordance with all that has been ad-
vanced, the view is justified, that John by way of authentic historical explanation of
the legend in ver. 23, some time afler finishing his Gospel, which he had closed with
xx. 31, wrote chap. xxi. 1-24,3 as a complement of the book, and that this appendiz,
simply because its Johannean origin was immediately cerfain and recognized, already
at a very early period, whilst the Gospel had not yet issued forth from the narrower
circle of ils first readers (Einl. sec. 5), had becomd an inseparable part of the Gospel ;
but that simply owing to the fact that now the entire book was without a principal con-

1 For a minute discussion of the peculiar-
ities of language in chap. xxl., and thefr va-
riation from the Gospel, see in Tiele, Anno-
tatio in locos nonnull. ev. Joh. ad vindicand.
Ryj. ev. authent., Amst. 1858, p. 115 ff. In
answer to Scholten, who believes he has
found most linguistic deviations, see Hil-
genfeld in his Zeitschr. 1868, p. 441 ff.

2 Much more correct would it be to say:

the chap. partially betrays, in so striking a
manner, the Johannean delicacy and orig-
inality (pre-eminently vv. 15-17), that with
this the whole stands as a production of
the apostle.

3 Vv. 1-14 hardly have an object unknown
to us (Brfickner), since they are in simple
objective historical connection with what
follows,
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clusion, the apocryphal conclusion, ver. 25, exaggerating the original conclusion, xx.
81, came to be added. This addition of ver. 26 must have been made at a very
early date, because only a few isolated traces of the spuriousness of ver. 25
have been preserved, which, however, by the evidence of R.* go back to a very
ancient time ; while, on the other hand, in reference to vv. 1-24, not the faint-
est echo of a critical tradition is found which would have testified against
their genuineness. Tisch. also designates only ver. 25 as spurious. — The
apostolic origin of the chapter was confroverted, in connection with very various
theories, especially its derivation from the author of the Gospel, after Grotius,
by Clericus, Hammond, Semler, Paulus, Gurlitt,! Liicke, Schott, de Wette,
Credner, Wieseler? (John the Presbyter wrote the chap. after the death of the
apostle), Schweizer, Bleek, Schwegler, Zeller, Baur (because it is not in keeping
with the main idea of the whole), Kostlin, Keim, Scholten, and several others ;
Briickner has doubts. In opposition to Baur's school, according to which it
would seem designed, along with the entire chap., for the purpose of exalting the
apostle of Asia Minor over Peter, see especially Bleek. — The Johannean origin,
or at least the derivation from the writer of the Gospel, is defended, but in
such a way that recently vv. 24, 25 have been for the most part rejected by
Calovius, Rich. Simon, Mill, Wetstein, Lampe, Michaelis, Krause,? Beck,*
Eichhorn,Kuinoel, Hug, Wegscheider,® Handschke,® Erdmann,” Weber,? Guerike,
Redding (Dispul. Groning. 1833), Frommann, Tholuck, Olshausen, Klee, Maier,
B. Crusius (not decidedly),® Luthardt, Lange, Lautillard (Disp. L. B. 1853),
Ebrard (on Olshausen), Hengstenberg, Godet, Hoelemann, Schleiermacher (at
least in respect of the contents). According to Ewald,!? a friend of the apostle
(probably a presbyter at Ephesus), of whose hand, probably also of whose art,
John availed himself in the composition of the Gospel, wrote the appendix for
himself alone at a later date, without desiring in the slightest degree to conceal
that it was by a different person. In his Johann. Schriften, I. p. 54 ff., Ewald
ascribes the composition to the same circle of friends, in which the Gospel may
have remained perhaps for ten years before its publication ; that the apostle
himself, however, permitted the publication with this appendix (inclusive also
of vv. 24, 25) before his death. Similarly Baeumlein. — Very superficially and
peremptorily does Hengstenberg designate the entire view that chap. xxi. is a
supplement, as leading to a view of the accidental nature of the authorship,
which is unworthy of the apostle, and in conflict with the character of the
Gospel. Hilgenfeld assigns the chap., with inclusion of vv. 24, 25, to the evan.
gelist, who, however, was not the apostle. Comp. also Bretschneider, p. 182.

Vv. 1, 2. Mera raira] Referring, in conformity with the nature of a sup-
plement, to the last narrative before the conclusion in xx. 30, 81. — égavépwoey
éavrév] Comp. the passive expression, Mark xvi. 12, 14 ; the reflexive form
of construction, however, is decidedly Johannean, see vii. 4, It presup-

1 Lection. im N. T. Spec. 111. Hamb. 1805. T Bemerk. db. Joh., Rostock, 1821,
Bertholdt, Seyffarth (Beitr. zur Specialchar- 8 Authentia. . . argumentor. intern. usu vin-

akt. der Joh. Schriften, Lpz. 1828, p. 271 fI. dic., Hal. 1828,
3 Diss. 1839, * He, as also Lange, Hengstenberg, Hoele-
3 Diss. Vited. 1798. mann, ascribes also vv. 24,25 to the apos-
4 Lips. 1795, tle, In opposition to which Luthardt regards
8 Einl. in d. Ev. Joh. 2, 25 as a testimony added from the Ephe-

8 Do avbevrig c. 21 et. Joh. e sola orat. indole  sian church. Stud. u. Krit. 1849, p. 601 1.
dijud., Lips. 1818. 10 L.c., comp. also Jakrd. X. p. 87,
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poses a stats of concealment, from which He now again (rdAw points back to
ver. 14, to the two preceding appearances, xx. 19, 26) came forth and made
Himself manifest to His disciples, brought Himself into view,—not a spirit-
ual existence (de Wette), not ‘‘a sphere of invisibility, in which He moves
by Himself ” (Luthardt, comp. Tholuck), but rather a wonderfully altered
existence, no longer belonging to ordinary intercourse, brought nearer to a
state of glorification, yet still material, did o Aocwdv d¢daprov elva: *o cdpa xal
axfiparov, Chrysostom. — émi ri¢ 9aA.] on thelake, because the shore is over the
lake.! It belongs to égav. — égavépwoe 82 odrwc] 8c. éavrév, not, as Hengsten-
berg borrows from ii. 11, rjv dé¢av airob. Further, an iteration of this kind,
in simple, continuous narration, is not elsewhere found in John. But he
may here have purposely written in so diffuse a manner as a set-off to the
distortions of actual fact in tradition (comp. ver. 28). — Of the seven dis-
ciples, ver. 2, the two last remain unnamed. Hence they are probably
(vi. 60, vii. 8, viii. 81, xviii. 19) to be deemed disciples in the wider sense,
with which ver. 1 does not conflict (in answer to Hengstenberg, who con-
jectures Andrew and Philip), since the two unnamed are simply subordinate
persons. That of the disciples in the narrower sense the sons of Zebedee
are mentioned last, accords with the composition of the narrative by John
himself. Not any deeper or emblematic significance is to be sought as
lying behind the succession of the names, or behind the number seven.
Another author would probably have placed the sons of Zebedee immedi-
ately after Peter. — ¢ amd Kava r. Tad.] added, without any special design, in
this supplement of late composition. According to Hengstenberg, the rep-
resentative of the first miracle (chap. ii.) could not but be indicated, which
is pure invention. — ol o Z;3edaiov] does not occur elsewhere in John ; but,
at the same time, it is only here that the occasion presents itself to him to
mention in a series of names himself * and kis drother along with others, —
On the tradition recorded by Luke, which is altogether irreconcilable
with Galilean appearances of the Risen One, unless upon arbitrary harmon-
istic assumptions (such as even Luthardt entertains), see on ‘Luke xxiv. 50.
Acts i. 4 does not, however, nccessarily presuppose, in reference to the ap-
pearances, that none took place in Galilee. Matthew, on the other hand, ex-
cludes the appearances which took place before the disciples a¢ Jerusalom,
which are related by John xx. See on Matt. xxviii. 10. Harmonistic ex-
pedients also in Hengstenberg and Godet.

Vv. 8, 4. 'Epyép. «. jucic oiv coi] John has not employed éxorovfeiv, nor
said aywuev . fueic (xi. 16), because he has thought just what was said. —
The circumstantiality is not un-Johannean (Liicke), but comp. e.g. i. 89, 40,
ix. 1-12. In particular, moreover, the iwdyw dAwbery is only the simple
language of familiar association, in which neither a *‘ brusque tone,” nor ‘‘an
internal impulse, a presentiment” (Godet), is tobe recognized. The disci-
ples desire again to pursue their earthly employments, ¢ quod privatos
homines decebat,” Calvin. — i£7A6ov] from the place indicated in ver. 2, prob-

1 Comp. on Matt. xiv. 25; Xen. Anabd. iv. 2 Hence Nathanael cannot be John
8. 28: éwi Tov woramov, and passages from  (Spiith); comp. on {. 46.
Herodotus in Schwelighiuser's Lex. p. 245,
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ably Capernaum, out to the lake, ver. 1. — By night fishing was productive.' .
But they caught nothing. How entirely different was it afterwards, when
they cast out at the bidding of the Lord ! — tory] Expressing the sudden ap-
pearance. Comp. xx. 19, 26. — ¢i¢ 7. aiy.] Comp. xx. 19, 26. —od pévroe,
x.r.A.] To be explained from the entirely altered condition and appearance of
the Risen One. Chrysostom assigns the rcason to the will of Jesus : obx evbéw¢
Zavrdv deixvvow, comp. also Luthardt and Hengstenberg, of which John, how-
ever, gives no indication. Comp. rather on xx. 14.

Vv. B, 6. Ila:dia] Not un-Johannean (1 John ii. 14, 18), although in xiii.
88 rexvia is used. — uf 7 mpoopdy. Exere] The emphasis lies, as frequently, on
the concluding word : you are not, I suppose, (already) in possession of some-
thing to eat? The question presupposes the opinion of the questioner, that
they had probably as yet taken nothing, as well as the thought that in the
opposite case He need not step in. That, however, He designates exactly
JSishes by mpoogdywov, is grounded on the fact that He intends to take a break-
Jast with the disciples on the fishes, after which He inquires.® — The dis-
ciples simply answer : no, they have therefore taken Him for an entire
stranger, who perhaps wishes to buy fishes for breakfast. The ma:dia, intended
by Jesus in the sense of fatherly love, they may have regarded, in the mouth
of the unknown, as a friendly designation of the state of service (Nonnus :
maidec dAd¢c dprotipes ; Euth. Zigabenus : roig épyarwois). Comp. on vi. 6.
— ¢i¢ 7a degwa p.] They had the net then in the lake, on quite another side
of the boat. — vikére] no longer, as previously, when it was empty and light.
Observe the pictorial imperf. ioyvov (see the critical notes). — éAxioa:] draw,
draw up the submerged net. On the other hand, stpovrec, ver. 8 : tugging,
dragging forth.® —ané] on account of .* — To regard the above fruitless toils
(on the left, it is thought), and this abundant taking on the right, as a figure
of the apostolic ministry, in relation first to the Jews and then to the Qentiles,
is too special, and not even accordant with history (Gal. ii. 9 ; Acts xxii.
20, et al., comp. Luthardt), without prejudice, however, to the symbolism of
the draught of fishes in itself ; see note after ver. 14.

