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i't~(~ &, 60'.6io<GCM~ K«~ -nad"' p.~J)~d·s ,., .. va"\1"'~"' l~ n.eou .,~Fx~J~'l~. 
y(vE:1ot 1 '{V,G'<:.w". · . - .&riatotle, £nW.. post~ 1,1. 

"Ideas t7hich can be ~lained adequa:tol~ ?roo Ch:rii)tion:l.. ty, ox• from. 

Juclaism uhcm.oe Oh:riotia!li·~y Gpl•a.il~h mU3t n<t be t!"Med bao:!s: to other relig!ons.i- 0 ' . 

... Ce.rl Clemen, in the JournGl. ot 

TheoloeicDl Studies (1908) 

:tn a:9r>roach1ne; tho questi·on of tha origin of tho t-ogos-doctrino in tlle 

Johsnnine Gospel, tuo principles h~ve to be kept in front of us:-. 

(a) th£~.t .the torm ie introducod e.s b9:1.n~ al:-ody fo:mili£U" to the. xoG.der; 

that is to sey, tha te:tm uM signifioant; . 

(b) thut it must have baen oulled ::'rom a source •:.ri th ub.ich the u;:tu:r;oe 

of ~his· Gos:ool suggests that thEl r3aaer is' likaly to hav13 ba~n tG:El• 
·; 

ilior. · 

In "o:r:isf, the purpose of tho forogoirtg duacuasion J1.£J.S beo:n. to 1masent, 

:ln bL'qad outline. an uooount or t:Qa vw.·iou.9 souro<;~s to uhioh oohQlCJ.'S' ~ava 

loo~ted rox- \ihe origin at tho IQ30s-torm in tho J"ohazminl3 Prolo::uo•. Ctlhel' 

aou:rcos b.o.1ro bean b~uaht f'o:r-1urd• but, since theso h~a not CO!i'll:':ondcd em.y 

GL'aat uttcmtion, they hGv'e not bo3n Cl.isoussod in tho muin body p:f thc',.Fpr~:" 

but are to ba ascJ.t with. l:.OrG awumorily, in an. c:;->panc;led <r.<.:oursuth In the 

discussion the aim hGS be3n to prc3ent tho various theories in such u crQY 

ro to indicate their ros!)eot:!.ve stren:3th and attraction; but, in eG.Oh oc.ae 

an atte:L~.pt has beon aaile to il0ill.Oi1Gtrate any real. wealmea9es. On the whole 
r 

,'l ·-· ' ... : 

the conclusion is that all the tuo~~ios <l:l,ocuaQ:~d 'il~a ~~iled to satisfy the 

two tll'inoiples. enunoi a.ted ab'ove• This is not to sey that none o-2 these sour()~~ 

has contributed to the Lor;os-torm of the l?rolo~e· But the sufmestion is that 

·' ,-. . :•\ ,. 
,,·I 
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aoms. or all. mey have contributed, not :l.n rmy tley dirootly, but only in 

' 
ao i'ar l;iS they aided tho develoj;l.':'lent of a distinctively cm.-istim tecimic81 

vooabv.la.&."""Y• It is this, or some auoh factor 11hioh provides tho link betm~on 

such sources and the Prologqe; and nb.ioh also ~tpla.tns why they have not sat-

:lsf'ied the two principles just indioate!i• And it is also possible that a , 

mistake he.s been made in rae;arding this Johannine LOgos-term as isolated and 

almost unique in .the Neu Testament. 

The. present u~ter first began to consider this poaaibility as the result 

of' reading the Greek Noo Tootanent during long spells. ~f' duty in on air raid 

crardena' ;post during th(} eurly- dcya of' the Gl3nQ!l attack on Britain. Some 

months later, the late Sir·Jl!deyn Hoskyn's book.a on tha Fourth Goo:pol al)pea.red, 

in \7hich he al~o auSga:)ted tb,at :i,t J::i.UtJ boon :pJ.ialaadina to consider the Loe;os-

ter.::J. of tho Johannine ::?rolosue in isolation to the usa of the \70rd el.uer.1hare 

. It :i.a p:r~posed now to iuiti ate a discussion of the u:::~e of the term Loe;os 

in tho Ne>t Teate21ezit. 

'PP,ere are aeva~al raothods by uhich the use of' the torro. Losos in tho Ne\1 
., 

Tasteu!lent could be coneide,rad. UG could begin m. th st. P.1atthe:rts Gos.pel f.lild 

work ayst~ticall~r throu:;h tho booJrs until us roach the Ravelation• · \.lhile · 

it 11ould only bo oonfusi~· to trae.t each book in ohronologicEll order', it oould 

als.o ob:>CUl'C3 tho prssontotion to begin at one end .;md finish ut tho othGr" 

For instc:aqe, it is obvioua)..y dcsi:L'able to deal at the soma Um3 crith the 

Gospel and'the First E:a,Jiatle of st. John. The follo\ling sequence r:ill be used• 

and, is tl1a· rasult· of eJt.neriment IJlld the arlvioo of oth1')ra.:-

- ,:_. 

. '· 
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1 on(l 11 Thes~olonians 

Golatians 

Phlllppi o.na 

Ro:mens 

Ep]lClaions 

. Lui~e,. 

ACts of the 11poatles 

Revelation 

The Poatorol.s: 

11 3piatle of P•.lte:tt 

Gospel noeo:t>qixle; t9- John 

1 E!:'istle oi' :J'o'!ln . 

It ~ill be reu.OJ.ly c;o~reeiat3d thr::.t tnis (:U""l'anGe;,lcmt is ~ c.tte-.:[lt ut 

clrum11'icotion into 1~ st. :t>culfs D)istles · 2. Synoptic Gospels and P..cta, 
. ' ' , . 

3. Othe:tt Ne\1 T~atament Ur:i.tj,il3S, 4· · Joha:nn,ine IJ~itings. In some olosses · 

e.ttenv:lon hc;.s oJ.oarly been c::i.van to chrooolo..TJ; "n othors. this ]lea been 

set cstcic• 

It is not neceasal';'r to .give ClrGUT·lents 'for the datine of the books, 

. but ao:.ne QoN.msnt ae:3hla to be 9W.rlecl fo~ in juatificction of. the orrci.ng~ent • 

.. , .... ··,;' '• .. >-

\ ., 
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It appears to the present wrt tor tha~ Galati ens • ~n conai_doratio~ of' 

ita subjec~~ma~~er, b~~ongs ~o th~ vral~nury ~t~e of Paul'~-qeve1o~ant 

of' hie ideae about 171E~.\i11 and ~tuor1J:s 1~, otW:u!nati~ in Goraans, Hence it is 

placed after the ll CorinthiE:n Epistle; and io regarded ao belonzilltl to 

the "Ephesionrt epistles. The plac$ng of' P1:1111pp1ans is made on the csa-

Uii1Dt1on that it,_ too, belonzs to the ":®bes.tan" E.P1Gtles~ 

Tbe ~ynoptio Gospels• -Acta end the Bevelc:ltion c:re traa:bed auccessival;y, 

not because it is im~:i,ned that they_sl:lcoeedec1 each.otb.cr to the exclUsion 

of any other pa.rt of the Nw Test fs.ent; they e.ra· here oonsidol'ed toe,ether 

as boinz the ri.an:..o},)iE:;~tole.ey I-Jerr ';l'est (.,n;.ent IT:r;'i t:i.ilZ!h ~ thEil Synoptiots, the 

GOspel dcoording to r~attb.e\7' is J)!"ObEl.?+Y a little ~a~or them th~t €;Ocording 

to Luke, in consideration of :1,. ts aft'ini ti.es _ m. th the Didsohe 'and cl th the ·-.· . . .. 

Ignat1Dn Epistles• 

The examination of thG,EDia~le of Jones for the ~resent to~io hDS con-

vinoed the P.rosant rrri ter thut • at any· roto in :l ta present ;Corm, it :t-oqu~.res 

to be duted sometime~ luter than is indicated in' :.t)Ost modo:rn No:-1 Tost.on.ent 

chronolosieo. F. c • Burkitt once c.dvanced a theory of en orie;inol "James" 

in Arsmoic w:hich m.1a tr<mslnted into Greek ( and that not alWishly l in 

tli~ sooond century. ·Conan u~ L" !Ul.o;s: htlS raoently ~eo.d a popot>. at Cambrid~e 

on the subject at the. E:Dbtle of je:m.e13; this, at the ti::ro of rrritineJ• is 

not yet available in nublished foi'Iil• In this pa:r)or Canon Knox distinguished 

tvo strata in the Epiotle of JUUles:-

(c) 

eJ.lowanoe 1~ made for sqru.e sli~t eX}.lG:ilsions, it is quit.e J?Oss:i.blo tha~ . ' 

James at Jerua.ale:n WG.S -the author o:r this: 

{:b) ·A later intoraparoins. ~lith a co!Jilj1ent £:.ry on these_ ~ey:J;noa, this 
, I . 

·.• 

·.·· 

.. \• 

. I 
r 
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eeneration tiu"ou3h the LoGQe. ru:mad taue.rds G. .lutar date then is usually. 
~ ~ .. . 

assi~ed to thiQ Epistle• Tb$~ ooncluoion seems also to bo ro~u~~ed·by the 

moro General critical epproach to the docUH3nt. 

Reference hns already- bean made to J ~ 11!. · SG.lfder' o rocont book on u1~e 

Fourth Goapel· in the E.a;.:oly CQ.uroh't. In th.io 1i tt.la war~ he wrc;uas .that the 

ftrst 1<>h.~:!ne ~tstle iS~ prior to the Fourth Go,apal. BUt, while the Ell'JU

rnent :l,a ottro.ctive, Brooke's !'JOsit!on (l.e.c •. ) ~;JtilJ. qe~ r;orr4ntedi that 

the EJ)istlo prasupposBs that the Go~pel ( ut le~t llithout .the ProloGue) · aas 

alreody availoble. Dr~ r:. F· Hou&·d· c.coepts this ;gasition, for he c?lls the 

first Epietle of John tho 0earl:l.'~t cOliJ!!lon.tary" on the Fourth Gos·pel;. 

( "0h:ristiani ty .Accordine; to St •. John", P• 20) 

ITi th these prelitainary reoarka.· ue ~O\"i turn to tbe Nou Test.ament itsol.f• 

; . · ... · 

~.,. ·-
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Telren in conJunctlon uHh J'»ta 171- 9, this vers<3 D:l;)p0ars to 'Qe a. 

reference. to tho disturb~oes ~hie~ fqllo~ed the preachins or tho GoaDel 
.. ' 

(] . 

at Thesaalonica, and to the roue;h handling received by "Jaoou e:a.d. qe;:cta1n 

bx.>et~ren". :.Thu:i wa mey tiu,pl_Jose that the Lo3os here. Dl.3nt1one~ is the 

ayastalio mess.~~e· Fl"O~ Act~ we ore not uble·- to sa:y uhether, on this 

pcarticular occasion, ~he LoQ:as 11~ (a) the exposition of tho Hebreu 
. . ' 

Scriptures (2) or (b) tha flii.Cta about "this Jesus11 , uhich sho\led that he 

nis the Christ" (3) •. 

tTh.ile it is not susc:;estad that St. Wu\14. ia hera using Lo.gos of the 

ind\7elllnrJ. Christ~ raoaived after the pree.ohing and G.Ccel)tcnce· ~i' the 
j· . 

u?)ostolic Gospel, it uill be EJeen tho.t - the histor;icsitudion · q)El.t"\; -

such a signiftoanoe could be attached to the term lo:;os hore w). tllout 

offence to the J.i\eanin!': oi' th~ pas a e.n:e. _ 
[ .. fJ , Axa{\1~ J.~' vp.i:>v y?!.p ~~~X'J1'UI 0 A&yo~ 1'0V ICvp{ov 8 

18 1 ou p.cwo11 (.., ,.ii Ma~r.•8ov{~ ~eal 'Axa{y, 6}1}1' (.., fl'a.,.l 
' ;L 1'W':' ~ 7TiUTIS vp.ruv ~ 7Tpi'>~ 1'01' lJfcJV ~~fAqA.vlJev, JITTf 
I , , :111 c .... '\. '\. ,. \ • ' ' ' rc .... , 

P.'l xp•wv •xnv 'IP.a~ "a"u" n· au,.o• yap "'P' Yjp.r.>v 9 

. The fir~"&, ana tn.o 01Yviotis ta:::J!?tatfon is to find· in the tel'Iil the 

Lof'4' a QO!IlTiland about teuchinc; the nattona (rJTatt • 2819-20) • But the 
. . u 

affinity of thou~ht between tb.is pa.Saage and Psalm 19 probably meEAilt 

that St • Paul used the word with a sanae of "tidings". The ~enitJ.ve 

would then BiGllifY". the topic ot the;:~e "tidingsu:. '!'hUB tb.e e:X.::JI'ession· 

Christ. I'tl is this which b7J' the al'lOstolio pr3achine and. the c.oti vj, ty 
• . i .. ' 

o-f the Theaaalonions ia going ttout into al:t the efllttfiU• o' ( cv• Rom~ . lolS) 

.:r.,. r ~ .- •• . ' ·-·l· · .. -.-
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11. TEESSALONrANS 
To Xonrov 1rpou•vx.•u8•, dlJ.XcfJoi, 'lr<pl ~l'wv, Iva 1 

o Xayor Tov Kvpiov TPiX!I Kal /Jo~a(!Jmt Ka8oor ~:al 1rpor 
VpO.r, Kal 1va Pvu8W~£v ci1rO TWv dn)7Tc.HJ ~eal novqpWv 2 

dv8ponrwv, ov yap 1ravrwv ~ 1riunr. I IItUTor 3 
1- ~ J --'--- J_ . - 6- - -···· - • - .••• 0 0 0 -.-.- 0 • 

~a p~;itasa r,e.Os ;,)A;' immediately establishes a close connection· of 

though~ and meaning between this verse and i ·Thess. 18. The borrowing 

of trn.agery from the racing contests ~ain suggests very strongly the · 

sense of striving to carry "tidings". Once again ue have the pict~e 

of . a~ti vi ty devoted. to -t;he spreading of story about the Lord .resus 68 

news. (see also Col. 4:3. ) 

314 14 .: l!i Ttr otlx ~ .... IIKOVU T.;i AO-y<f ~f'WV a.;. Tijr f1TIUTOAijr, 
Toi'iTov Uf11JEwliu8E, 1 p.fJ UtJvava,.,.t-yvvu8aL aVrce, tva lv-

. . . . . . . . ·-·--

The. q_l.\~if'ying 1f~" and the fact that the Logos is bto( '"t""\~ c::.rr,<S'ToA-
,. 

"")S (bearing in mind the hortatory nature of the epistle) gives. the Logos 

here the force almost of "the injunction". 

lt TIIESS~~~ 

Logos is use~ mthout the article in l5, denoting ttspeeCh"', aa op-

posed to deed, or power ( ~~"!Jf'S } ; 
"flattering speech". 

lie must, ho11ever, look a little more closely at 213. 

The rendering in English of this passage has manifest difficulties. 

Soutar's edition of the Greek N~w Testament (here us.ed) places 1¢t~' ~~1~ 

' ' 6-61"ht in brackets. But Scott, ~n. his oomnent ~J renders th'4.8 11but as 

1 t really is, the word of God", i ,e. not the written 110rd, ·but the uord 

,. ,. ,. 

. '· ~-: ,•_ 
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Qf God of which the ~ol;'d ·uri tten or spokGn is the vehiale" ... the v:ord 

which is ulivins ·Wia ·effloative.". (Hebr. 412 cp. john 157). -

The B~isod Ve:rsion· Gives, "\lhen yo re_oeivGd from_ ua the-.pord of 

th\3 IilGSSB,$9' ( R· v •. ~· .. ".the word ~1' hearing") • even the 17o:t'( 01' God." • ' . ~ .. ;-' 

• . •· ' • ' • :· ~ .• • f : -:, 

The Latin reads, "qW).uiQU cum aooepi~s~t~s e~. nobis vorhl.t;!l cuditus Doi"• 
. -~. ·, . . .. ~ . \), ... . 

.Abbott (l,c.c.) ia inclined to regard the·gonitivo.oa. subjective· .... "the 

uorq dalfv~red by Ohriat"' Loe;os here, would CODnQte the aoopel..:* 
. . . .. . . 

~ei oo delivered by Ohriat." Li~htfoot; hottevar, took thliJ phrase 
. . .... 

'I' .... 

~esij<lcl by the verb of tlie relative clause ('(:.16-~'(G\ 1"•1.1 ) • In viou 

the El.i'~inity ?t laneuaso with 1s <'es~rt"o' ~'v A.cilo."· rna ~s~s&'lc.7&e pJ 

A..b)o 11 of 213) • Abbott's explc.nation seems to be xqox-a aoceptt,:ible • Bu.t 

it is qutta uosoiblo tho.t mQre is being mode of the vor;Je th~ n~ed b~, 
. . . .·· - . 

snd Locos hera mey signify no ~=-~ thun t~~ b:det -~ss~_;~ Wilioh JJ;ml had 
·i,l 

bean -able to give to tho Th.ossaloni ana ·bot'ora the. diot:ul'b'OJ.oa and tha. 
. ..: ... ' 

, , I 

des:9a~ah~ne of Paul ond SilO$ ~o Baroaa. ( ~o'l;a 1 ?lo) ; . _ ~n 41~ ( ~v ~Y~ 

\(~~~) t. wheJ:(} appmoen~ly Kb.p(o, is_ u~ed · .~t O~rh~. ~~.~us • The -:r~:f'or.onoe 
may,. b~ to soma ao.ying of Christ' a, though not· reoo:raod iii any of our . ' 

SJ;:\.atine Soapola; or to on in\lard a.ppr3oiation of th0 ·spirit of our 
. . . . I . 

Lord'o teachine;• Uoohon ia, hor.raver, definite on tho· :goilit;~yos here 

ooiUiotes e. scying d8li verod during .our Lo:r;-d' e mil.:lietry I;Jlld docs not 

signify a revelutfon. 

. I 

f.D~O~ iS Uood t7i thOUt thO urtio1e· in 22 (r:{~ 61J }..O"t0\1 ) D.nd in 

II ' ' \ 
( t'n ~~~ .Wlo"' ) • \?hot-a it si~it'io.Q. the opak0n- \'lol.'d 4$ <ll,.rt':hiot 

. '' . . . 
''•. 

0 ' ,' I• _, ~ .·:· ,',- ·, ·.· ·,·. 
; 

. ,, : ~- . ·-··· 
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1~ 2l7 (..AO"f~), \Jhere the cont:rast i~J uith ;pyov. 
1 CORDf.('t:t;I:PNS. .. ·-· '" 

'0 A.\yo~ yltp .l Toii crraupoii Toi~ ,.;., arro>.>.u,.<vo.r : 
. ,.rupla ECTTlv, To'ir be crwCo,.ivou; ~,., .. buvn,.•r 8wii ICTTlv. I 

about the pll:;).oe of the Oro3s." But many will sense that this could fiOBl'ooly 
< . 

. I "" 
be Sv "~}' 1 ~ f)(:o.~ ~ It i a o.t lo ast nll that i a intended by tho ·verb of the 

, I~ ' I 
~revious verse (~lltll\1(:'\' l~1 ) . In verse 23 it is'k~,6'~ C:-~'tbt'-'E'<..~~~~~os 

t;J~O . i 8 ~p{d. andeeOu sJ ~d f.'~ . ' TurnillB to RODlaD.S 116, '.79 have, t?t 62il not 
. t/ , ' ' " I 

ashEUUed of the Goap<H; for. it is l>\3Wf''= 'ko~ eu; ·6~1"JPiolv' rfct."1"' _..,."f 1TuffE-uoJ"1"1.". 
I 

P~tb.ouz}l no direct object ~a 1T161~"'w is supplied by St. Paul, tho qbjeot 

mey reud.ily be inferred. 

Th-us \79 have u close associ at ian of the Logos r1i th tho Pouar of Qod 

·and Christ Sesus• No~ should ue close our minds ~~ainot the.poss~bility 
I . ~ . ' . - I • 

that the diotum of the Jeus prese:r.vod in Luke -1,36 uas lmoun to· St. Paul 

-~-- .- ··- - . - __ .:..-~-~ '· . , -· 

Kal J11 rpo~rp 'II'OAAtj> ''Yfi'0/'7JII 'll'p~~ .l,.as, Kal .l Myo~ ~ov 4 
Kal rll ·K~plr(,..l f'OV 01lK Ell m8o'ir crocplar Mym~ d>.X '" 
afJ'olMEn tTJIW~OT'OS Kal./Jvpa~ffJ)~. tva ~ rrlcrn~ v,.a; .. ~~ n '5 

Ell crocpl~ dvOp6mru11 dU' iv bu11a!'EI 8foii. 1 'i:ocplav 6 
• • • ~ .. • ,. .. • -'·"-- -"'' J . _ ... __ ,_..., 

.At a :first slano(3 1 the sense of. t!J.ia pUSs02;Ei U~pOQI'S to be .satisfied 
~. ' .... 

' 
rightly obs3rved thQt to. ra3ard ·~ho lagos .as "pri, vat~_ comrer~et:lonn and 

the Kerysme: oa "public pr.;:~cchin~" io not aatfsfectory. rrr:ror" • they oon

tinued1 "i~ the ~me .the delivery of the mesoor.e cn~_tho othor.thG substance 

of Hi' (l.o,c. P• 32.) Stil;L lesu ooulu this be O.eoep'\:od since Dr. Dodd 1a 

book on the n Apostolic :EToaohin,s ~d 1 ts Developments •" R0bei,"taon end 



. ·. d-
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"' I 
Plummer oo:Q.oluded that " o M>'{a_~- loc>lca back to ll6 1 un!l_ ~~~ the· G16s:9el 

ttaich the Apostle preeehed,. D~~e ~~P"''(J'd.is. ~ll~ _.t19t 

not as a process (w\~v§' _),bUt as awho~e ..... u 

O:(l .PJ;~<?Ol~w.ntl,on, Viowoa 
' •- •. - .... I. 

the Evannol; at th~ t~st, uha.tevGr connection and aasooiations hc.d 1 at 

I "" th:i~ point in the Ep:i,~·ua. b¢gun to ol,ing to 6" ~~~r•s 6c..o"'• 

l· 
i 
! 

• 

to connect in contrast in th0 r~sder's pind oith that Logos of the OrQaa 

and that Pooer. of God of which st .. ;paul hud already uritten •. 

1~36 :J(i VOU<t AaA;'iv iv EKKhfj~l¢~ • H cicp' vp.6i~ rl >..&y~r TOV (J;~v 
37 ·~ijA8£v, ~ £lr vp.iir p.ovour KarrjVTfjCT£V ; \-Ei 

-·• 1-. - I f .'W'. • - .! ... . --:---. 

For the purposes of' :n:editation thia verso ocn ':JQ i:Jli;;on l::l,'J speaking. 

of our Lord's going out :!'rom Jeruaolom to Calvary• or of h.:!.~ le~"\ing o@ 

.... 

of hill disci"'llJs u:f'tar his He:Juxr..~s)ot:i.on ond ib1adi c;_tol-y- hi3:fora his .&lqen.aiQ:~..,. 
- ' ~- . ': + . -

But in vi~· of th3 .:':::Jst of the ohupt3l4 i't is sou,roO·l.~r H~t~l~t tlie.t St. Paul 

u:rote th"? 11o:r.d$ ui th e5. ther of theoe in ru.nd •. Possibly tho· vo:rse is be~t 

understood as beine; he~vily s':ll•castio, . ~d 'S.S hu'll'~n::; '.10~11.· i:l:Q0.ndod to r~mi.]lg 

his rau.de:rs ""Gh...J.t Codnth is uot thq lllO\ih13:L' Church. .In· ~vhiu oeoo ·'-:.'~ 3hould. 

tJeo a ~.J:t'arsuoe to 'liha A.9ostolio rrdssion of oW:.ryin/:5 tl\o r,.Os:ml fr.-UUl 

. :J'Jru:.talcra "to tlle utte:&.J:.Ost ports of the ezrthtt, el).d; pGioh~DS, to Vh9 . ' . . ~ ' 

18.)· GOing; out of tb.e Logos from .~uch oentrea- as Theasolanl.ca. (See l T:.lsss. 

The Lo~os of Gad ho:re, then,: ~ientfios tlle GoGpel, proo.che1 b~' the nJ)ostl~;~$,, 
• '· r I' - • .· ,' '1 • • 

. . . II>., . , ,... . 
(This vor~Je is ~i ven ·by .f.\I'ohbishop Bernard ~ ott inatmce otu ko-yo£. "'(o\l. Sto\1 

. - ·• - . ~ ~ .. - ' . . . . 

used in t~ls. p~~icul,er sense - "Pal~rl;.o:re.l E.l}istl~s't in Ct:il..lbr:l..'uca Groek 

Tast&ment, P• ?4.) 

-~ ·, 
·' ...... 

--·. -- '1.-
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k ...... . ::-:, .. _ ... _ .. 

iS. hero used to introduce t~at apocifio 

quote.tion f1•om the Old Teatcmont rrhich follous (!St 256, Has .1:::;14) • 

11 coro:t-rr.aD~Js 

116 l 

. ~ 

TO Nal .,~,-IC~i . -;J- o-::- o~-; ~ 1TlCTT0r 8£-. 0 6£0~ Or& t8 

o >u\yor · ~p<dv o Trpi'Jr Vf'US o.JJC lrrr.v Nai Kal 0~- I o rg 
.. -~"'" ---.qo:...-.;:---.~---~~ ~--·-· - .. --~--

_.' 

·The .Lo(!:OS here is st. Paul's prec.ching, w~ich,he clai1~; is n9t double:.. 

tongu.~d. But_ the c'on-e of' the_ ~gos is defined ~ "the Son of GOd~ JosUfl 

Christ" '\'lho "uas not yea and ney, but in him ia yea.n (10). 
17 «al rrpOs TaiiTa Tls l,~t:~vOs;\. oV 1cip . Eu~u~ cJ" ol 1ro'A.Xoi 

~?~?>..~u01;n~ r?v >..ayov ro~ B<ov, ld;\.}.' c.ls lE .l>..ucp1vias, 
"" I -•. ... "' "- ~ 

"'d>..>..~ drruml,..Ba :ru tr.purrra ·rii~ ~-iux.vvrJs, ,.~ .;,p,Tra
roiivr<s lv wavoupyl!f P.'l/l( lloXoiivr<s ..Ov >..oyov roil 
IJ<ou, \ dA>..a_ rjj _ cpav<pwu•~.~ rijs ~X?O.~as avv1urtivovr•~ 

T'.ae Logo a of' God haa alrel:ldy been deft ned by St. Pwl fa daclarot ion of 

• The gent t;J. vo 

· aignifi es thut the Lo~os is supp],i ed by God, rather thon thot the to~;os :.u~·, 

ebout God. Only in this selll3e oan \7e rightly scy that t~e _ ~~oa of God is 

the Apostolic message. the content of which ie Christ J~sU$• 

, --,-,--- -, ·-·- · - - -· --r"-- - • . , -
rB yoyo~.... KalVa~ .,.;. a£ TrWra iK TOV Bwu rou Kam>..>..<i
' Eavro~ ~f'U~ latJT'rf> a,a. Xp1UTOV .. al a&vros ~,_.iv Tqv 
•g /l&aKovlav riis .. ara>..>..ayiis, WS on IJEos ~~ ,., Xp&urrii 

Kou,_.ov Kara}.}.auuwv tavrcii, f'q Xoyi,Of'<IIOS avrois Ta 
. Trapam-cJJ.Iara a.lr6i~, .. al B<,.•vo~ lv ~,_.iu _rov >..0-yov_ rii~ 

.l 

It will be aeen·thot the curlier words h~ve to do with God'S raconciliation 

of' the \Vorld "into hitnaalf" "in Christ." TLlkcn by ~ tsel~; the:Q.;. tho Lo5oe 

appears to be the Gospel which ?rocloino thio fact. (op. f~t~ 1326 ~ ~h 1la 

Col. 15) But att~ntion should be ~iven to Row~s 611 t ~o clso rejoice in 

God through our Lo:L'd Jesus Christ, throu.r_;h uho::L tte ho.va nO>'l 1'3oei ved .the . - . .. .. . ' 

rooonoiliation", 'rhus ia eQ>ht!Sizod ~ain th3 oo:rmeotion between ~he U>t;;os 

., .. · 
-~ . 



·. j .. ·. '· -., .. ·. 
·, .. -.. 
_,~_:<··_ 

~;ooa•' 

atld the ;I?ersqn · ~d work of Ch~at : Jeau!3. Nor s~ou.l.d Harne.Qk' s adv.ioe be 
~ . . ' . 

florgot·ten:- 'ti:a dete_ITidu:!.ns _the &:lunin~ of r\~yo .. s in Pau.1 on0 1Uuot al11ay~ . . . ' ~ . . . . . . . . 

k0ep in mind 1 Cor. 217 , "I am. dat~rL11~13d not to truot1 an!rtqi,ng 15;::-~n$ you, 
. ... '.. . . . . . 

savo J"0S"'$ Christ an,d h,im cruci,f':l.~d," (r•oonatitqtion and Leu of the Church"· 

P" ~1:1r,) 

101(>_..:.11 

.. • • • • J - • • r -,--·· ' · 

xo 7\<iiu· 81-&l AI f7TIUTo>.a~ p.iv, r tflqcrlr?, fJapEta& rml lcrxvpal~ 
~ lt£ 7Tapovcr1a Toii uooparor i1u6£vqr 'rrai tJ >.ayor 'Eov6e-1 

u "''p.(uor. roiiro >.oy,Clertlr.> o rocoiiror, lrn _ oTol lcrprv rep: 
XOy'l' ltr' i7T&UTo'A6'"' .-lm}vnS) roroiiror rca~ 'tTapovnr r<if' 

n ;~'Y'l'· · (O_u yap _ ro'A/!!!.!e~ __{vKf!"iva& _ ~ crvvrcp'ivo& ~avrmis; 

In the first ver~a the .togas :i.s .eviciantly the hpostle's verbal. qel,ivE;)ry 

of the mess.a3a, ·as distinct from tb.e \7l"it;ten e:Ahortation• In the f'qllow:f:ng 
. . . .. . I ,I 

verse there is Braat e~phas-ia on "~he, ant~ th~sia betwo9lllt.o"{~ and.G-fY~ so 

frequent in TJ;tu~ydides.'' (P1'Qttmel!, l.c.c. p, 284) . 'l'lli.a uu~. ·at tosoa :te 

~~o tound. e,g, col, 317 , Rom. 151e 
1 c-c :um::rr1uqs 

11!4.•¥ .......... 

Logos occurs without the article_ in 15_, whe:r:e Robertson end PlUiiiiller ,'._· 

sug$es~ that~ ~~~f~ ~O'f\..f aignit:~.ea "the gift of speech"; in ~17 ~.., G~;~ 

~lo" whel'a tb~ sense is ~targunent bo..sed on disreputable soz>2tstry.n 

Uobo1~~son and Plummer again .have a aug(3:astion ..,. "the mara gift of the . . . 

rhetor-ilftn"· oarta1n1y, st. Ps.ul is rajactine rhator!oal proresGional.1sm• v 
Theas Qonside~ations in t~n fi4 tqe meaning or Logos in 21 ; 

. . 
, in 420

1,\'lhare, as in the previa~ verse, Logos. is oon'lll'asted ~ith Pouer (~~ 'V"~ ;..,. 
I ~ .,, 

~o'{~ .... e;.., C(J\'~ ) ; probably· ue could best render by "talk" :md ''eo ulan". 
I 

In l28ff we have a very i.utoroeting usa of Logos; "to one is e;iven 

throuSh the S);lirit I.ogos.of uis!lom; tm.d to another J:p:;os of lmohJ;.edg\3, . . . ~ 

aocottdins to the · same Sy>i ri t: { Q i ~Go miother f ~ th, in the _a mae. S:ui ri t; 

to a.nother efl.fta of healing in 'ilha GUll.3 SDiri t; ( 10~ und to o . .-1-0~her DOrld.ngs 

of mirqcles; and to another p~ophecy; oto • '' . I -
It has been sugs~sted that ~o~o~ 
- · . · · .~o~tt:! 

' . . .. ... ~-:., .. _~,.";~--·~~ ... _ ~-~. 



r?r · :-· ·. -'· ., ',{'/' ,. ' . ·.. . ... 

connote$ utrts.~ tal.k0 ~d::~~-~~y~~-;~~,;tfG--~""""". ~e~· "bowledge~le apeeo.ht.1t· 
,. '• --. . .. ~. 

But why not tfwtsdom" and .tttm~~~~et?- ·t~:r , "tal th" • "prophecy"; etc • are 
.,: ' t. - : ~ j • 

mentlonett 8$ abf!olute, os··:i~ t~i~ated by the use, ~n ·the ~e~; ot the 
I I . ' . · . . . 

n~na'tl11,e (tr161t S ;11(10ltcnt~,} ~- Bllt it has _to be remembered that the 

. Apostle had already said scQ.tb.1ng things e.bottt "W~eaom". ( 1 Cor. e4) and 
' 

"kliowl6de;e" (61) as such., indicating their powerlea•liess• Perherpa he 

Wt'S-had to be specific that tt is not such lmowledge _Iio~ wi-edom which he 

J:i.Ow means• l.Ogos of wisdo~ and Logos ot· ~o~ledge•. by this point ·in 
<l 

the epistle, shouldJas we have e:teen. he.Ve om-ted wtth th~ the noti.?.n 

.of power, and also .. bearing in mi,nd 15 - of enriolnn~nt and.· ~.ti~t.v~ 

"in everything. ye were enri;c~ec1 in ( Je_8us Chr~st h ln all 'ID~s (~\;. '1tacv-rl 

' I I . 
}.o)~ ) • an,d 1n all knowledge ('fi~t.,G~ .,vw~' l? taut• op.- ]j;6•7) . ·. . 

In 14~; sino a~\:) Gt1~ to.eens "thCI omen. of speeohn ( tl4 nortnally in 

the ~w re,;ttan.9IL~) , ana d&~j&-0~ me·~. ~,all..;merked, tJ Logos is best re.nd.ered 

=aa . "t Ellk '; ~~ ,, - . 

