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ARTICLE III.
THE AUTHOR OF THE APOCALYPSE.
Bl' PBOP. B. D. O. BOBBINS, MIDDL&OUBl' COLLEGII:.

(Continued.from No. 82, ptJ98 347.)

II.

INTERNAL ARGUMENT.

1. Proof that John the Apostle was tI,e Author of the Apocalypse from Declarations in the Book itself.
The author of the book repeatedly indicates that his name
is John (i. 1, 4, 9; xxii. 8).
This has been adduced as an objection to the authorship
of John the evangelist, since he nowhere gives his name in
the Gospel and Epistles. But there was in them no occasion
to name himself specifically. The authors of neither of the
Gospels deem it necesl:lary to make themselves conspicuous.
But if a vision is seen or a revelation made, the one to whom
the revelation is made or by whom the vision is seen is
naturally designated. So it was with the Hebrew prophets:
« The vision of Isaiah the son of Amoz"; "the word that
Isaiah the son of Amoz saw"; "the word that came unto
Jeremiah from the Lord"; "a vision appeared unto mt',
even unto me, Daniel"; and so times alm!)st without number, in the different prophets. Here 'the designation is, " to
his servant John," merely indicating his relation to the Saviour in his exaltation, just as in the Gospel he calls bim.
self, in relation to his intercourse with the Saviour on earth,
"the disciple whom Jesus loved," the one" who leaned on
Jesus's bosom." Tbe immediate designation in tbe first
verse is, as Hengstenberg well says, not of John as apostle,
bot as propbet, and yet" we are conducted indirectly to the
apostleship, since revelations of such higb importance as
those contained here were not given beyond the limits of tbe
apostleship, and could not have been given, without sbaking
tbe fonndation of the apostolic dignity." I
I

Hengstenberg's Commentary, I. 1, xviii. 20, and Vol. ll.391.
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The fact that no other designation is given with the name
John, both in verse first and fourtb, is a strong argument in
favor of the apostolic authorship. There may have been
others in the region who had the same name with the
apostle; but there certainly was no one who was generally
known. That" shadow of a man," called John the presbyter
or elder, is plainly cast from the designation of" elder," given
by John to himself in his second and third epistle~ and
deepened and endued with life by the wrong interpretation
of a passage of Papias by Eusebius,1 and an obscure tradition hunted up by Dionysius to give some consistency to
his denial of apostolical authority to the Revelation. It is
little less than absurd to suppose that a man ·who should be
chosen as a depository of such revelations WI are given in the
Apocalypse, or was capable of composing a work so ele.
vated and unique in its character, and who intended to be
known and to speak with authority, should leave no trace of
his existence which subsequent ages could with the minutest
examination lay hold of. We can see no alternative, from
the manner in which the name" John" is employed, between
supposing John the evangelist to be the author, and some
impostor who wished to give the sanction of the apostle to
his own work.
It was, as Hengstenberg says, directly in the region of the
seven churches," that t~e apostle John had a diocese," and" he
seems to be writing as to his seven churches," beginning with
Ephl'sus, where, aecording to tradition, " he had bis seat." S
Thus Neander says: "All the ancient traditions, wbich
may be traced back to his [John's] immediate disciples, agree
ill stating that Lesser Asia was. the scene of bis labors to the
end of the first century, and Ephesus its central point." 3
How, then, could another in honesty designate himself 8S
John, simply, when he must have been aware that he would
be confounded with the well-known John, the apostle? H
See Hengstenberg's Commentary, Vol. n. 4031KJ..
Comm., Vol. II. 390, 391.
a Planting and Training of tho Christian Church, Bk. V., wbere mUIr particulars illustrating his influence there are given.
1
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we should find a classical work prefaced by "1, Cicero, thus
write," we should not doubt whether the words of the great
Roman orator, or those of his brother Quintus, or his son
Marcus,l were intended to be designated. In the case before
us, there must be a far greater difference between the apostle
and any other John of the time, than between Cicero and
his brother or son; so that some more specific designation
would unavoidably be uecessary to prevent confusion.
Verse ninth of ch. i. also poiuts directly to the apostle as
author: "I John, who also am your brother and companion
in tribulation .•••• was ill the isle that is called Patmos, for
the word of God, and for the testimony or Jesus Christ."
The incidental information here that the !:luthor of the Apocalypse was in banishment to Patmos on accoU'llt of persecution for his faithfulness in his Christian labors, applies most
naturally to the apostle. "According to a widely spread
ancient tradition, the apostle John was banished to the
island of Patmos, in the Aegean sea, by one of the emperors
who was hostile to the Christians, but which of them is not
ascertained." I And again, Neander says: "Certainly we
cannot refuse to believe the unanimous tradition of the Asiatic churches in the second century, that the apostle John, as
a teacher of these churches had to suffer on account of the
faith; for which reason he is distinguished as a martyr in the
epistle •...• or Polycrates, bishop of Ephesus." The circumstance that the church at Ephesns was first addressed, too,
is most natural when we consider the relation of John to it,
as the centre or his circle of influence. And the whole superscription of these epistles, and indeed their contents, indicate so plainly definite knowledge of the peculiarities and
circumstances of each, and confidence in the writer's per1 Thus Twells, in Vindic. Apoc., says: fI 80 that Cicero did this or that, or
declared 80 and 80 to his reade"" it i. manifest who woold be meant. We
.hoald at once nnderatand that it was tbe oration of tbat well·known Cicero,
and not Qaintas Cicero his brother, or Marcos bis Ion."
S Neander'. Planting and Training, Bit. v. See also Tertoll. Pralllcript., 036; Clemens, t'. 42; Orig. L XVI. in Matt. t 6; Irenacas, V. 30.
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sonal influence, that while they fall pertinently and gracefully from the lips of John, the bishop of the region, tbey
could scarcely belong to any other.
The name" John" seems to be repeated near the close of
the Revelation (xxii. 8), from the feeling that there was a
strangeness and importance in these communications which
required the special confirmation of a witness of known
character. The influence of the things seen and heard are
also here given, to show'that they are not a human device,
but such as caused the author of the book to fall down and
worship before the feet of the angel who made the revelation.
Thus" a trustworthy man, a tried organ of divine communi.
cations, John, whom Jesus loved, expressly assores os that he
has not spoken of his own, but only what he has heard and
received." 1 So Bengel says: "John had placed his name
in the title of his book, in the superscription to the seven
churches, and at the beginning of his narrative. And DOW
at the close, he names himself still again, so that we might
perfectly know that he, namely the apostle John, had written
this credible testimony of the future coming of Jesus Christ."
The similarity of this passage with the SUbscription near
the end of the Gospel of John should not escape notice. In
John xxi. 24, after designating himself as the disciple whom
Jesus loved, and referring to the same remarks of ODr Lord
concerning him, the author says: "This is the disciple
which testifieth of these things, and wrote these things [aU'('0<; fcrrW 0 JI4~~ 0 Jl4/YrvP;W '/rep' '('oVrO)JI '"'~ rypcJ,ff'a<; TtW'('aJ, and we know that his testimony is true." The words
iri the Apocalypse differ only so far as the nature of the two
works require difterence: tdPyro' IO>CWvq<; 0 cUco6cov '"'~ {J'Akrrow
'('awe&. The witnessing (JU11Yf'vp;;,.,,) properly belongs to the
Gospel, while the hearing (alCovo)JI) and seeing (~.,,)
characterize the revelations and visions of the Apocalyp.~.
While some find an argument against the Apocalypse
from the mentioning the name of tbe writ.er, others claim
that he should have added the designation of" apostle." If
I