Ver. 7. Ilédw ré idibuara tiv oixelwv émibeixvvvrar Tpémwv ol pabyrai Ilérpog
«al 'Twdvine. 'O uév yap Bepubrepog, 6 2 inpnAérepoc v' xai 6 pév 6fvrepos fv, 6 @
dwparixbrepoc.  Ad toiro & pdv 'Iwdwwme mparos éméyvw Tov 'Inooin' ¢ d¢ Ilérpoc
nparoc fAfe wpd¢ avrév, Chrysostom. Comp. xx. 8 ff. — rov émevdirny dielboaro]
He had laid aside the éwevdirne, and wasin so far unclothed, which, however,
docs not prevent his having on the shirt, yirwvioxo, according to the well-
known usage of yvuvéc,® nudus, and 0YV}.7 In order, however, not to appear

1 Comp. on Luke v. 5; Aristot. H. 4. viil.
19,
3 0n wpooddy. itself, which is, like the
Attic 3yor, used especially of fishes (comp.
wpoodéynua, Moeris, p. 204. 24; wpoodymua,
Athen. iv. p. 162 C, vii. p. 276 E) see Sturz,
Dial. Al. p. 191; Fischer, de vitiis, Lez. p.
607 f.

3 See Tittmann, Synon. p. 57 1.

4 See Bernhardy, p. 224.

¢ Grotius, Weitzel, Hengstenberg, Godet,
Hilgenfeld, and several others.

¢ This also in opposition to Godet, accord-
ing to whom Peter was quite naked. This
would have been disgraceful even amongst
barbarians. See Kriiger on Thuc. i. 6. 4.

7 See Perizonius, ad Aed. V. H. vi. 11;
Cuper. Obss. 1. 7, p. 89, Interpp. zu Jes. XXx.
2; Grotlus in loc.



544 THE GOSPEL OF JOHN.

unbecomingly in his mere shirt before Jesus, he girded around him the
émevdirng, overgarment, i.e. he drew it on, and gathered it with a girdle
on his body. Hengstenberg says incorrectly : he had the érevdir. on, and
only girded himself in the same (accus. of closer definition), in order to be
able to swim the better. The middle with accus. of a garment always
denotes to gird oneself therewith (Lucian, Somm. 6, de conscrib. hist. 8). Comp.
meplbvvvafar, Rev. i. 18. The émevdirng is not equivalent to yurédw,! but an
overwrap, an overcoat. Any garment drawn over may be so called ;* it was,
however, according to Nonnus and Theophylact, in the case of fishermen,
and according to the Talmud, which has even appropriated to itself the
word RNVIMDR, in the case of workmen generally, a linen article of clothing
(possibly a short frock orblouse) which, according to the Talmud, was
worn, provided with pockets, over the shirt (according to Theophylact,
also over other articles of clothing). See especially Drusiusinloe. Accord-
ing to Euth. Zigabenus, it reached to the knees, and was without sleeves. —
yvuvés] He had, in point of fact, no other clothing on except the mere shirt ;*
for precisely did v ybuvwow * he quickly put on the érevdbrns, which had been
laid aside during his work. — He reached the land swimming, not walking,
on the water (Grotius and several others), which is a fanciful addition.
The 2Balev éavrév graphically represents the rapid self-decision.

Vv. 8, 9. To mhoap.] in the littls boat, on board of which they remained 3
local dative. Comp. Herod. v. 99 : &mwéaro eixoot vpvoi. See generally
Becker, Homer. Blitter, p. 208 f. — The yép in the parenthesis states the
reason why they did not quit the vessel ; they could in this way also quickly
enough reach the shore, which was very near (200 cubits = } stadium, 300
feet).* — On the form mpyav instead of the Attic mpyéwy, see Lobeck, ad Phryn.
p. 245f. On awé, see on xi. 18. — 13 dixrvov Taw ixf.] the net, which was filled
with the fishes (ver. 8).°— Ver. 6. BAémovow, x.7.2.] John relates simply what
they saw on landing, namely, a fire of coals lying there, and food lying thereon
(i.6. a mess of fish, see on vii. 9 ; the singul. not of a single fish, as Beza,
Hengstenberg, Godet, and others think, but collectively, as also &prov,” and
bread. That this preparation for the breakfast to be given was made by
Jesus, would be understood by the reader as matter of course (see vv. 13, 18).
But how He brought together the materials, and who kindled the fire,
cannot be determined ; He might, before He called to the disciples, have
Himself, or by other hands, made the preparations. Hence the narrative
yields no miracle (bringing forth out of nothing, thought Chrysostom,
Theophylact, Euth. Zigabenus, Grotius, Calovius, Maldonatus, and several
others ; but Nicephorus, Jansen, Luthardt : the angels had provided Him
therewith ; finally, Hengstenberg, Godet : without more precisely defining
the marvellous How), nor even the appearancs of such (Liicke). But

1 Fischer, Kuinoel, Bretschneider. $ 8ee Wurm, d¢ ponder, eto., p. 195; Her-

3 S8ee the LXX. in Schleusner, 7%es. II. p. mann, Privatalterth. § 46. 7.
436 ; Soph. sfragm. in Pollux, vil. 45; Dind. ¢ Comp. on this genit.,, Nigelsbach, s.

391, comp. éwévduua in Plut. Alex. 89, Ilias, p. 81, ed. 8.
3Comp. Dem. 583 21: yvurdv & ¢ 7Comp. Polyb. xxxiv. 8. 6: 1 Sardrrior
Xirwvioxe. Syor,

4 Theodoret, Heracleus.
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wherefors did Jesus make this preparation? Because the disciples were to
eat with Him the early meal, with which He designed to connect so signi-
ficant a transaction as that related in vv. 15 ff. ; He willed to be the giver of
the meal. Much that is irrelevant in the older expositors. According to
Luthardt, the design is to depict how Jesus, without requiring their aid,
knows how to feed the disciples from His own resources. But to what
purpose any such further representation, when He had long ago miracu-
lously fed thousands before the eyes of-the disciples ¢

Vv. 10, 11. *Evéyxare, «.7.2.] for the completion, in accordance with their
needs, of the dish of fish already found upon the fire of coals. That the
eating of Jesus and of the disciples was no material, but a spéritual .one
(the enjoyment which Jesus has from the labors of His apostles), is a
fiction of Hengstenberg’s. — According to ver. 11, Peter alone draws the
full net to land, which, of course, since it hung on the vessel, that lay on
the shore, was casier than to draw it up out of the water into the boat. ver.
6. According to Hengstenberg, he is, indeed, named only as being the
chief person, because he had been the instrument of the spiritual fishing. The
statement of the number of the fishes is as little an apocryphal trait as the
statement of the number of those who were miraculously fed, vi. 10, and
the less, since it is not a round number which is named. The ueydiwv
heightens the miracle. —«al rosobrwv Svrwyv, s.7.A.] Regarded by John
as incomprehensible, and as effected by Christ; by Btrauss, as mani-
festly legendary, as well as the number of the fishes, which, however,
might surely well be to the minds of the disciples, in this miraculovs
experience, important enough, and such as never to be forgotten. On the
allegorical interpretations of the number 158, see note after ver. 14.

Vv. 12, 18. *Apworov is, as little as in Matt. xxii. 4, Luke xi. 88, the prin-
cipal meal, which, in spite of ver. 4, Hengstenberg suggests in the interest
of allegorical interpretation, but breakfast. —ir6Aua] dared, presumed.
Although, that is, it had been possible for them, in respect of the external
appearance, to doubt whether He was the Lord, they were nevertheless con-

- vinced of His identity, and hence dared not to ask Him : Who art thou ?
Reverential awe (comp. already iv. 27), in presence of the marvellous ap-
pearance of the Risen One, deprived them of the courage to doso. Accord-
ing to Augustine, Beda, Jansen, and several others, they dared not doult,
which however, is not expressed. Chrysostom aptly remarks : obxérc yip v
avriy wapproiay elyov' . . . TV 82 popgiv aAdowrépav dpavres xal moAAdc ExwAg-
fews yépovaav, ogédpa foav saramemAnyuévor, xal EBobAovro i wepl avriic ipwrav'
GAMAG 10 déog xal 7O eidbvar avrobc, dre oby Erepbs Tic v, GAX abrés, meiyov THV
épbrnow. — éerdoad] to explore’ sciscitari ; strong expression from the point
of view from which the respectful timidity of the disciples regarded the
daring nature of the question. — zidérec] Constructio xaré oiwesw.® — Ver.
18. épyerar] The deire, ver. 12, has summoned the disciples to the place of

" the meal where the fire of coals was ; Jesus Himself, who had therefore

1 Matt. . 8, x. 11; Sir. x1. 7, xiil. 11, fre- ? See Kithner, II. § 419a ; Kriiger, §58. 4. b,
quent in the classics,
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stood at some distance therefrom, now steps forward, in order to distribute
the breakfast. — rov &prov] points back to ver. 9, but 7o éydpwov to vv. 9 and
10 : the bread lying there, etc. Both areagain collective. It is not merely one
loaf and one fish which Jesus distributes, as Hengstenberg, for the purpose
of symbolically interpreting it of a heavenly reward of toil, assumes ; see
ver. 10. — A thanksgiving before the didwow is not related, not as though
Jesus omitted rdé avfpémwva (Euth. Zigabenus) ; nor as though He did not
desire positively to offer Himself to their recognition (Lange, in opposition
to ver. 12); nor, again, as though the meal was to be a silent ' one (Lu-
thardt, who adds : ¢ for such is the table fellowship of Jesus and His own
in the present acon™) ; nor, again, because the meal represented future bless-
ings (Hengstenberg),—but because here it is not a question of any proper
meal, as in Luke xxiv. 20, but rather only of a dreakfast, of a morning
meal, partaken of only while standing (there is no mention, moreover, of a
lying down), which also was not to have, like that early meal of Paul, Acts
xxvii. 85, a character of solemnity. It was not this breakfast in itself, which
Christ prepared for the disciples, but that which preceded (the draught of
fishes) and succeeded (vv. 15 ff.), that was the object for which the Risen
One here appeared.