-~n 19~~: where :st·. Pj;tul ~tressed ''With. -~;~1; lfSOS" (1\1'.' :.~~~ - , and ·not ~ 

· "~g~s-'qith wht.oh")- .ll({he.d ~evailgeli~ecit-;}tlte oorfnthieils. -ftl1~ s~'bstnnoa · · 
- . ' ·, ':. . . . . ·, ''. . . ' ~ . 

w~. then, the r..v~el;, so t)lat D)gds ]ntwt ref'e~ to the, to~ 01' me.tbod~ 
Mottatt $a -~~~ th~ mark. with ~stat~~nt•f~ · · · -· ·, -· 

: ··,Iii t!ie ~ilxth chapter the Apqst1e $tX"e$~~jj'_j}1e l.ea41ng oharaoter1at1os 

ot -t~e clpmmenda~l9Il ~-ereby h~ aJ1d his eo~·Olict: "c~tmnGJldGd'. t~~e1:V~e. ~ 
ministef~ ~~f t;d4.·ti. amons Wlii·ah he l~st~a~ ~~·~,~~~~l#f~l The ·genftty~··mey· 

, . •. • ' ! ,· 

. . 

_ be {1) ot B.Pl»sit.:to:n, "a Ibg0,~ \itbioh 1s .t;ruth"; 12l .ot :!)Os&eston, tq.iogds 

b~l9oging tp, 1i~tht or (5) ot·qbjeot, tavourad by na~&:rtson and Pl:Uimn~-~~ 

'< ., 
'!I 

.•J 
. ' 

'} 

wh() .augseSt as a tran~ation "the- d~.el~1n8: of :t~th~ "· 'l'Me _f!le®e o~rtelnlr - l 
~ ' ' • . • . . . . i '. • 1 r ' ' ' .·: 

t~t~ nea42l:Y .into the oat~QS\le• ·IQgos 11 ohoe ~-t.(;)• ·e~tmotes s~eech. as Jt ·-) 
\.• .'I 

·,. 
. ).' 

.. , ··':""· 



also does in 87 • 

GhLi,TIQIIB G 6 -
Here the Logos may possibly be the subject of catechetical tnstruction ~ 

the Fuith. But it is pousibly best understood sa the f~}?ostol1c massege• a9 

such beins coJuporubla ui th the sense of the Lue;os in 1 Th0s• 16 • 
1fdG-... 1 . 

LagO:;J OCCUrS tli thOUt th3 urticle in 51-1· (o yJr"vo,~;f ;v ~~~ ~~~I.J 11E-fTi\'\ Q(.;)fOI.I ) · 
I \ .,"' 

uho~e it has the obvious me~1ing of a dictum, in this instance the subsequent 

quot~tion of Lev. 1918 , although, ~Burton pointej out, avenin this sense, 

112-18 (12} 

~era once nora, the Logos of God beers the immedi~te neaning of the 

.t'\postolic message, This is sugsestod by the ai.lusion in verse 12 to "th~ 

pro~resa of the Gospeln. But much 1-::ore im:;.->ortant to our present discussion 

is the feet thz..t "speukine; the Loe:;os of God 1' is immadiG.toly succoadod by 

refer3nces to ";>r~aching" tllld "procl<::dming" Christ. ':r".L'ue, St, Paul prob-

ably meant no more thun u rui'or(mce to t:1s ~-~lJoo·~olio mess~e \.,hon he used 

the e1~ression the Lo~oo of God. Dut in this t~r;pe of pc:.sso.'~~c rro cun sea 

hou the e3.l'ly Chr:i. siii 3llS could ':!ell have co;11e to undo:.rst end by th,e phTuse 

not onl~r the Gospel about Jesus Chri8·~ but If·~ he G:x;~:p::Jl th:.J.t is Josue. 11 

( 
{, "" D • 
.tl ...... ~. h&"'16ay' nTho :523su.rrection of Ch:::-ist 11 p. 10.) 



) ' 

uhere it seems to hc.ve the force. of "message," and is r>erhaps to be cor;rpa.red 

11i th the "tip" oi' the trainer, since the context in IThioh it is sat is that 

of comparing tne fidelity of ·~he Christi .:rn. spiritual athlete vi th thut of the 

determined contestant at the e;ames. In this connection, the En2;lish uuthor-

izod and 'Revisad Versions are some\7hat mislec..ding,.!)rsndorin: the phrooa aa 

"holding forth the uord of lii'a; this should be 1'holding fust Logos of Life", 

and is to be oo::npared ':lith ·~he injunction of ''an ungel of the Lord a to the 

' ' Apostles, ne':rly freed from pris<;m, "to stand und apsc:.k in the taiT.:,;.)le ffo(IIFI\ reJ. 

f~r1'~ 1~ yv~~ ~51'f)s "· 

1\s used in 415- 17 , Loe;os hc.:.s the force of "account" ( "r:Jckoa:i,ng") , 

"acoren, (l:illigon o.nd ~oulton} :;E~ ~~y;W"on the matter or on account of"; C-t~ 1\~l~ 
f ,.. 

oJ Uf-bW\l "to your account."· vrrlp TWII rllJ.A.Ij>c:Jv JloOil TWV UIJ)'YEVWV jloOIJ /COTa uap1Ca, 
.. o1rtvi~ Elrrtv 'IananA.:irat .. ~v n vi.o6£uia «nl n ao~a #Cal ai. 

... 'AI. 'B A· • • - , , 1 £rrayy<Aiat, 
'1 ftav EYed fl' Xpturc:h ou ,P£vlJoJUlt, UU:JfLaprv- 1 • .. , , 

' ... ~ , , , , 11ea, o "'" f7TL 
pollCI't/~ JloOL T7Jr UIJVfiO'JUfOlr JloOil fV 'ITVflljloOTL ay{w i$n , • ? 

A' , , ..!"\ , , , , , ', '· Oux otav! 11"'1 p.o1 <UTLV P.•YUJ\'1 ICaL alJw'A<ttrTor olJvv'] T~ ICaplJia , , 't' 
, 1 I \ ,, '.d 't 1 , , , 1 , ~ • '1fRVTE'SI' 01 Et; 

JloOV 'JUXOP.'J" yap avau<p.a <LJmL avTos <yw arro Toii XPLUToii 3 , {3 , . 
ua A paap, 

1fOII~<s_.Tbcva, ?A~: 'EN 'Jc~cl.K K"~9HCET~f COl cn€pM~ .. 

The Revised Version has , ••••• "Christ as concornin::: the flesh, uho 

is ov:Jr all, God blessed for aver"• Since the a."l.cient Greek ),:,rnuscripts 

l&I'O ;lovoid of pl..Ulctudion mo.r~(a, 1 t will be appreoia.ted that other renderings 

are possible:- · 

1. • •• ·"Chri:Jt as con.c3rning tha flesh. He ITho is God ovEJr cll ~a (is) 

blessed for ever11 

2 ..... "Christ as conc8rninr:; the flash. H0 who is o·ver all is C..od, blessed 

for Gvern 



-l"-
·a •••••• ''Chri.st as concerning the flesh, rrho is ov::Jr a.ll., God be (5.s) 

blessed for evar." (R. V. t18.I'~. rorulin~s. ) 

Nor do ne get any help from other passa~es in tho Ii!e:·! TtJstument, for, in 

e~.oh Ca.J-3 1 tho correc-:; rende:riZl;'?; cannot be mude uith cert:.d.nty. If' '176 

. ' 
ex:cise C*o~ ~ then thcn·e is n>:-> doubt that St. Paul :?rodicut3s 11lo.ns;u.c.ge 

a:9progriate to the mention of God" m.th Christ • (Bp. Ia!'k, rt~1oml:l!ls", P• 

104, Clarendon 3ible.) But for such there is no··".juatifioo.tion fXO!ll the 

point of manuscript authority. For the :m:!:'poses of our e.rgultlent, it \?ould 

bo u gain if the punctuation of the Rovised Veraion could be established. 

For tl1en, even in spite of tho~r~" , it rroulcl be very diff'ic11lt to ::esard 

the Logos of God as referring to no more than the t~ostolio mess~;e; in 

fo.ct, in such a setting it could scurc3ly h<J.ve that force. Sa:t\dcy and 

IIeadlo:m. (l.c.c. p. 240) asroca thLt tho usc of' the phrase he:r:e is unusual, 

t"nd thc.t it does not mean "the Ckl:Jpal. 11 In a context a1.ludlns so much to 

the Israelites, it might, of course :r.•ofor to the Old T:il3t G-~ent lii'i tinge 

(and v~rse nine gi~es support to this supposition,(. But it is sot in a 

context in w>ich .3t. Paul is spookin3 ;?rhu.o.ril;r of Christ; so thut, uhut;,. 

over he intandad by the phrme f1.S he GtQ1loy0d it, in tho c'-'-sa of tiloso ··.\'tho 

hE.d ~ccess to the o~iotlo it could eo.:Jily r:.cquire assoct u.·~ions ;7i th tb.;,) 

mission ond Pa~son of Jesus Christ. Th3 effect of sccepting tho rondarings 

:l.n ·t;he !1evisers' mure;in, is to resar:l the second holt o:.? var:~a fivo £lS a 

little doxolo3Y• It mi3h·~ soem, them, that verso oi:l~ :u ... ·c~.cJ tho O].>n~.ne; 

voroe nine. 



. ·. ' ~. ~, ; . : . ~ •. .. --. ...:: --, 

-17~ -_ .. · : 

11Th:\s Logos." is ho:rs D. quot &.t:\.O!l f'l\..'111 Go:nG~i~ 1 e • 

\.:t io then• true, thc..t t 110 LQ:;oa ~ero io used in the fo:t:o..::l so:::.ao O't 

rtuttOl't:::lOO-" (i.s, uhe q_uot;ution fro;:;J. the Old TestGJ:::3nt)' But tao r.hole 

discuosion of thG J?::robl€3 of Jv.da!.am ( o1 - 1186 ) cent rca uotm.cl t:t'!.e 

quotutiona :i?ron Isuiah s1'~ i.:llld 2Sla (9~·!3 ~a. lOJ_l), st. J?..;·.L,l cleG.~:J..y 

r~3ut'd<Jd yheso ~.:;J IIussian!c, '?llus, ll.thou.Gh tho I.o:;ou hLO thi a fcmal 

liJOnoo~ it io ref~arre1 'lio uh0 r:caoi;:i;1_j 

n ' '' ,. / - , 1 ' 13vl' ticH \:1 "fl S (;.'1"~fa4 CSv'CO.\') (;:\1 

,. 

0(,\0(\ Ov "1"- \ d.., "'t'Cf .... 

I 
~~'(W 

' 

I 

To"--ru 
I 

T'.ao T.tOzos is, ~.;suin, & Y.t:otation; -~l:lio til.ila ::':.-GB :':.-evi ticl!a • 

Logoa is round Di tl·'.~ut _·the ;;:.:eticle in 020 , !12 a sho?'.;e.uai q,uoto.tion 

~2 ~rj· 
f:-om thG :cot of I ooi oh 10"' -,_..:; · It is not oc.~Jy to ooG Vhl~t st. Paul _ 

l"locna by spo~'kin{) of tha Lord n.s e4eeiu'Oing ~A Il.lc;os 'U])Oil. tho- Gurtll+rt 

SCll~t\V GUd Ho::iilGa rentlax- ~~yoe' c:;s ~:r:-Jc:'ronin~ 11 ; 

' _.}.2 h '' d t . t t t I • t ' 1,n '~ " u o:ro ). t; cno os 110 u e:J.e:u. t , l. .c. aoc~un , O!' I'"l;?Or.;; 

10 I , 
in 15 , wlloro, t.3_cln, r;o 1:::•.'73 tl:i3 ;?ll7.'e<Jc ~oy"' 1t.,~ e.p)~ • 

~-3 1 

. .. 
3 EtlxaiJIOTOVf'<V rrji O•<f rrarpl roii ~evplov ~I';"' 'l'luoii 
4 (Xp10ToV] ITWrOTf r 7T<pl' vpmv 7TpOUIVXOJI.fll011 QICOUURVTU 

r>}v 7TlOTw v,.,.o;v lv Xpacrr~ 'l'luoii ~eal T"l}v dya7T1111 [.j~ 
s ;X<r<] <lr 7ravrar rour dy{ovr lM r>}v l}I.7T{8a r~v d7ToKn

f'EIIfjll VfLtll lv 'T"o'ir otlpa110ir, qv 7TP0'1Kovuar< lv r<f Mycp 
6 rijr ali.'IO•lar roii nlan•Xlov T"oii 1rapo~r •lr Vf'ar,U~~:aOolr 

:" .. ' til' 
.<\bbo"i:Jt (l.c.o.} r::l~a-::'c2cd ~.;!lo co:--.i:'.;:1i1fa:1"'JJ otl\'\&e-klr~ CJ,ntl..li~.uc; th0 

· .. · 
- -,, 



- ~~-
. I 

Lo:-;os of God signifies tb.c-'1 C-o:J}.JCl uhich the i~:!)ostle ;:>roc.chcd. In th5.s cese· 

the c;u.idin$ ido~~- is thut of 0;.~ocutins tho full damt..nd of thLt r:;osyol itself '· 

~h3 !>!.'(k.chin:::; of it to 

dsuce ( aa Jo~~~ did) 
'---' 

tl:a Go:n.t;_l::::.J. Bu·~ if' :7e s.ccept tho :..;.· . ....nmcrj_IJt evi

l 
-~,b.:Lch o.<i'ces f"6~ptoll the ;mtecoaon~c of' tho rclc.tive 

in ve:!.~:Je 27 ( B ) , rr.:J hv.iro inc1J.c<.tt:ton. of u richer con.-1otatton for the Loe;os. 

" Po:raov3r, i.n 2'", r:hilo tho :r:J:.dir:.~3 v,;J~, there io et e.:ny ruto ·~ho )03Bibility 

c .:.:so uo s;::.ou.ld ~:·vs c no:rus o:C ·~ho !.:'JS:'>Of of Col, tl:e 1~::.-'uozy", 2:1;:1 tn0 

Ch:dst. E'o:r- do as 1 t se~r.1 thc::t thi3 conclusion will bo groc.tl1' Cf'f'cct.3d if 

C·reo~, ]) • U87 • ) 

" ( se,;; ':'l0.3tcott oncl Iiort' a 2ldi tio:.1 of tho t~c·.: ':::'O~t c:.u~:mt in 

\. 

<loc:J.u .Jitl'2 'li;J.e :rolut:l.O::l of Cr..::.:~.;;·; 'v:J :i:;:i {l:J-J.7) cn:l ·;o tho Chtu>ch (lf'.-ZO}. 

fe.:r.t(t 
.. ~~3 o; ;;..~:...:--~: w ullt:.Ui:.2:; "tl(t ·J11e :p~o-

., 
L~zoo. 13ut 'cho U3;j or t~~ j/::'3:;·~;1·;. ~u:'J..;O "(f6t'l\/ ) il.cL..:·r;:,l', ;:.~ . .o:~-:.;.3 it l.XJ.Ch·, 

r.-0:r•o li!~uJ.y ',;h;../,; -~:~.o .~.LJo.::;·~lo i o s:Qocl:in3 ·~hr::m ~hout of ·;.~~G ~.sc~n1ocl Cill:'iot. 
I 

EvGn so, r:h.:•t ever Jt. I't...nl '-~;);..::::~ ·./1.:.n : .... o ·.1-ro·~ o ~ WJ.G. jYJ:JuD~.:? ~) .JO ·.:J.uc Tieu1'o (I) 1<.' 



<'av Tlr 7rp~; .TtVa ;Xll ~OJ.'!flrjv•l K:0~r • ~al 0 rKVpiO/ 
14 fxapluaro Vp.tv o.Orc.os- Kai v,.ui~· Enl 7TiiUL aE ToVrmr 

15 TrJV ay<i'Tr'/v, a .. UTili uvvlJeup.or Tijr TfA£t<iTl'/ror. Kat 'I 
elprjll'l Toil XPtUTou fJpafJeuET6J <'v mir Kapalatr Vf'WV, 
£lr ~~~ lea} fK"A.~tJ'lT£ fp [f11l] ucJ/-'aTL" Kal £JxtiptUTOL 

•6 ylveuBe, o XO-yor Toii r XPtUToii1 <'votKElrc.J <'v Vf'i" 
'TrAouu[c.Jr <'v miuy uo!fl{'!' lJtlJauiCOVTH ICal vouBETOUVTEr 
£aurour taAJ.'Oir, ~f'IIOtr, celJair 'TrllfU~TIICair . <'v T xapiTI, 

'7 ;;aovTEr .. , rair ICaplJlatr l:J-'0011 T<ji o • .;;- OKal 'Triiv OTI 
• ·-... _!!\ .••• - '- • ,_, -

betuesn \(,J P'~6 c. '(a.~'\.~ Go\.. of the Old Tastuuent, c.nd c.s as:cvillG c..s u title 

for Jesus Christ. (The.t ·i;his is so c:m be judc;ed fro:;-a hio first J:0istle 

'lio the 'i'hesscloniar..s.) The 'Gone of' t'1a u~olo pussflgB is eth.ic<...l rc.:.ther 

tha.t mstnp:Cysical, pArll. •. :~s 8Ccounting for ~r lu.c':: o? :-1~.'(-:c:i.s:•.o:u. in te~ • 

.i;a it stt.<nds, the I.o,:os of ChJ.•iot (o:r oi' tho I.o:rd.) :lrobably rc:::o~s 

\-

of the Lo,303 GJ.Joke:u by Ch:i.'i.:.t JB:-:;Us, ei thor b~r his. God:,pol, Ol' (leus likely) 

t)J..:rouc;h th.J oport..tj.on or "ii·,_~ L1Ci~.vi<lu .. ..1 conscio::c.oo. But :~:rinc:I.~KJ. G.c. r:o.run 
, I I 

once put i'ol .... llS.i.'d tha su:::;astion tllc.t tho IJhrLae "" 1fG.'17 Gocptd- :::.hou.lQ. he dott.~ohod 
I 

pe..:L"Ii. In t:1t s o E~Se '.7e abould hc.:ve the inclo~):)ndcn.t :!..it tJ.J :i.!ljUJ""'lOtion o t\o1ot 'li~ 
I 

"' ~ , , , ~ rMovciti.IIS' 
'1-~1{)(011 <i:IIOI~t-11'U E-1 U/'"lll" • J:t Oo0013 :r&Ot r;~':l,Ui!'G ::..:.UOh iL...C.:;i:J.wtiOYl. to GOO !J.0:-1' Sl}.CU 

.. onl~ .::o::-:10 to be 

:L'0,1ar6.e0. ::...:J subj-3::-tivo. 



~-

\..-

From this, the expr~ssion would eventu~ly come to mean for the worshipping 

Christian.communities "The Logos who ie Christ".· This evolution would be 

easier, too; if the phrase had been current ~n the other fo~ in which it 
~ 

is· gi van, as '\VS have ~Jean, il1. other readings of the verse ( 1<."' f>' o:~v ) • 

Perhaps some such process was at work and· lies behind 'John 15. 
··- - • - A-· I I L" 

0 Ti/ 11'pOrTWXii 11'potTKapnpiirr, ypT}yopovvT£~ lv m:rii • 
, , , , t1 \ ' c ... ,.. 
fl' wxaplrTTI~' 11'p0rT£VXOJ.I.fVOI U/la leal 11'£p1 'Jf'WV, IVa 3 

0 o.;,~ avolEn ~p.'iv Ovpav TOV /..oyov, AaAijtTal TO fLVtTT~-

.J!IOV -TOV XPirTTOv, S< 0 Ka~-~·il·l'"'• I ·~c:_juv<pwrTOJ mlro 4 

Although the Logos has the immediate meaning of the ApostoUo Gospel, 

we notice that the logos has to do with speaking 'the mystery", this time 

"of Christ". The ide~ of the opening door seems to have been St. Paul' a 

wey of referring to opportunities for pr.eac})ing his Gospel ( cp. l Cor. 

169 and 11 Oor• 212) 

46 0 ~~~C)~ [, f-Wv rrJ~1',()ft- gv 'j./J.pl'fl 
1 
~A~1 I {p-rvr:t'l/0,. 

, 'i: I I ,. 
The Revised Vers:ton renderso ,,o,o~ vrowaa "your speech"• Perhaps 

better would be "your messes~", in· which oase ue shoul~ have an apostolic· 

instruction on the de~i'Vel'ing of the .Apostolic message. On the other_ 

hand, we may have no more than advice on condu,ct in public, although 

thie ie unlikely 1~ .jj>fO~~~'waa l!lEiant ·lry' S~• PaW., to ~a!ld tM minds 

of his readers to any reports circulating among them about· tbe Lord's reference 

to the need ot having salt in themselves. 

It may be added that· if the force of, 316 , developed in any way com-

parable with that which we have conjectured, then this present verse would, 

in tul'n, acquire a much deeper meaning• 

23 . 
In 2 Logos connotes "~eputation" or "account"; and in 3l?, we have 

the phrase, ~" ~~..,.~ { '" e'p,": . 



·• ,··Lt.· 
- '. ·-.~ 

·r .-. 1 •• ••,',,· 

See on Colossians 1~ l'.bbott (l·C~o.) rO:nd~rs wrh0 \7Qrd \7hoso oont~xt 

te truth, t.e. the Gospel1~ Jl.rJcl. t6{;~ Robinson oxpla:tnod tho peso~ es 
- ... -· . . -

ttthe teaching '\1hioh told. you the truth of thinc;s, i•tlhon \'JO r~c:<ii.ber that 
. . - - . .. - . . .; .. _- . .. . . 

in this s~;~ro.e epistle st ... PatD. spoke. or •ttru.th" e.a b~in& ''~n JGiJWll", pe 

een Gee hou a reference to n.the Logos uho tolQ men t~e truth ot things~ 

could - by virtue of re~:tug ovar 0lld ovar again,- ~d use in 11 tUI'GY -

haYo acquired a ~ch richer msaniuz than teuchine or Goo~ol ·~ in fact 

a ~porsonul n r1ow:l,ne;. 
r,. 

WciOS in 420 uonot0u nupeeoh1' and oorro~pon&u to f'l}d_ 

za.l{) Lo.:;as. i,s :;:-::mCloz:o\1. in ~.-ha a0vioerl Va:;;;J:lou by u\:rbO&Cil,ilCO~ 

aOOG;)t(ld by· Ji..bbott • Du'C r_~.:IM't:.l.n not.oo tha1
.; J'vot ~~ S 

. : ' -· . . is uocc1 by 0-G. PQul 
\ . ---~ . . 

'~only :l;n a, oiroWi!Sta.no~ Of' ej:L'SU.t !JOX'iOUSnGSS. Em.i it:::/O~GD.00'1 ',!.1h1,lS L.Q-(1Qa 

is fi!.Ora th,an ••a EI~Ony.Ul for opeooh". 
- ' ' . . ' .. 

0.1 ~'(Jl in 1 Thoo" 4 :J.G o~ans tho \lOrQs o:l} tho. Ac'tmol L)liatle; in l Oor. 
' - •. • • • I , ' ·•. ·~ ':' . •, ' ' - ; .. 

·' 

!s aJ.so uaod in TIOJ!lsna . ::fl, being 
.· ~ 

a quotation from Powl.i:!l 51"', thO 9avidio autho:rohip or. \i'h:tch st. :t?au.l oocepted.: 

d.enotea ''c}4att orn • 

., . 

·: .. . . . 
. .. :. . ..... ~- : 

·'· 



r:rark 

1~ark 

Luke 

rla turn nov1 to oousidcr the use of Logos in our Synoptic Gospels. 

115 

1~5 

510 

Luk.a 515-lG 
a TTpouira~EV Mwuuijr Elr iJaprvpwv a!ffoir.e 0 a• ·~iXOC:,v 45 

ifp~TO "''PVUUELII 'TTOAAd ICOt atatf>'Jp.i(nv TOll Myov, OOUTE . -
. ' ' • . e r A. - ' ,, , , '0 - ' ,, ' ' p.1Jil.f_T& _aVTOV _ VlJVOU __ a& 'fJ'OII!P~S" _.!!_r 'IJ"~V fHTfA flV, {OAA!!-

/; p.~prvptov a~r~ir.~ a,~PXETO a• p.aAXov 0 XJy~; -'TTEpT 
aUroii,Q Kal uv•nipxoVTo 6xAo& 1roAXol c;KoUuv Kal 8Epcrtrnlf:_ 

- _ .. - , \ ,.. ,_ .. ~ ' ' I\\ .... • -" • 

In an L.I'ticlo in the Jou::rzJ.ul of Tb.oola::;:i.cal 3tuc1ios (:XI,, leO, Oct. 1939. 

P• 389) G. D. Kilpatrick ~oints out thu.t the u.st.wl t~o.nslation of !Qgos in 

IJk. 1'~5 is "Jiih0 stary1r. To this he of'Zers tuo oi:l joctio11s; firut, that 

this uill involve a sudG.en chan~e of subject i':rom t~10 U:lrd J<::su..s to the 

nouly heo.led man; second, that, as h13 hr:...s triad to sha~7, thio c a-~.otatio:J. 

Nor:nully, he contonP.oi, Lo.;os i'n y·ar:r denoteG 11the rG.essac:;G" of the Lol:'d 

J0sus Ol:' the CJ:lurch. If ·,;e 1'3td.:J. t!1is ~J:!.OarJ.iD.G i:-1 1G5 , tb.en Jesus \,i.ll 
I 

oub ject both of ~~')rf.l. (~5 • ... 

':to ~;ra not tolti ,-;l'!Qtho.:::' tbe i:njv?J.ction to silo:nco :1'-:J J~e;)t or not. Pasi tively 

In the E:;~positary 1l'i~es or Fobrt\l:.ll'Y 19t2:0 (p. 252) T. l\J'icl\lon criti ... 

cized this inter2r3tation; but in the j.~.G. of' Janua~ ~ i~ri~ 1~41 

(XLJ.l, 165-166) Kilpatrick insisted of'rash on the validity of his G..r~ent. 

ITo may note, hauever, thuJv in 1"aco,311izing thut in tb.e Luct.m porallcl ];Hmsag>J 

(515 ) 0 ...t,(l, is used in the oense of 11 otory11 , he insiuts thc.t hul it not 

been for this U'33 of$ ~~xoc , ue sh:)u.ld never hc:!a L,ttachod this nouninc 



I ~3 Kal }..iyu avToir OuK oi8au ri}v '1Tapa{3o"A~v TaVnjv, 
i4 ~enl 1rcdr 1rciuar rO:r 1rapaf3oAOs f'1'00u£u8~; •o '!'"'£lpriJ11 T0u 
15 Aoyov U1r.ip... ovrol u Elu"' ol 1Tapa ri}v o8ov tnrOIJ 

cnnip£Tat 0 AOyor, Kal Orav cixoVuwu&ll £V8Vs lpxrra& 0 
::SaTaviir Kal gf'p.-!~ rOv ____M!y_oll rtlv lrnravJJ.Evov £lr atiToVr. 

1Tp0UI<atpoi ElUIJJ, •lra y•vnp.ivqr BAil/nwr I) a,wyp.ov llui 
rOv AOyov £ldJVr u~eavaaAl{o,.,-a&. Kai c1.XAot flul.v ol £lr 18 

nlr Wu1v6ar U1Tup0p.fVOI." oOrol £lcnv ol rOv XOyov d~eoU
uavru·, leal al p.iptpva& roii alWvor ~eal ~ drrcir71 roV rrAoti- 19 

Tou ~eai a1 1rEpi rli Autn~ f.rnOup.lat £iU1Toprv0p.£vat uuV1TvL
')'DVUtV T0v hOyov, Kal lf~eaprror ylvn·m.. Kai f~erivoi. dutv :zo 
ol 111'1 r~v y~v T~v Ka'A~v urrupi vr£r, olrtvrr O~eo6ovutv rDv 
"Aoyov Kal 1rapallixovrm Kal I<OfJ7rocpopovutv r £v TP"'-~ovTn 
_Kal [ Ev] E~~ICOVTU Kal [ ,, r l~earOv. , Kal EA£)'£JI 21 

aUriJ ;'' m 'o a• El'ITfJJ, "'Yp.iv llillorm yvooval 10 

Ta p.~pw rijr /3<Un"Ariar Tov erov· Tois lli 
Aa&'IToir lv 1Tapa{3o"Aair, tva {3"Ahrovrrr p.~ {3"J..i-
1rc.un Kal ti«otJovrES' f'~ Ulw&ciluu.~. n "'EOT& 8E l 1 

a~ q 1rapa~o>..~· 6 U1ropor lurlv 6 Myor Tov 
SroV· ol OE 1rupR. rr)v oaov rlu&v ol WcoVovr£r, I 2 

flra tpxrrm 0 l3ul{3o"Aor leal arpn TOll Myov O'ITO 
rij~ Kapliia~ a&rwv, iva p.~ murn1uavr•r uwBwu111. 
0 oi Q£ i1rl Tijr TrfTpar, of 0Tav 0Kot~O"O.HT& p.ETQ I 3 I xapa!> aixovrm TOll A:JJ, Kal 0~01 pl(w oluc 

f'xovutv, of 1rpDr KatpOv 1r&OT£Vouut ~eal fv Katpr:; 

14 1rnpauiJoV dcf>iUTavrm. p TO a£ ElS' TUs WcUv6ar 

Tr£u0v, o~ol «:lutv ot dKoVuaVTES', Kal inrO p.£

P'I'-";;," Kal 'tTAoVrov Kal qllovwv Toii {3iou 1Topru-
I 5 Op.EJJOt ITl!p.'ITvlyovrm Kul all TfAfucpopovul. TO 

Of fv rfi Kahfi yfi, o&rol t:latv oLTtVES' iv mplllq. 
KaAfi Kal ayaBfi .lKovuavrfS TOll AOyoJJ K.arixovul, 
ICaL 1<ap1rucpopoiiutv lv wop.ovfi. 



._,, 
' .. . ..... -

-. ' The mportmao of ·tll:iaecon-aido:;?~tio::.sror 0~ v:-es.e~t. di30U$:lion ts 

-manif~~t• If KilJ)G.triok•o c.:rcu-~ent is c.ooeJ?tC~, then in t:o:rk 145 we h~e 

a r3ferance of the Losos vhich Ob2~at Jesus spoke. 

nor!~ 22 

I.:oo.'k 2
2 

c 
--- . .. . .. . ' ·~ -

il- ., r •
11 

oOcoo £O"Tf.1/''.A Kal uvvrjxthJ(Tav troA'Ao' c.Hrre 
2 UV'f 01"1. ( 1 ., 

1 
\ &)\ 1 ,. 

J.&'l"in X"'P•iv l''la< ,.;. rrpor njv 8up~v, "~'. e?.. " atrro&~ 
' Ao ov.l ocal £px_oVTa& cpipovr-.r rrpo~ auTOV rrapaAu~·"~~ 

. 3 T"OV ~ _ • ' _ _~_ -~ , _.. , ___ _ 

The lata Dr. Oe H, 'l'urnar, in his article 011 St. t!arks GoS]?Ol in 

Gore~s CO'WlGn~a.r:r. made u rc-il,e.r!~ uh1,cP, is nell wortll quotj,113 in t'-.tU; 
- . 

a G")Ocial. i:llld tecl"..uicel :;_1eou uord• oo to soy, a:1 1,;u,ch (:l:J •·~ho \lt..~f~ Ol' 

· \'!.'~t~"~".iug of <";b/.) :Lc~;co :ls -~;_~o a;..c ... -:J:·~C'lu for rrorka cf hoc:lin~ \.:.ild for-:;tvo:aeas. 

Tho wei. Jeoua s::~aaka (~{\hb ) tha Locos, and hG s~ofr.;:s- ("-t'y(-f ) to tiJ.o ·aick 

.. -

of th<3 :oulsy (6} • The:ro is, then; a cl.eur easooia.tion of vo·,7ar Blid the Lozos• 

.·. 

( cp. Ilatt. a8 , and 1 Cor. 24-5 • )'/ Mork 4lStf f Luke ellff c r.:att • 15l8i'~ 

(baing tho ~~~osition of tho P~u~lo of th0 3ovor) 

-~ » 

·· uith si'r:JJ:>le oto.tements, the f:J~Cl:\' thl;j.t"tne so11m: C;J;J\J\l'l:ih the W30fl~ ond the 



'· • .. · •· . ··~ ~\ ..... ,, -:·.' 

latter with the a::>eoific assertion that 1'the seed is the LoBOB of God." 

But the Logos is used absolutely in ·the subsequent verses of the exposi"tion. 

Uatthe,7 is slightly more discursive; but the identification is clear; "the 

Logos of the Kingdom" is obviously, "that V~hi ch hath been so'I1D. in the heart • 1' 

Againt the Logos is used cbsolutely in the rest of the p&9suge. 

It is manifest the.t our argument \70uld be \7ell supported if Plummer 

is right in supposing that the Loeos of God in the Luken Version means 

not so liDlCh "the \7ord uhi ch tells of God," as "the "Vord "Vhimh comes from 

God•" (l.o.c.) 'Jere this so, then \79 should have oo indication of a Nap 

Test&!lent connection betucen the Old Testement concept of the -::ord of YohiTeh 

I \ 
and the Logos uhich "una fi(DOS 'Cov &Go.J ", in the JohDIDline Prologue. But 

since the expression "the L()gos of God" corresponds to "the Logos of the 

Kingdom,- in t1atthe\l, it is probuble tho.t "tho \70rd \7hich comes from God" 

docs more thGn jUstice to the Lul<;an phrase. 

It strikes the readar of thc:Jo 0:;tposi tiona irmnedi at ely tha·~ -~here is 

so:ao confusion of inte:;::-prG·~..,_tion. It is."the LoseS' uhich is sorm (I:.iark 44.1); ·! 