Hcngstenberg, Comm. on xxii. 8.
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any other person had written this book and wished to pass it
oft' as the work of the apostle, he would perhaps have
blundered into such a designation. But it would not, in all
probability, occur to John, known as he was in the whole
region for which his book was immediately intended, that he
could be mistaken for another. 'fhere is in the omission of
any del:iCriptive appellative, a decided indication that the
author could be no obscure person, whose name atone would
have carried no weight with it to his readers. "'l'ke John of
Asia Minor was the only man of that day and that region who
was honestly entitled to write in this manner." It is scarcely
necessary to add, in the words of another: "History knows
of no other John, of that time and district, who held an important position in the church j nor could anyone possibly exist,
who did not stand far below the apostle, and who would not
have reckoned it necessary to designate himself more particularly, to prevent his being confounded with the other."
Chapter xviii. 20, "Rejoice over her Heaven, and ye
saints and apostles," etc., is sometimes referred to as implying that John could not be the writer, since the apostles
are spoken of as being already in heaven. But it is plain
that the apostles are spoken of as a class, just as saints and
prophets are; and there is no more reason for supposing
that this implies that the apostles bad all gone to their rest,
than that the saints all had. Besides; in the opinion of these
objectors, the Apocalypse must have been written before
John's death, and those words, if inapposite in the mouth of
the apostle, would have been equally so in that of another.
Chapter xxi. 14 has also been referred to by Ewald and
others as inconsistent with the modesty of John~ It is only
necessary in confutation to refer to such passages as Ephes.
ii. 20: "Built on the foundation of the apostles and prophets, Jesus Christ himself being the chief comer stone," and
Matt. xix. 28, "where the twelve apostles appear as the
heads of the church in regeneration, which is all one witb
the new Jem~alem." It would certainly indicate a selfcoDsciousness, which we should not expect in the Apostle
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John, to hesitate in giving utterance to that part of the
vision which pertained to the apostolic labors and influence
in the establishment of the church, based, as it was, upon
previous utterances of inspired men.

The Alleged Difference in the General Cha,.acteristics of tha
Apocal1JPse arul ot/,er Writings of John.
We have seen that the authority of the early Fathers is
almost entirely in favor of the apostolic origin of the Apocalypse, and that the declarations in the book itself most
naturally and indisputably point to John the evangelist as
author. It would seem that we need not delay long upon
the more direct internal argument, for nothing that was not
distinct and palpable could annul that derived from these
two sources of proof. Upon no part of the sacred volume,
not even upon the Epistle to the Hebrews, has so much
been written which is irrelevant and utterly without foundation as upon the Apocalypse. The Gospel of John, with
perhaps his first Epistle, is taken by many as the representative of his whole being, culture, and development. Anything in the Apocalypse which falls without this is taken
as proof of diversity of authorship. The author of the
tranquil, loving, thoughtful, simple record of the character,
life, and sayings of the Master on whose bosom he was
wont to recline, is not capable of portraying the more general and objective relations of that Master, as " Prince of
peace," and in subduing the world to himself, casting the
arch-deceiver with his minions into the lake of fire and
brimstone, and preparing for all the faithful a city which
has no need of the sun or the moon to shine in it, for the
glory of God and the Lamb is the light thereof! The
writer who in a time of peace sits down under the secret
guidance of the Holy Spirit to the composition of a simple
narrative, where the selection of materials and their arrangment is left, in a measure at least, to his individual choice,
will, forsooth, write in the same tone and spirit as when, in
the midst of a fiery persecution, in banishment he is selected
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the medium of communication from God the Father
and our Lord Jesus Christ, of the most important events
that relate to the struggles, conflicts, and final victory of
Christianity on this earth. It is nothing, that the heaven
and the bottomless pit are opened to his vision j that he is
brought into the presence of him who sat upon that throne
in heaven out of which proceeded lightnings and thunderings, and in the midst of which and the beasts and the
elders that surrounded it, stood the Lamb, as having been
slain; that he heam the voice of many angels round about
the throne, whose number is "ten thousand times ten thouaand and thousands of thousands, saying with a loud voice,
Worthy is the Lamb that was slain"; that he sees the stars
of heaven fall to the earth, and the heavens depart, as a
scroll when it is rolled togethcr, and every mountain and
island moved out of their places. It is nothing, that., in the
midst of these exciting scenes, which no other eye has seen
and lived, being in the spirit, he was told that he must disclose
these visions and" prophesy before many peoples and nations
and tongues and kings." Because in mch circumstances
he adopts a higher strain, and speaks what is given him to
say in more confident tones; because instead of the style
of simple, unpretending narrative he adopts that fitted to
prophecy, and even imitates in some measure those Hebrew
prophets who preceded him and wrote on somewhat similar
themes, - the author of the Apocalypse cannot forsooth be
the author of the fourth Gospel. A man is not himself, but
another, because he adapts himself to his position j because
God chose him, and qualified him by large measures of his
Spirit, and by mysterious communications, and revelations
of his plans for all the future ages of man. Not so are we
accustomed to limit the powers of the gifted of our race j not
80 should we circumscribe the power of the Most High.
We cannot deem it of importance to dwell long upon the
differences between the Apocalypse and Gospel and Epistles
of John, which are of a general character, and which naturally, if not necessarily, result from the different themes
88
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treated of, and the different objects to be attained. It is
objected by Bam, Lucke, and others, for example, that the
Apocalypse is external in its character, while the Gospel is
internaJ.1 How could it be otherwise? The object of the
Apocalypse, as is now generally acknowledged, is to portray
the struggles and final triumph of the kingdom of Christ on
the earth, and its consummation in future blessedness. For
the attainment of this great general object in a space that
could well be incorporated with, and form the completion
of, the sacred oracles, certain symbols 'or pictures were employed, by which whole series of events, extending through
many years apd over many lands, were characterized. These
symbols were mainly objects addressed to the external
1 We cannot deem it a matter of much importance, as far as the authorship of
the Apocalypse is concerned, that it is more artificial in its stmcture than the
Gospel of John j and yet it may not be amiss to give Hengstenberg's remarb
upon this point: "Tho actual plan of the Apocalypse agrees so exactly Tith
that of the Gospel, that we are thereby alone led to think of the Identity 01 &he
author. The Gospel, like the Apocalypse, consists of an introduction (eb. i.
1-18), a main body, the close of which at the end of chap. xx., has often been
mistaken for the end of the whole, and the conclDBion Cch. xx!.). The main
body in the Gospel, as in the Apocalypse, has two chief parts, the seooud beginning with chap. xiii. 1, as in the Apocalypse with ch. xii. The main body,
further, in the Gospel, as in tbe Apocalypse, falls into a series or groups, the
existence of which is generally recognized, though the firm establishment of
them has not beeu attended to by expositors as it should have been. It is found
on close examination that the aeven number of the groups in the Apoea1yp51l returns also here, divided by the fonr and three, as there by the three and tho four.
These divisions also in the Apocalyp~o alternate with each other. Of the (our
groups of the first part of the main body, the first, in chap. i. 19-il. 11, eoataiua
the beginning of Christ's ministry in Peraea and Galilee, according to the order
intimated in the prophecy of Isa. viii. 23, ' the region of the sea beyond Jordan,
Galilee of the Gentiles,' which Matthew takes for his starting·point, and which
reqnlred John also to lay the commencement or our Lord's operatioua ill the
same region. The second, chap. ii. Ill-Iv. 54, begins at Capemlum and cloaea
also there; the third, in chap. v. 1- vi. 71, the fourth, in chap. vii. 1- xii. 50, contain the three festal visits of Jesus to Jernsalem and what was connected with
them. Of the three group. of the second part, the first, chap. xiii. 1-:xvii. !6,
represents bo~ Jesus loved his own ,to the end; the I!erond chap. :uiii. 19, describes the sufferings, death, and burial of Jesus; the third or 8eTenth of dae
whole, chap. xx., gives an account of the resurrectiou. Artless simplicitythat is here, as in the Apocalypse, the character of the arrangemeut.It ,Vol. II.
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senses, and were representatives of events and persons in
objective relations. The representation here begins at a
time subst'quent to the occurrence of the events recorded in
the GospeL The subjective relation of the life, teachings,
and death of Christ to the individual soul naturally is made
somewhat prominent in the Gospel; but in the Apocalypse
Christ has ascended the mediatorial throne, and hence,
although, in reference to his atoning sacrifice, he is repeatedly represented as the Lamb that was slain, his theocratic
dominion is made prominent. He rides forth in his conquering chariot, with the name King of kings and Lord of
lords upon his vesture, subduing his enemies, thwarting the
designs of the adversaries of his kingdom, comforting and
encouraging his faithful followers, by giving them a place
around his throne, where "they shall live and reign with
him," where" they sha.ll hunger no more, neither thirst any
more, neither shall the sun light on them nor any heat.
For the Lamb which is in the midst of the throne shall
feed them, and shall lead them unto living fountains of
waters; and God sha.ll wipe away a.ll tears from their
eyes."
,
Although, from the object of the Apocalypse, the representation is external or objective, and while there is much that
is internal and subjective in the Gospel and Epistles, yet it
is surprising how many points of contact there are between
them, even in this particular. The appearing of Christ in
the Gospel is' often in a spiritual sense, as in xiv. 18: "I
will not leave you comfortless; I will come to you;" and
in vs. 23: "H a man love me, ••••• my Father will love
him, aud we will come unto him, and make our abode with
bim." So in the Apoca.lypse, iii. 20: "H. any man hear
my voice, •..•. I will come in to him, and will sup with
him, and he with me." "I come," has been called the
"watchword of the Revelation." In ii. 5: "Repent, else I
will come quickly;" verse 25: "Hold fast till I come;" iii.
11: " I come quickly," also xxii. 7,12,20. This external
coming has its parallels in the Gospel. In John xxi. 22