Ver. 14. Towro 70y tpirov] This already for the third time. See on 2 Cor.
xiii. 1. — #dn presupposes, on the one hand, that, according to John,
until now any other appearances before the disciples had not taken place,
with the exception of the three related (xx. 19 ff., 26 ff., xxi. 1 ff.) ; but, on
the other hand, that at a later date several other appearances occurred. Since
he, moreover, refers his rpirov only to the appearances that were made to
the circle of disciples (not to individual persons), a wider scope is thereby
given to harmonists ; in no case, however, can they succeed in reconciling
the three appearances with the statements of Paul, 1 Cor. xv. 5 ff., espe-
cially as there elra and #rera (in opposition to Wieseler) denote chronological
sequence. The Apostle Paul is charged, on the supposition that his ac-
count is to be understood in an internal way, with a great arbitrariness,
when it is asserted that the threes appearances related by John are comprised
in elra roi¢ 64dexa in Paul (Luthardt, Lange). Not even can d¢fly Kneg in
Paul be reconciled with John. To John, however, must be accorded the
preference over the tradition followed by Paul, so far as the latter does not
agree with the former.

Note.—To the draught of fishes, to contest the historical truth of which, in a
manner which evinced arbitrariness, and in part even malice, the similarity of
the earlier history, Luke v. 2 ff., afforded a welcome opportunity (Strauss,
Weisse, Schenkel, and several others), a symbolical destination has, since the
most ancient times (Chrysostom and his followers, Cyril, Augustine, and many
others), been ascribed, and in general justly, since the word of Jesus, Matt. iv.

1 That the meal passed generally in entire  tation of detalls, a gloomy and monstrous
silence, as also Hengstenberg suggests, as  character is given to the incident. But the
little appears from the text as that Jesus  text breaks off with the distribution of the
did not Himself partake of it (Hengsten- bread and of the mess of fish, and it says
berg). In favour of a symbolical interpre-  nothing of the progress of the breakfast.
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19, parall., gives, naturally enough, the psychological solution why He, as the
Risen One, performs, precisely in this fashion, a miraculous work in the pres-
ence of His disciples. The tradition in which, from the above word, the
draught of fishes, Luke v., took shape (see on Luke v. 1 ff.), has, although
pushing hackward the later ocourrence, nevertheless apprehended with right
feeling the idea which it contained. The disciples themselves could not
but find in the words of that first call, Matt. loc. cit., the key to the symbolical
significance of the miraculous fact, in which that word, which Jesus had spoken
at the beginning, was now, on the boundary of their earthly intercourse with Him,
and before the restoration (a renewed calling, as it were) of Peter, set forth and
sealed as a fact with the highest appropriateness. Only in the interpretation
of this symbolism, we have no right to go beyond Matt. iv. 14, and read in it
more than the rich blessing of the apostolical office, of which the men fishers of
Jesus were to be the possessors. To go further, and, with Augustine, expound
all the individual features of the history allegorically,! is groundless and arbi-
trary, and without any definable limits. Especially unauthorized is an interpre-
tation of the fish meal that refers it to the heavenly supper,® ¢ which the Lord
prepares for His own with Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob in the kingdom of God," *
since that supper of the kingdom does not concern the apostles as such, and
foreign elements would mix themselves with the reference. The meal of our
passage is only an dpwrov, a breakfast, serving merely as an occasion for the
appearance, and for the draught of fishes, as well as for the further scene with
Peter. In a manner which serves as a special warning have the allegorical
tendencied of the Fathers, in respect of the number of fishes, displayed them-
selves, Thus,Severus,Ammonius, Theophylact (also 7.1 é¢ in Euth. Zigabenus) see
depicted in the 100 fishes the Gentiles, in the 50 the Jews, and in the 3 the Trin-
ity. Jerome, followed by Kdostlin ¢ and Hilgenfeld, recognizes in the 153 fishes,
in spite of the fact that they were large ones only, all genera piscium, and thereby
the universality of the apostolic activity,® which Ruperti even derives from the
text by an arithmetical analysis ¢ of the number ; whilst Hengstenberg, on the
other hand (after Grotius), finds the key in the 153,600 strangers,” making John
count a fish for every thousand (with which the surplus of 600 falls away) ! —
That John says nothing regarding the symbolical purpose of the draught of fishes,
is sufficiently explained from the fact that Jesus Himself does not expressly de-
clare it, but allows the thing to speak for itself its silent symbolical language, as
He also has not Himself interpreted the symbolism of the withered fig-tree
(Matt. xxi. 21).

1 80 recently, especially Weitzel in the
Stud. u. Krit. 1849, p. 618f., Luthardt, Lange,
Hengstenberg.

2 Even the Lord's Supper was found by
Augustine to be signified, and he went so
far as to say : * piscis assus CRristus est pas-
s

3 Olshausen, after Augustine.

4 Theol. Jahrd. 185 1, p. 196.

¢ Hilgenfeld in his Zeitschr, 1868, p. 446 :
*The coplous draught . . ., {.c., the spiritual
harvest from the Gentile world, is now added
to the provision of fish and bread already
lying ready, I think, for the feeding of the
Jewish people (comp. John vi. 12).” The

fundamental thought is, he thinks, in x. 16.

¢ Recently enigmatic numeration has been
attempted in the case of these fishes, so
that according to the Hebrew numeriocal let-
ters 118 4-85 = )Y D)DW i8 = Zpwr "lwva.
See Theol. Jahrd. 1854, p. 185; on the other
hand : Ewald, JaArb. vi. p. 161. Volkmar
also (Mos. Prophetie, p.'611.) gives the enig-
matic solution of the number as * Simeon
Bar Jona Kepha.”—('alvin already correct-
ly observes : * quantum ad piscium numer-
um spectat, non est sublime aliquod in eo
quaerendum mysterium,”

7 2 Chron. if. 17,
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Vv. 15-17. The thrice-repeated question : ‘‘ut illi occasionem praeberet,
triplicis abnegationis maculam triplici professione elucndi,” Wetstein, which
Ilengstenberg arbitrarily denies. — Ziuwy "Twdwwor] Thrice the same complete
mention of the name with a certain solemnity of deeply-moved affection. In
the use of the name Simon Jok. in itself, we are not to recognize—since cer-
tainly it is not at all susceptible of proof, that Jesus elsewhere addressed
the apostle by the name Peter or Cephas—another and special purpose as
in view, either a reminiscence of the lost confidence (de Wette), or of the
human condition of the apostolical calling (Luthardt), or a replacement
into his natural condition for the purpose of an exaltation to the new dig-
nity (Hengstenberg). The name of Peter is not refused to him (Hoele-
mann). — éyawr.] He does not ask after his faith,; for this had not become
wavering, but the love proceeding from the faith had not been sufficiently
strong. [See Note LXVIIL p. 555] — robrwv] # oiror, than these my other
disciples. They are still present; comp. on ver. 20. Peter had given az-
pression, in his whole behaviour down to his fall, to so pre-eminent a love
for Jesus (bear in mind vi. 68, the washing of the feet, the sword-stroke,
and xiii. 87), and in virtue of the distinction, of which Jesus had deemed
him worthy (i. 43), as well as by his post at the head of the apostles (comp.
on Matt. xvi. 18), into which he was not now first introduced (IIengst.), so
pre-eminent a love was to be ezpected from him, that there is sufficient occa-
sion for the masiov Tofrev without requiring a special reference to Matt xxvi.
83 (from which, in comparison with John xiii. 87, a conclusion’ has been
drawn adverse to the Johannean authorship). — Pster in his answer substi-
tutes for the a&yaw. (diligis) of the question, the expression of personal heart
emotion, ¢uhd, amo [See Note LXIX. p. 556] (comp. xi. 8, 5, xx. 2), by which
he gives the most direct satisfaction to his inmost feeling ; appeals, in so
doing, in the consciousness of thc want of personal warranty, to the Lord’s
knowledge of the heart, but leaves the mieiov rofrwr unanswered, because
his fall has made him humble, for which reason Jesus also, in tender for-
bearance, omits that wAsiov robrwv in the questions that follow—rvivid origi-
nality of the narrative, marked by such delicacy of feeling. — Béoxe Ta dpvia
pov] Restoration to the previous standing, which the rest of the apostles
did not require, therefore containing the primacy of Peter only in so far as
it already previously existed ; see on Matt. xvi. 18. — dpvia] Expression of .
tender emotion : little lambs, without obliterating the diminutive significa-
tion also in Rev. v. 6 ; Isa. x1. 11, Aq. The discourse becomes firmer in
ver. 16, where npéfara, and again, more emotional, in ver. 17, where mpo-
Pérea, little sheep (see the critical notes), is found. By all three words, the
apyemoiuny * means His believing ones in general (1 Pet. v. 4), without making
a separation between beginners and those who are matured,® or even be-

1 To apply the sense of the thrice-uttered
behest so differently : duty of individuals;
care for the whole ; bringing in of individu-
als for the whole (Luthardt),—is a separa-
tion of the idea which cannot be proved by
the change of the words, and is entirely out
of keeping with the mood of emotional

feeling. In each of the three expressions
lies the wkole duty of the shepherd. ** Quam
vocum vim optime se intellexisse Petrus
demonstrat, 1 Pet. v. 2,” Grotius.

* Euth. Zigabenus, Wetstein, Lange, and
several others.
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tween laity and clergy.! Maldonatus aptly remarks : the distinction is non
in re, sed in voce, where, notwithstanding, he, with other Catholic exposi-
tors, erroneously lays emphasis on the fact that precisely to Peter was the
whole flock entrusted ; the latter shared, in truth, with all the apostles, the
same office of tending the entire flock. — w4 Jcbfepov] See on Matt. xxvi.
42. — moipave] More universal, and more expressive of carefully ruling activ-
ity in general * than p&m, in which rather the special reference of nourishing
protective activity is brought out.® The latter, therefore, corresponds to
the diminutive designations. —In His third question, ver. 17, Jesus takes
up the ¢cdd oe of Peter, and cuts, by means of the thus altered question,
still more deeply into his heart. Peter was troubled about this, that Jesus
in this third question appeared to throw doubt even upon his ¢iiciv. Hence
now his more earnest answer, with an appeal to his Lord’s unlimited knowl-
edge of the heart : ov mévra oidac, k.7.2., which popular and deeply emotional
expression is not to be interpreted of absolute omniscience (Baur), but ac-
cording to the standard of xvi. 80, ii. 25, iv. 19, vi. 64, i. 49 f.