And it is various t:.-pes of peo:':JlO nho recei V3 the J:.o::;os by hearing. (?.fu.415 

= Lk e12 ::: I.lt • 139 ) But, before lon~ it is those ty:?a~ of ::?30)).9 t'/ho 

are spoken of as being sorm, the type being identified. '.l~r the ocuaoi ty to 

hear the Logos. (~.lark :1-18 c lit. 1322). This identification of the heare~ ,. 

and the Losos culminates in the assertion the oro~ consists of various 

classes of people. (Uark 42° = Lk s15 ::: h'It. 1325 ) Professor C • H~ Dodd 

(in "The Parables of the Kingdom.") argues from this confusion of e::position 

that an element of interp:ro·~o.tioi.l rrus baing ~ad even 'Jy those ;·•ho puzo:9orted 



'1 .. --

to record -;;he Lord Jesl.".s' 01m intGrpretation. I!e cl.so notes that this 

~JllOptic exposition includes ~ev~:ral uords found no~hore also in thGsa 

three C-ospels, llu-~ r1hich a.-..·e dmwmstrably ?c..uline. .All this oue;::;osts 

priilltivG t:rudition of -~he \lOl•cls of Jesus, but u. piece of 1:.:,9ostolic 

teuchil1811 (p. 14) baing 11 a s·ii:::iki!13 a:;;:a!l.:Jle of' the "Jey in uhich the 

eai•ly Church reintorpret~d s~yingJ &nd p~ables of Jeaus to suit its 

changing :a0eds. '1 (p. 131) It is a feet that t:ilis synoptic in·~er~retation 

beu:i.'S Lll..l1'ks of an a:!.Jostoli c b acl:3;:>0Und; there is referance to "t:ribu\ u.tion" 

and":Persecution1
' {cp. 1 Thess. 16 "hewing reo0ived the ~-ogos in much aff-

liction.") 

'}e ho:.cr~, thon, to mcl~e allor:a:ace for an ele::.1t:mt of in>~a:::'):c><)'~c,.;;ion :tn 

seen in the fact that the identification of:; t'!.le s~ad is not ooE9istent. 

J.t leu3t in tha instance of ~.:2I'k G.Ild Luke :i,t could be sdd t!J.at the e-..n!;)he.sis 

moves from the' conception, in th:: first v:;rso of the :;~6-u:;a,.;o~~the~:to3oS'-

-· ,.., · ·· ·· · · " · · · " ·' · ' "::.·o·.\-z,uncen o'"' the Lo,·,As. seua-;.-• .:.:::e.'l. 1s ao •. n, ·.;o ·jj.:._O ~-J.c·.;v.J.',J 01. -..;;-~u v.....:.'---.:H .. -- .,w - .... v 

Tho tlching of the closin-3 verse in all tilree VGrsions ram.inds the reader 

forcibly of th~ Lord Jesus' tdachine about the rolutionsbip betueon himself 

and at le&St two typGs of hew.~ers, e;iven by tho FoUl'"i:ih Bvanselist in tho 

Vine-Branches-Fruit narrative,. (Chap. 15} · Horo the clocmsiD.J c-Gency is 

"Tho Logos II (Verse 3.) HO\J closo in th0 thought of the upostolio- Church 

ul.:.fJ the connection bet·.1eon that uhich li'G:S accot:.(lliohed &,i ~"~ M·io.J l.:.l!l.d that 
,_,. ... """ 

. f ,, 
.' 1 . r n 

\7hich uas effected bl_ ~~1G '('oJ c8!l be so::m by co1ulHiring the 11I em the vine" ', 

pass~e uith 11 Cor~17-19 • 



It is truo that the circ1J..ills·~ancos of 11tr:l.bulo.tion11 unCi "pe:;~aeoution" 

L1£.Y hu.ve forcod certain elelllen-Gs i!.1to tho Synoptic int0rp:oatation of ·iihe 

?arable of the Sauer; but the sUGGestion is uorthy of s3rious consideration 

ta2t the confusion about the role of the Logos refloats a psriod in tho 

dov3lopmont of a.oostolic thou3ht uhen tho idea of tho Logos spoken by 

Christ D8S sivins place to the concept of the Logos uho is Christ. If rre 
,. 

consi<ler l\~arl,.; 417 it is CG..9Y to ace hou this d3volo:J;71ent uan ;;assible ->'f.'iT(J.. 
I ,,,, 1'\ 6 'A t ' .. I ) .... t' ~ ~ 

'(WO }l~""\9 S..\ty~S , "~YJ-.Ov old. c-rov Ao,ov (:IJ &t)~ Cfl<rl\l 0 ~ ~· ~ oV"f"o( I. 

lJl tll this COL!pG:re Llatt • 116 • 't<ttl rrt t<atf;is G:'<J 'f\ t/ o',~ ~,'J V r ~ dkOCV s~~~d'~ 
wl ... ~ ~ '31 

(JJv"(fn ~ )'-C:lC' ~I<J:AV 6 til\ I() &t(tf~tf~ C:oJ t:)40'I, , .... , 

r!:arl: 4::.3 
c ~att • 1:;;34 ( cp. 2633) 

• oypANOy KATACKHNOiN.1 Kal TDIUVTa&~ 1rapa- 33 

(3oXai~ 11'0AAai~ .. AMfl avroi~ TOV Xoyov, KaBoo~ 1lJUvavro 
UKOV~wJxwpi~ lJ( 11'0pa{3oXij~ O~K <Xcillu avrol~, Kar' llliav 34 

Hera tho Logos is the t eachin~ of Christ; the conte"X.t Wld cr: .:9a:t>iaon 

th~ :>:int;do:m of Cod (Heaven). 

T.nim Fl5o . _ _ _ 
Jli a7rt!Bavu•· ri ln UICUAAfL~ TOV auSauKOAOV ;I 0 lli 'lrjueii~ 

11'UpaKm;ua~ TOV Xaynv AUAOUJJEVOV 'At!yu r<j> apx•uvvayc.i-
37 Y'f. l\1~. ¢o{3oi, povov __ 11'iUTfV£. ~l(ai OVK drjJijJCEIJ ovlli'_"'~-



'I 

But, on the 11holo, the context indico.tes that ""i;hs Logos of God" alludes 

to the Decalosti.G (and the f'i.i'th commonduen·~ in particulur). 

"This Lo,J;os 11 is the S~,r;:o~l:toonici an cro:uan' a rcpJ,y ~:~..hont the li ttlo 

doss eQtins the crumbs from the childrens' tuble. 

31-32 I~m:'k 8 • 

r.'IEll'k s32 

31 atlTol•·\ Kal ~p~aTO a,/la(TiefLV at;Tovr OTI a.~ 
~ TOV tJlrw TOV nvBpa)1rOIJ 7r0AA.'t 7raB£1v leal O'lrollolei!-'R

uBijvm t'.rro Twv 1rp•uf:J11Tipwv ~eal Twv cipx,.piwv ~eal Twv 

'YP~f'f&OTfCiJ~ ~eal &rro~Tav~ijva&, Kai fJ.f~;, Tp£if ,~J-'ipa~ Rv~-
3' !TT1/Va&· ICUI 7rapp_'J_U"!- Tov Xayov •'AM.u. \Kat 1rpncrXa(3o;;_ 

Tho Logos is here the prediction of our Lord about his oun cu;;ture, 

death and resurrection; in fact the substance of the firs·~ a~ostolio 

preaching. Tho lute Sir :&luyn Hoslcyns rightly recoe;~1tzscl the ii'l~')ortance 

of this verse. rrrn the Synoptic C-ospE>ls und in the ~~c·ts of the f\postlea 

G-QS:.?~. It dcnotos 'vb.o toactl:n.c; of Jesus C:XCiut, ths Son of G0cl, e;iven 

to the disoiplOGn•e•• .. it denotes cloo t~e sUb13tUl.1c8 of the L!.i.osiona-cy 

teaching of tho L:gor:>tloa and o'vhers concernine; Jeuuo the r~assi6h ••••••• 

S·~. ~:a:rk' s Goo~Jel, is said to hava .i'3fO·I.':r.od 01.JGU1y \;o lJ.::_s doc..th unu r3-

31~·::>3cti'">lh T11e Evu.n~elist ohecL:o his narrative a'ii 'liL~is ;JOint t:.lld u.dds 

'I 

or Josns ." ( "'EJ.e Four'lih Gos:,?sl, It PP 159 - lClC e) 

,...5-lo = 
C1Qo"uwXnXoiivur Tc;i 'i'ltT~ui ~eal mro~epa8•lr o lllTpor A<-yu s 
"" ~,.cji 'IrJuoii •pafjfj£{, KaAdv £rrrtv ~p.Rr cl8E £1vat, ~eat 

1roujuoop.Ev TpEis uiCrJV&s, uol p.lav ~eal M(l)uue( p.lav ~c:al 
'HX£i'll 1-'iav. ml ')'UP f/lln Tl a1ro1ept8fj, e~ecpofjot ')'UP 6 

E-yivovro. Kai lyEvero vEcf.>e'A'1 E1nutuclCovua aVTois, Kal 1 
fyEvETo cjlwvi] EK. rij~ vEc/JiAfJr TO~TO~ Err:!u' _ 0 v~Os p.ov 0 

. I 



Cnco ;r.ru•;;) t1'\CJ I!:l:pa :!.o our !-':J:..·d 'u prediction of his rosu:;:orection. 

= 1,2::} Luke ,, I.:ut ther1 1 c22 • 

o"Aov8£t pot:~ 0 lJi ao:ovuar TUVT;;: £,.1(. 

yap ~-'lrAO~(TIOf .. u~olJ~a. ' 1_'1~~~ ~~· ,?:, , I, 

)JOt,J tiKotiuar 8f 0 JlfQV{UKOf T0v \vJ:. 
• Av7rmJp£vo~, •}v yil.p <xwv ICT~paTa ~l. 
i 'l'luovr :_l'lrEV Totr pa8'7Ta'ir auTo_~ I({ ' 
:J:c.n 10t" t"'~<-,:.:c.l.:lly ·i;ho 

' you.;.J.B man and the 

injllilction about sa1lin~ all -~hat he had. 

I1arl:: 14 39 

I.Iu:r~t 14 ee 

c 

= 

r.rattha~' 2c42 
39 TO p£v 'lrVEVf'R 'lr_poOvpov ~ lJ< uap~ auB.~r. /Cal 7l"UAIV 

(t::issi~ in the Codex ClaroiiiDntanus and Old Latin varsion] 

11'1'ha sliiile Logoatt is defined by the ac·tual uord q_uotGd in verso 36.cJ 
... / 

't\oyoll is used collaotit•3ly of the lanG;UJ.33 uaed by_ J'3sue in his prayer." 

1111 \ , ' I ? \ I ) (Gould, l.C.J.) So also f .. :t. 26·.::~.:. (iiqorviov' ~OJ.hl (:lltu.f nd.l\lv'. 

~ i\ 20 91CEN EK AEIIWN Toy ·aeoy. bu'ivot lJf ~~~71.86vnr l~ef." 
~@c.rk lG'"'0 

( f:'CJ"'. ).;£1.0 J.:J:1::;::1r :Jndin~~ 1 ~ pu~av. naVTaxov, Tov ~evplov uvv•pyoiJvTor •cal T~,.- .\.6-yov 
fjE{lawiiVTor lJ,a Toov f'lrRI<oAouBm',"!"OJ" ~p£lwv. T] · 

T:1e Lo~os, althot!gh clearly the !,:9ostolio LieasQ3e, st:.:-_:~_d$onoc rJ.OrG 

In the instGD.oe or ve:~se J2 "his Logos may refer to the ~aeaching 

uhich tha Lord Jesus delivered in Cn!_>cr:autnh Or it is poosible that 11e 

:ilavo h3ra u com::lent by ·i;ha 3vu:tgclis·~ u)on the :r..ord' s teu.chinz; oo an 

uhole. In either cc..se, the Logos is the Lord's te&chins. 11:.2his \:ord", 



in verse 36, m~ refer to tho sayinz so recently addrasoed to tho 

de~oniac (verse 34); or it may involvd the sonorul discourse of 

our IDrd durine; ·~he incident, cul.Jill.n:J.uin3 in t:1a oolJI!"J.and rrhich hao.lod 

thtJ QO.iJ')~.li UO o 

:Ju.t it iJ to be noticed that 11horeas accordins ·co St. Lu'!re it is 
) 

CUI' Lord' a Logos uhi ch 11\'l(;.S~ ~~Oil orf fl St. rJark t ella us t!lat it ITEIS our 

• •e 1 
"' 22 28 Lord 11ho "t uu~ht~ 6 sol1rfld.v' C; ~w"." ( 1 cp E1att. 7 ) So, 

I l(l I 
rrhen little distinction ITC:lS drmm batu(;)en the Logos being(~.., f:-) oJ61~ and 

,C I 
the Christ tGachinG as one b.o.vin::;E-~o"c;'ol • Ho\1 close ue are a:!;)proo.ohing 

to the vie77-point uhich ·.7C3 b3hind the Fourth Gospel is to be realized 

u:J.en we recall that, in ·~he Lukan and Uark6ll accou11ts, the no.rr&ti ve 

t d h ~,. t .-..If ' h (L··,·e 438-39 -goaa on o racor t e he~~ng of Pe er's ,~~ e s mot er ~~ -

IJurk 129- 31 ) ~specil:.\l.l~r in the Lu..lcu.n version qe have in the uhole 

passuga 43lb-41 ·~he idaa of the Christ by utterance recreatins <Jlld 

mcl>::in~ -::rhola. 3inilarly, in r~1atthEri1's accoWlt of the "CanaCJ.litish rroznanrr 

21-28 
(15 ) it is the -vitholding by the Lord Jesus of his utterance which 

i~podes the health of the uoman's daughter. 

SiLularly, accouaine to st. Luke, the oenturian believed that it rras 

enough for the Lord .Tesus to 11spaak: a Logos" for the servEmt to be healed 

(Lu:te 77) - although here it is possible that he llo..IS lookins tor aome 

apeoii'io saying, such o.s 11Tat;:e up thy bed oo.d u::.U.k." 3ut the talk of 

'.'authorl tyn in the next vers3 rau~t c:llao ba given so:.1.0 r>lc..c;:: in cle·~3::r:.:.rlning 

the i'OI'C~ of Lo,30s in V0rse ?. (c::>• 71t. E]8-1G) 



-J-o-

Luke 5l-ll = 1'.1a:rk llf>-20 ( W.thoush rlark is. a9parantly drs.uing upon-

a different version). 

I" I J ,.. "'\ 
The phrase() w~t t:cl"Bt'--oJis a favourite one of St. Luke, being used 

four ttrnes in his Gospel end t1-:elve times in tho Acts of the Apostles. 

(Luke 51; ell; 821 • 1128. 
. ' Act~ 431 ; 62; s?; 814. , lll; la24; 

135; 137; 1344; 1346; "1713; lell;.) OncG again ">te have a choice 

as to \7hi.lt wcs intended by the eeni ti va'tb~ ee.o~ it could mean "the 

Loe;os about God. 11 But as for inst unce Adeney, otherBh&.ve und.Jrstood ·~ 

·.the :::li:oase to mean "the Lo3os which God speuks.lt i:lost likely; hom:~ver, 

the truth is that st. Lulco {or, ma,ybe, the author of ~is sotlrce) tlsGd 

the phruse to denote Christ Jesus' teGching about God; then, in time, 

I /1 
the same phre;;.se cc.me to mean all thut Wtl3 understood b~ ~-'o'{lt-"' 0";o.nd 

so on, until the phrase carried tho notion of thG Logos Cv'3 going out 

fi"o~ God. 'i."'oday - \7i th no offence to grUlli!llar - the ao5.e:,:·n reader can 

? I 
find the antecedant of~v1¢f in the Logos of the ~revious clause. ~~e 

sentence cleo, nould be a vW.id statement for the :-2odern reader if~" ~yor/ 
, I 

be replac~d by a sir.J;Jle cHI'f<lv • il..t nhat point this becc2:;o :!OS8ibl~-

is no·~ '3;;.s~r to suy. Probobl:,r much earlier than \78 hQve hitherto suspact<3d. 

!Jould tho u.uthor of the Johannino Prologue h::..ve int:roduced the ID.:;;os-term 

unless he did so in tha full reaEzation thci"~ he ·:r-:.s usin:=; a t:;>ri\1 lihich 

had alre.::.dy acquired u certain stauificG.:!lc(} in the Chr:i.st~.cm vocu.bulwy? 

To have delved into sto~.c philosophy, or ·~he byerreys of J'-'';llsh tliodom 

1i.1teru.ture for a tarm ~:hicll m:.s olre:::.dy tuking 1 ts pl.::J.ce in Cb.J:oistian 

'• 



- I 

technical lanc;uu.Jo \Jould havo been to invito rrtsundorotO:nc".iin::;. 

iuni~aa-.v ·~6) ilJ.iv 8i'Ao;,;.i~·· IT£. 0 a• UTT01Cpt8 .. i~ ElTTEII 21 

1rpo~ avrov~ Mri"IP p.ov ""~ alJ•'Arpol p.ov oln-ol •luw ol 
Tdv AOyrw Toti 8£oV J~eoVovr~s "al 1rowiivr£s-. 

I.w it 

those :1ho 11uo ·~ho >:Jtll of CoCJY 

CU::' L"J;,.~~ 'u c1oclu-ratton of the :;u::--.:.)OGO of GoJ.o Du·; -Gh:i.s hc.s to bC;J bul.anceC! 

puriJOS3 ;:~c:nifsst in Jesus Ch:..•5.st. 

. 
p 

io correct, it io vo~u in 

·~u.,-. 71(-2:::1 
) .. J. I.~ "" 

·ei]Ta1 AEyovUIII m:.-.;;- 0l/3ar 8.-1 ol 4>aptuaiot cl~eouuaVTf~ 
.zov )\oyov £uo:avlJa'AiuB'1uav; 'o lJi rl'lroKpt6<ir .l'lr<V ITaua 13 



\Jr! tors, or 1.'.1u.:z:ok ood one of the othor tuo. 'Jc must no\7 look ut thG uoe of 

~-

in •. c-~s l~:.:.•J, o.-::lc1 -~8 '-' :;::;a.-~1 the Lo.:;os 2..3 a tsohnical te1'ill for 11the s'-tbject 

matter of Christi en teaching". Pl'lllililler rendered th3 ta::'ID as 11tha doctrine". 

Tha point crhich stri~sa the r3ader of the NOt/ Te3t6Iil.ent is ·t;ho.t hera, 

ua in the Johu.nnine prologue~f"'t\ ondNI)"" are closely aasociated in the 

pref&C0 to rrhat purports to be a narrative of the lifa, death ~1d resurrec

tion of Jssus Chi'ist. In St. :·;ar:r's Goa:_)el thsro is o. juxtalJOsition orJpx~ 

andb7~·'ft~i\\ ov' • rros1.711s is again \7ell \7arth q_uoting: "St, Lul.:e clearly 

140c.ns by tha YlOI'd i:::.or•J than the -~ec.chint; of Jauus •••• o o ••• o o o o •• ~en.•, in 

rr:..ich Jesus ;.~roclcined., since in the c~U:-.:'..:Je o~ tl13 Go:::(:::>3l Josus as the 

:.roJiuh beco.illos ..wro ond ru.oro th3 ou.bject ol' :1:s o·m to~oili~1So 11 

drLffil into the orbit of ilis p3rson" (CIJ•· cit. P• 160) 

AthWltlDi us) :regard tho V:lc-::os in 12 ..:JJ -~he :;eraond Lo~oo, :ro::;u:J Chris'v, 



no can see tb.at the use of' the J,o~-os t;er..m. in the Lukan ft'o}.o~ue stond~ 

ucll on the 4'0a<i from th0 u:.>e of the Lo:;oa-term for tb.e wa·(;e:rance of 

' f';la.J)/ The Logos here is th0 unsolio messo.e;e juGt C:.eli vo:.?ed (cpt'"' ~~rin 

I7 OTt 'E;~~~i:V~~~ 0- o:o,' ~0~ ~·ao~ aV~~v~ . ~al '~ijA8fv J" 
) ff ,.. ) ~ I \ ) "" \ I 

ll.ayor o&or <V oll.y Til Iovoau,l 11'<p& avTov .ICa& 'fi'O(J'II T!l 

rr<PIXWP'J'· 

.>: 

The Loc;oo. here is the seyills jw;·~ m.:mtioned - ~?tha·~ God hilll visited 

llis p3o:plo 'by sendin.::; a ::2i.Ght~r Prcpil.o·~ .~~ (:2-l'lli'C!T.e:d 
~l~eiav,:\ ~~~~ Tfill• ~·· dlJi>.cpq ~eall.ovp.ov7J Map&ap., [~] .Cal 39 

:;:.12:•:3 1C39 11'apa1Ca8<(J'0<'i(J'a 11'pi'" TOvr 11'()llar Tov ~evpiov ~Kov•v T<lV ll.t). 

')'OV avTou. \~ /j,i Map8a 11'Eplf(J'11'UTO rr<pl 11'ol\J\qv lJw~eovi- 40 
,_... , .., "'\ '9 T/' f--- •• ! •• !'\ • -·. '!_. !_. )t\ .._ ' • 

'EJ.e IDgos on this occasion is tho teaching r:hich ·~h0 1ol'd JeoUll e;ave 

a·(; this :;?ar"ti_g;ula.r ti.IJ.C3a . .. . 
JKElvou XE&pova TIDv '1Tpc.iTruv. ~ 'EylvETO lJE lv rcji 2 7 

,., '-<> 1128 . ll.iyuv avrov TaUTa lrrupa(J'a TLf cpwv~v 'YV~ EIC TOV ~~xll.ov 
u~~ .. - ElTrfV aV-rc:i Ma«apla ~ ICotAia r} fjaCTTciuauci u£ Kal 

p.aiTTOt oet £8rj>..aaar· a..n-or lJ€ £lrr£v M•vovv p.U1Cap&ol 28 

oi dKotioVTf' rOv AOyov roV lhoV Kal ¢v"Acluuovr£t;. ' I 

In the acfcoUn.t"'ui 'Ac·~s of "ste})henTG af.OloSfq>\I~O.II'H·IIIis usad o?. 

koepi::1:;, or e;um.·di~, the praccpts of Torah• Tbis [1Ndis2oses us to say 

is : ~r:>vinQ; to conno·:.o rill.Ch rr:.ora thc..D. the tou.chin~ of ChTist in fc.ct,. the 

~-



. : .~~·~. -~ :"".:~ ;;-:::·:: '•\ 

·Th~ logQa b$a.»a ·.the 1mmeiUat( meB:J11ng. at "speeob'* Qr "talktng~~ Butt 

keeping in m1ild U eo,r. 11741~'" (see notes), it wiU be reall~ed t!la.t the 

e.wlY .Obria'C16lle W!JU].d Jl;~ (J.()~j9 .. ~4eJPStand by th~ .L9gaa• .oa ·uaed tn. 

this and s1mU.e.r CX)iltaz'tlit• something b~ond lte ortglnal ~ri • 
" BpcJrrriU p.rra T.ijs yvJJ(UKos, o~ uvp.cpipu yap.ijum~ o lU ~t-

. ~Ell a~~?~~ ?~ miVTf~ xropo~UI _TrW. Aoyov, cl~}..' _of1• /l~~OTa&_.~ 

'rhit~ LOsQo i$ . the teaching ot the . Lord· .resua on m~~· ("t.tae$ 8-10) 

B1it if' thOse lli:lS whioh O!l4t the (lamonstrati<tee should, by - ohllllOao 

pre~erve th13 orlgiJ1al w.6l'd$ of o\11"· :CO.rd~ or even the f'~rn1 ·tn wldoh the 

sa.vine: waa generallY. ~owit·ad amotlg .the e-e¢~ Christ~eiis, then !n tllis 

verse we have )\Ult t~e t1pa of. ~hrase in which, by use 8nll · aaj!loofLation, the 

Logos.-terin would aoqulre a me~ng. appl'Oaohing tb.e.t '\fhtoh 1t. bes ~~ the 

:rc:ih.aimlne. Pro1o811e • 

Matthew 2al6 
_,.iax·O.,~~~~.\ Kal ra,•cp'l~iuB'I-. o >..0-yor oOT-or 1rapii 'loullaiots 

1 efXP' _Tijr. urjp.~~ov [ ~!'i~as J.. t Ol ll£ £vll•~a •6 

This !Dgos ts detin~ as the statement that h1a (llsoiple,S. ~ad stQ%6J'i 
' . . . . . . ' ,.,.. . 

. the ~·s bodf out ot ~e ~0~. \' 

~. 

FO~ the !t~e 'at oon-t.en'-'Erng~ ·~4 brevity the other ~es.o~ 'fi:i.~ t~~ its 
. . . . •. •. r.. . .. .,. , . . ·•· . 

.. 

plural) in the ~qp:tio 'GQapela· may be swmne¢tzed:o!o ' . 
' . ' . . ' . ~ : . 

A • .-1 •. ~ina~tertt :~r nt~~i-~·.··~· llti :~a~·(·:t.iii ~02.~ P'Mt. ~~?4'e' . 

2• "talk(-'~)~. :~~-~. ~~i('r"'~~ ao2r> ~- ~ltt ,;315)·:: Mt~· ~46: 
' ' ' ' . ' ·: ·. : . ' \: ':· _:: ' ' . ' ·. 

3~ "»~crcomri.S~ ,>Jvi• ;~.e2tl~. :eql9 . 

f.• "$1iat.eme.~t.":, ~·.: 1210 :(~t~ U32) 
. . ,. \ ... . . . . •' . 

:-:Mt• 123a {tlio~t by w. o. 'me~ 
to· be. in a quotatio11,• 

.. 1~c,Q. p. :1,38) 
-- ~ . 

5;; ~ o~j~o~19n.wtth~~lo>'l ·J,k; 24~9 
f 

6e to render fl i l Y '"l :J.·'""t ( !f~Qine1ihlng tmCh'a81ieit) . ~t ~. 532 

. ·-···· _,_. 

.. 
' :

/ ... ~ ·.' :.-. : :. ·-~~·-

·' . ·,, _,_ 

. ' 

·' 

;·· 

···~ 

·.-: 

' ~: 



:; 1 -:·: · ', ~- ,·"' j;'.;:,(~~.::·::'·.:·" ~ '!; •• ·, ';c • ' .. -~. :~-:·~~ •. ::r'?· .. ::.::;;~r!,:·-~ ?:~~~; :;7' i.'' ~~:---!. ~--: :~·: ·::.~··;'~ '}~' ~~~~~.:_:_. '._; ~:· ~~-~ :;·· ·. ·~ :.ii '{• t~ ~· ;'-<:~·;·~:.~~~-·:>·\~;_:·(:;~ ... ~ 

-·~~·:~.; _·,. . _:at{~· · :.:: 
. . . ~~~ 

s. Un the pl~el} l• ot our tori's teaob1ng. 
_•\ 

mt. e_3s~ c~"• 9.~a_,~ Mk~· l3~i; .. (Ftk~ 21.~3- -= rz~·· ·e4~~) 
. . . . . 1' I 

tk• 422; ~7;. 2444; lit~ .,_~4-.-~()..-~a .. (..ther$ tk. hasf'\}"-r~ ) 

> ., 

•. 

. . ~ 

. ' .. 
" 

··.· ·, ·. 
--~·' 

·'.· 

' . .... . · . 
~.I : ' • ~:· ~· 

f;-t _ _'!:!' .... :~.·';'.:.__;;J:;·~:.., .... -.~~--~.~ .· . .': ... ~-- ··.·--·:·~:_;·,.. --~ ...... .,. .-. 
._-:-: :r. -.. ~· .. ;, ~--



.·; :· 

. ·. 
-··· .• -· ;~_ .·.. ,.;. 

·: ~~_>'"; ._',: .(~ 
., • ! ~ .· ... --.·· ... 

. - ~: .. ··:- .. r, .: ,• 

2• of 6P9CU'io teuchiDB• l'Jk• io24; IZ!• e28;- Q44 

r.tt.. 1o1; aol; 

s. of :bhe moaE!-ag~ of the tm=J~vO- lit, ~ol4. 

4 ~ of thG facts of' the Faith, Uc .- 14 ~ 

5, of tho mess~() oi' Ismu.1.t :t.J.i:• 151 

6t of u spocii'io une;eUo. ~I>~eay, ~ •. 120 

7., of _talk (or oonveraa.tion) , not ou.r Lord t s ~ Luke 2417 ·fib.'~ l.2~7 • 

Since the book of tho ~wta or tho A~atlos is the otory of the 

A:9oatlea' uork in sproe.dincs thfJ G-oapcjl l'rbo~J?, j,n ;rori.wal~, auQ, :t.n all 

Judea 6D.Cl Ss::nari at and unto the utJG~r::u.osJG par-~ of the ea..?th5~ (Acts 18 ) 

there is small oonder thl=lt. tho IDc;os ... toro is ao i'~aqv.~ntly found - a.ig-

nifyi.nc, tia it so often does, th0 roapol. In this connection it is 

:ln'l;ereatinz to re:w.asr> t!iu.t rr. tr. C~bucy, i,n b.:J.u .nota on ~~i:1f'.."'te3 f'o:.:-
. - - . . . . . , 
Clli;:1o>~_1 ana ana Ch:cl.o)11i ~i ty iii. Lets, 1) inolt;doo~a'foS w.:."J bvt:J,g 1~acl "in 

tho ·oG:u.so of OhrisJ~iooity.rt (JJ'i~c!tos -: :rucbloil m:i rr .. L~;~, _ 1f;jc~Ga 

.o~ Ghr:tsti ani ty ~" Vol,. 1 V P• S£J.) f.a u n.:.·iriim:.· of-. :e12.ct: Z' ~.::;0s; , 1.n v~:i.ou~ 

the present enquiry to impoaai'Qlo leU3'bh t9 exlli&ne in<Uv5.du£illy t.n<l in .: · 
' .. . . . ' '. ' . 

detail each incidonca oi' tho LO:::;os .. tem in the 1\.cts of t~o 1\}tos'~les• 

It rz:l.ll, l1loroovo1•, bo O.!Jpv.::;ciatod that the nutura ot. tho boaz:·~ta3lt. 

is a a leer indicat-ion ot" tbo oo:IDe in uhiob. ~6~ov. i.s J.il>:.Jly to bo used· 

in mot of tho instances. ~1$, only thooe PEU:Jsa,zos· of tJG..'l't:l,QuJ.or 

intm.·ost in tho proaent diooussion mU b.C3 treatGd s~parut.(,f:l,y' TlhirlQ 

'1ihe othera ara inclu.clad in tho follo:tins a'UlJ:!ilary• 

.. 
••• r 

- ·"';· 
-'- . /, 

· .... ,., ._;_.·: ... ·-

. _.-: 
' r'' 

'. 

·., • 'I 



fl~· The Gos{~·el vie\7ed as tho burden of tho f...postolic preaching:-

1. the full e~pression (uaich is so characteristic of Acts ~19)o ~~~o~ 

tb~ Ex':~ or l<..,p(oJ is found in :-

431; 814; s25; 111; 137 (\7h~re it alri_ost OYC.Ounts ·~o '~the 1?aith1t) 

1::144., 1346·, 13~8·, 1349 • (Ac:!Ordin.a: to 13~'6 acce·otWJ.C.J;l"'\nl' J?3jection 
~ . '-" . . / i .. 

of 'Ghe Logos of God is iutrinaicully bound ~P ui ti~'l d1v(o0 )e»~ph~le of 
,/ 

1349~ it J?isht be re·r,•.u.:. . .-~::ed that it is difficult to'under.Jtand horr, if 

thoro \J&S a Ciiffusic:J. of su.ch conto~~t3, tb.8 e~ly Ch:do-;; i a'i1 :;:>;)c.ders 

o:i: the Johannine Proloe;ue rrould be likely to refer the Lot;os of John 

11; to Genesis 1 1535; l91Q· p 

2. liithout the qualifyinG genitlve <.a'G:-

429; 831; (IloVo has 11:a.atter 1 ~, but in Vic.J a·" 814, it is probc.bly 

44 
better to Ncard the LoGos us the Gospel) 10 · ( dS distinct from the 

Petrina :;>ronouncem10mt f~rd. (~ - in the firs·~ _}cC.'·t of th0 vo:rao) 1425; 

1711 ( evidentl~r in cmri:;:;:oust ·.ii tl::d.'i "1~') 

(b) t · 1 "' ( th ' 1 ) ?::>a,._ ( • it pur ·1cu ar l)?OilOl!!!CC!:.ont:... G"' of · a 1i·,7o vo ... · i.j_i..:.ota'ulon 

~;:od. zl5) 2Q38 (:3t. :?a·,"].t 3 t.:r:Oc::;o ,:mt to '\);].:; ~ho3ic:·a 'ch;;..t they riOUld 
. . 

not soe hi'I'. acai.n) P:L•o\.:~&.bly tiw l2Gu is E~L.i1c.2.' in 2~i; (:C:ster'~ 
S0:::;.on} 44, (nessu:;e of Peter and John about the Resurrection) 2'J7 · 

(Paul's senrron at Troas) 2222 (Paul's remark about being sent to the_ 

Gentiles;) 

(c) Eatter or s~bject: ... lo29; 1315; 156~ (whe:;.•e ooree E3S in fact 

havef~~~~f-.).) 1815; 1938-4°; 202 (almost teaching) ; 



(d) Book:- (appar0ntly St. ~~:o's Gospel) 11 

(e) Roport:- 1182 

(?) ..:\.Ccount (value):- 2024 

\ ,. ,. I I 12 
~01 o' is also used in tllosiJ t:1o ;::hro.ses: Q "'o"F"o~ CD" Ao'fo" (14 ; r-zo:rrat 

Y'::lnders >?chio:L S~J~);;::Js'·:lan 1 ~) t.mci S1~ ~)0\1 (loZ?-33 "'O:rd.1.J.y''),. 

T'.no folJ.o·.:tn;_; ins·i;8::lccs of the usc of tho Lo.;os-t.:Jm izl. .Lcr~s !:ll'.:l of 

~~tioular intersst:-

4 Oi J.LEV. olv lJtacnrapi;,ur a,~"Oov • ..:ayy.ll.t(OJ.LEVOI T;;; 
e4 ; 5 ll.(,yov. <I>OI.Imror lJ£ ICU'TEA8C:w ·ls T~ll 7TOAW ~s ~apa-

6 piar £~erjpvcrcr<v a..:rolr rov XPICTTov, jrrpocriixov lJ£ oi tixll.ot 
- . -- - . . . -- . . -. ·-- :;--

It is q_ultG tru.o that thj.s va~~GC3, ·.7~'.i.Cl'. introduc:Js tho CJ.ccotmt of 

Gos:y0l. But attention should bo ~i \ran to three othc!' tust ances o:L 'cho 
I . 

t1.lJO of tt,o vG::"J(:J~'(\l-,\1\o_r.dl in ~£).:;s, ::J"i'.e;~3 tb.o J~."rJct c'ojoc·i; j,G Jc:::;.u.:;; Oi:J.rio"ii: 

minds of thoce early c;xi:i::;·i;j_ ..:.:ns a It .;nulCl b0 to uuch "'" u::;o of Io:::;os thclt o. 