000
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Christ replies to the question of Peter in reference to John:
"If I will that he'tarry till I come, what is that to thee?"
etc. Even Lucke says upon this passage: "In what sense
Jesus said, 'Till I come,' we can best learn from Rev. ii.
0, 16; iii. 11; xxii. 7; etc. In xiv. 3, it is said also: "If
I go away and prepare a place for you, I will come again,
and receive you unto myself," etc. Compare also 1 John

ii.28.
The external victories of Christ and the church are very
prominent in the Apocalypse. It could not be otherwise.
It was written in a time of persecution from outward
enemies, and for the eonsolation of those who in all ages
should be subject to peril and suffering from hOfltile secular
powers. Still, there is something of the same kind in the
Gospel John xvi. 33: "In the world ye shall have tribulation; but be of good cheer, I have overcome the world,"
contains the fundamental idea that is developed at length
and in detail in the Apocalypse. 1 In the first Epistle, ii. 18 :
" Little children, it is the last time; and as ye have heard
that antichrist shall come, even now are there many antichrists; whereby we know that it is the last time;" external
enemies are plainly brought into account.
In the Gospel, spiritual enemies are the conspicuous objects in the foreground. In the Apocalypse, too (chap. xiv.
1- 0), the hundred and forty.four thousand are represented
as having overcome spiritual enemies. In xxi. 8, Z1, it is
those who are subject to evil passions and habits that are
excluded from the New Jerusalem, and are the subjects of
the second death. Compare also xxii. 10, and the epistles
to the seven churches throughout.
As external enemies, so a visible recompense comes
specially into the account in the Apocalypse. In this it
agrees with the whole tenor both of the Old and New Testament. John's Gospel is not an exception here, although
nothing called forth a special development of this doctrine.
In v. 14, disease is represented as coming in consequence
1 See Bengstenberg, Vol.

n. 468, 489.
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of sin: "Sin no more, lest a worse thing come unto thee,"
i.e. worse than the impotence of which he had been cured.
So death is the result of sin. For in viii. 21, 24, " Ye shall
die in your sins," implies "that the sins which lead iruo
death are, at the same time, to be regarded 88 the catue of
death," 88 "appears from a comparison of the Old Testament phraseology that lies at the foondation."
The Apocalypse is distinguished from all the other books
oC the New Testament by its symbolic, dark, and mystical
character. But the G08pel and Epistles of John have more
of these same characteristics than any other of these books
except the Apocalypse. The dipping of the sop and giving
it to Judas (xiii. 26); the symbolical character of the act
of healing the blind man, as annonnced by Jesus himself (ix.
39); the washing of the disciples feet (xiii. 6) ; the occa.ional complaint made, according to the relations of John,
tbat the sayings-of Gilrist were dark (vi. 60); the freqaent
misunder5tanding of them (viii. 27; x. 6; xiv.6j xvi. 18) ;
tbe designations of Christ as "the light of the world," the
"bread of life,"." the water of life," "the good shepherd,"
M the wine," etc., are examples of these peculiarities.
It has been objected to the Johannean autoo1'8hip of the
Apocalypse that there is an air of severity and sharpness
in it that is not found in the Gospel and Epistles of John.
There is Dot tbe same afi'ectionateness in the mode of
address of the seven Epistles as in the acknowledged Epistles of John. Such designations as "My children," and
"Beloved," are entirely wanting. Those who make thi~
objection seem to forget that John is not only" in tbe Spirit,"
but that these Epistles contain not his own words, strictly
speaking, but those of him at the view.of whose glory and
majesty the seer falls as dead (i. 17). Could we expect
that be who is "the first and the last;" "who holdeth the
seven stars in his right hand;" "who hath the sharp sword
with two edges j" "eyes like a fiame of fire i" and" the
seven spirits of God," would adopt a familiar and commonplace Corm of address, or a tender and brotherly strain of
VOL. XXL No.
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exhortation or rebuke? In such a number of Epistles, designed merely as introduction to what was to follow, what
reason or propriety would there be in "a circular sort of
movement," or a repetition or expression of any fundamental thought ? We should expect (whoever penned these
epistles) that the admonition in them would be pointed
!lnd authoritative; the rebukes decided and without softening epithets; 1he encouragement dignified and with something of majesty in it; the whole style of expression vivid,
direct, without circumlocution, strong. sharp, and almost
bald, as we find it to be. Is there anything in the ncknowledged writings of John, or in his character, inconsistent with this? Those who contend that there is, must
forget or have overlooked the" fiery, enegetic, decided" temperament of that apoStle, who wished to call down fire from
heaven upon a village of the Samaritans because they did
not pay suitable respect to his Master (Luke xix. 52).
Do not the same characteristics also appear in the Gospel? Schultze says: "We cannot fail also, from the
polemical spirit that appears in nearly all the discourses of
Jesus preserved in John's Gospel, and from the reproaches
which Jesus continually casts on the Jews, to draw unfavorable conclusions regarding the weakness of the historian,
especially as in John, other persons speak in similarly bitter
. and polemical tone.'"
Kaest1in also says: "The contrast
in which John places Christianity to the two other religions
of his day is much sharper and more decided than in the
other writers of the New Testament. With him Christianity alone is ' the truth,' as opposed to ' lies;' it is ' the life,'
out of which there is nothing but' death; , , the light,' which
is surrounded on every hand with 'darkness.' •.... Everything with John falls into two opposite spheres: the one of
which contains whatever is divine, the. other whatever is
the reverse."S The very nature and design of the Apocalypse would naturally bring out more sharply and sternly the
I