Ver. 18. With the thrice-uttered Béoke ra mpoBdrii pov Peter is again in-
stalled in his vocation, and with solemn earnestness (aufv, aufv, x.7.1.)
Jesus now immediately connects the prediction of whkat he will one day have
to endure in this vocation. The prediction is clothed in a symbolic form.
Comp. Acts xxi. 11. —bre fi¢ vebrepoc] than now. Peter, who had been al-
ready for a considerable time married (Matt. viii. 14), was at that time of
middle age. In the contrast of past youth and coming old age (ynpdoyc) the
present condition certainly remains without being characterized ; but this,
in the vivid delincation of the prophetic picture, must not be pressed.
Every expression of prophetic mould is otherwise subject to its ‘‘ obliquity”
(against de Wette). But the objection of the want of a simplicity worthy of
Jesus (de Wette) is, considering the entire concrete and illustrative form of
the prophecy, perfectly unjust. Note, moreover, that re f¢c vedrepos .
#0eAec i8 not designed with the rest for symbolical interpretation (as refer-
ring perhaps to his self-willedness before his conversation, Euth. Zigabe-
nus, Luthardt, or in the earlier time of youth, Lange ; to the autonomic
energy in his calling, Hengst.), but serves ounly as a plastic preparation
for the prediction (érav d2 ynpdoyc) from which, as a background, the pre-
dictive figure stands out more vividly. — éxreveic rdc yeip. aov] Feebly stretch-
ing them out to the power of strangers, and therewith surrendering thyself
to it. Then will another (undefined subject of the hostile power) gird thee,
i.e. surround thee with fetters, as with a girdle, bind thy body around with
bonds, and convey thee away, whither thou wilt not, namely, to the place of ez-
ecution (comp. Mark xv. 22); for with dmov ob 9édewc: ric ¢boews Abyer T
ovuradic kal Tiic capkds v avdyxny, kal bt Gxovea amoppfyvvrar Tob obparoc %
yvxf, Chrysostom. Note further, that as with the three clauses of the first
half of the verse there is a complete correspondence formed by means of the

1 Eusebius, Emiss, Bellarmine. and Béoxyua, victus, and the compounds like
2 Aots xx. 28; 1 Pet. v. 2; Rev. ii. 87, viL ympoBooxeiv, el al.; see also Philo, deter. insid.
17, and see Dissen, ad Pind. Ol. x. 9. pot. 1. p. 197; Ellendt, Lex. Soph. L. p. 812 f,

3 Hom. Od. u. 97, ¢. 108, et al. ; comp. Boox1,
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three ciauses of the second, namely (1) by érav 82 yzp. ; (2) by dAdoc ae {boee
and (8) by oloet dmov ov Fé2ec, the words éxreveig ras yeipdc cov form no inde-
pendent point, but only serve for the illustration of the second, graphically
describing the surrender into the power of the dAioc, who will perform the
{boer (not the joy at being bound with fetters, Weitzel). Erroneously, then,
do the Fathers, and most later expositors,' make éxrev. 7. yeip. o. the charac-
teristic point of the prediction, and interpret it of the stretching out on the
transverse beam of the cross. In this case unless (with Hengst.) we volatilize
G%log oe Jboee into the mere general idea of passivity, we must refer the
{boer to the binding to the cross before the nailing,® or (with Briickner and
Ewald) to the girding with the loin cloth (which can by no means be histor-
ically proved by Eo. Nicod. 10).* It is decisive against the entire explana-
tion, referring it to the crucifixion, that oice: omov ob 9é2eis, not defors but
after the stretching out of the hands and girding,* would be wholly incon-
gruous, and we must then understand it of the dearing to the cross by the
executioner’s assistants,® in which, however, in spite of this very special in-
terpretation, we again give up the reference of the stretching out of the hands
to the crucifixion, and leave only the above doubtful binding of the girdle
round the loins as a specific mark of crucifixion. Others (so especially Gur-
litt and Paulus) have found nothing more than the prediction of the actual
weakness of old age, and therewith made of the saying so weightily intro-
duced a mere nullity. Olshausen refers to youth and old age in the spirit-
wal life;* Peter, that is to say, will in his old age be in manifold ways
hindered, persecuted, and compelled against his will to be active here and
there, of which experiences his cross is the culminating point. In a simi-
lar manner Tholuck: the apostle is given to understand how he, who had
been governed in the earlier period of his life more by self-will, will come
more and more under a higher power, and will submit himself at last even
with resignation to the martyr-death destined by God. Comp. Lange, and
even Bleek, p. 285 f., who by the d2lo¢ actually understands Jesus ; a mis-
taken view also in Mayerhoff.” All such spiritual allusions fall to the
ground in virtue of ver. 19, as also 3wov ob #2ecc is not appropriate to the
supposed representation of complete surrender, which should rather have
required perhaps 8mov dpr¢c ob 9édec.  Unsuitable also would be érav ynpdayc,
since in truth that spiritual maturity of the apostle could not first be a sub-
ject of expectation in his old age. Beza is correct : *‘ Christus in genere
praedicat Petri mortem violentam fore.” Nonnus : ’0ye d2 ynpboxwy Tavboeis

1 Including Tholuck, Maler, de Wette,

Briickner, Hilgenfeld, Hengstenberg,
Baeumlein.
2 Tert. Scorp. 15.

3 See Thilo, ad Cod. Apocr. 1. p. 582 f.

4 A resource has indeed been sought
with Casaubon by referring éxr. 7. xeip. . to
the circumstance that before the crucifixion
took place the cruciarii were carried about
“ collo furcae inserto et manibus dispessis
etad furcae cornua deligatis,’” Wetstein.
But the girding, as it necessarily points to

binding round the body, would be an inap-
propriate figure of the attaching the Aands.
—Logical subtleties cannot succeed in put-
ting right the incongruity above alluded to,
although Briickner has made the attempt.

$ Ewald, comp. Bengel.

¢ Comp. Euth. Zigabenus : to the life of
Peter under the law, in which he has acted
with self-will, the full maturity of the jAwia
wrvevuarcy is opposed, in which he will
stretch out his hands for crucifixion, etc.

T Petr. Schr. p. 87.
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obo yeipag avdyxy' | kai oe wepiopiyfovory apeidbec dvépes GAdor, | eic Tiva yopor
&yovrec, bv ob cfo Bupds avbyer. Beyond this we cannot go without arbitrari-
ness. Comp. also Luthardt and Godet.

Ver. 19. A comment, quite of Johannean stamp, on the remarkable utter-
ance. Comp. xviii. 82, also xii. 83. — moip Oavdre] i.e. by what manner of
death, namely, by the death of martyrdom, for which Peter, bound round
with fetters, was conveyed to the place of execution. John, who wrote long
after the death of Peter, presupposes the details as well known, as also Clem.
Cor.1.5. Peter was crucified, as tradition, from the time of Tertullian,’ and
Origen in Eusebius, credibly relates ; the reader had therefore to take this
special element of the rowsryc of the execution from history, as the fulfilment
of the less definite word of prophecy, in addition to, but not to derice :t
Jrom, the words of Christ - themselves. — dofdoe: 7. fe6v] For such a death
tended to the glorifying of God, in whose service he suffered for the revela-
tion of His counsel and for the victory of His work (comp. xvii. 4, 6) ;
hence dofdlewv 7. Oeév became ‘‘magnificus martyrii titulus,” Grotius.? —
axodotfec po] [See Note LXX. p. 556.] On the announcement of the martyr-
dom which is destined for Peter in his old age, there now follows, after a
pause, the summons thereto, and that in the significant form : follow me !
Comp. xiii. 36 ; Matt. x. 38, xvi. 24. This, then, refers, according to the
context, to the following of Christ in the like death that He had died, i.e.
in the death of martyrdom, which Peter is to undergo. Luther : ‘‘give thy-
self willingly to death.” Too special is the interpretation which refers it to
the death of the cross, since this was not expressly characterized in ver. 18.*
In opposition to the context (sce also ver. 22), others, after Chrysostom and
Theophylact, have referred it to the appointment to be oecumenical bishop.
The reference to the guidance of the church is by no means to be connected
with that to the death of martyrdom,* since dxod. is the opposite of uévew,
ver. 22. Others divest the words of all significance : Jesus had something
particular to speak of with Peter, and hence summoned him to go with Him.
80 Kuinoel, Paulus, and even Tholuck and Schleiermacher, while Grotius,
Bengel, Luthardt, Lange, Hengstenberg, Briickner, Baeumlein, Godet blend
together the proper and symbolical meaning.

Vv. 20, 21. From éxoAovforvra—which here, as belonging to the narrative,
is, as a matter of course, not to be taken in the significant sense of the
@xolobfe: belonging to the language of Jesus, ver. 19—it results that Jesus,
during the preceding conversation with Peter (not now first, as assumed by
Luthardt, in accordance with dxodoie: por, ver. 19, which is to be left purely
in its higher sense), has gone away with him a little distance from the dis-
ciples. Peter, engaged in walking with Jesus, turns round® and sees that
John is following them. — by fjyédma 6 'Inoois] Not to be connected with arodovd.
(‘‘he knew that Jesus loved his company,” Ewald, loe. cit.), but comp. xiii.

1 Seorp. 15, ** Tunc Petrus ab altero cin- 3 Against Euth. Zigabenus and mang
gitur, cum oruci adstringitur,” de praescr.  others.
85, 4 Rwald, Jakrd. 1I1. p. 171.
2 See Sulcer, Thes. 1. p. 849. Comp. also § imorpadeis, comp. Matt. ix. 22,
Phil. 1. 20 : 1 Pet, iv. 16 ; Acts v. 41.
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23. — o¢ xai avémearr, x.7.2.] Retrospect of the special circumstance, xiii. 25 ;
hence, however, not : who also lay at table, etc. (Hengstenberg and others),
but : who also laid himself down (with the head) at the well-known Supper
(év 7@ deimvy) on the breast of Jesus. "O¢ . . . mapad. oe is not to be placed tn
a parenthesis, since ver. 21 begins a new sentence. The subjoining of this
observation is not intended to state the reason for John, as the confidant of
Jesus following Him ;' but to prepare the way for the following question
of petty jealousy, in which lies the point of the further narrative, while it
indicates the consideration which determines Peter to put this question,
whether possibly a destiny of suffering might not in like manner be contemplated
Jor the disciple so pre-eminently beloved and distinguished by Jesus, this énioridioc
of the Lord. According to Chrysostom, Theophylact, and Euth. Zigabenus
(similarly Olshausen), its purpose is to remind the reader how far bolder than
at the Last Supper Peter has now become after his restoration. But the
subsequent question neither presupposes any special boldness (comp. on ver.
22), nor, considering the peculiar situation of the Last Supper, was a want
of boldness the reason why Peter did not himself put the question, xiii. 25.
The «raf after éc expresses the relation corresponding to ov fydma.®* —oirog dé
ri] sc. forar.® Nonnus : xai ti teAbooet oiroc éuds ovvdedioc 3 but what will
become of this man if the result is to be such forme? Will the issue be other-
wise with him ? oix GroAovdfoer aor  ob iy airiy fuiv édov Tob Yavdrov Padiei-
rac ; Euth. Zigabenus. The rendering : but what is this man to do? 8hall
he now be with us (Paulus and several others), a part of the false expla-
nation of axoAotde: pot, ver. 19. On the neut. +i, comp. Acts xii. 18.