·;.o -~1.1c Sc:L~i ta.;~o. 

(A fJii l:;ncLmt :~:JS hava e-0~Y'tC:~J, 'T.0\1 'A-~'V~?'I/ Lu;:; ~o~) 
4 t AUro& p.~ ... o~v ,EI-rr~p.£P8Evrtr lm-0 Toii Oylov 1rV£Vf'aTor 

135 (3arna.1n.~ - Pe.nl) tcaTY,A8ov fit i£A.utciav, bCEi8iv. Tf arrirrA<,IJITRII' .is K~pov, 
s tcal -y<vo~£1101 fll ~aAapiv& ICO"IY)'<AAOII TOll AO")'OII TOIJ 8<

oii lv ra'is uvJJaywyaLs- T6iv ,Iov8aleaw· Elxov liE «al 'Iwclv-
6 "'I" tnr'/piT?V· \ A&<A8ovT£S lJf: VA?V Tqv vijuo~. 

1llthot:~;~ this is nu't t;ne· onJ.y n:iut&.nca ·in :r . .c"to oi'""'1at~'{(:-Mv 1.:H;h }.l'l )O" 

15210) 

o:: b:c>3vH'J t:..nd. ccmvonb71COo But at·~ention is dra-;;n to the :::'act thct this 

ve:;:b is ulso us :)d in Lets tn close &~oc ci u:~ion :Ji th the nwno .Tosua ( c •C.. 

,...., ' ""' t' 1 ' I I' ,... 

l7.:Jc.>''"'1d'o~o~' C>J <;\'1,1 ~o4.y(er~Aw "t'"".) 3t. Paul r:J_._;o t~u.;;d t~J ·nr"u L.1·~~u ~.;cy 

ill ~i1=1 1o··-~·oy-c> (" r• _,. Uu -~ v•u• ::?hil· )_J.7-1S Y-f:\ 6 w'r Kd1rJ.yYt!Mf- roC I ) 

I· 01 ~·~~ 0~11 ll&afT'II'apivns arro Tijs B"Ai!J!•Q)t rijs "}'fiiOf'E• •9 

IIIJS lrrl ~T<<f>a"'l' lJ&ij"A8ov foos <l>o&ul~qs tcal KurrpoiJ tcal 
'Avnox<lus, p.qlJ<vl AaAoiiVTH orov Ao-yov <I p.r, p.ovo11 'Iou
lJaio&r. (Hua11 lJi T&v•s- ·~ aolTwll <Ivi'lp<r Kwpw1 tcal oo 

G2. 
' 



,, 

- ~q ... 
·al xilpru aurciill.~ . vrpouKciA<u0p..IIO' a~ ol ltrJl!.Ka TO 7TAij· • 
Oo~ T"OOII "'"O'Irtiill .ltrav OuK ap<Ut"OII lur'" ~,..ii~ KamXd-
1/taiiTaS' ro11 AOyOII roii Owii llUJKOViiv rpotri(m~· br,uKi- 3 

1/tauB£ rae, alJ.Xrpol, ;lvllpar ;e VJJOOII paprvpovpiiiOVS' f7TT'R 
w'ArjpEtS 'lrlltVpaTo~ ~eal uorj:Jlar, o~r tcaTaunJuop.t:v bri rijf' 

XP•la~ TOVrl)" ~p·i~ lJ£ rfl wpou.vxfl A:al "" a,aKOIJ{f!. TOU 4 
~Xoyov wpou~~:apnp~uo!J<II, 1 Kal ~p•u•" o Aoyo~ lvahnov 5 

, ... ... J-"' ••• -··- ~--- • • ---

' ' ~~~ )\.~16"i•v. It is in ju~t m~ch :?....::;3<-;;:J;::; 

t • ... .!-• 
.Lot. ... l.} 

in. the 

a:n u __ -o_C:.(n:_~y~-:~ s·:;_"' __ c·::.d .. ·.:~'.,_ -~:ll:J T~·~J.o:.~:.i~~ I~.:.:.;o~ .. ·:::!·:--~ u:;-:;~~.?1 .. -·:5. ~;;r JJ~-~-:~ :r.Y'. ;,.~l.G 

I 
I~" p,- .. 1()"'1' ',, , .• ,\0\'Q(' 
'J.J.' •..• -. -· ~--,)· ,J.'·,...J.;_.f\ ' 

, L! 
flm'nac~ doubted if ~Hs lh.·.s intonttou.o.J.. end ti..lnt·~:.ri.i tlJ.ut·iOJ (V\;IroJ 

1:JJJen uc~d. ( 1'Co:J.atHu/.;iv:a. W1:l T.c: 0:? tb.s Chtu•ch1' I>. ;;)37, n2o) 

coulc:; havo 

,..b~ ~eaf lp·y~'~IJfVOr··a·,~a~~;uv~v afiCToS'· ajT~ EuTiv.1 TON-36 -

1Q5G-JS I "oroN ~J.rreCT€1"€N Toir viol~ 'lcp<>.HI\ f.Y<>-rre"IZOMENOC rip~l'tllor .lrn) .,.~~ ra>.,>.alM /'tTa ro {jmtul'a o lrtripu-
1 . • ' • ' ' -· r: 'I ' 'I • ' • ' N ,. '8' ' EXPICEN mlr'" elpti'NHN a,a 'I'JUOU XptUTOU' ovror EUTW fTOIJTWIJ ""P'"~· _,., f·" WO"''r, 'JU_~"" TOll R7TO fi~RJ'I •J'"~ ~ 

-u,..i~ otlJarE TO, ')'EIIOJJEVOII P'Jpa «a8' o>.q~ rij~ 'Iovllaia~ 37 
' . >-

·-~7 E:.l:2cim:::~ ~ :.2..1 c- t>~g,:bu>.; ~.fo>J b3 tilo co7.':':':Jct ~~-:: .... c.:t.:u._:_:, ·:;:~.]!:'. •.:0 coul(1 

e;ooc1. tidin:;s of peaoo by Josuq O~rist (ha j_a Lord of ull) - thc.t scying yG 



conclusive) then w~ coUld follow the H.V. margin:~ 

"f()Qd) sent the Logos unto the c}lf.ldren·n etc• 

In either cas~. and before diso~siiig this passage any :f'Urther• we 

note that in this, context the Logos stands in close relationship to 1esus 

of nazareth. The insertion of EVEN before J'esus of Nazareth in verse 38 

shows that the translato;-s wished to emphasise that the Logos and 1esus 
. -

of Nazareth are in apposition to one another; :J,n the Greek both are in the 

accusative case• 
I . 

Nor should the presence. ot~~'iiSt·'-' ~orwoc be ignored; nor 

the fact that it ' I is nominative, agreeing with the subject ofctfl~lf'i'~tl.<:- God. 

The general meaning of the paa~age is clear, but there are certai:.n 

obscurities due to the overloading of the sentence, pe~haps by a redactor, 

including in the text phrases which were originally marginal comments. 

Westcott and Hort, in their edition of the Gre~k New Testament, sought greater 

clarity by the use of differen~ punctuation. In the main text they rejected 

r' ov and the result maybe rendered:-

"(God) sent the Logos to the sons of Israel, "gospelling" peace by 

· J'esus Christ; he is Lord of all. 'You know the saying which was spread 

throughout all J'udaea •••••••• (namely) 1esus of Nazareth" etc •••••• Their 

marginal reading runs:-

"The Logos which (God) sent to the sons of Israel "gospell1ng" peace 

by J'esue Christ (he is Lord of all), you know; the saying was spread 

abroad" etc • 

Possibly the truth of the matter is that we are here dealing With the 

mishandling of an Aramaic original. The Greek is strained, and there is an 



-It I~;_· .. 
. ' I 

/ I I . :. 
- ! . •, 

' ~~ ·.•. ·f •• ·<' ,' ~~_.... . .}:.,_ 
' I ',.··' ,... ~ I 

absenoe ot the ·:nOrmeil. c~nneotilli· p~icJ.ples• .. Perhaps the original reaa 

eouiethiua lUre thi~t~ 

"The Log~e Which th~ !Dr&, pf· ~1. a-ent .to~ tlle eons ot Ia:tael, ngospelUng" 
. . . ' ~' . . : . 

peaoe through J'a~ ~!)'b.=. ~l;le "st.(>ry: ~~ch:was enactea faii.Hebrait~m) · 
. . . ' 

thri:>Ughout· all :tudaeai ~~.~'· :tt~(im; ~lee, after the .bapt$em whi.ch :ro1m 

pre~h~d, you know - the ·.OJ)e about J'ej;1U~) p~ NEmaratb.. ana how GPd. anointed; 
. . . . 

· him11 eto. (For this use ot "\~.,to render 72? cp~ tk. al5 •• 'F. J'aok~on . . 
I . '4 

end tr. I.Ske render "ye know the event which happened., 
~ . 

The above matter was pret>ared betore the pub.ltoat!on of Vg.r. B.A. IQiox'e 
t • • •• 

new tranel,.ation ()f the New ~$te11lent. · It is int~rest·i~g to notl,~e that hi$ 

reilderi:og of the passage 1s very si~lar to that. just. given• and· conveys· the 

.· -~ 

.-: 

··..; .. , 

same notion of the mi.s~Slon and work of the togoe as the sUbject of the storyi; > 
z6 a~wr TO {miJil'll'" TWV 'll'ollwv Xuum:T" Avlip<r dlJ.>..cpoi, vi~f ' 

~26' -ylvovs '.AfJpaU.p. ~~:a& ol fv Vf''iv ~ofjm)J.'fl'O' Tiw 0E0v, Jjp.iv i 
27 c\ Mroc rijr uwrypia!._r_alm]r fun~~T~AH. tol jiO(J Karo•- ~ 

This 1$ a q1:1otai;~on trom st. Pau.J,•s speech at Ji1;e141an Ant1ooh !n. ~wa; · .. _.; 

td th~. tnrt.tation. t~ .gtve. ~t\~s ~:Q~·to the p~ople . .;. the 1.E~V,f.l .. ~a~ ~~~~\1'01 ·'' 
\· I . . , . . . . . . . ,. . ·. , . ,. . . ,·.. . . , , -

im ~ • DOubtle~s.- lt :Stt· ttaUl J3 reported ac~u.ratelV; he uoea .. th~ Im.rase. ' . . ' ' . . . 

"tJle I.o80s ot Cj()a·n b6wtng that ·tt Would be tl8sob!i}.ie~: in the ~~ ~ this· 
' - ' • r• ' • 

part1oular audte~\38 with th~ sac~.-sor.l~~s·~:f:th$'-B:ebr~·· tc.~ ~. ·7~31/ -

. · ~d perhaps w1t!l ~~cb as Ps• ·lP;20cffl~~~JAt- ·~'~ ~)ov atJti~. :··~~~; }; 6~~'-w~~r:. . , 
. . . . . . . } ' . - . . ~ .... : ~ 

·Blit the main 'buiden ot the ·speech '!$ .~ta$.ll~d in the .. ~~$ition pf. tha otrto~ . ·. . - ' '.. . . . . . . ' ': · .. · . '~ 

. . . . .. 

that vet's·e~ 27 - ~1 ret~r to the :tate of :reatts dliist at th.e -h'~d$ .of tihem ,, 

.... 
antecedent at the tbUt"o-/ of verse a'1. tlle r$new~d vooattves' of: verse aa 

' ..... · 

' . . 
:.'\-~::+-~~\·.~-h.;:,,~~_.:·<· ' ~ ··--~:- :· ... :- ;. " .... 

' ' ~ . • I' 



,·.-.·; ".'•: J .,.,".'r ... '·"j-> ~ ~~.~ ...... "'r.,-.: 1,..,,. '•~,';'•,•""'-•-:: -:...::'"' ~~ ~:·:.~·· .. >.\-~:~";:., 

·'. ':1 

' r 
make it much more likely that we Should find the antecedent or "CC.JT'~.J ln 

·the IDsos ot ·06d• Thus we have the Ibgos ot··O¢d spoken of ln relation to -~ 

the evetnts ot the death, b11:1'1el on(l re~aurreoUon ·of 1esus Chrlst. Thent 

~oat as it' to clear up our doubi1s,_ the matter ts clinched by the 1ntro-. 

duction Of the:refer_a:o,ce to the raising: Up of l'esus 1n VEil;"Sa 35~ Dr. 

~ward is rt·ght; s~. PaUl "was speeltlng of the Gospel; ·bu~· ~-a word spoken 

by Sod and sent toJ.t;h b1 God in a peraonal lU'e.n ·(no~st1en!ty ,Aooordlng· 

to S.t .• John"'· p~ 63.•) 

· ·Interesting, too; are. the reference to: "the tOgo~ of his Graoe", 143, 

oo32. 

It :i:a 

3 ;c:;, EtJ •• iJv KaTA rWv nafAq,tw.' ·:KavOv p.Ev o~v xp/wov 
lJ,iTpl\ftav rrnpp'IIT•Q(•;p.•vo• (rri Tcii Kvpi'f' Tcii p.npropnvvTI 
Tci) AO.yCfl Tijs xcip&Tor ru}roil, a"'~"T' U7]p.t'ia Klli. T:para 

4 yiv•ulla& a.a TC;;II X"PWV miToov. : <uxiull, lli TO rrAijlior_. 

!l'~l$Vant to thenrea~eht fuous.eion"to jleotde whether verse 3 !a dis-
.. r.~-~ . -

t}:fihOed and shoUld follow ve,r~,; 1 . ·. · 
• •' ' . • ' . ' 'I ' 

&ucput.~v vovf:J<Twv ·m~~7.:auiov. 1 ~ni T'a ,"r;~- rr~paT-iiJ.~n~ 3• . 

vnar TOO r ~U(Jit.~, Koi TW 1./ryt.~ Tijr xnptTOS UVTOV T~ IJvva,.,..ll'f' 
r I I I 

1 r 1 " < 
olKolJonnuat Kal lJovvnt T~V KhHpONOM b.N £V TOIC HriA· 

ff .. I ft.. ,. 'a \ 
CMENOIC TIACIN-1 apyvpiov 1j XPVUIOV 'I ip.nT11TI-'0V ov £VOS 33 -- . . - .. --... . .. ---·-· . ~ .. . '• 

The ~h·st te a ~~tere~o~ to the. m$e~age ot l)~a.bae and Paul .ena the 
aeoqnd ls what is preSented as a ve~.at1m report. at St el?a'41.•S: tareJ~ell · 

. • ·'' ·••· • ' -.· •• - ' . • • - ' . • • : • •I - . 

~?eoh t9 the Ephe$lans ~t :Miletwh 9ju. attent«:,on, in view··ot the. present_ 

· enq.u~ry .• was bound ·•a ·l>e, ~res_ ted bi 't;mY. 'association b~w~~ ·the rpg~s ·and 
' • • ·, • •I .' '

1 1
'·· • .' ', •. ,• '• •,; ·} 

'iJ~t.r " . ·.. . . . . . . . . . -· 
.. In 143 JJOtf~tt 1~ pl'g~~l:v··r.lgh~ 't'n· regaNinri\<"f[~ e$ ·oluist~· ft~,~·-d~not~~s·:.: ,; 

I ' ' ' ' • •, • ' • ' .,' •' I :, ·, ' 

'ttreli~ee 'upon"). '!'ak~n by ~ts~lt. it ini~t no~ meri_t ·~p~o~·al 'atteJit$~J but '·· 

~... . 
..... · .. ~ .'! ...... 
j..;-;~-..A .... , -.. _. , 

,...· ... -.-

in v1.aw ~r :the reo~rru;lce or the phraa~ .in 2032, ·1~ .ough1{ to ·be :notedt-: · 'PrS.. ;: · · 

pi'eely wb-at is ·meant by its use ln.l43 is not e,QQY'-to.·e,~e~ . It'·~ b~. a·::r$ ... 

feren~e to the . works · aocomp~ng · and •- tollo~ng the · pre$.oliing: · 
'. 

·;•1.1. •• ·, ' -:. :~ 



of the Logos (cp; Acts U 19- 24) o:r it may denote that the Apostles had been 

speald.ng of tl:t.e life of the Lord :resus in such a wq as to draw out the

picture of the grace of God vih!ch was upon him (cp• Luke, 240 ) or, mol'e 

likely' • 1 t mey signify that St. Paul had bean spe~ng of his own convict! one 

- . . 3 
about the grace of Christ wJlich ha had himself reoeivad. (cp. Romans 12 , 1 Cor. 

1610, 2 Cor. 129.) V In 2032 , we are taoed with a conflict ot MSS evidence ~~ 
' ,. I 

E*~.J ~dl """ /vO'vw is well a1ltaated. 
I t I ' 

But there is good support fQrt'~ l<~o~p~w ~cl~ r:, ~w ('Which has the support ot 
I I I I 

c. Vaticenus, a 12th and 13th oen·o. r!SS at Oxford and Upsala, the Stookl:l()lm 

(Gigas) copy ot the Old Lat. V. and the Sehadic V.) In the latter case ~1)~1~ !i 
. '· . -

will refer .back to the Lord J'eaus in verse 24, in which event it m!ght be 

thoUght that "the Logos ot hie gra~e" ~ght correspond to "the Gospel ot 

the Grace ot God." It may strike us as strange that Paul shoulQ. command 

man to a person and a Gospel; but we have to remember that it was part 

ot his thotJght to associate Logos w1 th "bUilding up" and "graoe" ( cp. Eph. 

429 "Let no corrupt IDgos proceed out of Your mouth, but such as is good 

tor the building uptred~> ci 't(..Ooor \v )ot what is neeCled, that 1t mey give grace 

f/ C" I 6 
(1#11.. o't ~I:(~IV ) to the hearer~ cp. Col. 4 ) surely we may su!)poae, too, 

that the story would be current about the Lord J'esus seying "Thou art Peter 

and upon this rook I will build ( o ~ tto ~ o .f ~ 6""" ) D.zy' Church," (Mt. 1618) • 

In other words, we have ev1Clence of' the o1roulat1on of ideas aboUt the Logos 

"building up," and also ot christ "building up." (op. also tk. 422 , cd~v.JfrJJov 
.,, A I " I ,.. I I ' 
G-1'\1 "{"o,, M"y0\5; 'f"fl.~ ~\15~ I WI~ 6•oeTJOe~\JO~OIS' €:1< r~ ~t~j-'f'CX:) 

If however, the reading8(....C, be accepted, then the Logos "is mentioned 
. I 

alongside of God" (Cadbury, in "Beginnings ot Christianity" lV P• 391.) rn 



.) : 
-~ ......... ~ . I 

this cc.se, thera io an id€l!l.tii'icc..tion im.l}lioJ. no'G w.e:..·ely of' ·che L6t,"'s and 

the ~-~:J03tolic :?zoeaolling, but i.Jlso, in some I:·.oc.~uro: of the Lo.:;os a:~d ·che 

To-~d· ..... .,c. .. .-. ( 0 "0 0" .... bU7>i7 on Cl"J. ') <')~<.>) ··,'v"'n ,., ... ,"bU""'' L:...:. a.r:..~"-~~ • !~v ~ .1...3 ft• -'-'• .J.: eC.:,()&;J .:j \J vc.:..A -.", \iho regarded this 

St. Peter, according to 1~ts, opaned his speech at the Council of 

Jerusclem with th~se ,uo¢s:-~ , , . ~ • .• , . , :~ 
avauTar Il<Tpor fllr<V 7rpo~ avTov~ Avupor ao<A'f>o<, vp.<~r 

t7riO'TaU8E OTL clef/ ~p.•pwv clpxaiwv '" vp.lv f~fAf~a'To 
0 Oe~r a,a Toil OTOp.nTDr f'O'U ciKoiiua& Ta E8VTJ Tlw AOyov ... , '\, , ... I , , to , o. 

8 TOll EIIU'Y)'fMOtl ICUI '/riUTfVO'UI, KUI 0 tcapvtoyVc.>UT'/f EOS: 

It is possio.Le that the-ee'hitJ.i.re~~'!~~lo:J is definitive, 
(157) 

in which 

case the Logos of' the Gosj_Jel is bes·i; renderod un l'lthe lilessase about the 

Gospel~ 3ut it is worth \7hile notioin~ in possing that in .St. Nark's 

Gospel, uhen our Lord first s'eaks OP.enly oi' his de~th and resurrection, 

the 3vangelist co,u.t.flents, 1'ho apaka the Logos openly. 11 (s32) I.1any hc..va 

D.:i'SUSd tha:'G St. ~·ark's Gospel roprosents the ':)rGi..l.C~lir..c; of Pater. If 

this is so, u.ud if' Acts 157 preserves i'ui thfully ·~he words of St. Peter, 

ue should be very -:1ary of dis:::-niasing "the Lo,3os of the Gospel'! CAs no more 

'~>han tlt..S 1'messa{~a of the Gospo~." E:x:o.ctly, what, ho\7ever, 11e c<m otholVise 

.;i ve :JS the :Coroo of the e:l:'_tlr.Jasion, is not euay to oae, unless r;e are to 

roge.rd the Logos ElS the subject m.a·~te::;.~ of the I!.'vane;el. #. . . 
I. 5 Tf 'Iiiullaiovs tmi "EM~~-- - - ·'Us a~. KaT~~Bo; Tcji Xoy~ 0 ITaiiXor, a.a,;:ap-..vpop.E~Or TOtr 'loiJ8aiatr •lvaL 

1':< J ' ' " M " ' • "'., ' ' '(} ' • ' " ' • •, ' " • "'>. 'v arro T'/S UICEUOVtar 0 Tf .&.(1\US ICat 0 Ttpo •or, O'tJJJEix•To •., ; TO~, xp~u-rov I_'luovv.- I aJJrtToO'O'OjifVWII Of nllTWV l(at , .. a-

/'.ocordine; to Sont ar ,6vvc-(<tJ in the cont0xt means "I ar.1 prGssod." The 

versa could meun no Hore -~han that oil coming dmm f:;:-om r·:ucedoniu,. Paul \lOS 

overcome \7i th a sensa of the urgency oi' )_)ranchin~ the Cospol in Lchm o.. 
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But t11o considerations should ~e U01GiC3d. Fi:c,st, in si!'lil&::.~ cirm.lJ:~stmces 
. . ' - ~ 

it is t:1e 11J:pirit" (o29, t~e ~ase or Phil\_:? o-p1 the Ji!'Ghiopi~('~\1) or 

the "Spirit of JBsuar• (167, the f'or0iddins :to co .to Bithyni~::-) to ~ohOP1 is 

uttribu·~od the pro.ul}.,.~ing ·~o l3V::m.c;olize. Secondly, llhen i:rli• P ... ,ul uses the 

verb in .his otm. letters, it is "tho love of Christ 1.i.J.ich oo:J.strainothn.., 

(Gvo~t'(-.~111 Cor, 5.14) ~~oroovcr, in ·~he contex:t 185 is ;:a,t~ite cJ.eUZ' the.'~ tl.n 

J"..oc;os is not a synonym for Christ's touchi c~; c.t the veYJ least it is 

tho settin~ f'o1··~h of tho i'<:ct "Josus ·,-lG:J -~he Christ •" 

By \!flY of d::.~u,;iUG to a close ·~hiD e:;ru:.linc.tion of tha uac of the Los;ou-

tGm in the .i~cts of the !:!_lost1es, ..-~o rucy consic1o:;.• the fact thc.t, of ·;;~10 siJ~ 

V-J:.:-ses 11~ich stL~aJ:'izo tho divisions of' the boo~, th1•ee contuin the te!lll, 

1920;~ cp. 9?1: . lG~~ 283~ l und .. tb.3,..+;;:,'l.~lJ."'-~:t: :i.s c:..l"'ost ·identic~. 
I Kal 0 llr'.yo~ TOV lJ.ov 'lli~all£11, Kal lrrl\IJBVIIETO "o. apt- 1 

1920 • B~r, T<:i,11 IMl,o'I,Tooll lv ~l£p~vuall1u~ ucpo8pa, rrollti~ T£ &xllor 
, TO>II 1£pHdll V1TI]ICOVOII Ty 11'1CTTrt. • ... 

I <!d. •4 ~eal 'YfiiOf'fVOr CTKWli1]K<;{3pwTO~ (~l'l/tv~£11, q 'o a; 
AOy0 , roU r Kupl_ov, ,O~av.:v ~ol ;rrA'18VvfTO. 

'Gh<..:.t thc3c SULilll2.rios b3lOll3 to the fincl r::Jduction of' ·~he 'bool;:: md to the 

tl.J.G :;:>osition -. .,b.ic~ i"i; occu•Ji3s iu ·~Jl:J Johwmino Prolo.:;ue. 



The use of the Losos-ter.m in the Revelation of st. John the_D~vine 

has on the \7hole recaiv3d adequo:'~e attention f'roi·u most oom.raentators. 

This makes the ne~lect of~ or the superficial consideration of the tenn· 

in the other New Testament 11riting all the ::nora difficult to Wldel·stand. 

There are five passages. t1hich may conveniently be considored_ to12atb,er:-
, 1 AIIOKAA'YVI::E IH::EOY XPI::ETOY, ~~~ ollwK£v • 01lTou .. Tcji bov'Ace ~thou 'Iwa11EL, &s lp.aprvpqu•~ Tcw: 

1
1-2. avnj) 0 8•os a.l~al TOtS ilovAOIS auroii, A l>.ei f€NEC8b.l >..Oyoll TOU 8£oii Kal T~V p.aprvpiall 'Iquoii Xpi!TTOV, 3ua 

• .. , \ I , , f'\. a ' ,... , ''\ '9'b I ( , , \ ' 'Kov' OVTU" T00f I · fll raxu, Kn& £CTT]f'OIIfll 07TOCTTfii\OS IQ TOV ayy<nOV 3 fLO£~._ ' _e!':KO(>IOS _ 0 _ QVOYIV(<)CTIC6JII Knl 01 a _.-i 

9 .,.:>- 'EyOO ·,IwO~rif~ 0- -(f8f'A.';p0f- ~JLCii~~ Kal ~vv~e~~,;~v~~ £v 9 · • • 

1 ; Tjj BA[,Jm Kal {jau&A£ilf Kal t'mop.ovfi l11 'l?uoii, 
ly.vop.T]II fV Tjj V>ju'il Tjj KaAovp.ivn IlaTI''i' a,a TOll 
Xoyo11 roii 8wii ~eal Ti,11 }'npTvpiall 'lquoii. 1 £y•11ol-'?ll '" 

09; Nch4) Kb.l lmo Tooll OtipfwN 'T'Hc fHC., • • · 1\ai 9 
oro ~1101~•v Tqll fTE!-L7TTTJ" ucppayiila, .ll!ov Vn-oa:Urw roii 
BvaiUCTTT]piov ras. tvxas TOOV £ucpay}'iVWII a,a TOll >..0-

,lOV Toii 8wii Kal llu1 T~v p.aprvpia11 ~~~ .lxov. \Kal 10 

1217·-.... . . -' .. -·. .._ . . . -
• t{jaAEII 0 llpai(WV fl( TOU UTO/-LOTOS a thou·' Kal oopylu8r; '7 • • ~ \ " 8 - . ' • • v Trlv uapTvn&~v 'lnuo-ii· 

~ a I , ' ... I \ , ... , .... I TUS' fii'TOI\US' TOU EOU ~eat EXOVTW ., r r -, 
0 pa•wv frr< Tn yvva&KI, ICQI 01T?I\8Ev fTOI'}UOI fTOhfJ-LOII ' '8 ' • • • - 8a>..au<TnS I rR 

' • ' • • • ' - · • , 1 Kal ECTTII 'I un T'}V al'p.ov T~r . - .,_ .!_ . 
/-LETa T6JII n017T6J_II TOU IT'"!_PJ'UTOS OVTijSr T6JII T_ljPOVVT6JV · --. ---

2
o4. €.'.o9H a~T~Is-J·K~i TOS o/uxc'rr TWII 'li"ETrfhfKIUf'fV,;,IJ l!tn T~ll 

' }'rtpTVpiav 'l'}uov Kal llta Tov hayov Tou 8wl,j 1<al o'inv•r 

In connection rtith the first instance (12) \Ve have to decide rrhether 

' ,.. "' 6',....,. ~enitivel'\6().1 (\e\ Lo\3 of the first verse is subjective or objective. 

Dr. Hort declared that "Jesus Christ" is the subject of the A:9ocalypse. 

. ' .. 
But. this lao.ves the cllJ'T\J 

,, I I " ' ' "'e., 
of tha clause'\'~ t~lll:¥ afu~ o~os &;jl somewhat 

"in the air." This difficulty is solved if, aa the gremmar allows, we 

regard "Jesus Christ" as the giver. of the nevelation. Turning next, to , 
)l ~ ..... 

verse 2' and, \7i th R. H •. Charles, regarding the aeni t:!.ve 'l&o\f ,X~I,fov oo 

subjective, \7e could rander the verse, "(John' bore witnes~ ar .. t.;le. w.;oa 

given by God and of the testimony borne by Jesus Christ"• 'fb.e Revisers, 

by the insertion ot EVEa, rightly indicate th~t the Lagos and the witness 

are the objects of the vision; and the Logos is already define_d by the 

previous verse aa the 1'rovelation". For our iimilediute purpose, ne need 



' ···(' 
·. If : -

. ..~ . 

say no more than that, trom ·the outset • the· Logos tenu is used in the 
\ 

APooam~e with. a much uider reference than the Evangel or Apostolic· 
. , I . . . . , . . . 

r.lessaga• But, when \7e coma to the naxt i.nstanoe, we .find th~t H.B. Sweta 

has suggested -'?'hat, . while· he rag ai-ded the Lo~os of God· in tha seoond 

va~se as the Apo¢alypse itself, yet in verse.9 the s~e phrase.oonnotes 

'tthe p:reaohing of the Gospel•" . Thus, t:tle ver~e oould mean ~1tha:r t-hat 

~ohn Wl:lS in Patmoo·~· for the sake Of carrying the Gospel thither, or that . 

he was there - in o:r..ile? - as the result of hia..l!.'vqelistio work •. It. 

muat be atlint tted. tho.t we ·shOUld not a::l!:Pect. to find such a change of 

meaning in a phrase of almos.t identical wordiD.5 recurring w1 thin the 

apace ot a few verses ~ unless we can be persuaded that the first three 

verses . are :a later cAdi tion. This would predispose us to regard the 

I.Qe;oa aa aga:!.n oomi.ot:i.ns t}le apocalypse itself .• ·:aut whether denoting 

this· OJ." "T'.ae preaching. o:f' .the Qospel''• ·the cile.u1;1e doe~ not mean FQR .. . ·... . . . ·. . . . . .. . I. 
THE S~ ·oF ... at leoat .not if Charles is right in. ins!stinz that -~lot. 

!)Ellln.ot carl:'y this me~ins~ Oert.dnly the usa ·in a9 supports ~h~ view 

tlle.t \7~ could render S1 L :as tti)GoaUsa o-f". In the case of 69 th~ a losing 
. • ' '. ' "' ' : .•. ,A . ' . . :, . • - ' ,' . --

W'Ord$1'\60\1 -~~16(oJ are missing, b~t tb.~ro need bQ no he~i,tat1on in 

supplying. ~em: in order to eluo:ilclr;r~e the meaning of tha phra.~a. Certainly 

· ~h~ LOgos-tam ·here bears mdst naturaliy the connotation of GoSpel. In 

t~a caso_ 1~i! it too fanciful, to $U)poaa .that .the usG·.of the'ta:rm 1n_19 

is pci'isad. batooen ~hat ip. ·12. (tho :;J.av~le.tion) and -in·. e9 (the <k,spel1l 
., . . - ' '. , ·- ., 

.. '. . ' 

' Although Charles did not ar~ ~.:.~; in this \VCW; his, conolu~iou \'tj;tb. 
" ' . ' " . . .. 

regard, to 19 is just suoh Q d~duot:ion· aa this auczes.tion indi,aataS:, 
' . 

: ~. ··- ... ·-.. ' } ._,.. 



...... ,.. 

The example of 127 is wort!:~. notip.g tpr two reaa~. In the tint 

place, there is the recurrence ot the pbl"aao "the testimony of Jesus"• 

Most commentators understand by the 9%Press1on:-•'bea:ring of w1 tness to 

Jesus" (sWete), compared with "the testimony borne by Jeaus Christ" ill 

12. While 1 t ~11 not make much material clifference to the present 

enquiry, it can be said that the sentence is still lucid if we retain 

the rendering "borne by Jesus"~ As "the commandments" ere given by 

God, eo "the testimony" is borne by Jesus• It the testimony was tp 

Jesus, then we shoUld have looked for wording similar to that ot 69 

as we tind in 1211. The second reason for noting tilts verse (1217) 

is that it 1e found tn the narrative of the woman and the man ... child. 

Many are the interpretations of the vision, and the attempts to iden~ 

tity the figures. Some years ago Dr. G. H. Dixtf put forward a well 

argued case for ideQ.tttytng the woman with Divine Sophia and the man ... 

child witb the LOgos. 

(J' .T.s. xx:v:L, No. 101) To summarize and discuss all the evidence 

brought forward and the conclusions broUSht forward wo1,1lc1 take us 

too fB:r at'1eld trom our present task• It is sufficient to say that 

his find;tng was that in the Apocalypse we have the revival of one 

strand of tradi tton, namely the expectation of a Messiah, already 

identified as the Logos of ·God. Thus, in the Apocalypse we have a 

' 

series of passages - at preseQ.t under examination - which speak of the 

Logos of God, and related to the Vision of the woman and the man-child, 

who is the Logo a •· 

The remaining verse (204) does not call for further comment. 



In chupter 3 there is_the message 11to the illlgcl of the Church in 

F.a.iladel!_:>hiu, 11 corrr:~n:linc; tho Carioti.:.;ns bocauso, in spite of their 

ueakneos, thoy huv3 l::0pt Christ's Loc;os and not- denied his nG:Ue (sB) 

s·.7ete t£ID1ely SU:1;~Gsted thut that koapins his Lo,sos ~eant thc.t "the 

uords of Christ hLd boen l~ept." T'.a:i,s is obviously a vezr:1 re3~Grio·ted 

connotv.tion. The Logos ts lwre :::>robubly best undo:rstood oo rcv:)lG.tion, 

g'IIO_rA- - uut!,ori ty. 