Dt'r Schrift8t, des Job., p. 328.
p. 40; qUOlfli by U:~QgsteQberg, Vol.
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between the kingdom of Christ and the kingdom
of Satan; and yet in the second Epistle, verse 10, it is easy
to recognize the same spirit, where it is said: "If there
come any unto you, and bring not this doctrine, receive him
not into your house, neither bid him God speed." So that
Hengstenberg is not wrong when he affirms that" the decision which is shown in rejecting everything which does
not carry on its front the seal of Christ, and sets itself up
against him, is a bond that unites most clearly the Gospel
and Epistles of John to the Apocalypse." 1 This very appearance of severity is a result of the strong attachment of
John to the Saviour, aDd his cause which he had so heartily
adopted.
De Manner of quoting from the Old Te.tament in the
Apocalypse.
The manner of quoting from other authors may, in some
cases, be a proof of identity or diversity of authorship. In
tbe Apocalypse and acknowledged works of John there is
notbing absolutely decisive on this point,-nothing, certainly,
which is at variance with the supposition that they are from
the same hand. We are aware that it has been confidently
aMerted that in the omission of fr, before quotations from
the Old Testament, the author of the Apocalypse differs from
John. But a close examination shows that this objectiQn
cannot be relied upon. In the first place, although the
allusions to the Old Testament are very frequent, so much
so as to give a Hebraic tinge to the style, yet a direct,formal
quotation is never made. And then, when the words of the
Old Testament are introduced, they appear to come from
a mind fully imbued with those writings, and seem not to be
sought after, but to be introduced from the suggestion of the
occasion. Indeed the whole idea of the book, as composed
from the dictation, if we may so say, of Christ, and under
the ('xcitement of such unusua:! and soul-stirring inspiration,
is opposed to formal quotation. Only a bungling counter1 Cumm., Vol II. 48t';

"
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feiter would introduce anything of the kind, to any' extent,
in a 'writing of the character of the Apocalypse.
Bgt thi~ is not all. The citations are so manifestly from
memory, that commentators cannot determine whether the
. Septuagintl or the Hebrew text is the basis of the quotatious;
and yet the Apocalypse, with all its peculiarities, scarcely
differs more than the Epistle of John, in the manner of quotation, from the fourth Gospel. Furthermore, there are very
few cases (not more than ten or twelve, Stuart says) where
the u" could have been introduced appropriately, and John'lI
Gospel has a large number of instances of its omission.'
There is, however, one passage quoted in the Apocalypse
and John's Gospel quite indicative of the samf'! hand. John
alone (in Gos. xix. 34-37) gives an account of the piercing
of our Saviour's side with a spear, and quotes from Zecb.
xii. 10: "They shall look on him tlJllOm they pierced." Tbe
author of the Apocalypse quotes from t.he same passage (i.
7) : " Every eye shall see him, and tkey also tlJko pierced him..."
What is specially noticeable here is, that both in the Gospel
and Apocalypse the same word, is employed (Gos. ek &.
f U EII 'T '1 CT ad'; Apoc., aVroll Eu II 'T '1 CT 1:&11), while the
Septuagint translators. probably from a mistake in a letter
of the Hebrew word, uee the verb lUYf~avro.

e

e

e

Peculiarities of Style in ti,e Apocalypse•
. In no part of the argument have the opposers of the
aut.henticity of t.he Apocalypse exerted themselves 80 much
as in that which relates to the style of the worl.. Herc 80
much is uncertain, 80 much depends upon the taste or mental peculiarities of the writer, 80 much upon previously
formed opinions, that there is much room for discussion.
And yet a suitable regard for the peculiarities of the circumaamces of the writer, the object to be attained by the book,
1 Davidson ..y. that be nsully follOW'll die Septuagint nl'llion. "Bat," be
nys. " the writer bas not always adopted ita YfIr1 words. He departs &om i&.
or changes it, after tho manner of John in the Gospel and of olhor New Teaaament writera."
• See etulrf, Vol I. t 21, p. Sst.
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and the manner of the presentation of the different points
of the revelation to the writer, independently of any forethought or plan on his part, cast entirely out of the account,
'with a candid critic, a large share of what has been so conti- .
dently brought forward under this head.
1. The irregnlarity of style, the anacolfJJha, the abruptnf>Ss,
the want of accurate finish in the Apocalypse, about which
80 much has been written, are easily and naturally to be
accounted for from the exciting, varied, changing, irredistingly moving scenes through which the writer passed: now
in heaven, now on the earth, now in the world of tonnent j
at one time on the land, in the wildernellS, in the great city,
and at another in view of the sea and death and hell giving
up their dead; amidst war, pestilence, famine; before the
.throne of God and the Lamb, and dazzled by the splendors
of the New Jerusalem, which had no need of Run or moon
to gi~ it light, since God and the Lamb were the light of it.
How could a writer amid such scenes, and with the destinies of the myriads
all future time before him, write in
a calm, regular, correct style? Ought we not to expect
abrupt transitions, irregular and broken constructions, and
at the same time a fervor, a glow, even a sublim~ty of style,
which would be inapprqpriate in a calm narrative, 01' in a
a letter written ill the momenta of repose and quiet. Poetry, not in form perhaps, but in substance, must be the result
of such circumstances as those in w:hich the author of the
A pocalypse wrote, especially if he had the keen susceptibilities of the apostle John.
All the irregularities of poetry too, except those that rel>'lllt
from measure and rhythm, are to be expected in such a
composition. It assumes a higher tone, makes use of rare
words, and those of a concrete rather than abstract nature;
loves sonorous but short sentences, which seem to burst out,
ratbel' than dow, from the overcharged breast. We should
not expect personal peculiarities to appear conspicuously.
While in some respects the circumstances would give
pecnliar activity of mind, yet there is truth in the remark
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that ,. his mind was passive rather than 8ctive. It received
impressions." "Ideas were presented to him in a peculiar
manner, and he had little more to do than record them as
they were presented. He heard wordt', and be had to write
them." It would be manifestly unjust to apply rigidly the
ordinary rules of composition to anything written 8S the
Apocalypse was.
'rhe mind of John, we should suppose, was re6eoctive,
rather than highly imaginative. Still no one would doubt
that it " would be wrought up to the highest pitch of enthusiastic excitement by the awful grandeur of the visions
he was privileged to behold. Bet!ides, who ('.an doubt
that the Spirit of God exerted an overmastering influence
on the jnstrument it bad chosen for its revelations? The
author's "own reflection shrank back into its feebleness,
oppressed by the greatness of the task. Overawed by the
sublimity of the scenes to be delineated it withdrew, giving
place to the immediate operation of the Holy Spirit. Hence
8n abruptness and 8 vehemence are observable in the man.
nero Brevity and energy are strongly impressed upon the
diction. 'l'he circumstances and time allowed no room
for rounded periods or polished sentences. The dramatic
action proceeds with rapid fervor, ,nd the mind of the writer
in high excitement is hurried along by the progress of events,
hastening towards a catastrophe. The heavenly beings
introduced as speakin,s, have no space for long dialogu~
while the coming of Christ is at band." 1
Still there is a basis in the writings of John for just such
a style as that of the Apocalypse, influenced by the attending
circumstances. There is nothing of the dialectic, conservative, logical connection of argumentation, so common in the
writings of Paul; but simplicity and vividness strongly characterize it. So Steinhofer says of the first Epistle: " We
find in this epistle clear, full words (voces fragmentes). since
each word not only contains tbe whole matter ill itself, but
also Buits the manifold circumstances that may occur iu
1 nal'idIOO', Introdoctioo, Vol.

In. 588.