Ver. 22. Jesus gives, in virtue of His personal sovereignty over the life
and death of His own (comp. Rom. xiv. 9), to the unwarranted question,
put by Peter, too, not merely out of curiosity, but even from a certain jeal-
ousy (Chrysostom, Erasmus, Wetstein, and several others conceive : out of
particular love to John),* the answer : that it does not at all concern him,
if He have possibly allotted to John a more distant and happier goal, and
leads him, who had again so soon turned away his gaze from himself, im-
mediately back to the task of dxodoinde: woc imposed upon him, ver. 19, —
pévew] Opposite of the dxorovdeiv, to be fuldlled by the death of martyrdom;
hence : be preserved in life.* Olshausen (and so substantially even Ewald)
arbitrarily adds, after Augustine, the sense : ‘‘to tarry in quiet and peace-
ful life.” " — éwc ¢pyopa:] By this Jesus means, as the solemn and absolute

! Bengel, Luthardt, Lange, Godet.

3 Baeumlein, Partik. p. 152

3 See Buttmann, Neut. Gr. p. 338 [E. T. p.
864).

¢ Xen. Hell. il. 8. 17; éooiro 3 wohreia ;

* Stallbaum, ad Plat. Rep. p. 332E.

¢ Comp. Luthardt : * only loving interest
for his comrade,” to which, however, the
reproving i xpds aé, ver. 22, does not apply.

¢ Comp. xii. 84; Phil, i. 25; 1 Cor. xv. 6}
Kypke, L. p. 4151. .

7 Comp. Godet, who, strangely enough,
finds here an allusion ¢ thefact that John

remained at rest in the boat, and with his
comrades (except Peter) towed the full net
to land, where Jesus was. This allusion
again includes the other, that John, in the
history of the development of the founding
of the church, received “a calm and col-
lected part.” And with this Godet finally
connects : At the great gospel draught of
fishes in the Gentile world, where Peter at
the beginning stood foremost,” Jokn was
present thereat unttl the end of the first century,
atypeof the whole history of the church, and
here beqins the mystery—perhape he s associal-
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#pyopa:r itself renders undoubted, His final historical Parousia, which He,
according to the apprehension of  all evangelists and apostles, has promised
will take place even before the passing away of the generation (see note 3
after Matt. xxiv.), not the destruction of Jerusalem, which, moreover, John
far outlived (rwéc in Theophylact, Wetstein, Lange, and several others, in-
cluding Luthardt, who sees in this destruction the beginning of the Parousia,
in opposition to the view of the N. T. generally, and t» ver. 28); not the
world-historical conflict between Christ and Rome, which began under
Domitian (Hengstenberg) ; not the removing by a gentle death;’ not
the leading out from Galilee (where John in the meanwhile was to remain)
to the scene of apostolic activity (Theophylact) ; not the apocalyptic com-
ing in the visions of John's revelation (Ebrard); not the coming at any
place, where John is to waiz (Paulus) ! See rather xiv.3; 1 John ii. 28,
iii. 8. On Zw¢ 2pyoua: (a8 1 Tim. iv. 13), as long as until I come, see Butt-
mann, Neut. Gr. p. 199 [E. T. p. 231]. In ob poc Grod., ob bears the empha-
sis, in contrast with the other disciples.

Ver. 28. Hence there went forth (comp. Matt. ix. 28), in consequence of
this answer of Jesus, the following legend * among the brethren (Christians) :
that disciple does not die (but remains in life until the Parousia, whereupon he
experiences, not death, but change, 1 Thess. iv. 17; 1 Cor. xv. 51, 52).
—The legend, which correctly took #pyoua: in the solemn sense of Maran-
atha (1 Cor. xvi. 22), would with reason have inferred its oix drodvhoxe: from
the word of Christ, had the latter run categorically : 9¢dw airdv pévew ug
¢px. In the manner, however, in which Jesus expressed Himself, a .
categorical judgment was derived from the conditional sentence, and conse-
quently the case supposed by Jesus, the occurrence of which is to be left to
the decision of experience (¢4v, not /), was proclaimed as an actually exist-
ing relation. This John shows to be an overstepping of the words of Jesus,
and hence his observation intimates that, on the ground of that saying, it
was at once without reason asserted : this disciple dies not,—that rather
the possible occurrence of the case supposed by éidv 9éAw must be left
over to the experience of the future, without asserting by way of anticipa-
tion either the oix dmodvfoxe: or the opposite. Considering the expected
nearness of the Parousia, it is conceivable enough how John himself does
not absolutely declare the saying, which was in circulation about him, to
be incorrect, and does not contradict it (it might in truth be verified through
the impending Parousia), but only refers to its conditional character (‘‘ leaves
it therefore to hang in doubt,” Luther), and places it merely in its historical
light, with verbally exact repetition of its source. According to others,*
John would indicate that there is yet another coming of Jesus than that
which is to take place at the close of history. But this other the expositors

ed with it in an i \prehensible un-
til the end of the present economy, until the

1 Olshausen, Lange, Ewald, after the older
expositors, as Ruperti, Clarius, Zeger,

veseel touches the shore of eternity.”” Thus, if
we depart from the clear and certain sense
of the words, we fall into the habit of

phantasy, so that we no longer expound, but
invent and create.

Grotius, and several others.

2 Which therefore did not originate from
the Apocalypse (Baur, Hilgenfeld).

¢ See especially Heumann, B. Crusius,
Hengstenberg.
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have here invented, see on ver. 22.—After the death of the apostle, the
legend was further expanded, to the effect that he slumbered in the grave,
and by his breath moved the earth.’

Ver. 24. Conclusion by John to this his supplement, vv. 1-23, which he
makes known as his work, and the contents of which he maintains to be
true. To his book he had given the conclusion, xx. 81 ; all the less should
the apostolic legitimation be wanting to the appendiz added by him
at a later time. — mepi rotrwy and raira refer to the supplementary nar-
rative in vv. 1-28. — Observe the change of participles, pres. paprvpaw (for
his witness, i.e. his eye- and ear-witness, still continued a living one in an
oral form) and aor. ypayac.®— oldauev] Not oida pév ;* but John, as he has
avoided throughout in the Gospel. in accordance with his delicate peculiar-
ity, the self-designation by I, here speaks out of the consciousness of fellow-
ship with his readers at that time, none of whom the aged apostle justly pre-
supposed would doubt the truth of his testimony. With this good apostolical
confidence he utters his oldauev. He might have written, as in xix. 85, oldev
(Beza so conjectured). But his book up to this appendix, chap. xxi., had
belonged in truth already for a considerable time to the narrower circle of
his first readers ; they could not therefore but know from it how truly he
had testified concerning all that he had written ; all the more could he now,
when by way of supplement he further added the appendix, conceive what
was to be said concerning the truth of the contents in the above form of
fellowship, and as he conceived it, so he says it ; as he is in so doing certain
of the concurrence of his readers (comp. 3 John 12) with his own conscious-
ness, 80 he writes it. According to this, no satisfactory reason is apparent
for recognizing in oidauev a composer different from the ypdyas (Bleek,
Baeumlein), and conceiving of the Ephesian presbyters or friends of the apos-
tle as the subject, whether the chapter be now ascribed to them (or to an
individual among them),* or only vv. 24, 25,® or again merely ver. 24, ver.
25 being rejected (Tischendorf).

Ver. 25. Apocryphal conclusion to the entire Gospel (see the critical notes)
after the Johannean appendix, vv. 1-24, had been added. — d0a] 4, which
Lachmann, Tischendorf, after B. C.* X. R. Or. read, would give the rela-
tive limitation simply as to matter (quae fecit) ; but doa gives it guantitatively
(quotguot fecit), as, frequently also in the classics, dooc follows after modts.
The émoinoev (Without onueia, xx. 31) designates the working of Jesus in its
entire universality, but as that which took place on earth, not also the Logos
activity from the beginning of the world, as, in spite of the name é 'Inooir,
comp. xx. 80, Hoelemann, p. 79 ff., assumes, who sees in ver. 35 the com-
pletion of the symmetry of the gospel in keeping with the prologue. The

18ee Inirod. § 1, and generally Ittig, sed.  apostle through a second hand, stands in
capita hist, eccl. sec. 1. p. 41 fI. contradiction.

% Note also how the witness is identical 3 Chrysostom, Theophylact.
with the ypdyas, 80 that John himself ex- 4 Grotius, Liicke, Ewald, Bleek, and
pressly announces himself as the composer  others.
of the appendix, and consequ-ntly also of ¢ Tholuck, Luthardt, Godet, and others.
the whole Gospel, with which the assump- ¢ Hom. Zl. xxil. 380 ; Xen. Hel. ill. 4. 8.
tion that the Gospel proceeds from the
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’ pre-human activity of the Logos might be an object of speculation, as i.
1 ff., but not the subject of histories, written in detail (xa¥’ év) : not
the theme of a Gospel. Hence the composer of ver. 25, moreover, has
throughout indicated nothing which points back further than to the activ-
ity of the Incarnate One,' and not even has he written ¢ Xpiarég, or é xbpuog,
or & vide rob Beob, but 6 *Iy00ig. — drwa)] quippe quae, utpote quae. The relative
is likewise qualitative,® namely, in respect of the great multitude ; hence
not the simple 4. — xa¥* év] one by one, point by point.> — ovdé abriv t. xbou.)
ne ipsum quidem mundum, much less a space in it. — oluac] Placed in John’s
mouth by the composer of the concluding verse. — ywpica:] to contain
(comp. ii. 6; Mark ii. 2). The infin. aor. after oluac without av, a pure
Greek idiom,* expresses what is believed with certainty and decision.®— ra
ypagéueva] the books, which, if the supposed case occurs, are being written.
The world is too small, then thinks the writer, to include these books within
it, not, as Luthardt suggests, to embrace the fulness of such testimonies, to
which he inaptly (since in sooth it is dooks that are spoken of) adds : ¢ for
only an absolute external circumference is in keeping with the absolute
contents of the Person and of the life of Christ.” Hengstenberg also applies
the expression of external dimension to the ‘‘internal overflowing great-
ness ;" comp. Godet ; the object of the history is greater than the world,
otc.; Ebrard extraordiparily : there would be for the books no room in
literature. In opposition to the context, Jerome, Augustine, Ruperti
(who says: the world is ‘‘et ad quaerendum fastidiosus et ad intelli-
gendum obtusus”), Calovius, Bengel, and several others have explained
it of the capacitas non loci, sed intellectus (comp. on Matt. xix. 11). — Not
only is the absurd and tasteless ezaggeration in ver. 25 un-Johannean (un-
successfully defended by Weitzel,® and softened down by Ewald, with a
reference also to Coh. xii. 12), bearing the Apocryphal stamp,” but also the
periodic mode of cxpression, so at variance with the Johannean simplicity,
as well as the first person (olua:), in which John in the Gospel never speaks ;
moreover, nowhere else does he use oleoflar, which, however, is also found
only once in Paul (Phil. i. 17). The variations are (see the critical notes)
of no importance for a critical judgment.

Notes BY AMERICAN Eprror.

LXVIIIL. ¢ He does not ask after his faith.'’ Ver. 16.

The distinction here made seems unfounded. Both the faith and love of
Peter had been in temporary abeyance. Both the Lord knew to be equally
genuine and deep ; both had alike faltered under the ordeal. He naturally

1 For that xa@’ & should point back to . 3,
and rdo» xéapor to 1. 10, Is without any inter-
nal justification, and could be discovered
by no reader.