•I 
JGo 11:i}&~ionco'! T'llo :t~r.ruso could than sj.t;f.li~r ":.1at:i.eru::o C..'Xc~~~~llifisu in 

f 11 ... 1717 . " ~ o m1 1 t::'::'.::L 2.n .. :t.o u.sou. o:.. r-. 1 rll2· ( ._, ~ -: . .,0 .:-. ,• 
... .!..'.. _._,; .... -w-' V-.J-..L 

f I 

aJJ.~~~cC. t;o bl <"!o )O;JJcl, -~>:.L 01 ~Q)t)l ~>J -~:i0 ;J:~:·.;..viow..; ...: •. c~'-.·~;...;o C'.;~e:r;Jioo, 

t!J.ey o:lulcl b~l -~JO follouin::.; ~Jo:tdu. 
, I 

'l".u.o ::m~1orouo twos of~::~ 1 clOyol tn c~1a:.:.1t8r 21 ;..nd. 22, Vi:.Li:] ~)::r~~-:ecn 

cc _,_:('J.:I. ct of 

..,.. . - ~- . 
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_, 

verse l2c and veroa l3b. ~a ~~s told, in the former~ that he thot ·~t 
"'- .· r' ') ( ·": 

on the uhite horse 11ha·th a n61Jle uritten, \7hich no one knbrreth (~ O~O~l( 
,. 
o~~~v) but he himself"· But in l3b '179 leorn that "his nama is called the 

. I 

Logoa of God." a. H. Charlos vroposed to solve the conflict by excising 

12c (loC.Oa ). Bous3et decidGd that 13b \78S an interpolation. (D:Le Offen-
. ~s 

bSl'Ullg Johmm~.) For nei thor is there any. textuul evidence. n r:ill 

be recosnizod that both Charlas ~d Bouaset ~ropos8d vu~~ radical solutions. 

mv\311 some of the n:.ost consvrvative of cor:montatore ht:.ve Gllo:md that 

he:;:>e 1 in t:.1.e Fir.::r~ Jol~.d.llnil18 J!yis"i;lo and in the Prolocuo to ·tho FourJ"h 
{) 

C·ospGl -::w hc.vo t 1_:~e CO:U.'J:on use of 19 a ·tranaoendentc:il. no:·,te of Cllris·b 9 '
9 

(C. A •. s~oJ,jt) It is. :)iJ.O:raJ.l~ conceded, too, that in tho .i:..:;]ooalypsc \'Ja 

}::ind the earl:i.o.et uce. of t!':\0 JJ.);;os-tcra 83 a IJGrson&l m:.w.e • Thus .'Je 

simll ht.ve to :J9e if· e:i ther of ·i:;ho <:J.l0e;8cl int(3:r.')olc..:..ttono r:mot nocGssurily 

b~ J:>JC::D...:.~aW. '-:.0 Sl~Cho ., .• :..:;. ~c-oac, i:J. t 7'.G :r.l.svr.e d t · r-:r::..;.;·i;~iJ.'.) ~colouiastique 

Tobuc's criticis:u.J &::'O SI.J.l'.<.J.J.y roleva11t 1 T"...1e ma:i.:::-. ::.•o5.nts ' .. u:? bv outlined:-

,.. 
2. ot bo. j_n ·~!\e Joha:'J.nj_no v:::cu.bnl~:.~T;r sic;nif':l38 ~•to ,:::n.atr.:.:.to .. 11 

:1'----A-~ 
. ·: . ' . \. 

Of ~au-roe 1 

D.Z(t!Zl R. c., Tobac ac(;:.;r:_.lt:.> C:l!l. idu:;:ri:;i ty o:r uutD.o1•o:1i:i;> 
''----..--- "'"' 

Eoncva:r, that thiiJ 

ro:r all _the .. T:1Gi7 . 

koJ -~ 
~a tho ~ nnotj~o~-~~~,_..io 

VOCCJ.bcla:c-{ 6[-·t.he 

Nm1 '!\3u.~"o.mont. This bDiDG so, tltQ clause {13b) <:J.ot:::s not ::teLu'"'l that the 

_·J] __ 
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nL..:o is not to bo c25.v."'..J.si;;G., l.m'ii tllL:~ i ·:; :lu not to ha ::_1on:::ri:i.rL:~ec1, thut 

3. The· Logos of God does not, as it m~re, oonsti tute the unknoun name, 
/ 

IT~ich IiWY be ragarded C19 the n<.ii1lo OJ' ths L::l3os of God. 11Il n'e:'l resulto 

pas encoro que oe nolil soi t aJJ.ui do Verba da Dieu. tt 

(It is intereotinc:; to note ·i:;hcd;, :J.S a RoiQ.on Cc..tholic n. Tobac re3ards his 

ur(;U!lont as illumino:ti:J.g ·iihe beli 3f of' his Church ~ to tb.G GJ.tthorahip of 

the .toooclypse. 11L0 versst l3b serai t parfni tm0nt mthcmtiq,us oJt i'our:n.irai:b 
I ,, 

~u,ica slgnaa le ::_)lus lv.:.:rlnm.a Jo l'origine Joh8.illliy_ue da l_t ~""...:?ocalypse!» 

·(p.227) He has, b.m·revar, to a.dmi t tha:~ '.r~ile in thG Johuiv.lLIJ.s :?golo.:;ue 
/ 

aad t:1e 1\:J::>Cc·lypso tae J.D~os is ,2 ·~itlo a:? C!J.ri3·~, 11cl~a l'~v;;:.ngilQ, le 

, ' ~ 
ChZ'ist eat a:;>!)Ol~ L0303 d~ su ::_:>ro3~:1.s·~Gnca a. o:...:.l::J.J :2o n::m :i.'vJ . .::~ au.u.s 



-6~J..-

Having noted the lines of argument for identifyins the Christ and 

the Logos of God in the Apocalypse, end for the authenticity of l3b, \7e 

can now claim the conclusion of most Neu Test6ment scholars, that in 

Revelation 1913 the title Lo~os is·given to our Lord. 

Before quitting our consideration of the A:9oc olypae, reference moy 

be :.nade to the fact thELt all comtt.entG.tors note the similtJ.rities of 19,11-16 

and ~isdom l8
1
purticularly verse 14 to 16. This is inte?esting for it 

I 

:means that ·~he Logos used in u sense uhich is e;enero.lly ud.mi tted to 

approuch thc..t of the Fourth G-ospel, is found in a 770rlc fallins' ui thin 

the trad.i tion of Jo:Jish apocalyptical >1ri tins, • (1md yet tho logos 

doct.rine is ·:1o.nting in other early Christiu:.'l ll.i:'itinzo dth c. Jecrish. 

bias, such u tho First Epistle of Clement Gil.d the Shepherd of Hormaa.) 

The argument in the soction on tha Je':7ish ·.;isdom Li teruture Ut:.S not 

designed to prove the co!aple'.;e intle:?andance of the Prologue und this 

li tercdiure, so much as to indio ate ·the inade;,tuncy of suci.:l £1. source. If 

there 1.'186 a devt to the sc.cretl ,1ri tings of the IIcbrcms - es9eciW.ly tho 

"Jisdom Literature - it is c.ora likely to h~vo boon : 1odi at :;d 'tjlll'aush such 

chann0ls WJ have survived to be revrosonted in canon of 'cho Iife<l Test ument 

by ·~ho .·.;?ocalypso. Thut Guch n:.edio.tion \lould i:'lvolve :c.odiflc.J.tion is 

upparant \7hen ue rom:;JJabor tho plaoo of ·~he A'o~ol:T.?cc iu the eschatol-

03ical ·.-T..:itin.;s, 0.:.1d 'Gae fact pointed out by Cenon Kno4 thut the o.po-

cryphal ;"[isdom Boolcs rtare non-eschatological in ch&:c ..... c·c 3.c'1t ( 11£x:?osi torvt 

8th Series, No. 67.) 

In Epistle of Janos there is a passage so well-knoun that its 

i~portance tends to bo overloofied. 



!aymrrrro{./ 'll"aUa /lO<TI~ aya81} ICIIl 'll"aV lJwpiJp.a TE'AEWV 
dvw61v lunv, Karaflc:'ivov cirrO Toil 1r"arpOr r6iv rJ>Wrwv, 
nap' ~ oU~e Ea11. 1TnpaA~a~ ,j . -rpon;ij~ chrou~elaupa. fjou- 18 

AIJB··~ atruli~Ju•v .jp.ii~ Xoy(jl' Uh1]8elar, elr TO .r.m .jpiir 
, , ,.. r ' .... , , 

ll1r11PXIJV T<Va TC.W OVTIJV ICT1UpaT6lV. 
"laTE, all.XqJO{ p.ov aynii"I]T<ll. EUT6l lj£ triir tlv8p6ltror 19 

Tax;,~ dr TO atcoiiam, [:Jpallvr •lr TO XaXijua~, flpallur 
elr opy~v, opyri yap avllpor lJIICII<OuVI''JI' 8mu OVIC lpya- 20 

.(fTUL. a,o dJTo8ip.EUOL 1Tliuuv Pvrraplav ""' 'ITEPUTUElav 21 

liatclar lu rrpatryn lU~au8• rou lpcjJVTou Xoyou rov llvva
p<vou <Tc;;UIII rar vvxar v,.c;;u. rlveu8• lj£ 1rOIIjTal Myov •• 
~eai p.q UKpoaral p6vov wapaAo-ytCOiJEVOL ;avraVs-. g,.., £1 23 

TI.S" dK(JOaTl}r AOyov fUTlv ~eai oti 1TO&FJT~!;'' o~or ;OLK£11 

tivap& ~~:aravooVvn rO Trp6uwTTov rijr -yEvfuEws: aOroU fv 
fu/nn-p~, ICUT£110'JUEV -yRp £avrbv Kal drrEA~Au8EV Kal 2.4 

£V8iCA>r ftrEAciBETO Crrroior ~~~- '0 aE 'ITapaKth/t"ar Elr vOJ.&OV 25 
... ... \ ... - . . .. 

\!e have olreu.dy mentioned ,some rousons for gi vin:s to the ::::.')istle of 

JClhles a later place in the Ner1 Test a::uent Chronology tht\hc.• most modern 

uriters have given it. Liddon's advice, given so long ago, is still 

\7orth hearing; "3t. Jcrmes' Epistle is so for from belonsing to the 

teaching of the earliest apostoli·c.! ags, that it ::;>rasu:?poscs nothing 

less than a very ~idespread and iadirect affect of tho distinctive 

teaching of st. Paul." ( 110ur Lord's Divinity" P• 2S2.) .ils a conclusion, 

this still holds good, though nowadays we should not make so much of 

the "faith-works" theme as the nexus betr:aen the :U:pistla of JSE.es and 

the Pauline ~istles. It is recognized nouuda,ya that this naa a standard 

topic of discussion und exegesis in the ~abbinic schooms. 

I 1 I I " Liddon understood by bothAorosttl\~~,,~f :md by!dl"'- CfCPu1DS' "Ohris'liian doc-

trine; 1' 11Christian doctrine is the absolute truth;" 11Christian doctrine 

:Ls also the an.;rafte:l '.7ord." (op. cit. 288). But he has to go on, this 

I 
N; yo£ is clearly not tho·m3re texture of the lon~ut1.3e in which the 

faith is tau3ht. It is not the bare tho~ht of the believer Iaoulded into 

oonfor.ui ty ·.-,Hh ·~he ids us sug;;ested by the lan:;u~3. It is the very sub-

stance and core of the doctrine; it is l1e j_n r1hom the doctrine centres; 



. .:J' . 
I''/· 

it is the Person of Jesus Christ himself •••••••••••••••••Is not St. 
~~-- .:. 

J~as here in fund~ental ~reement not merely uith St. P~ul, but rrith 
J 

,_. __ _ 

St. John? ••••••••••••••• St. JamesrdJoctrine of the .!:ngraftod ITord is / 

a coopandium of the first, third and slxth chapters of St. John's Gospel 

•. • ••••• • •••••• n ( op • cit. 289) R. L. Ottley, while he denied that the 

Lo3os-tai'lll is hera used in a pa1•ao~wl sense hcd to ad.Tfli t that 11it implies 

that the mess~e of God to man is embodied in the life and uork of the 

Incarnate; Christ is l:~.i.!J!.self, a_5~o1:_d_!E_o:m..__Go~."· ("The Incornationrt P• 90)· 

It 11ould seem. fair to 110nder ui th what meaning a man is using uor:is Nhen 

he says in the stL:ne sentence"·; ~61 os in this ·text has not, indeed a 

personal sense" and that "Christ is himself a word from God. 11 Nor does 

his next state1,1ent :mokl3 tilis any clearer; "the word of God is in him, 

88 a Creative and Oj)O:Cative :!_)0\Jerott The only 9Jt!>lanation seans to be a 

deter1'1inaUon to aaintaiil the unig_ue use of the Logos term in the Joh~ine 

writings.. 

Incidentally, it is in this Epistle that ue have a glimpse at the 

influ13nces at work in the devolo:pments of the Lo3os-torm in the vocabulary 

of the uorshipping Christian comm~1ities. For Hort is alcost certainly 

right in taking 1l8 as a reference to the creation of man, though it is 
I 

difficult to see how he eg,uals the Logos of truth and the Creatlblf>S resolve 

to create. It is much more likely that Jar,li3S is viewing God's creative 

nark in the porspecti vc of its resoncration ·i;hrou:;h the operation of 

Christ Jesus; that is, saeill8 the creature as the nnefl creature'1 • It 

uould be in such teaching that tho concepts of the Old Testcraent vJould 



-~~ .. -

be able to take their part in the devl3loJ7!Ilont and expression of the 

Christian do_ctrine of Christ es the r .. ogos of God. 

Usc;ld :l.n 32 Lo3os (~ ~Jy~} clearly denotoa "a:psaoh"• 

In tl:l~ -~_rst Ei?i~~:l,~. _of,. ~~j;~r.._r_wo note this ~Je.So e.~ a:-
';J & ~ }"A, (' 

22 ETva& Els 8£011. Tar tvxas vpwv ~yv&KOT"fS l\l9oN ~6>vra, V7TO 4 
12:q,. 22 Ell rii inr(JJ(oii Tijs tlA'I8.lar Els ~a>..allEA~tav RVV'IroiCp&TOV rrapa aE 8erji EKh£-

23 £K ICaplJias tJAA~AOVS aymr~uan ll<TEViiJs, avayEy£1111'}1-'E- 'wa-rn olKolJo/U'iutJE 5 

1101 mlK EK U'II"Opas ~8apTijs aAAa a~8CrpTOV, llaa >...)you v, aVliJiyKa& '/I"IIEV-
24 ZWNTOC 9Eoy Kb.l MENONTOC· aaoT& ta 'l'}UOU XptUTOV' 

nb.cA d.p! ols xopToc, 6 
KAI nb.cb. b.o!A aJTijs we !N9oc xopToy· EKT<lN AKporwNI· 

E!HpJ.N9H 0 XOpTOC, AiON ~NTIMON, 
KAI TO. !N9oc ez€necEN' ' KATAICXYN9.;i. 

25 n) b.e PHMb; Kyploy MEN€1 €1C TON AlwNA. T&UTOVUIV a£ hf9oc 7 
~ . 

I TOVTO lle OUTIII TO pHMb. TO eYArrEhiC9EN •ls v,..O.s. 'A- .T€C oyToc. er€-
'/I"08ep.E1101 oJv 7Tiiuav l<al<lav KUI '/I"UIITU aoXov Kal r U7TO- 9oc npOCKOMMA- 8 

2 Kp&U&V 1 Kal ~tJovovs ~eal '/I"Uuas ICamAaA&as, cJs apT&yov- lQ~KOTITOYCI N_ T<fi , , 

One· II'}TU {3pl~'l TO Aoy&Kiw <'1lloAov ya>..a ETr&7Too,juaTl, iva ,., te Liddon.*" 'The Iaco~ or '. 
3 avTcj) av~'l{}ij'Tl •ls UWT'}plav,, .z er€'(cAC9€ OTI XPHCTOC I 

Uord of God, livins end ubidin~ :for ever, is the I~uthor or th(} souls, now 

birth; &lld Chr:l.st Jesus our Lord do:3s not only. b~ing us this Ine;os from 

houvon; he is this IDsoa'' (op.t cit• Pl.J• :300-209) It \7ill be notich)d, tha.t· 

- ui·~tinsly or tm.\7i:ttia::;ly Y.icldo:a tliC:.o-tru.o~!:ed ono cf tllo Ci:?f'iculties 

of this ::?csau::;e by render:i.nc; the Greo:;: :pc.rticiplas. 0w~-ros rm.df.(.;o;Jfo>. ) by 

En3lisll partioi;oles, thus avoidin::; t'llc 't.\~O uf relrativa :.r.ro~ouns, U!l<l, ili 

eo:uaaquonce, ~hG nea~ of z.ttG.ohin33~~ to -oither)o'oJ !!ft:c:oJ • Eort £.S~icnod 

Swrut to~~ , but moat coiiE'·1entato:r.a hu.vo tO.::on tho other vie:-~. B'or 

our own diecussj,on. it !'lffces no mo.te:r:i.ol dU'1'arence \:hlch 1.s o.oco:-?ted• 

The only :,?oint is thG.t cl~!:.:r1Y the a.ttLi)hins of· tlto ;_"ll..!l'tici:~.,laf.o Uyos 'c''lill 

.b\J to heighten ita signifiouaoG and to underlino :ita posl3ible affinities 

~ith vorse 4 of tho Johunnine :lrolosue• 
' , 

Q:i,von to tha JOssibility thut~)OS of' verse 23 l.ata 

~Jhich, in '11'ion of' its affini tioa '.::: th I::o.tthow 2405 

.. , 
·.· 



most likely conno·~e3 the a_yostolic J.JX'eosntation of' the teaching of 
I 

Jesus of Nazareth. If, of' course, the participles belong toAo~oJi t 

is u..TJ.li~Gly that ~)o~ ~ G ~~fJl are to be identified. 

§inca these notes Here prepared Deem Selu,Jn' s commente.r.y on 

/···· /,· - .. 
:) ,_- ... 

_..--· 

the First S:;:>istle of Pa·jjer has co!ile to hillld. Ve:ty interesting, there-

fore, is this remark on the passage which \'te have been considering: 

11\la have not yet reached the explioi t identification of the ':ford (of 

God) with Chr:i,a·i.; \7hich \7e fl.nd in Rev. 19 •••••• " ••• <:md in the Pr,ologue 

to the Fourth Gospel ••••••• but N'3w testament thou3ht is ulreudy on 

the nay there." (p. 151) Dr. Selwyn also says that this is \7hy Peter 
(\ ,.,.. 

prefers~~)V~ :®p{f"' althaush(\>'lf" t is in his q,uatation from Isaicih• 

(p. 152)] ~ 
[This seems a good opportunity to sUillillarize the use offl~f-19. in the 

Heu Test 8illent. It is used" to render same of the sensa of the :S:ebreu 
,.,. ' I 

1. o. s!)oken uord of GJ.1Y kind, e.g. r~t. 1236 P..,f'-~ "Pi 0\1 ; 

'""7 I I I ' "' ""' ' 2. auatter, e.g. !.k. 1~ O~JI<. ot6UVd."i''71CS'(:I Ttlli~ol "'Ov ~av "'n/.V 

, I" 15 \ t,. .... :\ I 
~~_r.~Cnothihz shall be too ha..:-d for Cv0d); Lk. 2 1"o t'"JU- 'fovro t"o )'l:-) 0\ID' j 

3. in a sole:m senss, such zs 11the ';"/Ol.1 d of God11 to. a ~Jroph3t, o.g. Llt::. 32 

' I A"' ""' o.' ' '\•··~·'''"' 1 r:yev t:'te r-.,Jd. ETeo\1 ~n • nl ~,, ... 
Gsj_Jaciully of ·che C:U.:ri~.;·Uan teuching, a.~. Heb. So J. .'.>l'mi t L1 ge 

;'\",. 

Robinson in his conuaontury on the ~vistle to the ~hesians (pp. 206-207); 

he regards 1 Pater 125 as on ins>cu.nce of the fourth uaeso·~\ 

Iu V3rse s or l:Je>cor 2 '70 raGd:- ') "' ) 1- ' , I 

o~' 1lpo<S'I<biT1"o\i~l'/ '11$ A.ot~ 0( frf-1 5ov VCE·'" f-t{ 0 lwtllt C-TtG1)6Q/V: . ('\ 

C.tS D · is genorully ·~::J.i:ou ·i;o rufa:: "to :\;~.1.0 stunblins. '1:'ho firat !)art of 

the verse could l.KlWl, 11Thoy stumble; bein;g disobecUont >do ·~h0 Loc;os~" In 
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-ti -
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viev of 3l this is thG more ;Likely sense of '!iha uords than, "'.fh~y stumbta 

at the !toeo.a" • 

1 tuxi>v V~v. ~Op.oltJJr -yvvai'Kfr V1rorauuOp.£va-;-._ 
' TOLS' l8to,r a"apruru,, i'va ""( f' TUIES' drrftOoUa&v Tcf AUycp a,a 
: Tij~ 'Till~ yvuaii<W~ avarTTpocpij~ llv•v ::\oyou IC<piJI)Bquo~a, ' 

2 lfrofTTf!JCTUVT<~ T~JI J!' pOfJ'J' . fry_JJT,y auaCTT pocp~11. V~~ 

T'ae quotation in a8 i'xom Isaiah e~4 is a:\,~o used in tho BJ,?is-tlo of 

Paul "S;o the Roma,ns 933b, r.rh1oh runs, · .1 
~~o~ 1i':~JLl ~v £1wv ~: &a\1. _'fl·Poo:t< o~~_"ro. ~ __ K.,~ 1f'e. tPrJ.v 6"-v ftJAO\J 
'~ -cl'- 6 tT'6i:~l.wv §!1 'otU t"O oJ. ~oint J~XIJ v ~d"t:ToU. . .. -

lfui'(l 'tibe quot e;J'ion froht J; B$1 em. is insart-~d l.n thG rdddl~ Of U qUO-
. ' . ~· 

tation froo Isoiah asl6. In the Heb:t'e\7 ort~:tnill the raforonoe io to 

YahHall, but tho ro:f,'ersnoe in PS-alm 11~22 .to "tho ato~en rojacted·of ~he 

buil<lora had acq_uired a Jmossianic t'i'3ZiJDeliua. It is, cleo, <;tuite possible 

th~t "the Stone" b~o.we a W~ess:i,ani,c title ·in Jcvn.-y, Nature+ly, o.thor 
·•· 

puasue;es tn \.'hich '~'iJhe Stona' ua.:;~ mon'i:ioned ·;;ro.,,'d eoquiro . ut\es&ianic 

rofo;vence, . In the Fil."st Epistle of Pet or, IlilQi. oh 8;1.4,, and. 23l6 era 
quoted sep~atoly (~Ba ~:md. 26}" .und. aTO ·.connact·od by tho ql,l.otG.tion of 

It is ~ossiblo the author ·of' the First Petr"l!ile. 
. . ' . . 

Epistle h:ner. tho b~istlG to "t;ll$ R~ona L but ! t i o muah ~.ro l~~koly. ~~o.t 
• -: ,,. '... ' :, • : 't ;, • -,: _... '.. • -~ : 

'f • . • ·-. . ' - . _.. . ~ . • . ' • 

both ~n.-i te);'..$ t1or0 usinG. u .oo~ To3tilliDny: Book, 6o®iatin~ ?f quotations 
\ ·. ' ' .. ·. . .· - . 

:r:rqm the o1a To~te:;;~en.t, .. £inrl' d:i7c'¢D.i .~~ for .u~o :lli ~on~~vo:i.Jy ¥iit~ tllG· Jeua. 

aa,· then; the allusion- to tb.Of30 t7ho · vro ."scandaiizod. 0.t tho.~ J-9~00':' 

is conjoined to r::aasianio quotations i'rom tho Old Tostt:wlent,, drau~, aocora

iU(3 to ruodorn Ol]inion, fmru· a Book of Toatifuonio~ d:i:·~ U:? by Chria.tiana 

to cid th0 ~tt~non-i; that Jesus ot NE>Zarath. is ·iJhe p::.."orniaoa r-le~~iuh of . · 
' . . . ~ . . ' . . 

Io~&bl. ~.a;;;:oe offW ~o~w ·JifftBcvlltKrized tho meaninc; ofJnr:~~oJdlv ~ A~u. 
, :'\ 1 II · l ~, f 

31 .'lhilOt(~ "tti. tb.out t o.l.k.i1>3°. ( ~J:\a'; ist oif eilOllt "ZOJ"$~~~).,a. : . 

. ,; I 

., -
. -. :, ,.:; ... -~· \. 

. :~~.. 

'·,·)·.~·:-··:- ..... ·.·+ 
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... 

_ mey evon oot$M tue a '01 t ~f vl ey upon uords • 
\' / 1 . . . it 

· ~a- uas· oi' "O"f.~s.' in 3 G s&Ci <15 to denote azoat~,.Son 'b1• ~'~aaco®.t 

ts cl~ioal. 

/"' <'' .., '' 

Beto~~ go2,11g tol.'W~ to . ex6Jilina the Eptetl~ to the Hebrews, there are 

several l)ot.ntts worth -mentioning. Each of these $.s worthy of further dis ... 
. ' . - . . ~ 

~uss~on; but _the pre$ent 1nves1;1gation is not the place, end· brief! ret .. 
. . '. 

erence must 1'1lfrtce~. 

Dr, . Xnse Wa$ tn>i~fll, ot· th'e times wb.en. he satd in h1s B(lJDUflon lectures 

'(~e99:)_~· "'in;le Ep~s~le to th~ H8b'~ws cannot b$'tbe work ot Stf P~"·· 

(ttC~!!itten.-~~tioiam," p~ 72•) we· :can accept O'rig~n•& ott qu~~ed remai-k 
' . . . - . . I . . . • 

that ~G<la al.9ne kn~wlt who wrote the. ·Ept~~,n Bilt, :w,Oking alil. a_upwance$, . . ' ' .-· . 

. lili~·-~tJ:iQUt ~ggest1!)8 ~·Pe.\l1.1n~f auth9ra'htlh .th~. tend~cy or ,reoent :re~ 
~. ~ I . ' . . ' • . ': • . • • ' ~ I ': . • . ' .. ·• • • . : ·, . • • . ' • • , • 

baa.. ll'~e~ .. to .• 'adrid t that th~ :n~e p~ 'the. Ap~st:\e' l:~1t.a s9~whe~ 1,n the 

·ba.Okgr.ouud ~~rt~~e ~t ·tb.f) -~Pt~;- fld' H~~.ra~l:ls~. · -~~- ·~atl$ s~e1ld's~&.. · 
• .·r'J • I 

w~~fe l:letweett the: A~~tie Piful · an.d'_ 1;he Fo11Mlt ~i;)lisel.t~t, {s~e fl$\Vllns~n. 
~~:T~~~~e~1i DQ¢.t~h$·: of 6~"t,·~ li• l76}.. . -.. · .. - . 
·,:.• ''' '-• ;:, ',I . \. ', .' .... ·, . 

'i'li~r~f.ei'cl.Qe~~~ eiml;a;-iti~~ of i~~as Eit!.d' exp~e~si9na in t4e Ep1$tle 
•• -._· .:,- • • ·._ .• ~--:· ~- ·-:-- • '. ~ ,··.- :: ~ .'j. '~.- _- .' .. • • • ........ --.. •• --~---·.·· • .. ·. :~- •• • ' ' : 

· , to· .. the .Beb:t'e"~ . ~d Works: ot J?hil.O' ·such ,as thj;J e'auat1on ot ·the: !Qgo/S.: w1 tb. 
:·:·---.~~·--~·-··· ~-·· ... · .. ··. •.,, ·~:·:_·: ·_.""1_,_. _ ....... ·._ .. : _.: •· . .-. ·.··,~, ~-~- ·~ .• -~··'_\·. _. .. ::. 

~~.\chi'~dek end the h1gh•Prt~(iti BU.~ 'thor:te'.o·an'·l)ea.t 'be. e±p~BinEid; ~'a .. 

~o~Yii~· br~·_:·~oth trom o~~lit :n&i)1ltii~·,!;·~~~$1$ o:r.' the· Oltl ?.'iJ:;~~·~en~•· · 

Elll4 .~; ~JJ:P~Q~t·ug_ 'that· bo_th w~;~ -~~ue~.aed.l>~· ~ex~drtne· Je~·sh t~ci~t • .-
. ~ . .. ' ' .. ·.' ·. ··. . . - ' . . '- . . : ·. ,. . . .·. "'-. .. :. ~. . ' ' ' . ' . 

:wt!Y. ·it .otm be a~d!3~t~ti · ~hil~.,~tia ·:seWj;ah ·wt~a9Dl ute;patUre, ~a · 
t~t· plery~d ~etr··:p~ .i~ t~~---d~~~~~t:·~f- tha:·~1~eEl6 ot· ~bt) lttl~tor 
'' . . ' ' .· ' . . . .. ' ' . .· ·' 

I, '' . 

,._\ _:~ 
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:· ·.' 
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TWo !IJQ~t tmportant pEI.3saget;~ 1n the Epistle to the. .Hebrews are 42 and 4!2 

"'eiC€A8~7N ·a,· drruTTlav. ~ l/Jo{3~8wl-'"' o~v !-'~ rro~• KaTa- • 
A«7TOJ-tEV~r i1rayy<Xlar eic€A8€1N eic THN Kcl.T.{rrc~.yciN 
cl.)'TOY lJoK/j nr ·~ vp.wv vunp~I<EVao· l<at yap EO'JlfV. 

-··· r·1 ·•· ·' ' , ~ 

,, (}dar. I Zwv ycip o 'Aoyor Toil B<oii 1<ao •v•pyl/r "~' 

£VrryyE}u.up.ivor. Ka8U7rtp ~edicE'ivot, ciAA' oV1e cJrf>~A7]UfV 
r , , ... ' .... , ' r ' r ' ·a, .... o 1\oyor T'/r aKO'/r fKE<JJOtJr, /-'1/ O'UVKEKEpaO'f'E,.: T!J 

'7T[O'Tfl TOtr aKO~O'aO'IV,, \Eic€pXOM€8cl. ryap, eic [THN] 3 
~.. . ~~---. ----~ .. 

TOf'WTfpor v1r£p '7Tauav f'cl;'(atpav l3luTOf'OV Kal l3wcvov

f'<vor f1;'(pt f'<ptO'f'OV o/ux~r 1ml 7TV<vp.aror, apf'WII T£ Kat 

f'V<'Awv, Kal ~epm_Kor ~v8v'=.1u•wv_K~l___!!'_voo_wv ~opl3la!l 

•' 

The English Revl.eed version of 42 follows the '!>ulk of tlle MSS .and 

renders the verse; "The word of heartng. did not profit them; because they 
. I 

were not united by faith with them that heard. 11 (61)"!1<C:-tH~po-.6"f-~vos ) 

';['he :a. v. margin foll9ws the reading of~, the Old Latin and ~eshi tt a 

veraions, given above, B'qt 1n eptte of the weight of :MSS evidence, the 
. - . . / ' 

sense is more consistent if the reading6o'(tc~~f:t'"'f£'1ios be :retained; . otller-

wise Caleb and Joshua are "those who heard", in disagreement with. 3l6 ,, 

where n&v1'E:--,5 is unqu~fied, iifarporough, in the dl.arendon Bible •. 

'tlrings ·OUt tQ.ent8:an'J.p.g. With, .. "The WOrd of hearing did not benefit, not 

h~ng been mixed w1 th f'ai th in them that heard 1 t. n .Th,!3 ie reminiscent 
,,. ' 

of tbe. teaching of _the parable of the Sower, tnsisting on the two f'a()tor_s_, 

:the s~ed and :the ground {the reoipient) • Thus, while the sense of ""tl:l.e 

. lOgos of hearing" must 'be fi~d by 1 ts pre~ent context. allowance ~t be 
. . 

made for a change o:t: e:mpheaia· or modif1oation of meaning in view of possible 

associations such as w1 th the parable of' the Sower" 

Even to read some of the standard comne~tators qn 412,18 to realize 

·the contusion of thought about the Logos of God in the Uew Testament~ 

Peeke (Qentury Bible) sa!d, "Thi$ word is not the Son,· the personal,togos 

of the l?rologue to the Go;=~pel of Jobn; for this would have no relevance 

in this context." Narborough (Clarendon Bible) writes that· we have "A 

II_:. 



·-

.: ~ r ·· ... • .. ····, . , :.·.·. ·. . __ .;; 

::.. ? 
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personittcatipn ot the Word ot Qc)d•" 'Motf'att f~•o.o.) notes that "here 

the ·mter. pcm1ctally persontt1es ~the revelation or .<lad tor Er l'D.()ment• .... 
• .• • ' < -. ., 

The reve~a~lont how~er• 1s. brpader than so~tptui'e: 1t tn~ludes the 

revela~~~ ot Go.4'~ p~O:se "ln J'ef$'"-•" .. :;.!'01' ~oliie reason. not re_~lly 

appWent ;. WOftatt w1 thdraws himaeit, mid 1$ .. ()~ntent :.$0 $£f1 J ~. 1 t 
. ; 

denot·es the Christian GoSpel•" L• ~. Jacks is rigbtl "men ore s1ow 

to realize tJle -resuits at their .. own th1~J:J8~n 

Mt.U1gan. ·~d .t~Ulton ~ere ~p$Elk Of Uthe a~m~wh® mended uSe·· Of c\v{"y 

~~ "•· JU1il_,it is :i'efreshtng. to tUrn to West®tJt., .. who said .that the ·. 
I • ,·· • . • • 

·,:···. 

that. wbioh _is most personal."; tp. 101). Bu~ ttby .~h~ Word of God we 

~t un&a;rst~ct tbe li:Ot'4 Wbioh b,e apeaJta tt®UBh his meseenser.s .ti:r 

i.JDme~U.at~l.Y i!li the heart. ot eaoh man~" This does •. at any'. rate. 111-. 