J
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connection with it. As, for example, when it is said: He
that is of God abides in God. Thf'!y are sayings of t!uch a
kind as immediately awaken suitable feelings, and produce
a Jiving impression and spiritual sense of the matter," 1 etc.
" In this connf'!ction," says Hengstenberg, " let us only think
of 'the Lamb;' of ' the Lion of the tribe of Judah;' of' the
Word;' 'but I have somewhat against tbee,. that thou hast
left thy first love;' of the Laodiceans being neither cold nor
bot, bot lukewarm i of the charge: ' Hold fast what thou hast,
that no man take thy crown;' or of his standing before t.he
door and knocking, and supping with those who let him in."
2. The Hebraistic character of tbe style of tbe Apocalypse has been adduced as an objection to the aut.horship
of John. In the first place, many of the peculiarities
wbich have been charged to the imitation of the Hebrew,
both by the advocates and opponents of the Johanneall
origin, are purely rhetorical, and are accounted for by the
remarks under the preceding head of irregularities of conHtrnction. Then the Gospel of John is not entirely free
from Hebraisms. Thus Hengstenberg sayil, that "in the
Gospel of John tbere are not wanting points of contact
with the Hebraistic character of the Apocalypse." "The
Evangelist's predilection for the Hebrew language is indicated by his using so mallY Hebrew words with an appended interpretation." I Thiersch also says: "It is not to
be overlooked that in the Gospel of John, the introduction,
especially in its earlier part, exhibits with perfect clearness,
in the structure of the sentences, in the parallelism of the
members, and the position of the words, the rhythm of the
Old Testament hymns." 3 There is, indeed, enough of Hcbrew coloring to occasion some to pronounce it strongly
Hebraic, and to suppose that it was written in .Aramaic, the
Hebrew of that age. Still there is plaiuly 110 good ground
for this supposition; and we cannot, if we would, deny that
Quoted by IIengstcnberg, Vol. n. 479.
• Apoc., Vol. II. 4-15.
a Ncwtcltam. Me., p. 72.
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the Apocalypse id more allied io style to Hebrew, and more
nearly related in contents to the Hebrew prophets, than auy
other book of the New Testament.
What produces this Hebrew coloring? In the first place,
it is a book of prophf.'cy, and the only one of the New Tefltament. This would naturally, of itself, give it some similarity in style.. Tbf:n the native language of John was the
Aramaic; his education was in that language, and his early
religion that of the Hebrews; and it is by no means certain
that he learned Greek before he went to Ephesus, wbere
that language was much spoken. Then, tradition as well as
other reasons, make the fourth Gospel of a later date than
tbe Apocalyp~e ; and John, from his longer residence in
A8ia Minor, would here necesessarily have obtained a more
ea~y and flowing style.
John, too, would doubtless be far more (amiliar with the
Hebrew poetic style than with the Greek; and when he was
brought into circumstances which required a poetic diction,
he would naturally (alll'Omewhat into that with which he
·was most familiar, although writing in another language.
But another circumstance seems to me to have had (ar
more influence in giving a Hebrew tinge to the style, since
the author indicates, in various expressions, that he does not
use a Hebraic style from ignorance of Greek or inability to
write correctly in that language.l It was a time o( the per8E'cution of Christians, and John was in banishment for his
adherence to the Christian faith (i. 9). He would naturally,
in such circumstanceA, turo his attention to the promises of
the Old Testament in reference to the oppressions of the
people of God and the hope of deliverance. This led bim,
doubtless, to a close study of tbe later prophets, such Ilt!
I Lucke, p. 363, sa)'ll that the author of the Apocalypse "shows himself nry
dexterous in his _y, and perfectly free from the rawnea of a begiuner n; l1li4
Winer maintains that the 80lecisDll of the Apocalypse sholild be explained h)'
dJo critics, 08 they can be, IU1d not attributed to the ignoraace of the &athol-,
who, .. in olher and mOuch more dilBcult tura., abOWl that he knew -.rcll enough
the rule. of gr;tmmar."
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Daniel, Ezekiel, and Zechariah; and it is not unnatural to
suppose that this study was a part of the preliminary
training that rendered him a fit medium for the revelation
which God wished to make to the children of men. This
would, it seems to us, be a snfficient explanation of the
Hebraistic style of the Apocalypse, if t.here were no other.
And this, taken with the preceding considerations, st>.ems to
warrant the strong language which Hengstenberg uses,
when be says: " It is difficult to understand bow anyone can
still argoe from tbem [the Hebmisms of the Apooalypse] that.
the author of it must have been different from the author of
the GospeL No one can do this in good faith, excepting he
who makes his own mental weakness, incompetence, and
monotony the measure for others." 1
W01'ds found in the other Writings of JO/In and not in ",e
Apocalypse, and the reverse.

Some words found ill John's other writings do not appear
in the Apocnlypse; and, on the other hand, some words in
the Apocalypse are wanting in the Gospel and Epistles. It
may be said of many of those enumerated, that they are not
specially characteristic of the flltyle of John, and are used
in other books of the New Testament. An author cannot,
of conrse, expect to Uflle all the same words in a simple
narrative and in a propbetic writing, where works in another
language are in some degree imitated, and where the style
is highly poetic. Besides," the range of the Gospel and
Epistles is wider than that of the Apocalypse." There ill a
far greater variety of ideas in them, while in the Apocalypse
the idt>8s were peculiar, especially as compared with the rest
of the New Testament. Hence we should expect different
words and phrases.
We coold hardly, however, put the stre88 that Hengsteoberg does upon the
that the writer is aaid to be .. in the Spirit," a8if the Hebraisms were directly
irmpired, .. a n_eary 1"Il8I11t of the author'. being in I'e Spirit." Be 1IIIyt1 also,
.. 11 pore Greek gospel, a pure Greek apo'tolieal epiltle, is incoD~ivable. The
canonieal and tho Hebrew are most intimately connected." Comm., Vol. IL
J
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It is said by Ewald and others that the particles 'If'
e, 'If'ro 'If' 0 T e, 0 0 ~ 'If' 0 T e, 0 0 ~ 'If' 0), are not found
in the Apocalypse, although they appear in the Othf!l writin~
of John. We should not expect so many connective particles or so much variety in them in a work consh!ting or
fleparate visions, communicated often in dit!connected sentenceI.'. But, furthermore, these particles can none of them
be considered as in any way characteristic of John's writiDg'l'n a" TOT e is oftener used by Paul than John, who iudeet.l
never u~es it in his Epistles, and but I!ix or seven times in
the Gospel. He had no occasion to use it in the ApocalypsE', and it accordingly does not appear there. Of '71'';'"
'If' 0 T f it is sufficient to say that it is used but once in the
Epistles of John, and four times ill the Gospel, and that the
ApocalYPtle uoes not deal in negative clauses like those in
which this particle is founu. 0 0 ~ 'If' 0 T e is used just once
by John in Gospel vii. 46. OVO~'If'o) is used three times
only by Johu, and he had no further occasion for it.
Ka~ro~ is frequent in the Gospel and Epistles, but not
found in the Apocalypse. So it is frequent in the Romans
and in the Corinthians, and not found at aU, or rarely, in
several of Paul's other epistles. Besides, we should expect
the shorter form ~ in the concise, abrupt style appropriate
to the Apocalypse.
W~, at! a particle of time, is not found in the Apocalypse,
but often in the Gospel. It is not, however, iu the Epistles
of John, and is found in some of Paul's epistles, and not in
others.
The particles of reasoning and consecutive narrative, sach
as 0 Ii '" J. pa, II- E", 'T E, 'Yap, cl "" "" a, ~ II a, are naturally either sparingly used, or not used at all, in the Apocalypse. The simple cOlluective /Cat is frequent when little
aUention would be given, in the excitement of the inspiration, to niceties and unnecetlsary discrimination in the we
of connecting words. Betlidell, in respect to many of these
words, co the peculiarity is only a highE'r degree of that which
is abo met with in the other writings of John."
TOT