* Kthner, IL § 781, 4, 5, and ad Xen. Mem.
i. 1. 90.

? Bernhardy, p. 240: Ast, Lex. Pluat. 1. p.
339 f.

4 Lobeck, ad Phryn. p. 751 ff.

$ See Bernhardy, p. 383, and on the dis-
tinction of the infin. pres. (Pflugk, ad Eur.
MHec. 283) and future, Kiihner, II. p. 80 f.

¢ Loc.cit. p 63Rff.

7 Comp. similar hyperboles in Fabriclus,
ad Cod. Apocr. 1. p. 321 f., and Wetstein in
loo.
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expresses the quality which is the deepest element and essential mainspring of -
the character, and in which it properly expresses iteelf. Faith is but & special
modification of the vital, all-controlling quality of love.

LXIX. ¢ Lovest thoume?’’ Ver. 15.

Whether the ordinary distinotion between dyawdv and ¢udeiv is observed in
these questions and answers has been matter of much doubt. Acocording to
their usual classical distinction, the Lord in the first two questions asks Peter
not so much after his personal affection as after that love of moral choice which
affeots less immediately his relations toward Himself than his fitness for his
apostolic work. Peter replies in each case by the assertion of that personal af-
fection which had been apparently most immediately involved in his denial :
in this he had turned his back directly on the person. In the third question
Jesus changes the verb, and as if satisfied of his love of moral choice, lets the
interrogation turn on his personal attachment. It scarcely seems that the
change in verbs can have been without a purpose. The Lord means, I think,
todraw from Peter his assurance of his love under both its forms ; while Peter,
feeling that each form of affection virtually includes the other, chooses in his
reply, and adheres to, the term which expresses most fully that consciousness
of personal love to which his denial had done so gross wrong, and to which
his ardent nature cannot refrain from giving utterance,

LXX. ¢ Follow me.” Ver. 19.

‘Weiss dissents from Meyer in his interpretation of this *‘ follow me,” by re-
ferring it, as he conceives according to the demands of the context, to a literal
temporary following of Jesus as He steps aside from the group of the apostles.
This would seem, indeed, at first view indicated by the immediately following
dxodovloivra (ver. 20) of John, which must be so taken, and which seems at first
to be a mere echo of the preceding axodovfe: addressed to Peter. Yet this in-
fluence is more than counterbalanced by the emphatically recurring 6v zot axo-
Ab6vBec (ver. 22), which must in the connection be taken in the deeper moral sense
of following Jesus in His life and to and in His death. But this seems very cer-
tainly a repetition and echo of the first axoAsvfes, and cannot be taken in a dif-
ferent sense. If the one is clear, 8o is the other. Both manifestly refer to a fig-
urative and moral following. The occurrence of the drolovioivra applied to
John (ver. 20) is accidental, and without reference to the dxvAcvfeiv and
pévewv of the next verse, It would seem, indeed, that Jesus accompanied His
injunction to Peter with a physical movement, stepping a little aside from the
company, which after the Oriental style may have had a symbolical signifi-
cance (a8 the scourge of John ii. 15 ; the binding, Acts xxi. 11.)

The ‘follow me'’ thus interpreted has peculiar significance, and even dra-
matic force and beauty. Some two or three years earlier, by this very ses,
quite possibly near this very spot, the Lord had addressed to Peter words of
the same import (debre dmiow pov, come after me), which Peter and his compan-
ions unhesitatingly obeyed. That now, after the experiences of these wonder-
ful intervening years, he should again, after a like miracle (Luke v. 4-8), such
as had then resulted in their following Him (4xoAotfnoav adr@, ver. 12), and after
this triple test of questioning, and the prophetic announcement of the tragic
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issue of his discipleship —that now, when Peter could to much better judge
(though still but inndequately) what the following involved, the Lord should
solemnly and finally, in the very spot where the disciple had made his first
surrender and consecration, lay upon him the command to follow him—seems
singularly appropriate, and an eminently fitting close of the Lord's and the

disciple’s earthly companionship.
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TOPICAL INDEX,

A,

Abraham, his geed, 279 seq. ; as the

father of the Jews, 289 seq. ; the
romise to, 291 seq.

Adultery, its punishment, 259 seq.;
its forgiveness, 264.

Aenon, 136 seq.

Aflliction, in the world, 457.

Alexandrine Philosophy, 46 seq.

Angels, 93 seq.; at
526 seq.

Annas, 481,

Antichrist, 467.

Apocalypse, The, its origin, 18 seq. ;
its author, 22, 39 seq.

Apollinaris, 9.

Athenagoras, 9.

Atonement of Christ, The, 79 seq.,
213, 275 seq., 324 seq., 326, 358 seq.,
370 seq., 372 seq., 376 seq., 399 seq.

Authority, Human, deified, 331 ; the
source of, 6506 ; church and dis-

ciplinary, 533 seq.
B.

Baptism, by John, 73, 75 seq., 77 seq.,
136 seq.; of Christ, 83 seq.; and re-
generation, 123 seq.,, 144; by
Christ's Disciples, 136 seq., 149;
not referred to, 392.

Barabbas, 496.

Barley-bread, 201.

Basilides, 12.

Believer, Blessedness of the, 130 seq.

Bethabara, 76 seq.

Bethany, 336, 343, 363, 386.

Bethesda, 174 seq.

Blasphemy, alleged, 330 seq., 504.

Blessedness, Degrees of, 407 seq.

Blind, The, healed, 299 seq.; confess-
ing Christ, 310,

Boasting, religious 278 seq.

Body of Christ, The, 521 seq., 528

. 8eq., 531 seq., 534 seq.

Bread of Life, The, 212 seq.

Alog. e, 13.
Andrew, 87 seq., 369 .
%vs tomb,

o.

Caiaphas, 357 seq., 481.

Cana, in Galilee, 101 seq., 167, 506.

Canon of Muratori, 10 seq.

Capernaum, 109, 167, 218, 227 seq.

Casting of Lots, 511 seq.

Casuistry, 269 seq.

Celsus, 13.

Ceremonial Purification, 488 seq.

Cerinthus, 13.

Children, of God, 68 seq.; love to the,
548 seq. .

Christ, Jesus, the day of his death,
9, 15 seq., 479, 486 seq. ; the length
of his ministry, 18 ; the person of,
23 seq., 29 seq. ; a8 the Logos, 43,
46 seq. ; subordination of, 49, 423 ;
his divinity, 48, 141, 237, 282 seq.,
462, 472 ; rejected of the Jews, 57,
95, 510 seq. ; as the Son of God,
67 ; his regenerating power, 58 seq.;
his incarnation, 60 seq.; his two
natures, 62 seq. ; the glory of, 63
seq., 96 ; as preceding the Baptist,
66 seq. ; his name announced, 69 ;
declaring God, 70 seq. ; as the Mes-
siah, 76 seq., 81 seq., 83 seq., 99 ;
his baptism, 75 seq., 77 seq. ; as
the Lamb of God, 78 seq.; his
atonement, 79 seq. ; his first disci-
ples, 87 seq., 94 seq. ; as the search-
er of hearts, 89, 91, 117 ; his com-
munion with God, 93 seq., 99 ; his
first miracle, 102 seq., 107 seq.,
117 ; his brothers, 109, 230 seq. ;
cleansing the temple, 110 seq., 117
seq. ; and Nicodemus, 119 seq. ;
lifted up, 130 seq. ; revealing the
Father's love, 132 seq. ; revealing
moral truth, 135 ; and the Baptist,
138 seq. ; his power from God, 143;
retires to Galilee, 148 seq. ; at Sy-
char, 149 seq.; did not baptize,
136, 149 ; as a prophet, 155 ; as the
Messiah, 159 ; ref‘l)ming food, 160 ;
his work of redemption, 160 ; the
power of his word, 164 ; heals the
nobleman’s son, 167 seq. ; returns
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to Galilee, 167, 170 ; and the Sab-
bath-day, 177 seq. ; his relation to
the Father, 179 seq. ; his Messianic
work, 180 seq. ;' quickening the
dead, 181 seq. ; as the Judge, 182
seq., 382 seq.; his works testifying
of him, 189 seq.; crosses the Sea of
Tiberias, 199 ; feeds the 5000, 198
.; walkson the sea, 202 seq. ; as
the Bread of Heaven, 207 seq. ; his
rehuman state, 211 seq. ; a8 the
read of life, 212 seq. ; his propitia-
tory death, 213 seq., 219 seq. ; is con-
fessed of Peter, 224 ; his retiracy,
232 seq. ; his alleged inconstancy,
232 seq. ; goes up to Jerusalem,
234 ; his learning and teaching, 235
seq. ; his doctrine, 236 ; imparting
the Holy Spirit, 248 seq., 254; tempt-
ed by the Pharisees, 258 seq.; as
the light of life, 265 seq. ; confesses
himself, 272 seq. ; his sinlessness,
285 seq.; his eternal existence,
293, 297 ; heals the blind man, 299
8eq., 313 ; utters the parable of the
Good Shepherd, 317 seq.; raises
Lazarus from the dead, 342 seq.,
363 . ; retires to Ephraim, 359 ;
enters Jerusalem, 367 seq. : desires
to glorify God, 372 seq. ; overcoming
the devil, 376 ; loves his disciples,
385 seq., 402 seq. ; washes his disci-
ples’ feet, 389 seq. ; givesa new com-
mandment, 400 ; consoles his disci-
;»les. 406 seq. ; promises the Com-
orter, 415 seq. ; also life, 418 ; as the
Vine, 429 seq. ; his return to heav-
en, 451 seq., 467 ; his high-priestly
prayer, 459 se(t, 475 ; receiving all
power, 460 ; his glory, 472 seq.,
476 ; betrayed by Judas, 478 seq. ;
seized by the Romans, 480 ; taken
to Annas, 481 ; to Caiaphas, 484 seq.;
to Pilate, 486 seq. ; confesses his
kingship, 494 seq., 501 ; is scourged,
503 seq. ; his last word to Pilate,
505 seq. ; brought to the Praetori-
um, 507 seq. ; his orucifixion, 510
seq.; commits Mary to John’'s care,
513 ; his last words, 514 ; his death,
515, 517 seq. ; hisside pierced, 516 ;
his burial, 521 seq. ; his resurrec-
tion, 113 seq., 525 seq. ; appears to
Mary, 526 seq. ; his glorified body,
528 seq., 531 seq. ; his ascension,
530 ; appears to his disciples, 531
seq., 534 seq., 541 seq. ; draws out
Peter's love, 548 seq.; restores
Peter, 549 ; prophesies concerning
Peter's old age, 549 seq.; also
about John's end, 551 seq.; his
numerous works, 5564 seq.

TOPICAL INDEX,

Christian Union, 325, 470.