··U$trat~ t!le':~ro:s:im:Lty Ot,:tho~t betwee~n::the· ,J"ollalintn& Prologue ana 
: -~~e: ~i~tl~- to. the: Hebrew~/ wh1eh· Sbo1Ud. lead. \1s to:: s~ec~ ~ethi~ 

• ,. • ~ '• : • ~·. ·, ", :_:;' ' ,:: 

1 

• ; ; • " 

1 

• '; 0 • • I' <' ·•• • I.'· • :• ~, • '

0 
1 

,· • , .1 ~-. • c ': • ~ :,' • 1 • :• '

0 

'• • • .-

1n ~omnon ·in 1;he use of t~•• ~ W~tltoot.t ·~oo··to. ednlit t~e.t ."the 

-~e,~~e. ~w(J. ·bovt ~atur~lY' ;th$' ~tr~tto~ w~ ~de · troill t~e·. r~elation 
.-:· : -... -.. ---·.:· .. : .. ·. - .. ? '. - . : ... ·< ":-·: : ..... li · .. ··. · ... ~ : .. -. -· ; ' . · ____ .. : 

. of :09t1 ··. t.o\ !Q:~ ·who .. w~:. ·at QJ:lO~ · the: ~aveia"b~on.~d· ~.,aaler~ ~ . 
.' ·. . ! ·• .•.. ' • ·.~·' ··:·~ ... • . I~ ~;· . . . .·. ,·· ... ·. ; . .'· '. ·. .·· .. ~. . .· . ' , "' j • 

. . . · iJ:he:J!aesag" in ·'lt~brew~t~ :llais cOlnfllntily·tmdarito~)d bf patriatio 
' . . ._ .. ·: - ' . -'-. ' . ' ·. ,.. - ; .. ~- ; . -;. . ::: ,._ .. _ ' . . . . ; :. . 

·wrJ;teta:. tO' rei'er to the_ · per~cna:t . tdso•··· .. (see l3rt€wt'' s edt:tton ·. ot · 
!·. At~~~~~:oont~a:·~~~· U -~~, 56~· .72'; .~p:. ·los. 142~) ·;How b:~~l:V 

the p~s~e t'al1a tn~o the li~e Qf . the development ot thought ... ~b~ut the togos . . ' . . . . - . . . ' . . - ~ . 

it. is also t:r·uc vll&t. Ori[;cn rccardcd Jc_cua CLr1~:.t. as cor..

pletuly 11 id.un-cificd v~itl1 t.l1C li'Jord." ( cp. H.H. ~-cr·lic.tw.n, 11 
·.LLc 

]ietoric Jc~us in tt~c N(,V. l"c~tai:,cm:,," f:• 117) 

,.· 
··j.'• 

. ' ;··\ 

"• 



·= b\ -

"8 .. •at at Tal& I It 1fiW"M56&4a•··-JIZ llJ) • 

Peuke Wt.o wide or the mW'k, then, in judging tho personcl Logoo 

1r~eliant to the aonLaxt, l.md in t\ecluring thet ita inappropriatenoaa 

is to be seen in the auhati tution or te:rme. 

'!'he urrinitiea ot the pi:iBs .. ·~ with V:iidom lal5tf are n.uniteat, on4 

1 t ie \lUi te possible thc..t thro\lf'.h anah PtiSBL. ea the writer ot the .Tohormine 

Prolo;· ,o stood in contact with thu Jewish .'iisdom Utert.ture. But, curiously 

anou.~, while the i!.'p1atla to the Ilebl'ft'a haa some paaaeges in which Christ 

night h8'f'e been presented ns the i11adom ot God, the term "\isdom" 1s 

missing in tha Epistle. 

In view ot all thut has juat bel;)n said, it is not e~ay to (tecept 

the ·-~eyiae:N t rtmd&riDg ot the following Yt,rs~ - ' .. , ,.. • - . 1 

n~v (~ ( ~ "V~l/~ "(ti~ "((-1' f' JIXrt t\' 6}' l.~Vt/o ~IS orp Ot!A JW'' Olv rvll, !Tf-iJS 0-1 'Jj'IV l1 Aoy I)~ 

"All thi!lgs are naked and loicl open •,efore the eyae ot him \<i th whom 

we bnye to doe" Literal 1 y, this should l"Wl, "toworcla whort~ there ia tor 

ua the logos." But, the tra.nalatora have 1·onderel the p~•s t:.ge Tery fre<lly 1 , 
~ ~\l'rO$ 

and. huve undentood ' to metm the 'tru..l.ttU'" or "the subject"• Perhupa 
• \ I 

o "oloS' is uee4 in the cleuioal senee ot "the ecooun1t," {Zeglung, .HeobtllUDg1 , 
Tide 'I'heol. iVorth. z. u. '1'. P• 7:3) '1'he use otKf•6'1S at:.rl1ar, sug· .. esta 

this. Perhaps 1t is auff1oient to render the phr~e • s "to whom ':10 ht.:.ve 
I' 

to giTe our uaoount•" 'l'bis use ot A~ o S 1e ul.ao :u.c.de tn 1~1·1. 

rn el Jf X ~ ~ ,\J yo s: u-e brought tosether, 

6t~ d..,'ftv l:C:: ~ -r:dv Dl ~ cx'p (\1,""5 ·c-0~ )(pi CT~~ t\~l cv · 

"'Vheretore le~ us leBYa the Lo~a ot the ,JtXB Oil' Chriet." 3ut th9re can 

I 
~~e no doubt thut ~O)DS' here denotea "the to·,ic," or "r.he aubjectl' ot 

Christ' a RXHe 



\· 

... 

' . :' 

~ a~c) 1>/ i,~i~wv ,...·~~.~~ ~li'J means "th~. 1mr.; ~ · o ;\J," o s banns been 

pre~d. ~ 0' vJFs sa matntat~s th~ •b~~a upon the dt-nne.~,\~v 
· B11t in ·13'~. tti~· tDgOa of' Gad oarrtes· ·st1U 'th~ s1mpl.e meantilg of. the 

·' ' ·-· . . . ,· . . · .. 

.pg(:ltplio me~sa'ae• In vtew ot :tt~ 'atfinttywtlth the literary deVice 'Tio~u's o . 
. ~~y·o" {'-~t.her& ta. mtl~h,··to ~~"-)~UA~ ~f" o~~ tn QU $.e b~st regarded 

! ' • I • ' 

$ ttt~e t-heme~" ;rn 1322 we xneet the pW:oae 1ttbe i;Qgoe ot Emortation." . . . . . ·. ' .. . . 
. ··if> '. . •• . 

~ere th·e uete is oomparab~e with that in ~te ~~l5•aud the fdl'Oe is 
: ' • • \ - . .. • • • : . • • ,l ' : • : . ~ '. . • j • • • 

pe.t~tly "the message. ot the Ep1Qtle• n ;til> ?2fJ:' the l:DgQs 1 a "the t~", 
. . 

or' the t!C-~al words· ot th~ or~l~- namelY' ·Pitaltn ·U~_and the Sl@he$1s 

'-f!t · o~8pKUJf~(c,. whtl$ tn 1219 the tel"Jtl. ~enotea "tnat.te:rr," ·in this tnstance" 
~ . . . 

~other comman(lJnent. 

Flnall.y. . we look at 613 ;;,OAOKTOr I oil iT~poilr '7-pofbijr:f -~ar -yap 0 p.•rixwv '3 . { ' , , , , I 
· . · . . • . ')'RAO.KTO~. /t7rllpor }'!!y~ll aiKD_I~Ull~r~ VYJ71'tOr "(ap .. <UTili' .. 

Westc(Jtt noted rllat ·t~ abaeu9e ~t the ~io;te .ie eisni_:t'1pent·, 
:I • ,._-

W.~hQV~ ·b$·~. •U88eat1o~ te· :il,Qt vecy help~-. , ~.that· the man oon:o~ion .· .\ - . . ·. . .. - .· . ' . :· '·· •··· .•.. .. . . - - .. 

lles tJ.l.:.the · oh~adt~r and ·~pt tn .tiie-~. oc)mte r~cilteatton :Of. the "WOrd:rt• 
. ' . . . : . .'. .: , ': .·i. : , . ·. I . . .· . ·, .. . . ·. . ., . :. . . · .. ; :._ . " . ·. : . . . , . . . . .. . . . . 

~ ·OOD3~t~OU .ot~}~ &llt~~·o<Wi'\P:i;ob®l}r. ~Onn~t$$ ml· ettbical ·oatego~ J 
. .. . . . . . .. . · ..... ,; .} . . . - .. . -· 

arid 1ih,e pb~ese ·m~be :rende~e!'o 1t~ithtlU.ds~ant!t. or. -~~14¢t~natto~~·~ 
' . ; . ' ·. . ' . t.. . 

• ··/1 .. ;. ' .. 

.-.. 

. ... i • ;.~ . . . ~ . . . . ,! 

',:, 

. ... .., t 
' .. :. ) . .. --~- .·.(~ : .... ) _,.~ . 

' . ·, 
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In the brief compass of the Peistqral Epistles we find 

not cnly an interesting range of uses of the Logos-ter.ffi, 

but clso a number of instances in which there has been 1Jhe 

"idest divergence of opinion as to interpretation. 

1 Tir. 44-5 

4 rq, dA~6f&aV. ;;T, .,..av ICTlcrp.a 6foii ~eaAOv, Ka( oU8E~ an-~· 
s {3A'1Tov p.rra nlxapHTTlar Aap.{3avoJUvov, ayuiCfm& yap : 
6 a,a AOyOV 8£0v ~eal EJITfU~fOJf. Tuum inroTIBi-

By using the definite article in translatin~ 6l~' M,\ov 
,. ... 

e=.ov it is pcscible that the Enslish Versions convey. a 

blEssed notion of the force of the expression. 

Logos· could refer to some _dominical ordinance, either 

preserved in the written Gospels (e.g. Merk ?) ~ or circu

lated in an oral tradition (cp~ Titus 115 and Romans 1414-2°) 

But .P-rchbishop Bernard (in: the Cambridge Greek Testament) 

OJ:ined that a Logos of God would connote an Old Testam€nt 

sEying embodied in a agrece before meat", perhaps a verse 

fror:. a psalm. To illustrate further the division of 

:>pinion, however, we may note that the late Dr. ·~:. Locke 

(I. C. C.) compared the use here with that in Justin D!IErty;r' s 
. \ I .-. 

\.polcgy ( 1 66) , StJ Nb~oJ. ~0"~ c;a~f'K' o f\cn 'l 8r:t~ '"'vso'"' ~ 
. I . 
x~,!~,,and agreed that the phrase may be used in the Joh-

:J.nniz~e sense. But since he also held the view that the 

Johernine technical usage is 'fforeie;n to our writer", he 

was not prepared to press this point. Moffatt rendered 

the clause, "it is.consecrated by the prayer said over it". 



~ , ... , . 

-~-

., ~ , . 
- The phrase E:\1 r'O"(L.I is also found in the Pastoral Epistles 

- I 

but ,in conjunction withJ" 6f'(\.;' . In 1 Tim. 412 the forc.e 

bas to be decided by reference to the use of the phrase in 
lL? 

5 where it is accom)anied byk'wl &LEt~G'Ko~"-(d-. Thus the 

rhrase refers hot to 'llere speaking, but to talk concerred with 

th~ presentation of teaching. In Titus 28 we have a 
\ I I' I (' I 

ref~rence to ''oToc; u~ll) s .but, in view of the use of -~\') S 

in 1 63 and 11 113 , v11e .B.h.qu~d probably understand here a 
- - -A I \ } 

reference to some kn.OVI:Q:~~:~~I~ /_of Christ's sayings. In 
... . ~, 

9 11 ~ we learn that "the Logos of God/ in not bound." 
' \• __ ,./ . 

This may be-an allusion to the freedoM-offered 1n the Go~pel 

forcibly unde:~·lined by the physdical captivity of the -wri~er. 

'it is, however, pos~.:iQle that the Logos of God is used with 

reference to the written message of the priso~er,.the free

dom cf which is compared with the writer's captivity. 

11 215 

, .-. 
opBorofo\Jv-rc;;. is best rend€red 

E.S ''giving right direction to the Logos of truth". In 

view of Col. 15 and Ephesians 113 , there can be little

doubt that the Logos :Jf truth is the Gospe·l, and the wl ole 

phre.se means "applyin3 the Gospel boldly to situations." 

TLe verb~peo(o~w is found in the LXX of ~reverbs 36 , 

where ~f$o(oJ ~ renders '1~: ~, -i-§ ~,means, ·nto make smooth 



by clearing away obstacles11
, · The u.se of Logos here end 

in 29 r"i~s th.e mea_ning of the absolute use of it in the 

i:r.junction ( 42 ) K~~" ~ov' "t~" 1-..0lov ( C:Q· 1 Thes. 1 6 , Gal. 

66 End Col. 43 ) 

In Titus 25 allusion is made to the defenc~. of "the 

Logos of God" from blasrhemy. This can scarcely ,be the 

·injunctions regarding womanly behaviour. It is at least 

the Gospel which is in dcnger of being blasphemed. 
3 I 

hbr~ the phrc.se ans1·Jars to that of 1 Tim 6 t\~)-01 

\<'-'p{oJ if~J X~~ 6"-t(iu . ( cp. 11 1l3 . ) 

l er-

o~ ·1"60 

In 11 Tim. 217 mention is made of the Logos of "1ro-

fEne babblin~s", that is ~he t~l~~ disseminated by thE 

lilre of Eyrnenaeus An:i J:::h:llAtus. 
. IIAYAO~ 8oiiAor 6<0ii, <hro<TTOAOr a€ r•l!j<TOV Xp•uroii1 

I 

Titus 1-3 KUTa TriUT"LII ii<AEKT"<ZII 6<oii ""' ETriyvrou&ll aA!j6.iar rijr 
l ~~ear' £.Juffjttav Etr' EA.trla, (Calijs- alwvlov, ~v l'"lyyHAaro 2 

0 d,YEv8~s 8Ebs 1rpb xp0voov al(J)VlCilV fcj>avfpCJJUEV af Ka'- 3 

poir l8io•r, r6v Atlyov a.lroii lv "'IPVy/lUT& 2. lmur<v6'1v 
iyw Kar' ETr&rayl)v rou uror~por ~~II IJ.ov, trlr'l' Y"''<Ti'l' 4 

Bernard lfeTJ.ev'e:t tmit ~ 1~"~-~ ~iii~, · 1 s aefini t i ve, and 

es such, rules out the JOSsiblit~ that the Logos here 

nentioned in the InoarnEte Logos. But at least one 

Con.menta:tor has noted that "here the ·,·.:riter tremb.les em 

·i;hG. vcrce of the Loses doctrine of John", and that "it 

1:roul.d not bo inappropriate to trl:lnslate it "the lncarr.ete 

Loeos'"· (Horton) Of course, what really matters is, as 

\'Je bove pointed out before, not so much VJhf3.t the .vriters 

. of the 1\!'ew Testex1ent actually meant by thoi~ 'i.'JO!"r'l.s, but 

ratler the sense in which those words would come to be 



understood as usee .in the worship of the Church. The 

. ' _Logos is, clearly, the subject ofK'f\~hJ'ffA"; and it is 

tuat which would govern the sense in which the term would 

oe understood. If the cese could be proved that tho 

Logos of the "Faithful Soyines" is persona~, then the 

argument that the Logos of Titus 13 refers to the Incan.ate 

Lcr,os is very strong. 

In this connectio~ it is worth n~ting that E~ Ualder 

in his article in the cnurnaU of Theological Studies on 

"Tho l.ogos of the J>astorel ;_.pistles", (Vol. XXlV, No. Q5)... 

refe;s to Titus 12- 3 ,\w~tct~~v(ov .... T~IJ ~'0"' ~Jro;,; ~~ K1)·elJ'rf111'1 
~ \.. .I I I 
0 tll\6"1"~~\1 E:y~ , which he rendered "Eternal Life ••.•••••• 

3VQn his Logos, by the proclamation with which I was 

entrusted." He claimed that here Logos "seems to require 

a perEonal sense •••••••.• It is parallel to 'eternal life,'. 

j~st cs the Logos of the Gospel corresponds to the ~terral 

Life cf the :Epistle of. St. John". ( p. 311) 

\'~"c.lC!-er' s argument begins with en attempt to show that 

taere ere st~onR traces of Johannine ideas in these Pastoral 

3pistles. He notes the use of dni)I)'VJG"KC:-IV ("to 1rno·1r:, 

the truth"), and that the sequenceCfd-v~e~'-"' •. b&tqJvc-t(j. .... Cf~/,)~, 
~seE with reference to the Incarnation "have a most marled 

"' I Jobe.nnine colourin~." · (p. 310) He notes that ~vl:f.'{'(f:-~LOII 

·(11. Tim 19-10), while a perfectly eood Pauline uord, 

.cErries with it in the ~nstoral Epistles a Johannine 



connotation. 
,.. ' \ ')f I I 'j . 

O~l ·~"'P lOV ~OI!)IC01fO\I alVf:'(l<.i\""1"""'· ~IV~I ••••••• , 

J~tr:XlJ:"'"=vov ~~ lllel1'~·1~v ildtJ.6X'\'v (Tit. 1?-9) 
rr, 6"-ro v l~) ov. 

In· connection with tl:.is passage we have to be prepEred 

to recko~ with obscurity resulting from subsequent ecclesi-

asticaa.· ·controversy. Those ~vho, like Archbishop Bernard, 

. .a.l ' I' . . iistiD;guish ~etween the force oft7f~~-"11:-CJO~ and E:n11SI<U1TOS 

point to this passage as enun·ci.ating the episcopal dU::by of 

g1arding the deposit of Faith. On the other hand, thoEe 

wlJ.o lil<e Horton, conybeare and Howson, identify these t,~·o, 

w·:Jula say that the Logos here is the "proclamation of the 

truth which Paul had taught". \'!alter Lock (l.C.C.) thought 

that flthe phrase sug~e~ts a stereotyped outline of doctrine 
O'fttl 

either"or written, such as is quoted in 1 Cor. 153ffn. 

~offett proposed the radtcal solution of regarding verses 

7-9 as.a gloss "added, rather awkw~rdly, to the original 

text". Interesting, then, are Walder's comments ·on the 

pE ssage. 

' I Hhere r:x.v·rf:XO ;.tJ- \ occurs else'qhere in the New Testament, 

it.is used with a personal object (Ma~t. 624, Lk. l613 1 

Th'ess. 514). Therefore he proposes to regard the Logos 

of the present p~ssage as ~ersonal and to render thus:

"cleo:ving to the Logos who is faithful according to ·the 

teacl_ing, in order that he may be empowered both to exhcrt 

1:1 doctrine which is sounef, and to convic:t gainsayers.", 



i7• The passage thus appe·u-s parallel to ·11 Tim. 4 • 

' -. 

"Eut the Lord stood by me and empowered me in order thBt 

the Gospel_published through me might be fully believed," 

Halder also _believed that h_is case would be strenth-

aned by attaching a personal significance to the ''catch 

' ,. ~ I phrE se" of the F~storal Epistles tTl 6'Co~· o "oro s dith 
· ' r I 13 - this he copiparedfiiQt'c~ o 'f:Eo.> ( 1 Cor. 19 , lD 11 Cor. 

18 ' ,. 1 " r ""' 24 ' 1 ) ;ff\~ a K_D(I\W\1 u jrJS ( 1 Thess. 5 ) ; and 1HG'lo' ocf. 
, 'f'< J 3 &6't'\\l o l \J'flt os (11 Thess. 3 ) , where the use is clearly 

personal. In 1 Tim. 115 we read 

Horton, ,,"lhile notine t-hat the expression. "Jesus CEme 

into the world" is Jo~annine, thought that the Logos refers 

to t~ings commonly said &mong Christians. Turner regsrded 

it as a marginal note by a later copyist. But most com-

mentetors follow Bernard and H. B. SWeto (J. T. s. XVlll • 

. 6t.) in regarding the phr£se as. a pre_amble to a subsequent 

S83ing, possibly from a collection of Testimonia, the link 

beiL€ supplied by3~ But VJalder points out that to give 

m :ilrpersona.l sense to the logos entails a break in·the 

line of argunent; wher~us this h: avoided if the Ls>gos is 

personal " •••.••.•••• f~ith and love whd.~h is in Christ 



I 
·. 

Jesus. Faithful is the Logos and worthy of all acceptation 

because Christ Jesus of.lme into the vrorld to .save sinne:rs". 

0 ' t 
"The only impersonal interpretation o:f1H6'W' ,; M>'oS' thet has 

eyer been advanced is that it introduces a liturgical refrain. 

That it plainly doe~ not do in all the passages. Surely n16T~' 
f> \ -~ o ~y~S is itself.the refrain, parallel to the pre-

,,~ :' . \ 1 I . J I I . 
cisely similar Cllstos- a> ctpv!ov (P_poc. 512), for ·zc} oepvrov 

of' the Apocalypse is the equivalent ofo "-~rc.H'. in the Gospel" 

( 1?. ~13) . He also appeels to the use of the expression 

"cmue into the vmrld" ·in the Johannine Gospel, where it 

''is used exclusively by John of the Logos. ( Jn~ 19, 1246 

1628 , 1837 .)" 

. 1 He considers nAYt !3 • , . , 
'1-£1'. \ UCo)8rjUfTOl aE· lJ&a Tijr T£KPOYOVLOr1 EOV f'£111000'11' El' 15 

w{UTEL ~c:ai Oycinn ~c:a& Oyaau~Jcfi p.fTR rT(A)c/Jpou{nr'lr. 'lf'tcrrOr [ 
0 ;\ayor. Ei' Tlr f'II'IO'KOrrijr opiyrrm, KaAOii lp-

. e . aa. • ' ' ' ' " • 'yOU E11'1 Uf'EI. I £1 OUI' TOll 0'/1'10'1<011'01' OV£fr&I\IJJ.I7TTOI' EIVOI 1 2 . 

Ee accepts the reading'tl\6--rO'£ as. against~\ 6X;;t;·n,_vos 

in the Be zan MS, the Old Latin, Ambrosiaster and 'th~v€stern 
cocices knm:m to Jerome. He also accepts Chrysostom's 

;ourctuat ion, by which-a-~G·~.c o AJ y OS' is attached to the 

previous verse. IIe renders the passage thus:- "She slall 

be scved through child bearing, if they abide in faith ~nd 

love. and sanctificat i:m 'liVi th sobriety, for' 'the Logos is 

faithful' and will re 11ard the faith and love which is in. 

Christ Jesus". He notes 
I ) 

that,tNC,II/ (;1/ is "distinctly 

Johar.nine". 

In 1 Tim. 49 we moet again Tl\6-r:o's 6 M)or in compa.Dy 



• ' I ) . "" )It!. 
w1th1~tA1 0'~011~ tlflO~o;<1 s ot'ylos, and VJalder interprets the pas.:.· 

Sf ~o by sa:Ving that the E-nd.''('t (:~(11. ~WttS' ~s assured beca1;se. 

the Logos is fai thf12l. Be has aLready noted ( p. ; 312) that 
. . . ' \.. S . .,.. ''e 

outside the Ne-1.'11' TestarJ.~nt'f\dGt'\.(' oll\o o'K"\S' .0( ~l.OS' carries a 

perscnal significance. Thus, Philo ( "Praem. et Foe~; ·11 

140, 2) , "All things are open to accusation· ( ~'fid( f1 0~ ) ; he .. · 

.llone is worthy of acceptation (a~ 1floSo ~~~ i\1of ) ". Bernard 
.... 

(''~estoral E~istles", p. 32) notes that an inscription was 
/ ~ 

fount at Ephesus, "T).tus Aelius Friscus •••.•.•.. 1fi'L6qs- 11f1l" 
l>tr.!} olfi\) So~~.S J ~(ov .... .;. _,;~~· 

There are two points to-be noted in connection with the 

ex1ression 1116'~r 6 ~Y".f as it occurs in 11 Tim. 
8-14 

2 
f'l 

First that "71 is missing; and, secondly, that it is followed 
' \ . 

by(-1 )~{1 
•••••••• Swete (J. T. S. XVlll, 69) maintained that 

the Lo~os is a saying i~troduced by thi~~ phrase in spite 

" ' of the omission of or1 , c.nd he accounted for the y~-p by 

attributing it the ori~inal source of the quotation. tolder 

establishes the personal nature of the Logos by pointirg out 

tl:.at the phrase "he ab iaes faithful ((;'\H~~os rn·6r.>~ y:fv G: 1 ) 

fol' he cannot deny himself" (verse 10), harks back to "faith-

ful is the Logos". 

In T1. t,.:,s 34-8, the h d r·· ld "" p rase once more occurs, an · ~>a er 

says, "Not only does the context require the personal logos 

JTho is faithful and \i\i'ill not belie the hope of those who 

~ave put their faith in God; but the Laver of regeneration 



=1'-. .. . 

,...... I 

( ~Ovi{JOJ no<t\11i ~E;-ve 6 ~~~ and . the rene~ving of the Ho~y Ghost 
1 ' I I I I 

( «V~ KrJI V EG'=wS' · lvt-vp'UJ> r{~~t0\1 are obviously the v~iter's 

i:'l.tel'J,.retation of·John's 'born of water and of the Spirit'"· 

f:.uch, in outline, is ~"!alder's interesting a;proach to 

tha "fEithful sayings". Lock, in his volu¢e of ~he Inter-

nationf.l .Critical Commentary, notes the article in question, 

but dismisses its findings airily. But the we·akness of his 

crtticism appears to be that he did not seriously consider 

"Jalder' s idea that 1\16US -~ ~'f~-" is itself a "liturgical 

refrej.n". To this there will follow tvm corollar:Les; 

firstly, that in the repeated introduction of a catch • 

pu.raee the appositeness must sometimes b.e somewhat strai!1ed 

md the phrase itself appear s. little arvk\'l!ard; secondl-y, 

the:t 1.:ve mu~t not fo!.'get wtet is meant by 6. "litursic!=il 

phre:se". It means that the phrase was being used in a 

liturgical setting, in vhich it would acquire deeper and newer 

shades of meaning. 

of i 4° prpbably refers to doctrinal state-

_nent$' \v-hich Timothy had bGen authorized to make, and in 11, 
15 . 

4 lliLY denete the apostolic preaehing, or, conceivably, it 

miSht £llude to the arguments put fo~~ard in the trial at home. 



In 

"talk" 

of the 

, 
the second Epistle of Peter the pluralAa~ol is used of 

( 2
3

) and the Logos is used with the adjective l'\fO~~'f\~~ 
Old Testament (119). 

The following passage is, however, full of interest:-

x~r ICTLCT<Wf.\ Aavllavu yelp avrovs TOUTO (}{}\oi/Tar UTI 5 

oVpavol ~uav EKrraA.at Kal yij f~ i18aror ~ea& lJL' vaaTOS' 
; UUV£OTWua, Tcf roll 8£oV AOylfl, a,· cJv 0 rlrr£ KJup.o~ 6 

V8ar& KaTaKAvu8t:ir UrrWA£TO" ol liE' vilv oVpavo& ~ea& ~ 7 

yij Trf avr<jj f..oyce T<0q<Tavp1CTJI-fVOI fl<Tlv 7Tilpl T'/pou
p.EIIO& Elr ~fLEp:tv Kpiufwr ~eal drrwAElar rWv dCTe{3Wv civ-
6pomwv. ' "Ev a£ TOVTO p.q f..av6avETW vp.iif, 8 

~--: ... . . . . . . .. ' 

5-7 
( 3 ) 

Here we have a ieliberate effort to connect tho con-

cept of creation by the :Logos of God with the early verses 

of Genesis. In the Epistle we have allusions to speciffu 
' sets of creation, and a statement that these were done by 

the Logos of God. But in Genesis we have only the mention 

of these specific acts~ with no mention of the Logos; where

as in the Johannine Prologue there is no reference to the 

sevE.rc.J. creative acts, but only to the Logos who made all 

thir.BS• 

This consideration should be given attention, since 

it suggests the possibilitu that this Epistle is later than 

the Fourth Gospel. But, even if this thought is not to 

be entertained,. the ·passage does show that there was Dn 

attempt on the part of sone early Christian thinkers to 

bring into the ambit of their speculation the rel~tion be

tween creation and the work of the Logos, a thought wlich, 



. 
as v1e learn in verse seven, was pursued to. the extent of 

identifying the work of creation and distruotion with the 

Logos. 

He pa~;~s on now to review the use of the Logos-term 

in the Fourth Gospel itself. The varying use~es can.be 

grouped under several categories. 

1. 

a. 

b. 

c. 

d. 

There is, first, the normal use of the term to denote· 
38 . 1,2 

a quo tat ion from the. Old Testament, 12 (Isaiah 53 ) ; 

25 ( ) ) 15 I salrr. 35 or 6a 

a prover bi.al saying 437 • 

a statem~nt by someone, 439 (by the woman of Samaria); 

the Old Testament Scriptures, 538 (mn view of the con-

text, there can be no doubt that.Hoskyn$1 was right in 

seeing here a reference to the Old Testament.) 
I 

The Plural is used of our Lord's statements ( .r7±0, 1019 

1423 ) end of the statements of the Jews (1913) 

198 (by the Jews); 2123 ("that disciple should not die!'). 

2. In two instances the term denotes the apostolic 
2

0 Koup.ov, llw. roliro l''uii vl'a~ o. Koup.or. l'"'lf1-0V<V<T£ roli :zo 

15 1\J'Yov o~ EyM fl?Tov V#ltv OV~e fCTTn' 8oiiAor p.fi(6>v ToU 

ICVplov aVToV· El Epf £8iCJl~av, Kal Vp.Cis au.l~ovU&V"l fl. rtJv 

mes-
I 

sage --r 
AOyOV p.ov lnip'luav, Kal rov Vf&ET<pov Tflp~uovutv. tlAAa "' . . . . - . 

"Sinc·e the v.rords of Jesus and his sacrifice are of universal 

validity through the preachinB of the disci;?les, the Lord 

extends his prayer to embrace tbe whole body of the faith-

ful" (Hoskynfs "The Fourth Gospel", p. 599). 



3. The term is often used to denot.e a specific saying ·of 

our Lord. 222 (the Lord's words in verse 19); 4 41 (his ~as

sage to the 3~eritans); 450 {the statement to the nobleman 

that his son should live. Here again we meet the thought 
1-10 already noted in connection with Synoptists, (cp. Lk. 7 , 

5-13) Mt. 8 of the givine and withholding of the Logos as 

vital to recovery. One commentator gives the opinion that 
I 

here the Evangelist is exalting faith "fondee sur la parole 

non sur des miracles"); 6
60 

(the saying about the Bread of 
36 24 Life); 7 (defined in the second part of the verse); 14 

. \ . 
(where it may correspond to thew'{<~l of verse 24a, or, 

more likely to the e}vl)>l\r:i..{ of verse 21); 1520 (defined by the 

second half of the verse. So Hoskyn's; but Bernard (11 

492) finds the definition in 1316 ); 189 . (defined by the 
32 

second half of t~.e verse.) ; 15 ( tte Lord's statement ~s 

to the manner of his death, 12
32

-
33

) 

In 176 
&, 

14 ("To~ ~~'(0" G<>.J ) the Logos is the revel-

ation of the will of the Father given thro1.gh bis Son • 

. "Jesus himself speaks of the readers of a certain Psalm 

as those to whorr the ~lord of God came, and of tis own 

message ( rat.1.er then himself) as the word of the Father 

which he ·had conmunicated to his disciples". ( J. R. Ha~ris, 

Exposi t·or 
1
8th s·eries No. 68 p. 149) Hendel Harris inferred 

from this that the Logos of the Fourth Gospel connotes no 

more than the message of qhrist. Commenting egain on th• 

·. ~ 



\ 

1'/. > : 
passage, he finds the sense· of A~~s 

r I 

here fi:xed by p~_r~-ro~. 

of verse 8 (Article in Bulletin of John Hylan.ds library, 

January 1922). But, surely, the remarkable thing is that 
PI 

~\}'dflf.. is abandoned in verse 14 in favour of ,\d0os> • So, 

too, in hls "Origins of the Prologue of the Fou!'th Gospel" 

(p. 20) he appeals to the works of Justin Ha~tyr, claim

ing that the word Logos is us.ed "not for Christ, but for 

the scripture". But the reading of Justin I\artwr shows 

that in many contexts he uses. frequently Logos to denote 

the Person of Christ. For this is the whole point of 
'. 

his celebrated argument for "Christians before Christ". 

He is the L'ogos of vJhom· the entire htman race partakes 

( Apol. 1· 46, 2) ; and it is because they have, although . 
I· .. I 

reckonned ath~ints, lived with the. Logos (y-t"fc( Aoyov 

' that Socrates, Eeraclitus, Abraham,. Elijah, End the rest 

are to be called Christians. He says specifically that 

"Christ is the Incarnation of the Logos in tts entirety~ . 

The pur.pose of the prophecies of the scriptures .is to 

prove that ''Jesus is Qhrist, the 3on of God, his messenger 

being from forr:.er eees, the Logos". (Apol. 1, 63, 96) 

This point has been noted otsome length, since, if 

Harris's criticism is accepted, it will militate aeainst 

the claim-that within the New ~estament itself we have 

to be prepared to find reflect ions of that process (and 
> 

progres~) "~Jvhereby the Christlan \Jorshippers rrovec'l. ·from the 

thought of the Logos as given by Christ to that of the 



Logos who is Christ. 

In 12
48 

we read that he who rejects Christ and his 

~~fQ(1d\ "hath one that judgeth him~ the Logos" which 

Christ Jesus spoke "shall judge him in the last day". 

•·"': 

. / ·, 

f' I 

Again the Logos replacesfl\,}'d'ltJ. • ··This is no place to try 

to discuss the sayings of Christ about his judr.ment upon 

men. It is sufficient to say that he recognized that 

his presence involved judgment. Here he speals of his 

Logos as exercising that critical office upon nen. 

In 153 the lli.ork of Christ in "cleansinl'.!(l is attribu-._., 

ted to the Logos spoken by him, and his work of sanotif-. 

ication is said to be in the truth, which is declared to 

7 ' ' be God' s Logos ( 17 ·) The disciples are clean S Ia! -rov 

~6)ov. Had the genitive been·used, then the implication 

would be that the Logos was the instrument of cleansi.n;:g. 

The force of tbs accusative is •to express the ·Dation that 

the Logos abiding in the disciples is the reason for their 

purity; this point is emphasised in the e~osition which 

follows. Th:us we have an attribution to the Logos spoken 

by Christ of ·that cleansing function proper .. t'b himself, 

and expressed in the washing of the disciples' feet .. 

1? r \!. ,. ' 1A. ~ 1 ' ,-In the case of 17 - u IV'}'('M' o cror e1 'ltA.~·to< (:6 !IV-

we have an echo of Psalm 11942 , where the ·,IIford of God is 

his TorCLh. But in 117 we are told that ·the Tcroh was 

given by Hoses; but that "grace and truth cane by Jesus 



._,. 