v

v

v
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Some difference is found in the use of verbs of ligl", in
Johll'~ Gospel and Epistles and in the Apocalypse j but
DO more than we might expect the same writer to exhibit in
110 ditkrent kinds of writing.
The verb f/Ahrfl) i. found sixteen times in the Gospel, about the same number of times
in the Apocalypse, but not at all in the first EJ.'istle. <O~
is quite frequently used in the Gospel, but almost always
(once .11) in the Perfect, e~pwca, while· it is used but
three times in the Apocalypse. It need hardly be suggested how inappropriate the form in tbe Gospel would be
to designate things seen in vision, where tbe objectI:J pass
before the eyes and are gone. Tbe A9rist e'lOoJ1 is the
exactly appropriate word, and is found far oftener than any
other verb of sight in all tbe writings of Jobn. But it is
said, "that ~ faO","' and ~e~pefl) are favorite words
with John," while the former is not found in the Apocalypse, and the latter but twice. '::}eaop.a' occurs ten time!.'
(not often enough to prove it a very favorite word), and
~_pect) nearly twice as often.
But the meaning of thede
words, especially the former, as used elsewhere by John,to look at carefully, to inspect, - would not find place in the
Apocalypse.
n '(T 'T eve £ II is very frequent in tbe Gospel, used about
one hundred times, but never in tbe Apocalypse j for the
simple real!on tbat the plan of tbe Apocalypse did not
include a discussion of subjective faith, as a means of
attaining to eternal life, so often brought to view in tbe Gospel. On the other hand, faith ('7I"'(1'n~), as denoting a more
objective or general relation, is found, naturally, four times
in the Apocalypse, and never in the Gospel. Wo cannot
accede to the view of Hengstenberg, that the word '7I"£fTTWeW
is avoided in the Apocalypse because it is so often used by
John in the Gospel, aDd by other writers of the New Testament, in order, in a prophetical work, " to shun the characteristic peculiarities of hi!! own customary dialect," or the current phraseology of the age. We do not believe the ApocaIyptle was compolled with any such nice balallcings of what
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was befitting the character of the book ; but that such
language was employed as was suggested by the peculiar
character oC t.he book and the circumstances of the author.
It has been objected that composite word~ are less used
in the Apocalypse than in John; but ProCeBI!or Stuart, aCter
a careful examination, find", that the preponderance il5 rather
in favor of the Apoaalyp~e than the Gospel.1
Ouovf'eJl't is used in the Apocalyppe, but not in the
other writings of. John. So it is used in the Epistle 10 the
Romans, and not· elsewhere in Paul's writings, except the
HebrewII. III that Epistle therefore spurious? In the three
places where it is Cound, it seems more appropriate than the
common ,,&<r~, Cound so often in the Gospel and twice in
the Apocalypse. In m. 10 and xii. 9 it is put for the inhabitants of the earth, and Crom its derivation is naturally used;
. and in xvi. 14, with fM.~, it is more apposite than tcOapH;.
BesideR, it i8 the usual word in the LXX. for ~, and
hence might naturally be employed in the Hebraistic style
of the Apocalypse.1l
n a v 'T 0" p a'T" P is used eight or nine times in the
Apocalypse, and only once besides (in 2 Corinthians) in the
New Testament, and always with 0 ~e~ or KflplO'; 0 ~.
It i' parallel with the Hebrew ~ ;l!, or l'\ia~~ ~~ ";no:, but
not probably an imitation. The strongest word was required to express the power and majesty of God, and none
more suitable could be Cound. With a similar desire Cor
emphatic, full-toned dt'signations, characteristic oC prophetio
style, Christ is designated as " PrinceoC the kings oC the
earth," the" Beginning oC the creation o{ God," etc.
lI'If' 0 f' 0 JI ~ occurs several times in the Apooalypst", bot
not in the other writings of John. The simple reason is,
that endurance, patience under suffering, is prominent in the
Apocalypse, bllt not in the Gospel and Epistles of John.
The wo,d is used several times by' Paul, when he has oocaslonto- give. expre"ssion to the same idea. For the same
I See words enumerated in hiB Commentary, Vol. L 385.
• See S&aart and Davidson.
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reason we find Ix,e,,, ~" p4fYTVplav (vi. U; xii. 17 ; xix. 10)
in the Apocalypse, and not elsewhere in John.
TheJ:e are WOl'ds that occnr with unusual frequency in
the Apocalypse; for example, p.E'Yar; is used about eighty
times in the Apocalypse and five times in the Gospel. 'fbe
reason is obvious to even a superfici"l reader. The snbjl.!ctmatter, the objects brought to view, and the desire to give
the importance which belonged to them to these objects,
and the high tone which is suited to poetic and prophetic
writings, are 8ufficient to account for this frequent use.
The accumulation of words to .designate the dignity or
majesty of the object described; as, e6"Mtyfa, 'T'+'~, &Ea and
cpaTO';; and the use of "full·toned words as p.EfTO'CIpaVIIJJ-a
and 'If'OTaJMXl>O~, or longer forms of particles, as ZOO" for
iCe, are to be explained in the same way.l
Several other words aDd phrases have been referred to, as •
OCCDning either in the fourth Gospel and first Epistle aud
not in the Apocalypse, or the revel'lJt'I; but they are so manifestly 8 casual use that is perfectly natural, or one that is
suggested by the objects before the mind of the writer at the
moment, that it is a waste of time to enumerate them. The
argument from thigsource, it seems to us, if not decisive in
ibt favor, is certainly not against, the Johannean authorship
of tbe Apocalypse. The course taken by tbe opposers of the
genuineness of this book, as far as tbis argument goc~
woaW deprive Paalof several of his Epistles; and indeed
any other author of workg as different in their character as
the fourth Gospel and the Apocalypse could be shown not
to have written but one of the works in question. Bot,
farther, we proceed to give