Christianity, and Judaism, 120 ; and
baptism, 124 ; its spirit, 158 seq. ;
its universality, 324 ; its chief com-
mandment, 399 seq.

Church, The, its true spirit, 157 seq.

Circumeision, 239 seq.

Clay, used in healing, 302 seq., 314.
Clementine Homilies, 6 ; quote from
John's Gospel, 10 ; their date, 10.
Comforter, The, promised, 415 seq.,

421 ; testifying of Christ, 440.

Commandment, The New, 399 seq.,
414, 434.

Communion, with God, 93, 104.

Concealment of Christ, 378.

Confessing Christ, 223, 228, 310, 346,
401, 455 seq., 535 seq.

Consecration, 468 seq.

Consolation, 406 seq., 425 seq., 457.

Creation, The, 42 . ; wrought by
the Logos, 49 seq., 56.

Crucifixion of Christ, alluded to, 130
seq. ; caused by the Jews, 275 seq. ;
:.lt;e ;vorld-attrt;tg,;on, 3756& on what

y ? 486 8seq., seq., 8eq. ; 80-
complished, 510 seq. ; final scenes
of, 515 seq.

Curetonian Text, The, 11,

Custom at Meals, 396.

D.

Daemon, or Demon, 238, 326 seq.

Darkness, 52 seq., 398.

Death, in sins, 269 seq.; spiritual
death, 289 ; and sleep, 841; and
life, 371 ; of Christ, 486 seq., 497
seq., 6508 seq., 515, 617 seq.

Decrees, Divine, 128 seq.

Dedication, Feast of, 327.

Denarius, 200 seq.

Devil, The, 283 ; the father of lies,
284 seq., 296 seq.; a murderer,
284, 296 ; overcome, 375 ; corrupts
Judas, 389, 397 seq., 403 seq. ; con-
tends against Christ, 424,

Discernment of Jesus, 85, 91, 117, 154.

Disciples of Christ, the first, 87 seq.,
94 seq., 99 seq., 231 ; based on the
‘Word, 276 seq.; safely protected,
329 seq. ; loved by Christ, 385, 402
seq., 434 seq. ; to exercise love and
humility, 893 seq. ; their faith and
fidelity to be rewarded, 413 ; receive
the promise of life, 418 seq. ; alse
of peace, 422 ; as branches, 429
seq. ; fruitful in good works, 433
seq. ; a8 friends, 435 ; not of this
world, 437; bearing witness of
Christ, 440 ; spiritually illuminated,
453 seq. ; their confessing faith,
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4556 seq.; prayed for, 464 seq.;
sanctified by the truth, 467 seq. ;
their unity, 470 seq. ; their glory,
470 seq. ; hear Christ's voice, 495 ;
informed of Christ's resurrection,
630 ; are greeted by Christ, 531 seq.;
receive their commission, 532 seq. ;
their disciplinary authority, 633
seq. ; resume their occupations,
543,

Discrepancy, apparent, 368, 488 seq.,
497 seq., 523.

Divorce, 261 seq.

Docetism, 203, 234, 294.

Doctrine, learned by practice, 236 seq.

Drinking Christ's blood, 216.

Dualism, Moral, 287.

E.

Easter Controversy, The, 16 seq., 363
seq., 387 seq., 486 seq., 497 seq.,
508 seq.

Eating Christ's flesh, 213 seq.

Economy, 202 ; a false, 366, 383.

Election, of Grace, 208 seq., 210 seq.,
324, 359.

Embalinment, 366, 383, 522.

Enthusiasm, Popular, 202.

Envy, stirred up, 138,

Ephesus, The Church at, 2; John's
residence at, 38.

Ephraim, The village of, 359.

Eusebius, 13 ; quotes Papias, 14 seq.

Excommunication, 308,

Experience, Christian, 67 seq.

F.

Faith, of Nathanael, 93 ; caused by
Christ’s first miracle, 107; by
Christ’'s signs, 116, 121, 243 ; the
ground of, 128 seq. ; the blessed-
ness of, 130 seq., 247 ; involves life,
143 ; secures grace and truth, 152
seq., 246 seq. ; its remedial power,
167 seq., 176 seq., 247 ; as the work
of God, 205 seq. ; conditions life,
212; in Christ's atonement, 213
seq. ; a saving, 226 ; its object, 332,
381 seq., 537 ; of Martha, 344 seq. ;
a timid, 380 ; refusal of, 362 ; en-
couraged, 412 seq.; all-powerful,
413 seq, 432 ; based on fellowship,
431 seq. ; vacillating, 456 seq. ; the
blessedness of, 536.

Falsehood, 284 seq.

Fear, of Man, 380.

Feef-washing, 389 seq. ; not a sacra.
ment, 393,

Fellowship, with Christ, 217 seq., 226,
319, 324, 409, 416 seq., 420, 430 =ea.
470 seq. ; dynamic, 330.

Fidelity, encouraged, 412 seq.
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Food, heavenly, 205 seq., 212 seq.,
218.

Fragment of Papias, 14.°

Fraternal Love, 399 seq., 434,

Freedom, Moral, 208 seq., 210 seq. ;
and the truth, 277 ; of Christ, 424.

G.
Gabbatha, 507.
Galilee, the home of no prophet, 252

seq.

Gent(.liles, The, 245 ; to be saved, 359.

Gerizim, Mt., 155 seq.

Gethsemane, 478.

Glorification of Christ, The, 249 seq.,
372 seq., 399, 414, 451, 460 seq., 471,
476.

Gnosticism, 31, 40.

God, The unity of, 49, 330 seq., 333 ;
Hislove to man, 132 seq. ; the source
of all gifts, 138 seq., 145 seq.; and
His people, 139 seq.; His worship,
156 seq.; His work of Creation, 178
seq.; His relation to the Som, 179
seq., 208, 472 ; testifying for the
Son, 190 seq.; the Will of, 209, 267
seq.; His love of Christ, 325 seq.,
473 seq.; glorifying the Som, 290,
372 seq.; speaking from heaven,
373 seq.; glorified by Christ, 462
seq‘.]; His holiness, 465 seq.; His
righteousness, 474 seq.; the source
of all authority, 506.

Grace, 65 ; received, 68 seq., 96 ; im-
parted through faith, 1562 seq.

Grecian Jews, 269 seq.

H.

Harvest, The time of, 161.

Heaven, 407, 426.

Hebrews, The Gospel of the, 37.

Hellenists, 369 seq.

Heresy, its development, 32.

High-priest, 357 seq.

Hireling Teachers, 323 seq.

Holy Spirit, The, subordination of,
49 ; and the Logos, 85 seq.; and re-
generation, 123 seq.; the operations
of, 126 seq.; not given by measure,
142 seq.; giving life, 221 seq., 247
seq.; promised by Christ, 416 seq.:
his work in the world, 447 seq.; tho
guide to Truth, 450 ; to consecrate
the disciples, 468 seq. ; given with
the disciples’ commission, 532 seq.

Honor, at home, 165 seq.

Humility, exercised, 393 seq.

Hypocrisy, of the Jews, 348,

Hyssop, 514.

1.
Incarnation, The, 60 seq., 97 seq., 291.
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Inconstancy, nlleged, 233 seq., 263.
Indignation, 127,

Irony, 127, 207, 280, 308.

Israelite, A true, 91 seq.

Itala, The, 11.

J.

Jacob, The well of, 150, 162.

James, the Elder, 1.

Jews, The, 166 ; their worship, 167 ;
priority in salvation, 157 ; breaking
the law, 237 seq.; boasting of their
descent, 277 ; not spiritual children
of Abraham, 280 seq.; at Bethany,
343 seq. ; their hypocrisy, 348 ; their
unbelief, 355 seq.; their hatred of
Christ, 439 seq.; their legal rights,
492 seq., 504 ; their diplomacy,
507 ; their custom of burial, 622.

John the Baptist, 1; his testimony
of the Logos or Christ, 53 seq.. 66,
73 seq., 75 seq., 96 seq. ; his bap-
tism, 73 seq., 75 seq., 82 ; his person
and mission, 73 seq., 75 .; his
revelation of Christ's Messiahship,
81 seq., 99, 83 seq.; subordinate to
Christ, 139 seq., witnessing for
Christ, 141 seq., 188 seq., 195;
works no miracles, 334.

John the Evangelist, his parentage
and early life, 1; his latter life, 2 ;
legends as to his end, 3 ; his char-
acter and influence, 3 seq.; the
author of the Gospel, 4 seq. ; of the
first Epistle, 5; an apostle to the
Jews, 20: as an eye-witness, 21 ;
his residence, 38 ; follows Christ,
87 seq., 481; is entrusted with
Mary, 513 ; at the tomb of Christ,
624 seq.; his end, 651 seq.; his
closing testimony, 554.

John, The Gospel of, 1 seq. ; its gen-
uineness, 4 seq. ; quotations from,
8 seq. ; by name, 10 seq. ; its ori-
ginand early use, 14 seq. ; a histor-
ical argument against it, 15 seq. ;
no spiritualized Apocalypse, 18 seq ;
its apostolic character, 19 seq. ; its
author, 21 seq. ; its original features,
22 geq. ; its historic contradictions.
25 8eq. ; its treatment by the kigher
criticism, 26 seq. ; literature upon,
27 seq. ; its design, 29 seq., 537;
its intellectual unity, 30 seq. ; its
catholic tendency, 31 ; its relation
to the Synoptical Gospels, 33 seq. ;
its miracles, 35 ; its source, 35 seq. ;
its unity, 36 ; its place of composi-
tion, 37; its time, 37 seq.; its
original language, 37 ; the plan of,
38 seq. ; its Anti-Gnostic purpose,
81, 40; the end of, 536 seq. ; the
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Iast chapter of, 539 seq.; the last
verse apocryphal, 554 seq.

John the Presbyter, 6.

Joseph, 101.

Joseph of Arimathea, 521.

Judas Iacariot, 2256 seq., 365, 388 seq.,
403 seq., 394 seq., 397 sreq., 466,
478 seq.

Judas Thaddaeus, 419 seq.

Judgment, of God, 133 seq. ; commit-
ted to the Son, 184 seq. ; righteous,
241 ; of Christ, 266 seq., 311, 382 ;
of the Spirit, 448 req.

Justin Martyr, 5 seq. ; his Apologies,
6 seq. ; his doctrine of the Logos,
7; and the author of the Apoca-
lypse, 15.

K.

Kidron, The, 478.
Kingdom of Christ, The, 494 seq.,
501

Kiss, of Judas, 479.

Knowledge, of the truth, 277 ; of God
in Christ, 410 seq. ; as life eternal,
461. L

Laodicean Controversy, The, 17 seq.

Law, Mosaic, The, 261.

Lazarus, 336 seq.; his resurrection,
352 seq., 363 seq., 367.