-11"" 
Christ". We shall have something more to say later on 

about the relationship which would develop in·the minds· 

of his followers between Jesus Christ and the Law. For 

the present we ne~d only notice that the Fourth Evarigelist 

said that "truth came by Jesus Christ", and thet he records 
.. 

that the Lord Jesu13 declared that God's Logos "is truth", 

and, of course, that.he is himself "the truth". 

To keep Christ's or GOd's, Logos is a characteristic 

phrase of the Fourth Evangelist (851 •52 •55 , 1423 • 24 '1520 , 

etc.,). -cdv\Jlo~ '{11 pftv is not the equivalent of "to keep 

the commandments" of Christ; in 1 John 23- 5 we have, "In 

this we know that we know 
\ ~ \ ) ,.. .,...... 

ja{ S ~"Co ~oL.( ttl V(;O .J ...-..., e ~ Jk" 

. )' 
him (Jesus ~hrist the righteou,s )~v 

"' b' ,, "'· J 
••••••••• "' d 'v .,, .o, 0/~'UJI) . l I 

clv ~6'(il\/ , truly the love of God hath been made perfect in 

him". ( cp. also 1510 in the Gospel) • It is vi th this 

in mind that we notdloe the Lord's claim that if."a man keep 

his Logos he shall never ~ee death" (s51 cp. s52 ) •. Just 

exactly what he meant by "keeping his Logos" is not easy 

to see; but it is not to be .restricted to "keeJ_ing his 

commandments." Nor is it apparent as to what he meant 

by saying yhat he himself "keeps God's word" ·(verse 55) 

But Westcott is surely close to the mark when le comment·s. 

"The relation of the Son to the Father is attested by the 

same active devotion as the relation of the believer to 

Christ" •. ("The Gospel According to St. John_p. 139) 

. . ", ~----



In other vmrds,' this dual relationship of Christ tc:> the 

Father, and of the rmrld. to Christ, finds expression in 
' 

terms of relationship to God's Logos and Christ's Locos. 

Bengel suggested ndoctr1nan as a rendering of A6"(o r in 

verses 51 and 52; but such a translation will not do in 

55. n .. e can, it seems, come no nearer than rendering by 

the loose term "revelation1
', in the one case, lmm:m to 

Christ in virtue of his relationship to the Godhead, and 

l . ~ 

_/ 

made known, in the other instance, to men in virtue of the 

presence of Christ among them, and of the teaching ,-.rhich he 

gave then. 

Thus we come very close to .the Prologue, with its statement 

that "the Logos was v.rith God and was God", but that "he came 

to his own and dewlt among us." 

\'l e have already noted the presence in the Gospel of the idea 

of Christ's Logos exercising the office of judge, and of Christ's 

0\1n recognition of his critical function (cp. g39). 

rle have just noticed the saying_ in which he declared that 

the man "shall not soe death" who keeps OJ1rist' s Logos. It 

is interesting to notice that in 522 the Lord Jesus acknow

ledges his ovm office of judging, and then goes on to co

ordinate the avoidance of both judgement and death, since both 

are dependant upon "hearing his Logos, tmd ·believing him that 

sent -him." ( 524 ) The d6ine; of '·1fhis·; ·moreqver, · is to 

"have eternal life". The statement, moreover, follorrs 
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. ~ . _.·. 

~' I t I' ' -~-q·~ 
. ~ ·1. ·~. 

. ~·. 
. . ".t,·· .-· ,~ • 

·' 

closely upon a d.fSCOllrse in. which the Lord has been' e~pow1-
•• '1" ... 

; 

ing the. thuught o'f. ~~mse~f. _(>.·~ t~.e ~iy~r of life. And,' 
. . . '· 

once more, we come· wfthin a 'stone' 8 throw of 'the Prolog11e 

with- its. clElim that in -the L()gos was 'lf:fe. ·. 

In e3
lff. we encount'er a most in~eresting 

1'6~. ..EA•y•~ o~v o 'l'luoiir .,.par rovr TT<m- 3'' 

"&r~v~eOra" aVTtfi •lovBalour 'Eftv UpEt~ fLElii1JT£ Ev Tt{i AO- 1 

Y'l' rlj> lp<f, aA'186ir pa8'1ral pou run, · .ml y~wu<u8• 32 

njv JA~8<&av1 Kal ~ aA~8<4ll OA<v8<pwu<l up.Rr. 1 , a"TI'EICpi- 33: 
. . "-""" -'--'- ~\.._-'-B .. I 

pe_ssage. 

In the earlier part of this passaee two points are 

noteworthy:-

1. the similarity of the thought of abiding in Chriat'·s 
. . lff 

Logos, and of abiding in Christ himself (15 the· Vine 

' ' an~ the Branches discourse, especially verse 7 &cl..v F'"~ 

, ' I 8 · 11A ~., (;r l and cp. also 1 John 2 t in which the 

thought is of.the Logos of God abiding in men· and 214 

speaking of the in-biding of that which has been heard 

1 I I " "'' " " " ' lllil otf-X1-tS and the consequent abiding 611 'l"w o rw ftl.d~ ~v 
, I 

-w: ,~e'. 

2. the phrase 
9 \\ . 

in 11 John 2 ; whosoever goeth onward and !1 

. I , 

tea~hing of Christ ('<at} ;~ f'·\ltvv ·. ~v abideth not in the 
. ... ' I" . I" 

6l6q.'l(1 'fo" XpiiSt'oJ ) hath not Godu. Here we should ...Jtnt. 
I 

expect ~6'fO.S , but find, instead, bttrJ-.~,.( • It is true that 

. . h G 1 (· .. 7lc,l? d the word is also to be found ~n t e ospe . .an 
. 19 . I -
18 ) , but in view of the verb~t'V ~IV , we sho·uid have 

) 

·'. I)~ • . :_ • ~ , • ' • ~ ', ... :. 

'' 



... '.' ', . : .. ~ ... ~' .. •, . . . . ~ ..... 

expected ~Jyo.S" ~ to have been used in the Epistle. It is, 

of course, possible to attach too much importance to this 
. ' use of~l~d..'f-~ in one instance. But in view of the fact 

that Arc~bishop Bernard drew attention to the similarity 

of thought .in s31 of the Gospel and this verse of the Epistle, 

it is, perhaps, not out ot place to notice the change of 

terminology. 

The use of the Logos-term in verse 37 has an immed

iate reference to the impact of Jesus of Nazareth upon 

contemporary Jev~ry. But ib. the eyes of the readers of the 

Gospel it would have.a consequent application to the impact 

of Christ upon· the vrorld. In other words the term is 

used in one of those contexts in which it would become more 

and more difficult to distinguish precisely betv1een Christ 

Jesus and his message or teaching •. Thu.:s Hoskyn" s• comments 

on the use of the term a little later (in a43), "The failure 

of the Jews to perceive the meaning of Jesus' spoken word 

(SPE:lLCB) ca.n be explained only by their inability to hear 

the ~·uord of God v1hich is made manifest in the teaching (VJORD) 

of Jesus". (p. 393) 

we· noticed, above, Randel Harris! s reference to our 

Lord's speaki~g of the readers of a certain Psalm as those 
· qo'O 6 

to v1hom the Logos of" came." (Psalm 82 ) Actually, it 

is much more likely that our Lord's thought was rather 

of the coming of the revelation of God's will throueh his 
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word granted to t.he great prophets of Israel. 

:'' 

But it 

is als~ quite obvious that·the·Lord Jesus meant to bring 

intp olose rele.tion. the tho.u~t of_ tbe coming_ of the Logos 

or. ~-Gc)ci. ana his own being "sanctified ·and sent into the 

WC?.rld". (verse 36) Ui th ··such id.eas :stored up in his own 
1 •·• '. , 

mind, it would b.e strange 

in writing his Prologue. 

if be did. not draw upon them 

Once more Hoskyn'ts ·is well 

worth quoting. "The Evangelist has so phrased the 

contrast that the readers of the Gospel recognize the 

distinction between "those unto whom the word.of God 

came" and the Son. O·f God sanctified and sent into the 

· world, a delicate reference to the Prol.ogue" •· ('p. 4156) 

And Augustine himself maintained .that a contrast is 

implied~between "those to whom the word ot.God is ad,. 

dressed" (by whom he understands th.e prophets c;>f old),. 

and the same word of God, Ohri~t the Logos. · 

ll The _present writer has _a,. page from a note book· in 

which-; a. good nurn.ber of years ago, h,e wrote side by side 
. 44-50 

John, i 5- 18 and 12 and commented on the similarity 

of "architecture''·:-

-A· tne ~tbught· ot Light, in relation· to which men stand 

B. tb,e concept of the Logos among men. 

·the ment.ion of ~he' Ji'atber ·J1 

. ~ .. 

\'le turn to the opening words of the First :ill~stle of John:-

· .. f: ~ 
\, 

I,;..- ' 



0 HN All' APXI-U:, o tlKI]I<OUfLfV, ~ lwp/uca!L•" TOLS , 

orjJOa>.fLOir 9!-'wv, 0 iO.auap•IJa Kat al x•ip<r ~fLWII ro/1]- . 
'AUrjJIJuav, rr•pl Tau 'Aoyou T?s (wijr,-· Kal rj (w~ lrjJav•- 2 

prJOI], ~:ai iwpDKilfLfll Kal f'UPTIIP"VfLfll Kal arrayy<A.>.o!L•" 
Vp._"iv T?v (w~v T1}v alll)vtov ~rtr r1v 1rpOr r(w 1raTipa ~eal 

r.f¢av£p008'] ~1-''i~,- I~ Ewp!ucup.Ev ~eal ciK'JK.Oap.£11 ci7Tay- 3 
• • • • • u • 

Iviost commentators are content to class the Logos 

here and in Revelation 19, as personal; but by no means 

all; and Tobac discussing the possibility of a distinction 

betv1een "La Vie, dest le Christ 91 and 1ia Parole de la Vie". 

(op. cit. p. 233) (f ... E. Brooke (l.C.C.) thought that the 

use was not personal,· and 1.".
1estcott, in trenslating the phrase 

o ~ci)or ·d-i.J fw 1'.r as the 91message or r~velation of life1
,' 

appears 'to be un·willing to allot.! the.t this is a }?ersonal use 

of the term. But most commentators (e. g. Huther, Heiss, 

et:c.,) rege:.rd the reference as being to the Logos who is 

Christ. Law, in his exposition of the First Johannine Epistle 

("Tests of Life", pp. 44ff cp. p. 3'70), decided tha.t the Logos 

in 1,1 has the same meaning as in the Prologue to the .Gospel. 

So, also Haupt; "It is c'ertainly inadmi;ssable to translate 

the words as meaning the annunciation or message concerning 

life; for St. John's aim is not to speak ABOUT the preaching 

of the Apostles, but to announce that preaching itself". 

("The First Epistle of John11 p. 3) 

Looking at this conflict of opinion in reviev1, the 

case for the impersonal use in 1l depends on 



- • ;"~ : ,<_. • 
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two main argUIL'·~nts: 1) the use fou~ times of the neuter 
(:' 
0 11) th,e:, fact that the ·term is not used absolutely. 

But against these can be set the fact that all the ver~s .. 

in the_ early verses of the $pistle suggest a reference to. 

the historical life of Christ. Attention, too, can be 
13 

drawn to the fact that in the Reve:J,..ation (19 .) the use 

is not absolute. Plummer's point is worth noting, that 
I 

7lE-f~ is normallly used of testimony concerning a- person 

. (Cambridge Greek Testament.) He. also puts forward the 

idea that the genitive-,~ ('~fl is descriptive, and _that 
I tr I 

Ao)tlS and ~w1 may be considered as be1n,3 in epposit·ion • 

.Since there is a good case for seeing in )tp{, as ~sed 

in verse 2, a personal name, we have; thus, E strong 

suggestion that the Logos is also such a personal name. 
I 

But against all this must be reckonned the f£ct·that ~p1 .. 
has the genitive and not the simple accusative. 

The following seems to the present writer a fair 

oonclus:i,on. 

A. If we accept, the usual position thatth.e Epistle'· ·.l 

is uthe earl,.iest oollllllentary" on the Fourth Gospel (F.\; •. 

Howard, "Christiflllity Acoording.to. St. d'ohn" p. 20), tllen 

it is natural to suppose that the Logos of ·th.e Epi~tle 

is that of the Prologue of· the Go.~el, and personal. 

B. If, on the other hand, vm agree with J.~~. Sanders, 

who, as we have already noted, claims that "the author 

of the Gospel knew the Epistles",_(op. cit. ~ •. 86) we 
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shall also agree· with him ia saying that. in th~ Firat 

Epistle bhe ·Loges "is only -~~ the way. to pereo~ifioation" · 

(~, ~l-, an~~··th~" Aciy~~ ~auld on~y b~ tr~nslated 't1ord" 

.(with th~ capital} by one Who already held. that the 
. . . ..· . . ) . ' 

Gospel. and ]lplstles: were,:by tbe .same.' autbor.'tt · .. 
• ._'.} ' . . . . ', . : ::.· . :. . . . . ' jf 

. · \le;· alioU.ld~ tnu1.1, thin_~ hf.:"the .Apooalyplsts' ~ogos 

o.f Godti and the Epietle- writer's Logos of ilfe" as._· 
. ,• 

-the _ r.inal. sta~~s :in: .tJ1~ _:d~~e~~~~ent _?f t~a New Te;st~ent 

6o~o~l)t _.of. th.e·I,.Q,so,s ,b.et9re !'t·· ~merges i.n the Johannine 
. ~-J. . '- . . .... • . 

Nor,-, shO:u;l:d.: Sy.rete':.s comment be forgotten:· 
' . . ··. ' : -· . ' 

"Th·e rela-tive \lSe of the term· would naturally precede 
. . . ~ . 

the ab solut au . ( Revela. t.iC?.Ii .Pl. 252) • . 
. 7 . 

. As used in 1 John 2, , the Logos may refer· to some · 
. . . . \\ . 

·of. _christ' ·a tea.chin;g ·already .known ( old oornmandment.tq 

as <iistinct from that which ls not· kllO,_~,- and is· ·sho~tly 
·· · · · to - . 

to be- 'divulged f~ew- commandrrmnt) ~ In 1 _-· · ~e rfif'ereno;e 

. iS m6$'t llkel'y t~-.p~l~~·,:~ teac~j,t?-g 'or· E!Ven to· his teach-
."' . ·-.. ·. . . . . . ·1e- __ ... ·. -··_ .. ~. · ... · . ._-... - . 

ing about . sin, while -~ .. :i,t is. clearly_ "Wo.rd. C?·f .~o~:thtt, 

9~1ng witpout. the: fll"t.i~le .and in. oo~pany· w'-tt' "fA~6~~t'} .. 
. . . : . ·,· I . . . / 

·a~ntr~sti~g- with·~~~ ·flit~~ JA'l~~~ .. -

. ·,· 
'I i • 
. : 

: ·'· .•· .. ";-,. 

·,. 

•• • 1.. 

' ' ·.·J. ·;.' ' ' .-: • ... ~ .' .• . :.-: .. ::.,;'. :•~·. •. ' 

· ... _·:/ 
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-~1) . '':: 

-~- .. 

_All tbat has been written so far on the su.bjeot of the 
. .:· 

• - d ~ • 

Logos i-n th.e. ~ew Testa,men~ has been· said with the fu~l con.-. 
- --

soiousness that it is_ ~ot enoug~ only toe;xamine th:e use of 

the_ term. But· it ls also apparent that certain limit$- have 

to be set to the' present enquiry~ 
. -~ . . . 

Dur~g tb.e consideration 

of the Pauline Epistles and the Acts of th-e Apoe~ies there 

_was a- strong temptation to examine itl'-deta.11 th~- relation

ship between :Pauline and Jobannine .th()mght-. ,, Again. the · 
Epistle to. the Hebrews ·invites the raac;ier to 'go mu<lh _farther 

and invastigate the affinities of thought and em:pr~ssihonn 

·witll the Johannine ·Prologue, and the. implications of the 

str~ss ·in both that Epistle and the Fourth ,GOs:rel upon the 

historical events of our-Lord'~ life.· 
. . .. 

The presen~- enquiry is oondtio:t.ed with -'the es~uniption 

th~t botn:· j.n. the ·E~.i-stl~·:~·to :t~::·H~·bre\vs alfd ·in ttie · J().hannine_ 
. . ' ' ' . . 
·.' • ' - • -•• ••.•• • • • :·· .' .. • ... • •• •. • • • _ ... • 1 • ' 

writ1ngs·we)~e.ve _e .. ~nuin~- ~nd ns~tiral development: of ~~e _-

. _ Pauline ·t-ea~h'~n-g·s:. ~- ·., (·~o~ ~-his ··ar:fi~it.y ·struck ·we~~-te~ ·i.ri~ 
• . : ·• j • ·, •• ' • ' •• ,: •· • 

the_ ''Begi11nings- of Ohri.s-tian'i ty-1 ~· .11 ,- :so st:rmigiy,; that> ·be 

-· ·~rgu;~ t~a1{·~-~hri-':w~8: e. -:.ifts~r;le-'of :::F~ul. ~ho :f~\rielly•: ~~~ur.ea 
• • •• • ' • '• -,- .J ' • • ·, ':· • :, ' : ~ ·~. ' I ' - :. • :::I... :. : :"-,t 

- -the asoend.en:c.y_.,:of. fits :master's teachihg ·wi th.tng t_he 'Ohurch.), 
' . ' . 

It .;l.a: a:); so app~rent that, even if S.t. J?aul. -do~s -not qs·~- the 
._.- • .•· •.• -.. .l '.·. ' ... • ,. • •• ,' . : •• . 

11e~rn,: el;t·· the- elements ;of· a Lo.gos~aciotrinEf _~re -Jiresen~, in · 
- . 

- hfs ·E-l)iBt;le·s-{W.R.- lnge, "Pe:rsoha_~ Ide~l·ism an~ Mysticlsmii_, · 

- ·p._ -~'1li -and- that t~~ Logos·O~is~~l-~.gy _1oo~s-'-~er~~r.- ~tor p~ _·, 
. - -

.Tbis is· obvtous even ·at a· 
-'.;;, 

_ cursory glance at th$ :E1Pos:tle .. ' s · e~po_e-tttons ·9r);~~~t 's 
. . . ,. ~ . . . 

.. · ... 
v· -,· .. -.. ·-·· :.· _;. 

-i 

··.t 
--



. . 

4 ;~;_:.·- ~-··' .·-~-.~-~~:.~. ~1~·-;·'· ',' .. ~~·. \-:· .. ·.:· •• ,.,.'. ·~""· .. :··~:~ i .. _,·.f, 

..... ·?b-
• .. ·.· 

J 4 . 
·three fold. relationsh~p J) to the Godhead, op. ll Oor. 4 i."' 

0 
· · 15. ., I · 

ol .• · 1 . , etc: •. , Liddon maintained. that the term eq<&AN 
i 

.·is he.re used as the equivalent o*~~os ·'{"Our Lora•·a'niv• 

inlty•J, p. 520.) 
; . ... 

2) tQ. the world, op. 'tf(Jt.m)-rcaK.OS 1£a!6'"lr 

. · · ~~-. • •••.•• 1Tpd 11J.nuv dv vl61' ~\.'~&v • 

Pllil. ~6 , ,E;h~'110 ,': Ool. a.2, eto, 

·I ' I 
t<1td'b .•. rr , &·trto ••••.•••••• cHs 

O.ol •. · 115ft, '··1 0 a6 · pr. . • 

·I%_) .. ·t . ' .. th ... .' h. . . 1' ,_._1· .'' ~ A19 . 1 0 .. · .. ·1·, 0, 46 t 
.... o e uman sou, ua_.,.~,.;.·. or~.· .. ; e·c. 

- • • •• - . l.. :._··.; •• t 

It. will be· noti'oed· .th~t twi{)e ·in tl'le .. above notes . reference 

is made .to· the great "Chi'i;~~o.togica1 .passage of the Epistle 

to the Co.;Lossians. ·No one c.an go re.r in a study of the 

Jobannine Prologu~ withp~t .enoountering.ref~rences to 
: . .. . . . : ' . ·. . -

thl s pa.l:ls_age. : .( e ;'B. l1.; Ph,~hian~Aa~s~. Th.e ,l?;ologue 

· of .the Gospel s~eins to be a veritable echo or· ·oolossiaris 

l~~-~B(}T1~: c. Q.,. :Review cCLxx:Vll. p~.i ·is)~ . Uithout going 
• > . • . . . !' .. 

~ .• ·.6. l 

very far 1~1;.0 . the matter .• 'B.'. few words maY.: 'be ~aid on. this 
topic. · 

: ' 
· JohP.. and P~ul-t·t.h;ts··without: pre:judlce to· any qu_es.tion 

of authorship) had_the same probl~m. 'ro .. the Qep;t ile. 

world:, in which the :(fb.rist.ian. Gospel was haviri~ ·an eve-r:..·: 
·. ' . . ,· ' . 

-. ' . . 

. widening diffUsion, the .title Oh.rist oarri,ed little: si.g~ 
I ' \. • ' • . • • • 

n:lfloan·oe, and, the· expansion o'r the Ohu:rch led, to a dem-
.. ·- ; . . . ' 

and that oe.tegol"ie$ be' sought to ex:p~eas inteil.igibly to 
-. . ·. . .. - .· . . . . ~"""'. . 

the- YJorld. the. Church's conv-iotin~ .abou,t tp.'e ')?er~.<>n. -~t'. 
. . , . .... . . , . . . . ·r.·· l·r . 

\.__,..v 

.. ·J_· .. 

' .. 
. ' ... · ·. ·., . '~~ ·:·:~?-~' ,)~\. 

' . ' - \ ~ 

: .:.~~·:·.:' ·/:t :,~ -~I. T. • ·;~~ 
'. . . . ~ 

.' :· ' .. . .:·-::I, 
' ·. ~ .,:.,· ...... : ~ ...... , .. :. < .-.. :, (: . · • • .;_ _: :·::.-;{:r~:~~~;i.:;:., . '·'. . .. 

' ... ~ . . . . ~ . . . ,' ... ' ' '. ·.. ~ ,. :· .. . : .... -.' ···~ ·.' 



that he did this because 'tlle-~erm was intell~gible to.thoae 

_whom he approaohed through: its ·contacts with current theol;.. 

ogioal'. or ·philoso.phioal e~pre_ssion, or thro\l6h :it's associ-
. .-

atlons-· with Alexandrian ~nd especially Philonio, religious 

writings. The idea which is. being put forward in the. p~eij;O 
r 

.sent dii;loussion is, of course, that John,.u,sed· the _te~ 

because ·.it· had become fa~i;L.~ar thro~'gb the _di.tftision of ~he 

:: type· ·ot. Ohrtsttan literat.~re which ha.a ·~u~vi~ed in the Ne~ · 
- . . . . . . . ' . . . . 

Testament,. and wa.s alread-y,.· through the use of stich 11 tar-. · 
. . . 

-at·ure· fn Christian worship, w'll on ·the way to becoming a 

· techni"Oal term in Christian cirole·a. ·In St. Paul's famous 

Christologioal passage (115ff), altb.ou~ we can see nhow 

prec 1 sely St. P~ul is .in·. aoaord with. St.. Jon~ tt ( ~rost ·• com-
• • . ' I /· • ~ o 

mente.i!r, p. -62), the· Logos ... term is mi~sing,_ and ~l\(~ was, 

foi ;this ocoasio~, St ~ , :Paul's oboio~--~ · Burney has; effec.t

ive.~y ~h-owtl· {J~T~·s. Xxni. P:.: .reorr). ·tha-t: in this· pa,a~·age 
.· •.•• - ._.= .·.>- ; , ... _ .. -:~ ~~· .. --:r:··· _:~·>·· ..... :-.-~- >·:· : ~· ·-:·_ ----~ · . . :~ , .·:_~- · .. ·_, .·~· ._.· .. 

we ~re offered ei. norma·t.: pi:90'6 ·of.' rabbini:oal.' e:xegesis ·on the 

·oj,e_nin~ !lora -~--f~·qe,n~~~a.·; :::.::I~:···tli~·-.~~:~s~ge,. :::~:o?:;· :.p~~i t~~~~-
. . • ' . '. . ·. ~ . ' ' ' .; ' . . . . : . . '- " ' . • 1: • ' , . '. ' . ' :' ' . ' r "." . . 

· rer.s .··:to .,Christ ·~~o;t,i'ons e.'sori:bea to So.p-bia.·. in ·t:he_ :Hebrew · 
' ;. - , , '. • ', l ~,-::,. -~ . • , _· . ·, , . . , . . . ' . ' . - , , ' .. • ' . , '", , ~ . . ! , .• • -. ,• •• I-, . , , . ; , , . • . 

. Wisdom ·Lit~ratur·e. · Tt,e mystery- lia·s often be~n ·diacu¢sed . · .. _; . ' '. . .. . . ', . ' . ·,_ . ' . 

.' : ' r ~ , '- ·-., ... • • \ • • . • ' •. _:• • • •. •_:: • .-;' " • ' • ', '- , • ' , ' • ·,' . , .• ' • ,· -~-

_as to why:;· wharf;} we shquld':expe~~- tto,~!nd it, feru); .~s~hews 
' . 

It c has _peen suggested that ~e-

. ~id .·_so· b·e~ause it was lifJple to be misunderstQod ,. on a.ooouD:t 

of its· U$e in _1n,ostic and klnd~ed. o~roles. ·-·To the question,. 

Why, ·then_;' does f?t. John use the term? it ha,s ·been· answs~ed. · 

.. 
'';'' ... 

~ ' . ' . ' . 

· ... ·, 
·: .. ·• ' ·'1.,: .... , 



~ . . ' '': ·. . ' 

that .perheps he. sensed no need for ·reserve in unilig it, and, 

even tbat he chose it deliberately so o.s to constitute an act 
. . ~ 

. . · · vst 
of aggression· aGainst 1.-rhat he considered to be the erroneousA ·of 

the term. 

Canon Knox, however·, finds the explanation in "the grad-ual 

diffusio~ of languag~ in the syn~gogue of Dispersionr', und 

suggest·s that by the time of Johli, as it had not been when. 

l?a.ul v1rote, "l?hilo' s term •••••••• has become· a coZliYilon place 

of the Synagocues". 

tiles p. 14412) • 

(St. Paul and the Church of the Gen-

But this sUggestion should be considered; that St. Paul 

did not use the term. because it had not, at the time that 

he ~v.rote, emerged fully as a Christological title, uhere~s 

VJhen st .. John vr.rote, that process ot: developncnt virtually 
"· . . . 

forced the ~se of the term upon hi.t1. J.u thou{jh the rio~ce 

of the follot.rine quotation has been lost, it is still vorth 

recording:- ·"The Logos .fudentificittibn -,;.ri th the person of 

Jesus Ob.rist must have ·been lmmvn before~ and the Dvong13list 

see:tJ?.s nov1 to be giving only a mor.e deliberate and definite 

expression to this identification." (?Bernard). 

Another point to \'!hich we said that vre shoulc1 have to 

return is that of Christ in relation to the Law, and of the 

possible eff.ect of early Christian thought on this subject 

upon the development of c. Loeos C~istology. 

lJe .have already seon thatm attractive as tho .theory 

is that the ooncopt o.f Christ as the Locos springs .from the 

7 . · .. . : '· ·:. · . 



.. ' 

·I 

Hebrew t7lsd-om ~iterature, there is ·a distance 'between the 

two whiob h&e to b_e bridged. This~ _v.re beve . alr.eady hi_nted, 

is aoooniplished in the diStinctive contribUtion Of that 

literature represented by the New Testanent. 

In ·the. New Test8lllent, Ohrist Jesus.is called. by St. 

Paul "the ~isdom of' God." . (1. Oar. 1:?4 ). • ·.Unless this 
v ' 

statement was quite haphazard and ·dhpremeditatea, then. . . .. . . 

there· must lie behind· it some· pt'oo-ess of thought. An,y. 

attempt t·o reconstruct .this. can only' be provisional ·and, 
~- -;~~ 

to some degree, suppositlo);W. But let us make the attempt. 

ln the Synoptic Gospels we e.re given the view of iesus 

of Ne.zEiteth as tb,e one who outbid the authority of Torah. 

(Mt. 51:3 ,. Lk. e27) . He would, theref~re, stend -bef~re 

those wbo accepted hi~,: displa:oem8,nt ('or ·fulf'lllmfmt) qf 
' ' , • I' ' •' < • , 

:th~ ol'd- -La~, .as .. the neVI Torah~' ·.'The. ldentifioati9~ of 
' .. - . . . . 

~th~.· old· Torah w:tth the .wiedo,m_: of God' (in· the Sapienti~l 
I' ' ,,-

~i terat,u:re) would~·n.at~~alir.·!-~e-~d: t:he foll,O\ver.s Of. Christ 

.. ·to: ~d~nt~ry· hiln; ·as t~e _'ert!~c>d.~ment of ·the New Torah, with 
. . . . . . ... .. . •• . . . • . -~ 1 .• 

: ,,:' I , ' ... 1 

·the· Wisdom. of God. 
'- ... 

. · ·We· ~av~ ~alread·y s;een :that~ R_eridel· Harris· prop61}nded: the 

. ·tde~ ·o:f'.·~ pr~to:r·:ra:lo~~f'in :wlJ.iCh :-Ohri'st is. spoRen of as the 

So phi~: ·a~ · GOd;~ · _; But,· in . ·pOi~~ · q(·: ~a.ct •. ·so far ·e s . the 

. J<:>heinp.ine. l?rologtle is ,-gonoerne:d · the Sophia-Christ ~ident:i.-
- ·.· .··. . -

· _· i.r~at:ron is· su1?e~f1uous.. ·cderhar.dus ~ os · in tbe Prlli~eton 
. . . ' . . . . :; 

... 
. . -. 

__ .,_.,: . \ .· . ·'--····· -: ~- ~-~---·,._.<-'·; ·.· ~;. ~~ l .· • ·.-_. 
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. ,._ 
I' 

'I 

Theological Review· n, ohallen~_ed the whole idea of such 

an identification e.nd.Sir :Edmtn Hos~yn•s oollm\ented 'that . . . . . . . . 

lf Harris' .s ·areriment nwere_ :f.ine.lly adequate .the· Gospel 

whould have.:opened wi.th the word~~ ~P'k,: ~v '1 :zo~~~ , } 
For the Christ ~ .·(Nevi) Torah asoooiation Oiened up, i~ the . 

. r, ·•· • . , 

literature of rabbinic Judaism, a. t!reJilendous. source of ~ust 

·auoh expr$$$.:tonei, ·predicat·es and desor:iptions ·aa 'we. find 

in the' Johahn~ne. bb~~8~~· This o.an b.e'.·f)een ·at a· g+e,noe 

by examining t'he· ·rna..terlal from .rabbln16 exegesis oolleo.ted 
. . I . . .. . ·' I . . . . '. 

in ·the St,ra,.ck:-Bilierbeok Kommentar ( zum lteuen Te~tament~ 

au.s 'l'alm~d und· i.rr"idr·esdh):- · 
. . 

Torah existed 2, 000 years before. the world. 

Torah lay. on G:od' s lap as he sat 

· )A~ ,oi~, ~s the _li:fEi ·.of t,he world, 

. ·~ li;fe :f.tdl. th~ world; 

As otl.iS. the 'lig1lt of the world:, 
. ..~ 

1 ieht f\dr the .\~o~ld. . .. --.. ~· . . . . . . 

on his 

sb are 

so are 

throne of glory. 

the war:d·s of Toreh 
' 
'' 

tte words of. :r.r~·rah 

• t ·• ' 

T-qrah. is <Yabt:~h' s· only begotten dauel;tt,er, wedded to hi;s 
. . . . .. 

· :t;>eopl_e Is~_a_el .•. - ·: 

By hi.s fi~st "(iorab.) God created .heavf)n· and e~r~h~ (11 .pp~· 353) 

In oonne~tion vii tb the .sup_posl tion thet ·chriet~ana 
.,, .. ·. . . ,.. . . . '· 

oatne ·to. think. of. Christ .as tbe Uisdom of GOd by,· regar'd.ins. 
. . . .. . .. 

)tim a~s. t~e n,ew T·o~ah, thar.e .is one· 'pos~ible \VE)~kness ~hioh 
. . ' . - . .,, - .. . . . 

ought to b~ nienti~ne4; this is the possibility that· .. the 
; . . ., ;.· 

. 't7.iad~m ~ Tore,b·.·id~nttfi()at~dn': is n~t authentic. . Indeed. 

,Bousset · dlsmtss.ed: -~~e, aq~i,~al~n~e- (in .Eoc+es-~ ous -~4~·3 ) .· 
• • '.~- ' ' • • ·' • . • : . • J. ~- ~·. _. • • .' .·' • ... .•. • • ' • • ' 

·~·· . .. ~ 
·, :.1: ... · .:-·. . •/ ·. 

\' ., •. :•l, ,._ .. _;.,,- ... ·.: 

. :. .. 
' ' 

. ! .·: 

. '•.' 
.r,..···;,.. 

·: .·· ... , . ,_. 



· >::· ~- ·.•·r.-r· ··~: ~·~~ .·.> 1 ."·_':".~~ ... ~~\t-~:-: 
.. ,. 

-·-.q_i .. 

as the wor-k of an Alexandr-ian glossator. 

~ .. 

But .even if this 

Torah-Wisdom-Christ hypothesi.·s ·is. e le-gitimate reoonstr~otion 

. ·«:,.· •. ,._ ... 

of tbe a·av~lo:pment. of dhriat_-fan thought ... f1S seems· to be. vo·uohed 
. . . . 

for by the fact in the _early- _:nTestimon.ia" of' apostolic 

times the Wisdom ·p&ssa.ges of ·the· n;ebrew Scriptures are 

appiied to O\lr Lord - the. point which still has .to. be 
~ . . . . 

· explained is the choice of Logos and the rejection of 
• • ' I . • 

·. . . . '. . I , '.· 

Sophia a~ a title of· Ohrist·in the Prologu~· ·to· tne Fou.rth 

GOa_pel •. · The o~ntention to· ~ihloh ·the wh9le of the p~es:ant 
~ . ' . 

ar~e1;1t_ lead$ ia ·that the ·use or" Logos we~ forced upon. the 

writer of the Johannine Prologue by. the develoPip,ent of the' 

terxq. in the taahnloal vocabulary of the Otrist'ian · Churdh, 

a process whiob has left its marks' upon tte N~w Testement 

itself~ 

.···, 

I·,-, : ~ .. 