Proof of Identity of Authors/lip from the U,e or Omission
of #he &me Worth and Phrases in #ht Apocalypse and
other Writings of John.
Map'TfJpla and p.ap"" p~O) are favorite words jn the
Gospel aDd Apocalypse. Gospel, i. 7, (twice) 8, 15, 19, 32,
1 Hengstenberg'. Commentary, Vol. 11. "I, 4411.
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34; ii. 20; ni. 11 (twice), 26, 28, 32, 33 ; iv. 39,44; v. 31
(twice), 32 (three times), 33, 34, 36 (twice), 37,39; vii. 7 j
viii. 13 (twice), 14 (twice), 17, 18 (twice); L 26; xii. 17 j
xiii. 21 ; xv. 26, 27; xviii. 23,' 37; xix. M (twice), xxi. 24
(twice). Apocalypse, 1. 2 (twice), 9; vi. 9; xi. 7; xii. 11,
17 ; xix. 10; xx. 4. These are also very frequent in the
first Epistle of John i. 2 j iv. 14; v. 6, 7, 8, 9 (four times),
10 (three times), 11 j and it occurs five times in the third
Epistle vs. 3, 6,12 (three ti~es). Ma~ is rarely used
elsewhere in the New Testament, while IUlfYMJpEQ) ocems a
few times in Acts and Hebrews, but is infrequent in the other
boo\(s. In the Gospel we find such phrases as T~" Jl4PTVpUw
~,u;,"; MapTvp;' '1TEP~ EfI4VTOV; 'H fl4fYTVpla p.ov; M~
'1TEpt Jp.ov, where Christ speaks of himself; and where others,
as the Pharisees, speak to him, ;'Ev '11"f!P'i O'etJVTOV Jl4PTVpEU; ; •H
• fl4pTVp{tJ O'ov. Cf. iii. 10; v. 31, 32 j viii. 13, 14, et al. In
the Apocalypse, T~II 'fI4pTVp/a1l 'I"1O'0V Xpurroii (i. 2, 9), and
kindred phrases are frequent. No one can mistake the
identity in the meaning of the words.
The use of a;\.'7~'lIo~ is rare, except in the writings of
John, and especially as applied to God is found elsewhere
only in 1 Thess. i. 9. Gospel i. 9; iv. 23, 37; vi. 32; vii.
28; xv. 1 j xvii.3; xix. M. 1 John ii. 8 j v. 20 (three times),
Rev. iii. 7, 14 j vi. 10; xv. 3 j xvi. 7 j xix. 9; 11; xxi. :;,
xxii. 6.
MeTa TtJll'rtJ as aformu1a of transition, in its frequency,
is peculiar to the writings of John, Apocalypse i. 19; iv. 1 ;
vii. 1,.9; ix. 12; xv. 5 j xviii. 1: xix. 1; xx. 3. Gospel iii.
22; v. 1, 14; vi. 1; vii. 1 ; xix. 38; xxi. 1.
The use of the verb V£lCaV, e!.'pecially in the present partciplc 6 II''';''', in the acknowledged writings of John aDd the
Apocalypse are strikingly indicative of identity of authorship, as the peculiar usage is not only not found in the New
Testament, except in Rom. xii; 21, but is not in otber
authors. See Apocalypse ii. 7, 11, 17, 26; iii. 5, 12, 21
(twice); (v. 5 j vi. 2; xi. 7; xii. 11; xiii. 7; xv. 2; xvii.
14) j xxi. 7 ; Gospel xvi. 33 j first Epistle ii. 13, 14; iv. 4 :
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v.4 (twice), 5. It should not escape notice that the peculiar use of overcoming tl,e world or the evil, is almost confined to the first Epistle and the epistles to the chllfches,
where, in accordance with the brief, apothegmatical character of the writing, the simple participle is used without the
object in the accusative. .
·OY"; used in Gospel vii. 24; xi. 44, and Apocalypse i.
16, and not elsewhere in the New Testament.
BpoIIT1} is very frequent in the Apocalypse, as iv. 5 j vi. 1 ;
viii. 5; x. 3,4 (twice), xi. 19, et aI, and i8 used in the same
sense in the Gospel, and nowhere else in the New Testamf'nt, except once in Mark, who calls James and John ,ons
oj thun.der (fJpovrfr;)
'EfJpaifT'r{ is not found in any other of the sacred writings except John's Gospel and Apocalypse; Gospel v. 2; xix.
13,17,20, and Apocalypse ix. 11; xvi. 16.
It is certainly strange that t'o peculiar an appellative as
the word, 0 AO'YO~, is applied to Christ in the Gospel (i. 1,
14), First Epistle (i. 1; v. 7), and Apocalypse (xix. 13),
and nowhere else in the New Testament, if these are not
all from the same hand.
'E IClCellTEQ) , only found in Rev. i. 7, and Gospel xix. 37.
~cf>aTTeU' is employed in Rev. v. 6 j ix. 12 j vi. 4,9; xiii.
3,8; xviii. 24, and First Epistle iii. 12 (twice), and not
elsewhere.
~1C"1"OV" also is used in Apocalypse vii. 16; xii. 12;
xiii. 6; xxi. 3, and Gospel i. 14, and only in those passages.
The phrase IXe,,, "'EpO~, with the meaning, to /,ave part
in or wiJ,h, is found only in John's Gospel xiii. 8, and Apoclypse xx. 6.
nepnraTe'i., ",eTa Te"O~, to walk with, associate with.
Gospel vi. 66; Apocalypse iii. 4.
AaJl.e'i., ",ETa (Te"o~), to talk with, Rev. i. 12; iv. 1; x.
8 j xvii. 1; xxi. 9, 15; Gospel iv. 27; ix. 37 j xiv. 30; and
not elsewhere, except Mark vi. 60.
T"1pei., TO-" Jl.o'Yo., belongs only to John. See Gospel
viii. 51, 52, 65; xiv. 23, 24 (TO~ 'Myo~); xv. 20; xvii. 6;
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Rev. iii. 8, 10. So T'rIpew EtC (TW~) Rev. iii. 10; Gospel
xvii. 15.
K6p£e, (TV oloa~, three times in Gospel xxi. 15-17,
and Rev. vii. 13 ; not elsewhere.
Compare also the phrase rytv~v 'IT£(TTO~ (Gospel xx. 7;
Rev. ii. 10) ; tCaTa{1atvuv ~tC Toii oiJpavoii, (Gospel vi.
33, ~8, 41, 42, 50 ; Apocalypse iii. 12 ; x. 1 ; xiii. 13 ; xvi.
21 i xviii. 1 i xx. et al.) i ava{1alvuv el~ TOV oupallo.
(Gospel iii. 13; Apocalypse xi. 12 j xix. 3) i ~vop.a alh~
(Gospel i. 26 j iii. 1 ; Rev. vi. 8 j ix.ll) ; lnrEICpl.~"I )..e"1(11"
(Gospel i. 26 j x. 33; Rev. vii. 13).
In both the Gospel and Apocalypse it is usual to explain
Hebrew by Greek words, Apac. iii. 14 j ix. 11; xii. 9 i xx. 2 ;
xxii. 20 i Gospel i. 39,.42, 43 j ix. 7; xix. 13, 17, a usage rare
in the other New Testament writers.
A sort of parallelism made by a positive and negative
expression is found in the writings of John. Gospel i. 3, 7,
20,48 i iii. 15, 17, 20 j v. 19,24; viii. 35,45; x. 4, 5, 28;
xv. 5 -7; F~t Epistle ii. 27; Apocalypse ii. 2, 8, 13; iii.
8,17,21, et ale A peculiar joining together of the present
and future tenses is found in the Gospel xiv. 3, ~
lpxop.a£, teal. '1TapaX1}top.a£ Vp.O.~, ~ T.)...; Apocalypse ii.5,
epX0p.at (TO£ Taxv, ~ tC£V~(TCI) 7'i,v xVX,vlav (TOV, ~ T. ~
The ~pocalypse says of Satan (xii. 9), that "be was ClUe
to the earth~' ~{1)..~~"I el~ T.qV ryfiv; the Gospel (xit 31),
that " the prince of this world shall be cast out" ; 0 dpXO>lI
TOV ICO(TP.OV TOVTOV ~tC{1).."I~"(TeTa, IECI>.I
The omission of certain words and phrases common in
other writers of the New Testament is noticeable in the
writings of John, including the Apocalypse; as f'ETavoia,
"1eEJI V'a , ~"I(Tavpo~, ~'1C1avp'tCl); compounds of ~~j
certain conjunctions as OW, oKh-£, ~ All i prepositions meonnection with fonna of ,.,tJlOp.tu, as b Trp ryevEcr~ e~ TO
I_I:\..
,
\
ryEl/ea~
iJa" 'lTPO~ TO ryEIIE(T iJ"", pera TO ryEllfa'iJAI,
avr,
'7'OV "'fEI'ECI~a£,i etc.
,

"

I

""

"

A

I

I For otber words and pb!'ll8e8 similar to tbe above, lee Davidson', Innodac>
tion, Vol. III. l)52 8Cq. i Slaert'. Commentary, Vol. I. t 17.
2 Sec Dnvid·on'" Introdaclion, Vol. Ill. SSG, 55;.
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Similarity of Imagery in tI,e Apocalypse and Gospel of John.
The imagery in the Apocalypse and the Gospel and
Epistles of John is drawn from the same sources,1Uld is
frequently expreseed in a similar manner. Christ is the
bridegroom of the church :
Gos. iii. 29: • 0 ex6)11 ~II wmll, 1IV,.,.q,~ eerrw' 0 cp~
'TOO lIV,.,.q,tov, 0 ~tT'T'T}~ ICal alWVaw awoo, 'X,apij. 'X,alpe£
8£4 ~ ~viJlI 'TOO 1IV,.,.q,{OV.
Apoc. xix. 7: Xa(pr»p.w ICa~ /uyaXJ...uJ,fU~a, "~ 8/;,p.ev ~v UEav
,
!!
3,,1:\c
.,
ft"
\ .J.
\.
avr~' OT£'I"'OJeJ!
"Iap.q:; 'TOV apllwv, ""I "'f1IIITJ avrov

se

~

°

~

~'Tolp.aqeJ! ~aV'T'ljv.