Life, as the Logos, 51 seq. ; bestowed
by the Son, 182 seq., 184 seq., 461 ;
the gift of heaven, 207 seq. ; eter-
nal, 209 seq., 371, 382 seq.; con-
ditioned by faith, 212 ; by appro-
priating Christ's death, 215 seq. ;
given by the Spirit, 321 seq., 248 seq. ;
the light of, 265 ; in Christ, 322,
410, 418 ; the love of, 371 seq. : of
a Christian, 431.

Light, as the Logos, 51 seq., 95 ; as
conscience, 52 ; as truth, 134 seq. ;
as Christ, 265, 377 seq., 382.

Logos, The doctrine of the, 7 seq. ;
presented by John, 23, 35, 43 seq.,
46 seq. ; set forth by Philo, 46 .3
its true meaning, 47 seq.; at the
creation, 49 seq., 66 ; as life and
light, 50 seq., 95 ; as the true light,
64 seq. ; i8 Jesus Christ, 58 ; the in-
carnation of the, 60 seq. ; the glory
of, 63 seq. ; his pre-existence, 67 ; a
summary of, 71 seq. ; and the Holy
Spirit, 85 seq. ; its analysis, 97 seq. ;
in the work of grace, 208 ; his hu-
man manifestation, 214; in the
0)d Test., 380.

Lord’'s Supper, The, its institution,
16 seq., 387, 401, 402 seq., 497 seq.;
its reference to Christ's flesh and
blood, 214 seq., 218, 221 seq.
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Love of Christ, The, 386, 399 seq.,
403, 435.

Love of God to man, 132 seq.; to
Christ, 325.

Love, ministering, 393 seq.; recipro-
cal, 434 seq.; morally and personally
considered, 548 seq.

Luke, The Gospel of, 36 seq.

M.

Magnanimity of soul, 139 seq.

Malchus, 480.

Malice, expressed, 349 seq.

Man, his physical and spiritual na-
tures, 126 seq.; loving error, 1356

seq.

Manhood, The age of, 292.

Manna, 206 seq., 318.

Marcion, quotes John’s Gospel, 11.

Mariolatry, 103.

Marriage Feast, The, at Cana, 102,
117.

Martha and Mary, 336, 344 seq., 363.

Mary Magdalene, 512 seq., 523 seq.,
526 seq.

Mary, the Mother of Jesus, 101 seq.,
526 seq.

Matthew, The Gospel of, 34.

Maundy Thursday, 393.

Melito, his clavis, 8.

Mercy, of Christ, 264.

Messiah, The, ancestry of, 241 ; birth-
place, 250, 252 seq., 354.

Messiahs, False, 193.

Messianic Kingdom, The, 121 seq.;
the mysteries of, 128 seq.; picture
of, 139 seq.; the life of, 153, 209;
§t7s establishment, 157 seq., 161 seq.,

7.

Miracles, of Christ, turning water in-
to wine, 102 seq., 117 ; healing the
impotent man, 169 seq.; feeding the
5000, 199 seq.; walking on the sea,
202 seq. ; healing the blind man,
299 seq., 313; in answer to prayer,
309; raises Lazarus from the dead,
342 seq.; exhibits his power, 480;
many not recorded, 537; the
draught of fishes, 543 seq., 546 seq.

Misfortune, and sin, 299 seq., 309.

Mockery, 268 ; rebuked, 270 seq.

Montanism, 12 seq.

Moral blindness, 312, 314 seq.

Moses, as an accuser, 193 seq.; giving
the law, 237 ; instituting circumci-
sion, 239 seq.

N.

Nablus, 151.
Nathanael, 90 seq.; his confession of
Christ, 92 seq.
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Nazareth, 91.

Nicodemus, 119 seq.; his unbelief,
127, 144 ; coming by night, 252
seq.; at Christ’s burial, 521.

Nobleman, The, and the Centurion,
169.

(o)

Obedience, of Christ, 326.
Ointment, 364 seq.
Original Sin, 309.

P.

Palm-Sunday, 367.

Parable, of the Good Shepherd, 317
seq ; a8 commonly understood, 319
seq.; the Vine and branches, 429

seq.

Paro?asin. The, 408, 416, 419, 451, 457,
553 seq.

Passover, The, 16 seq., 199, 360, 363
seq., 385 seq., 402 seq., 486 seq., 497
seq., 508 seq.

Peace, The, of Christ, 422 ; the greet-
ing of, 631.

Pentecost, The Day of, 419.

Persecution, of the disciples, 437 seq.

Peshito, The, 11.

Peter, 89 seq. ; his confession of Christ,
223 seq., 228 ; his bold avowal, 401 ;
rebuked, 480 ; follows Jesus, 481 ;
denies Christ, 483, 486 ; at the tomb
of Christ, 524 seq.; at the sea of
Tiberias, 543 seq.; his love to
Christ, 548 seq.; his old age, 549 seq.

Pharisees, The, 243 seq.; their ill-
will, 251 seq. ; their blindness, 312
seq. ; reproved, 320 seq., 328 seq. ;
proceed against Christ, 360.

Philip, 369 seq., 411.

Pilate, 486 seq., 503 seq., 506 seq., 521

Polycrates, 10.

Pope, The, and feet-washing, 393.

Popular Opinion, 234 seq., 238 seq.,
241 seq., 2560 seq., 877.

Prayer, and miracles, 809 ; answered,
351 seq., 372 seq ; in Christ’s name,
413 seq., 453 seq.; of Christ himself,
459 seq., 475 ; intercessory, 463 ; for
consecration,468 seq. ; for unity, 470.

Predestination, 318.

Pre-existence of souls, 300.

Promise, fulfilled, 376 ; of Christ, 408

of the High Priest, 358 ; of

, fulfilled, 378 seq.; about
Christ, 380, 511, 514, 520 ; about
Judas, 394.

Providence of God, 294.

Purification, questions about, 138 ;
moral, 390 seq., 429 seq.

Purim, The Feast of, 173.

Pr?ql;ey
phecy,
Isaiah
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R

Recompense, 162, 372.
Bed;mption, Christ's work of, 160,
321.

Reformation, of the Church, 111.

Regeneration, 121 seq., 324 ; and bap-
tism, 123 seq., 144.

Remission, of Sins, 533.

Repentance, 121, 153

Resurrection, of Christ, 113 seq., 326,
626 seq., 530 seq., 531 seq.; of the
dead, 186 seq., 209 ; in the person
of Christ, 345.

Righteousness, of Christ, 447 seq.

Roman Authority, in Palestine, 492.

8.

Babbath Day, The, 176 ; its observ-
ance, 177 seq., 364 ; healing on,
239, 301, 303, 306; circumcision on,

8eq. ; its sacred rights, 515 seq.

Sacrifice, The idea of, 79 seq. ; vica-
rious, 80, 324 8eq., 325 seq.

Salim, 137,

Salome, 1, 512.

Salvation, 265 ; certainty of, 329.

Salvation of the Jews, 157 seq.

Samaritans, The, 149 8eq., 156 seq. ;
their worship of God, 156 seq. ;
hope in the Messiah, 159 ; their
conversion, 161 seq.

Samaritan Woman, The, 149-165.

Banctification, 469.

Sanhedrim, The, 73, 177 seq., 243 seq.,
251 seq., 258 seq., 356, 492 seq.

Scourge, Making a, 110, 118,

Scriptures, testifying to Christ, 191
8eq., 196.

Self-education, 235.

Self-renunciation, 139 seq.

Sepulchre, 350,

Sheepfold, and Shepherd, 317 seq.

8ilence, of Jesus, 505,

Sickness, long-continued, 175 ; and
God’s glory, 337.

8iloam, The pool of, 304 seq.

Bin, its universality, 262 seq. ; its
slavery, 278 seq. ; not necessary to
human development, 287 ; and mis-
fortune, 299 seq. ; original, 309 ; the
world convicted of, 447 ; the remis-
sion of, 533 seq.

Sinlessness, of Jesus, 285 seq., 296
8eq., 424,

Bolomon’s Porch, 327 seq.

8Sons of God, 58 seq.

Sowing, and Reaping, 163.

Spiritual Elevation, 129.

Spitt;le, The, used in healing, 302 seq.,
314,

erscription of the Cross, 511.

Su
Subordination, 49, 326, 423.

INDEX.

Sufforing, Fear of, 372.

Sychar, 149 seq.

Synoptic ition, 127, 145, 489
seq., 497 seq.

T.

Tabernacles, The Feast of, 230, 245

8eq.

Tatian, 8 ; his Diatessaron, 8 seq.

Temple, Cleansing the, 110 seq., 117
seq. ; building and destruction of,
112 seq.

Temptation, The, 98 seq.

Testimony of Christ, 266 seq., 374 seq. ;
leads to faith, 276.

Testimony of the Spirit, 236.

Theophany in Christ, 411 seq.

Theophilus, quotes John's Gospel,
10.

Thomas, Didymus, 343, 409, 534 seq.

Tiberias, Sea of, 199,

Time, for God's work, 338 seq. ; Ro-
man reckoning of, 509.

Tomb of Christ, The, 621 seq., 525

seq.

de%tion. The Synoptic, 137, 145,

Transmigration of Souls, 300.

Treachery, 394 seq., 479.

Treasury, The, 269,

Trust, in God, 406 seq., 425 seq.

Truth, as the Logos, 51 seq., 65 ; re-
ceived, 68 seq., 96 ; revealed as
light, 136 seq. ; imparted through
faith, 152 seq.; proclaimed by
Christ, 274 seq.; its knowledge
promised, 276 seq. ; the ground of
faith, 334 ; in Christ, 410 ; the Spir-
it of, 415; to sanctify believers,
468 seq. ; its commanding influ-
ence 495 ; what is, 495 seq.

U.

Unbelief, involves death, 143, 270
seq. ; is blindness, 312 seq., 314
seq. ; unjustifiable, 332 ; confirm.
ed, 379.; of the Jews, 380 seq.,
447 ; of Thomas, 534 seq.

Union, with God, 139 ; in Christ, 217
seq.; of all Christ's followers,
325, 470 seq. ; with Christ, 409, 416
8eq., 420, 430 seq.

Unity, of God, 330 seq.; dynamio,
333 ; of believers, 470 seq.

V.

Valentinians, The, 11 seq.
Vision of God, 211 seq.
Voice from Heaven, A, 373 seq.

w.
Water, turned into wine, 104 seq. ;
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used in baptism, 124 seq., 144 ; used
figuratively, 152. .

Water-pitchers, 105 seq.

Way, The, in Christ, 410 seq,

Weeping in Sorrow, 349 seq.

Will, of God, The, 209 seq. ; and His
doctrine, 236 seq.

Wine, made of water, 104 seq.

Woman, her inferior position, 169 ; at

the cross, 512.

INDEX. 565

Woman, The, taken in adultery, 266
., 294 seq.
Worship of God, The, 166 seq. ; in
spirit and truth, 158,
Work, of man, 301 seq. -
‘Wrath, of God, upon unbelief, 143 seq.

z.

Zealots, The, 268.
Zebedee, 1.
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