. I . 
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' ...... . ; . . ,-· ~ ' . .. :, ·: .1'_, .. _-· •• 

OO~JCI,UDING RE£1ARKS. 

The whole attempt to ac·count for the Logos-term and con

ception in the 2rologrie to the Fourth Gospel has moved in 

circles. VJe have seen something of the enthusiasm of Pro-

feasor James Adam for seeking the origins of the eEpression 

and its significance in the .bye-ways of Greek philosophical 

and religious thinking. This was in 1905. 'ilriting in 1908 

Carl Clemen pleaded "the definite necessity for e broader 

basis of lnterpretation". But he found the lit~rature ofthe 

Old. Testament and later _Judaism inadequate for that purpose. 

At that time scholars were ransacking the writings of Philo 

of Alexandria for parallels to the Joharinine Prologue; but 

eveb at that date Clemen declared his dissatisfaction with that· 

·approach. But in 1915 the late A. 35. G&rvie could. still 

write: "The dependence of the Prologue on-Philo ;Ls so evi-

dent as not to need discussion". (Expositor, 8th serie-s No. 

56, p. 164). ReachinB its high-water mark in tte works of 

Reitzenstein and Leisy, therG have been the·varicus attempts 

(noted briefly in en exclJI"EUS) to discern the roots of the 

Johannine Prolo1ue in the Hermetic literature, the various 

m!stery religions, ~andabism, G~~, (so-called) and so 

forth. In all this the student cannot bGlp thinking of 

Plato's search for the definition of juiit'ioe, and he begins 

to wonder if the solution has not been lying at his feet all 

the time. And so tl:).ere has come, in these later years, th? 

••, .• ·•, I 



reneweq attempt to find the sources of the Johannine Logos

doctrine ond title in the sacred literature of Israel. The 

movement is in the ri~ht direction; for, as Canon Phythian

Adams puts it, "there is, in.fact, in the Fourth Gospel riot 

a trace of "Alexandrian" or ''Prot·ognostic" teachirg. It is 

Biblical through end through". (C. Q.. Review CClVOCVl.l Oct. -

Dec. 1944. p. 19) But the student is bound to be aware that 

despite the develo~ment of Old Testament and rabtinic studies 

during the last half century, he is invited to a source which 

ha·s been explored before and found deficient. 

But there is a hint of a further field of investigation. 

VJe continue to quote Dr, Fythian-Adams' a_rticle: the Fourth 

Gospel "reproduces in i-ts own language all the essential 

doctrines of Paul·." 

· This suggests that, if the ~eaching of the Fourth Gospel, 

no matter how distinctive, is an integral part of thet of the 

New Testament- and this is more ond more recognized -.tpen 

there is every reason to suspect that its characteristic 

terminology will be derived from that biblical scurce - re

membering that the Bible has ab\Tays been the Bible 91f the 
- \~ 

worshipping Church. 

The princi)le which is seen to govern even ~hat to us 

seem. perverse a11d outlandish attempts to account for the 

Logos of ·the Fourth Gospel is that the Author is using a 

term which he could introduce vlithout explanatior, as, mani-
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festly, significant to those to whom his work is addr!3ssed. 

Moreover, Ne have to reckon with the fact ttat by the 

time of Polycarp the'title of Logos of God clung to Christ 

and was accepted as normal. In fact, by the tine of·the 

Epistle to Diognetus (i.e. by 135 A. D.), a work had been· 

written employing neither the name Jesus, nor the t'itle Christ 

but using only the title Logos. 

We have, therefore, re 7 examined the use of the Logos 

term in the New Testament. It is not proposed to tabulate 

all· the uses found therein, but only to summarize some of 

the more relevant and inte~esting instances:-
. . . 

1. . Logos is still .used in the New Testament to de·note the 
"\. 

utterance of God: e.g. Mk. ?13 (=~[t·. 156), Acts ?:29, ~'!} 

Peter 35, John 538. 

2. It is also used of that which Christ Jesus spoke, some-

time~ of a pronouncement, but sometimes of ~is message in a 

broader sense: e.g. Col. 3l6 (?) 1~. 145 (=Lk. 515) 22, 433, 

s32, 1022, (=Mt .• 1922) 1439, Lk. s21, 1128, r .. 1t. 1512,' Jn. 22, 

441, s31, 1232, 146, 153~ 

Special attention is directed to Lk. 432-3?, 51, Jn. 1 ?68cl4, 

522 ; in these instE.:nces we seret co.ses where it is not enough 

to limit the meaning of the Loeos-term to Christ's message. 

3. Indeed there ts· a little group of instances where the 

Losos is EJ.t least. the Christian revelation as an 'liJhole, and 

just such uses as would influence one writing the Joh~nnine 

• 
{ 
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Prologue and drawing upon a p·rofound store of Chrlst'ian exp~r-

ience; o.g. RGV. 12, 9, 69, ·nebrews 412 (which_ J~thanasi~s. 

regarded o.s a personel use of the term}, Jn. s5lff (if the 

term is not merely a summary 
' I . 

for6-''f;ohd..l . ) a37 (for .Augus-

tine appears to heve understood by t.he Logos hero, Christ 

the Logos) • 

4. ~he Losos.term is regularly used to connote the Gospel 

especially vie1:;ed as the Apostle's messnee; e.g. 1 The·~. 18, 

11 Thes. sl, Gal-. 66, Col 15, numerous verses ir Acts, Heb. 

42, 11 Tim.· 215, Jn. 1520, 1720, and espocially nph. 113, 

'llvhere, egain, ue con seo subs~quent use in a liturgical set-

ting could rondlly ·lead .to a change of imphas~s .• Harnack 

himself drew attention to the usc of Log~s in the Acts, and 

said, "It was throueh the t .. cts of the Apostles •..•..•.. that 

the eip;t'o$Sioh • the word of G:od·• wa ~ nn turalizoii in the 

Churohn. ~"The Constitution and Law· of tha Church'', p •. 335) 

5. Following closely on these .is ~mother 3!"0~1 of uoes 

t!here, althoUCil. i:P each case (though sometimes 'IIIith 0. ereat 

i!npoveri.sr.ment of sense) no more than the Apostolic message 

may be me~nt, it is no~ suggested that we have the idea of 
. . 

Chl:'ist ~he tonos tiS preached, snd even, in some cases, the 

thought of Chri.st the Logos Incernate. Spe~ial attention 

is dr£l\m to tho£Je :fOSsa;ges underlined. 1 T:n:es 16, 1 Cor. 
' . " . -

1l8, 24-5, 1-136 ll. Cor. 118, 2l?, 42 ,_ 519 (u.lthc~oh this 
~ .. . ---~ 

could mean the Ohristian revelation as an whole), :Phil. 114 

~· . 
~ . -

.: .. 
.-' .. _.,.·. -· .-· 
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Rom. g8 (.?). Col. 125 (in the second and third centuries· the. 

passag.e ,l.1as used in developing the presentation of Christ 

as the Loeos)', slB, ~~ark 413ff (.=Lk. al6ff =Thlt.l319ff', ei¥-

20 '2 & 4 position of the ~a:rEJble of the sower) (16 J., .. ~cts 6 - , 

1036, 1.326 , 143, 2032, Tit. 13. 

Furticu1er attention is dravm to James 117ff 1 Peter 123 
' ' \ ' 

28 and 31. · In these cases there:-· is good reason to· think 

that the ·writers .h~d· in min~ .the Incarnate Logos of God. 

I~ has also been argued· that the "Faithful S~yingstt of the 
. . 

)?astoralEpistles constitute a personal use of the term. . . 

6. It has n()t beon thou~ht necessary tm dwell at 13reet 
' . 

length 6n the uses in 1 John 11 ~nd the Apocal~rp_se 1913, in 

view of the genore1 acceptance thf!t'the reference-here is 

to the Logos Personal and Incarnate. But very impo~tant 

is . the use in Lk. 12, also standing in the .T.>rolcgue to a 

C...aspel. , Apart fro~. 129 (a· specific saying of the Arch-

angel) and 5l6 (followed by the definitive_<ltpr' ~J-rO';, ) 
,. I 

12 -·is ·the only absolute use ofO kt>l0!: in tho Luken Gospel,, 

and was recard3d by Orig~n as· personal. 

It will be seen that we suggest that we have:-

aJ a nwnber _of instances in the New Testament of the use o·r 

Logos i1;1. which, by use in teaoh:Lng and worship, the term 

was bound to become a title for Christ Jesus; ·'· .. 

b). signs within the Ne\1 Testament of this prooees of devel

opment' and. of t:he pressure the_reof' upon the I\J'fYW Testament 
' . . ' . 

\vriters: "tlle Auctor ad Heb~~o£3:.- ••• ~-.•.•••••• sef:n s, in the 
< .. . ~ ~ 

·~··· 
• ' .r < . 

. ~: ~·.. . .· . 

. d· -
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resounding exordium of his discourse, to challenge his readers 
~ I - ~ 

to hail their Lord aso f\o~~ ""6.o" ~0 " " (\•'J.F. Boward; 

. "Christianity ac_c6rding to st·. John" p. 42.) !-~or is the 

Logos term likely to be uniq_ue in this connection. A glance 
r I . 

at the use of ·o So~ . for example, reveals that, v:hile used 

in a normal literary sense, it also develope~ into a tech

nical Christian term. 

That the development of the Logos term may not have 

been altogether haphazard, nor its introduction fortuitous, 

seems to be ind~cated ·by the fact that in a' ,:) (vJyof (as a 

technical term) is missing. It is~ then, possible that the 

exigencies of the early presentation of the Gos];el demanded 

the introduction of some kind of primitive technical lang-

uage, and that the Logos-term came to ·be introduced into 

the Christian tradition and literature in this way. 

It is, also, impossible to estimate the effect upon the 

meaning which would result from the attaching to the Logos-

term of certain definitive words and phrases. If the early 

Christians knew that the Lord had called himself "the way, 

the truth, the Life," this was bound to affect the signifi-
,. ' . 

canoe which they attached to such expressions as '0 Nyo~ ~.r 

Nor, in 

view of the fact that in: some contexts the Logos connotes 

the Evangel, should we forget the effect upon tte meaning 

of the term from the ident'ification of the ~J O!Y rtA I~~~ 
and Jesus Christ involved in such instances as 1 Cor(:51 
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~ qt> .. 

. ~PhQ@u Tim. 18. Attention haS 9.lready been drawn 

to the point ·emphasized by Canon R!J1D.~ay, .in his book "The 

Resurrection of Ohriat'~ - the itnportance of the ph:nase in 

Acts ~to Gospel Christ (Jesus) tt :·· -

In view of this attempt to-demonstrate the pqssibility 

- t-hat, · fn. the cornpoed t ion. of his 1::1-olcigqe, and for its .leading 

t_erm, the Logo(J'. the Fo~rth Evangelist- \:as drawing upon a 
-.1 

· technical vocabulery :devel~.P.ed -by the :christian Churcll in 

its. teaching and worship· (We have even gone so far a"S to 
0 

suggest that ··t:p.is development forced the term u1on him~)., 

and in consideration of the' argument that we can m.ark.this 
. . 

process in the New Testament itself, it is gratifying to 

_ find a recognition of .this in a book published whon the . . 
present investigation was already in its final stages. In 

his Commentary on the First Epistle of St. Peter, Dean 

Selwyn, although th~re is· no reason to trtink tbat he. would 

allow all· that has been said in this-. study' admits of the 

use of the Logos-term: in that Epistle that .. "New T·sstament 

thougbt is already o.n the way" to the Four·th Gospel. (-p. 151) 

But everyone v.tho attempts such an investlgction as 

that which nov1 oloses must bear in mind Professor Dodd' a 

-admonition:-

"The thqught of the Gospel is indeed so original 

and eraO.tive that a search for i't£1 "Sources" or 

even for .the -ii influences~' by whioh it mt,y have been 

. - ~ 

'· 1..:_ 



affected, may easily lead us. estray. l~e may 

.be sure that its principal sources were inward, 

end that 'I."Jhatever influences may have been pre~ 

sent ~ave been masterfully controlled by a power-

. ful and independent mi~d." 
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at ions of ,the.- Lo~o_s;'fn the Johannine Prologue heve be~:n '"spu~ht • 

.Ip. _the stu¢y,_ .. oi ___ -_tho, sub jep~ of- the pr_esent work the stlt-

dent inev:i,tably meets certain other. att~~:)ts t.o account for 

the Johanni~e. ?rolosue and its Logos-term which fall outside 

the classifioutiobs Scr.iptural,-Hellenistic, $~p.iential, 

' Philonic. These have failed to comnie~d therns:elves to_ scholars. 

This is so, on the whole, for two reasons; -firstly, the inherent· 

improbability of tbe suggestions put forward, and, secondly, _ 
-. 

the lack of accurate -information about the proposed sources 

thenisel ve s. 

It is pro::_:>Oscd to mention some of the sugr;EJ~tions which 

have been advanced. No groat details v-iill be Fiven either 

as to the argu.aents of those who have advanced them, ~or as 

to- why they have not been generally accepted. ;Nor is tbeJJe 

any pretence at a complete survey. 

In the case of "Gnostic'ism", during the earlier p~rt of 
--cf., ._ ', . -

this century Bouseet and Reitzenstein persuaded'·'us to r~s~rd 
. .· . 

this not as the bastard of Christianity and Gre~k philo-

sophy -but a·s the result of the impact of Greek end Oriental 

thought, and, cbnsequently, ~s possi~ly older tJ;,a.n Christ• 

ianity, and, thus, at least likelY to have influenced the 

~ourth Evangelist. More recently, however~,the closer , 

'inv.estigation of literary sources reveals that the earlier 

Christian writers D.'ever reckoned with Gnosticism at all, but 

only with Gnostics .and Gnosis. The late ProfeEsor Burkitt's 

. .... -· 
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"Church and Gnosis" sees the position again under review. 

He accepted the fact that we can no longer speak of a broad 

category called "Gnosticism", but thought that tv several 

systems are best understood when considered as Christian 

systems, 11 (p. 9) These he attributed to the effect of the 

non-realization of the Parousia. Whereas orthodox Christ-

ians were content to refer ~he eschatOlogical prophecies 

to the remoter future, others began a pseudo-philosophical 

attsmpt to interpret these eschatological passages. It 

is here that he found the beginnings of "several systems" 

which, a century ago, would have been classed together as 

Gnosticism. 

In 1925, R. Bultmann had an article in Zeitschrift 

fur die neutestan:.entliche 'i!issenschaft (Vol. 12C pts. 1/2 

pp. 100 - 146) entitled, Die Bedeutung der neuerschlassen 

mandaeschen und manichaische~fur das Ver~dis des 

Johannesevangeliums. In this he takes up the thesis of 

an essay which he had contributed to a series of papers in 

honour of Gunkel's sixtieth birthday (1923), on the reli-

gious background of the Johannine Prologue, and in which he 

had argued that this is indebted ''nicht auf philosophischer 

Spekulation, oondorn auf orientalischer Mythologie." In the 

later artdQ.ite: ... he ·also argued that the Johannine Prologue 

is a Mandaean document, adapted for Christian use by the 

addition of a few verbal additions and the introduction of 

verses 6-8··, 15 and~ possibly, 1?. 
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The parallels bet.~veen the sacred ~andean writings 

(Gin~a, Book of Jolin, Qolasta -·the Liturgy Book) are obvious 

and have been listed by Bauer (in Lietzmann's Herdbuc~um 

Reuen 19stament~ 2nd edition, Tubingen, 1925.) and later 

by· E. Percy ( "Unter-suchung uber den \1rsprung der Johannes-

schen Theologie."} 

p. 18lff. 

So, also, Norden, "Agnostos Theos". 

The ~-~anda3ans continue to exist by the banl s of the 

River Tigris, 9.nd call. themselves the Christians or· St. 

John. An ei~hth century orthodox Christian account of the 

Mandaeans (by Theodore bar Konai} attributes their found

ation to J\da, a 91'11'Janderer" of Adiabene, and says that the 

1Iandaean doctrines are derived from the Marcianites and 

r.'lanichees and the "Kanteans", thus making these doctrines 

post-Christian. 

A good deal of the confusion about the Msndaeans aros~ 

from the fact that in a book published in 1555, mention· is 

made of "im.!.)erfect Christians" at Baf'ra', , and in VJhich it 

is also snid that St. John the Evangelist preacted there. 

This is repeated in a publication of 1665. Accordingly, as 

early as 1784 comparisons were drawn between rror.doeis.m and 

t<b.e Fourth Go s 1el. Clearly bhe initial mistakE uas made 

in 1555 by confusing John the Evangelist with.Jchn the 

Baptist. Since 1697 (when a certair d'Herbelot issued 

his Biblioth~~~e Orientale) there hss. been a steady opinion 
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Mandaeism is not a pre-Christian, G~ostic-ChaldEan growth, 

but a ~estern ~nd post-Christian develo~ment, with contacts 

\'lith later JudaiSir (although this last was r3jected by 

Pallas in his ''Mandaean Studies"). 

Still, the parallels between the ~andaean texts and the 

Fourth Gospel 9re there. VIe have seen that Bultmann has 

tried to turn back the clock and account for these by post

ulat5 :":::Z the de!_)cndence of the Johannine Gcspel en the· ~!Iand-

aean sources. As we should Gxpect, such a reversal of 

opinion, together with the pr9posal to strip the Prologue 

of all that makes it s,ecifically Christian, has not been 

accepted. 

The obvious alternative is to suppose that the Mand-

aean viTitings draw upon the Johannine Gospel. Since the 

·establjshment of th~s case cannot -assist our thesis, we 

can only afford to note it briefly. Gressrnann (in 

Ze.i tschrift fur 1 irchengeschichte XL) also ex3mined the 

Maddaean liter~ture and declared that tber~ is little 

evidence of a ryre-Christian :t!andaeism. Dr. Burkitt, in 

....... -
.J ,f'.• 

·c-;., 

,, 
the work already mentioned and in an article (~.t-e. h~andaeans") 

' 
in the Journal of Theological Studies (XXlX No. 115 April, 

1928), has ar2;tled that the conce;-ts of ~~andaeisrr: are 

derived from the Fes~itta (Syriac) Version of the Christian 

Scriptures. He l'::ives his opinion thnt the. Nandaeans are 

"properly to be lodked on as Christians, though heretical 

Christians. They are, in fact, dissenters." 
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("Churc,h and Gnosis," p. 114) He. concludes th~t "Mondaeistn 
... ·· 

·z.wy.be interes.tinc in itself, but it is usel<.e~s to _go to it 

as a key t1)' unlock the mysteries of early Christian develop-

ment.n (_J. T. S • XX1X p. 25 5) 

Th~ third alternative is.that the Mandaean writings and 

the·Fourth Gospel were dependent, as regards their g;,arallelisms, 

upon a common source·. This is the opinion of F.rnest Percy, 
. . 

(op. cit) and ~vas d_so reached by Dr. Vincent. Taylor. ("The 

].~andae~ns ~nd the Fourth Gospel", in the Hebbert Journal, 

XXVlll, No. 3. April 1930.) who conoluded that these paral

lelisms have no "significance at all" ( p~ 532) . "The 

~ohannine sayines are not directly dependent on the ~and-

aean sayings and the latter are not directly derendent on 

the Fourth Gospel •.......•• The relationship between the 
I 

Johanfl.ine sayings end tr..ose of Mandaism lj.es· .in the fac~ 

that both tho ~vengelist und the Mandaean outhors have 

independently d.rm":n upon the some -stock of' conun.on forms, 

symbols, e.nci fi,3ures, and, to some extent, of ioeas as well." 

(p. 544) 

Taylor's conclusion is supported by the consideration 

that parallels olso exist between the mandaean eources and 
. •" ' ~ 

Philo, the Od.es of Solomon and the Hermetic ·~iri tings. 
I . 

In the introduction to his two voluoes .on the Fourth 

Gospel in the InternRtional Critical Commentary, Bernard 

which infl~id the write~ of 
it ! 

included among the factors 
/ 

--
.. ,; . ~. \. ~~. . __.) .. .: 

~ ' r' .• 
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the Prologue, the Eermet'iv r.vritings; and Granger, writing 

in the Journal of Theolot;ical Studies for April 1904 ( v. No. 

19) declared t~1at the key to the Fourth Gospel ''is to bo 

found in the G·1.ostic ideas vrhich underlie the I'oimandres. "· 

(p. 411). Certeinly the Hermetic literature of itself cont-\. -~ . ·.~ 

stitutes one of the most interesting foaturas of any in

vestigation into the Johannine writinss. 

The Corp_us Eermeticum consists of eighteen tre.ctates> 

although the lotc ',~;. Scott, by divid.ing Xl and Xll, listed 

nineteen-in· his four volume edition. The 1j'fr l tings rep-

resent a t·ype of literature which results from en amalgam 

of Platonism and Stoicism. (Plato's"Timaeus 11 and the 

works of Posidoniue are clearly amone; the sources from -ci-::.iclln. 

the Hermetic \vriter~ dre·w ideas.) The Her~etic Corpus 

represents an attempt to offer this teaching, not as the 

result of philosophical encuiry, but as a matter of super-

natural revelation, derived from antiquity. Tl e wri.t ings 

purport to be Jree¥ versions of ancient Egyptiar books, con

sisting of the ccmn:mnication· :'rom Herrnes to Tat, . ( = Thoth, 

or Asclepius, or f.rnmon.) Bevan ("Later Greek Fi:eligion" 

p. 1?6) thought that Egypt contributed no more than the 

names. " / Moret ( 91W:ysteres Egyptiens" pp. 105ff) disc.erned 
' 

in the Corpus some elements'of Eeyptian mystical piety. 

· Sco.tt {"Eer!!letica" Vol. 1 P.ll} considered the £gypttan 

contribution to be the religious fervouf of'the writings. 
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Altho.uBh it seems that Clement of Ale.~andri~ knew that 
... ,. l-" ' •. • ' . # . ~ • ·-. 

the Hermetic Writings-were -llot of grep.t antiquit:y, it was~ 
• f • •i > ' , ; ~ I . , 

not until 1614 .thf'lt ·Isaac Casaubon had the temer'ity t·~ 
. . . . .. ,\ 

. ' . 
suggest a date la.ter. than tloses1· · · Riohar'cl Hooker, ·for ·instance; 

acc'epted the sequence H,o~er; ~ercu@: T.rismegistus (i.e. 

the Hermetic '¢~ti~e;s). ~~ras, Pla~o and_ the. -~~o¢'0'£!~ .. 
, Reitzenstein, iil his_--~relim~nary work; ttzuei r.e1igion~-: · 

Beschichtliche Fregttan" ( 1901) and his ".Poimandres" 190~) 

initiated the modern study of tho Hermetic Literature. 

( "Poimandres" is the tit.ie of the tractate ~tanding first 

in the Cqrpus). Most of the conclusions which he readbed 
. ' 

·have, subseque.nt1y, been rejected or contradicted. He 
-

thought that at least in the case of an hypothetical 

Herme.tic 11 terature, deriving from th~ Pta~th.eology · ~.f Mem-

phis, tije.re lay ~OFUlar rel~gion. Scott (.op. cit.} and~ 
\\ 

earlier-,. cwnont, (Les Religiow:s.r Orientales" p. 340.) · 

bohll deny that t.his literature represents any cc;msiderabl9 · 

religious .following. Reltzenste.in da~ed_the entire collection 

as_ in. the tirrtG of Diocletian', and considered thet .·''Poim"" 

andres11 was E<W.ileble before the wr.iting of the Shephe~d of 

Hermes. He·claimod that the Hermetic writings heve in;.. 

fltienced the New Testement~ 

In 1918, \Jindisch- (writing in Theoloe;iOOh Tijdsch:rift) 

declared that the. entire :Hermetic Corpus lei !?.ost-New TeSt

ament:, &nd ICroll ("Die Lehren .des Heill~~i:l .Tr t·; ~lcglstusit, 
pp •. 386'ff) could find no trace of Chris:tian infl1,lenoe!:). 

. ' .. \· 

·• ':·· 

·:· 
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XXXVl No. 143, July 1935). 

C. R. Dodd finds no trace of Christian inflvence any

where in the Corpus, with the possible exception of a 

Pauline touch i~ No. Xlll; but this is more likely to have 
. 

been due to contact v.'i th the Greek commentators, like 

Chrysostom. ·Jhat might be thoup_,ht to be traces of Christian 

influence, are, in Dodd's opinion, no more than torrowings 

from later Judaism, that is from that ci'rcle of Eellenistic..-

Jewish 'ideas ·::h::.oh was available to tr.e writers of the !-!ew 

Testament. He concludes that parallels between Yoimandres 

and ·the New Testl:illlent "are explicable as the result of minds 

workinG under the saroe gener~l influences," ( "Eible and 

the Gre:e!ts" p. 24?.) a conclusion expressed in io en tical words 

by E. Carpenter ( "Johannine 1'Jri t ings" p. 312) 

. (Particularly interesting is the wide range of m~anings attach-

· ing to in the Corpus:-

teaching pf ~he Hermetica XVl ~ 2 

doctrine 'Xlll ~ 1 

speech Xll ( 1~12 .. 

discoursa X ; la 

reason Vl ~ 16 

faculty of reason 1 ' llb 
0 

utterance of 1 ~ 5~ 

·-· person jistinct from God 1 § 6 

·though ~Cott suspects some meddling by a Christian interpol

ator.) 
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When, in 1912 J. Rendel Harris published- the second 

edition of his translation and notes on the "Odes and Psalms 

o"-f: Sol-omon"., 'li8 wrote! "rJe may bo sure that tte Christian 

Church of today has been enrinhed by the discovery of a· lite

rary monument of the hiehest value". (p. 89) There is no 

need to comment of the vanity of this statement. Lik<:> the 

case of the Didache, the discovery of these poems was h'ailed 

as the clue to all mysteries. But none today gives any 

serious attention to the Odes as throwing any light on the 

influences- at work on the Fourth Evangelist. Round about 

1915 Dom Cona~l~ end others conducted an interesting, but 

academic discussion on the topic of the oriRinsl language 

of the Odes. '.lith this, all interest in them s€ems to 

have ended. All we can do is to give a summary of the prin

cipal literature available on the subject. 

In 1910, Harnack ( "Texte und UntersuchungeJl'~) put out 

an edition of the Odes, claiming that they are of Jewish 

origin, 50 B.C. - 6? A.D., and subjected to·Christian red

action c. 100 A.D. In the same year Zahn (Neue Kirch. 

Zeitsc). Said that the writer of the Odes knev: the Paul-

ine Epistles, and the Johannine and :Mathhew' s Gospels. He 

dated the Odes 120 - 180 A.D~~· but thought there were traces 

of pre-Christian origins. Spitta, also in 1910 (Zeits. 

f. o,.'. Keuen-'test. •:Jiss.) working on the same material, con

cluded that Paul knew the Odes, which,, in turn, v.ere inter

polated by one knowing the Fourth Gespel. 3ernerd, in the 



J.T.S. for 1910, considered the Odes to be specifically 

Christian, containing quotations from the Fourth Gospel 

and constituting a series of baptismal hymns. He re-

iterated these opinions in his "Texts and Studi€~ 11 Vol. 

Vlll (1912), and wes supported by H. B. Swete, in J.T.S. 

XVlll. 1Jellhaussen, in·l910 (Gott. Gel. Anz) declared 

for the dependence of the Odes upon the Fourth Gospel. 

In 1911, as we have noted, Harris issued tl~ second 

edition of his ~notated translation of the Odes. In 

the first edition he had assigned the Odes to a Jewish 

source and allowed no Christian redaction. But in the 

second edition he conceded that the references to the 

Virgin Bitth and the Descent into Hades are the work of 

a Christian interpolator. Battifol (Rev. Bibl. Internet.) 

in the same year, put forward the suggestion th~t the Odes 

belong to the ~nostic-docetic type of~teaching. Connolly, 

in the J. T. S. for 1912 declared that the Odes are Christ-

ian vvorks, and, i:n 1920, assigned them to Alexardria at 

. the end of the second century Vos. ( Princetor: Theol. 

Rev. 1913), on the ground that. in the Odes therE is "a 

theoruogical definiteness and· suggestiveness", thought that 

the Odes must be rost-Johann~ne. In 1910, :8. 1'. Scott 

(Amer .• J. D:f T:tteoL) suggested that the Odes are the work 

of a Jewish poet, redressed in a "Christian <";arb." 

Since then no interest has been sho~vn in tte Odes, 

and the general conclusion would a,pear to be thet their 



. ~· : 

Messianism is, at any rate, 

late to have influenced the 

Ph(~·~~~i} and that they are too 

New Testament·. 

In his "Religion des Judenthur:1s, 11 Bousset Jrofessed to 

find the ori8inal of the· Hebrew h~r)oe;tatization of Sophia 

in the hypostatical beings of Per~ia~ religion (Amesha 

Spentas), and thought that in the £'Good Thought" (Vohu-
i\ 

Mane), counsellor of Mazd~ (also.represented as the son of 

Mazda) there was a remote resemblance to the later Logos-

idea. To establish this, however, would require an earlier 

dating of the relevant Fersian literature (GazaS) and of its 

diffusion than csn be demonstrated. 

Attempts have also been made to associate the personified 

Word of God in the Babylonian and Assyrian reli€ions "'"·.ri th 

the Sophia of ITebrew Sapiential Literature and the Logos-

idea of the NeN· Testament. But these efforts ignore the 

fact that in such religions no distinctton was rrade between 

the being .and function of diety, thus emptyin.g the idea of 

an utterance of deity of the significance which we attach 

to it. But, so far as the present study is uor.cerned, it 

is enough to note that Clemen(American Jour. of Theel. Xll) 

who was determined to give full place -to foreign influences 

upon the Fourth Gospel, decided that Babylonian influences 

are confined to the Gospel exclusive of the Pr.ologue. 

(Call of Disciples, riJoman of Samaria) He also sets aside 

any question of Buddhist influence, since there is no proof 

of contact between Christianity and Indian thourht at a 
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suffioien~ly'early date. 
.. . ' 

In the second chapter. of· Alexandre Cumont f s My.steref? ·. 
~ 
EByptiens" (pp •. 105ff). there is a .readable account of 

the idea of the l7ord in Egyptian religious thot~ght, al

though his purpose· _is to f:i.nd parallels. bet\~,een Egypt-ian 

. texts on the one band, .and Hebraic· and ITerrnetio .t'.rritings 

on the othar. T~e ·main impression l.e1't on readine· ;..xis 

svfdence is that the Eeyptian ideas. about the ~1ord ol" ·-{-. 
. . . . 

Vo.ice (verbf)) ·had to do qhiefly ¥tith the \7o:r:k of croa.tion; 

a matter of little interest in Johannine ·thought. There 

is, however, sood ev~dence for the diffusion of the oon-

cepts of ancient Egyptian religion. ( l'lato: J?haedra, 
' 

.274c; Cicero: ·de Natura Doorum, 111 22, 56.) But while 

there is evidence ~hat ·the :hgyptiaiis regarded God ·(Thot) 

as creating "aus sprechen", there is no eviC\ence ~hot 
.. ' 

they held a ·doctrine of tho Word as a distinct person. 

In fact. Egyptian religion vms pantheistic; the production 

of another God is only ·the production of' self - "!'rom · 

ev.ery God's+ body or mouth he produees his O\;n being". ~An 
' , J 

inscription of the 8th century B.C.) u~sypt,'' rem.arkqd 

ctit:Lont, "never· professed any but a chao·)ic Eegrega.te of 

disparate . doctrines.'' 

Fo.eanism," p. 198) 

( "Orientol Rel "\~ions of Roman · 

(All thet .t,as been said above is not a critictsm 

of Canon Y-nox' o explano.tion 'Of· the dev-elopment of the 

concept of Sophia in Alex~dria as a "counter blast'' 

- .· -.. ·. 
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Oanon· Knox has continued· to press this idea wnioh-

be put fonv~d in J937 in t~e J. T. S. (XXXl[lil No. 151) .J' . 
.As reaards the POJ;lSible in:fluenoe ·of, the· contemporary 

m;ystery religions, the late Dr. N. ·~&. Williams (in his con

tribution to "Essays eatholic. and Oritioallt~ provides _an 

exoel,lent review. of that tendency during the f'ir~;~t-. quarter 

_'or the century,· wlder such leaders ~s Bous~Set etnd ~ri±l:Jy., 
\ . ....... - . . . . .. :·. . . -

to tina the orl9in 'of; ~:~i ': ~~r~~~.:lan. id'e_a·~. i~ itb.e mystery . 
. . . ·: . ;· . . -~ . i -~ . ~ ; ·, . . ' . 

religions, and l:illfaC?·fPP~ 592ff) subjects the· tendency to 
. . 

a pene:trating scrutiny, successf'ully re-~sttl.blislline; the 

cas~ for the i.nheren" genius and originality or the New 
Testament. (. ttHis t.hes.is has ·the subsequent support of. 

. Dr, A.. D. \'.took~}· .A~er all·, ·the l].terature _of th.e mystery 

·religions ia so . e:x:t.enai'~·e and voluminous t.hat it wo~d ·be 

.surprising i~ it did not. afford some inat~9~~: o-~ pa$sages 
·, ' . ~- . . /. ..... . ' . '.:. :. 

and .ideas· simi~e.r .to tbqf?e ·of the Fourth Gbai>~l· , ~ut, 
' . 

as W. H., :Rigg· say_s; a.~l. .· tbat· -ls .· j.ndioated' is ~'tJaat t},le _ . ' 
·a.vang·elist haa·,Q~~ek :re~ders,· ··especia~lY. tho$~· attracted l?Y. 

' •·' ~ ' . ' I ,- ' I . ·, ' '. ' ' ' ·, • -. , , ' . I . , ' 

. ·the myst'eJ;y religiOns." -{Oh. · Q.· Rev. O:KX (?5~) 11iFll6 
. . . " . . . . . ~ 

~r:P6se of. tbe. Fourth Go ape+''.· . P•. ia)'. 

·, 
·;· 
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. ' 
. ' 
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'thG . .folimainB bi hliosruphy dooo not p\rilport tQ cm1tn~ 

611 tho booko or O:rticl~Uo mGntionod in thQ · t<.fxt'; nor t\rll} 

ell ~otnmontnt>ioo: 1'1ot~<1., but otily thooo contninino .no too 
. .' - .. I . 
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