Apoc. xxi. 2: Ka~ Ery6J 'IoxlWl7~ e'lOov ~II 'If'0'Ju1l ~v &tylall
••••• 1rr0£p.aqpivqll ~

wmll

ICeICOrTp'1p.Evq1l Trp avcSp~

a~.

Apoc. xxii. 17: Kal 'TO 7rVEfjp.a ICal ~ wm ~OVrT"', IC. 'T. ASo Christ is the shepherd and his followers the sheep:
Gos. x. 1 - 5: O. . . . . 'If'o,pfW eerr£ T6J1/ 'If'po{:3aT6)II.....",
'T4 'If'po{:3a'Ta awrp ciICoMv~ei, IC. 'T. A.
Apoc. vii. 17: 'TO apllloll ••••• 'If'O'p.aIlE' awow, leal o~rTe"
tc. T. AGoa. x. 1: •0 p.:q elrreP'X0p,evo~ 8£4 'T.fj ~ ~ Up a ~ el~,.:qll avX:q1l
'TWII 'If'po{:3aT6)V, Ie. 'T. A.
Gos. x. 7,9: 'E~ elll-' ~ ~vpa 'TWII 'If'po{:3J.'T(J)JI.
Apoc. iii. 20: ' I80t>, etT'T'T}1U1. brl 'T:q II ~ VPa II, 1&41 ICpo~· £&11
'TW • • • • • aJlO{~ 'T:q II ~,) p a II.
The voice and hearing are used similarly, in a figurative
sense:
Apoc. iii. 20: 'Eall 'T£~ l""ourT'1 T.fj~ CPQ)v.fj~ Jl-OV.
Gas. x. 3: Ta 'If'pO{:3aTa T.fj~ CP6)v.fj~ aVrov alCove£.
G08. L 4: T4 'If'po{:3aTa ot8arT£ ~II CP6) v:q II au'Tov.
Gos. L 5: OU" o18arT£ TWII ciX'XoTplcoll ~IJ CP6)"''I]''''
Gas. x. 16: 'T.fj~ CP6)"'.fj~ p.ov ci"o,)rTovrT£.
So hunger and thirst, and the water of life:
Apoc. xxii. 17: '0 8,VW'" ~e,.6), 0 ~exc.,." Aap{:3aIJe,.6) li&»p
~~~peall.

Goa. vii. 37 : .' Ea." T£~ 8
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T
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0 'yo,J,ln &IxrQ) I" Tij~ 'If''I]''Iij~

TOU

iJoaTo~ 'T71~ ~Q)71~ OQ)PEUJ,I.

Gos. iv.10: "EOQ)ICEJ,I (£J,I UO, iJoQ)P ~o,J,I.
Apoc. xxii. 1 : nOT a f£ 0 J,I iJ 0 a T ~ ~ Q) ,'} ~.
I.'
',\ '\ - '
,
f'
\
, ,
. 14 : n """1'1]\"VOa'TO~
al\JWf'EJ,IOv
u~ 'IoM'I]J,I aHdJ,l,OJ,l.
G os. IV.
Apoc. vii. 16: OU 'If'UJ,lUUOVU,J,I En, ouo~ 8'y7}uovu,J,I
fn.
Gos. vi. 35: '0 epx6~ 'If'PO~ f'E, ou JI.~ 'If'UJ,lU,Ull' Kal is

°

,
, J .. l
'If'W'TEVQ)J,I
EW
fit"", OJ)•

JI.'I]\

'
0' .'TA 'l]U'{J
I.'

,

'If'Q)'If'OTE.

Many more examples of a like kind might be adduced ;
but we will merely refer to the figurative use of such words
as c/>a>Tt~Q), o6Ea, q,atva>, and the use of lamb as a designation
of Christ, which is found twenty-five times in the Apocalypse, and in John's Gospel i. 29, 36, and not elsewhere in
the New Testament, except in Acts viii. 32, and 1 Pet. i. 19,
where Isa. lUi. 7 is quoted. It is worthy of remark that is
aJl.J,l6~ is used in the Gospel, while apJ,ltoJ,l is the word employed in the Apocalypse. "But," says Davidson, "TO
apJ,lloJ,l in the Apocalypse is chosen as a term descriptive of
Messiah, not only with reference to his sacrificial death, an
idea common to it and af£"or;, but chiefly because the TO
apJ,ltoJ,l of the Apocalypse is put in antithesis to ~ploJ,l." 1
Similarity of Doctrine and Sentiment in the Apocalgpse and
Acknowledged Writings of Jolin.

That different sentiments and doctrines, and different
phases of the same doctrine, are presented in two pieces of
writing, is no objection to identity of authorship. There
must be a contrariety that cannot be reconciled. But instead of that, in comparing the fourth Gospel and Apocalypse, we find amidst a variety, and even diversity, which we
should expect, some points of union; as many, indeed, as
we ought to look for in works composed in so different circumstances, upon so different a plan, and for so different
an end.
In reference to the names given to Christ, sucb as ~
I

Introduction, Vol. llL 57S.
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and d.pvlov we have already spoken. But there are other
representations which are worthy of notice. The propitiatory sacrifice of Christ is spoken of much in the same way.
Apocalypse i. 5 j "Unto him •.•.. that washed us from our
sins in his own blood." 1 Epistle i. 7 j " The blood of Jesus
Christ his son clean seth us from all sin." See also Apocalypse v. 9; vii. 14; xii. 11 j xiv. 4; 1 Epistle ii. 2; iv. 10;
Gospel i 29, 36 j x. 15, 18, et al.
The salvation procured by Christ is for all. This is from
the nature of the Apocalypse expressed with more fulness j
See Apocalypse v. 9 j vii. 9 j xxi. 25, 26 j xxii. 2 j First
Epistle ii. 2 j iv.14; Gospel iii. 16 ; x. 16; xi. 51 seq. ; xii. 32.
The same power is accorded to Christ and the same praise
ascribed to him, and in many cases it is like that which
belongs to God the Father. Rev. i. ~ seq.; iii. 21; v. 6,
8 -13; vii. 17 j xi. 15; xiv. 1; xix. 10 -13; xxi. 23; xxii.
13-16 j Gospel i.1 seq.; v. 20 seq. ; vi. 62; viii. 54 seq.;
x. 28 seq.; xii. 41 ; xvii. 1 seq.
Omniscience is also ascribed to him. Apocalypse ii. 23 :
" I am he who searches the reins and the hearts;" and the
introductions to the Epistles ii. 2, 9, 18, 19; iii. 1, 8, 15, and
Gospel ii. 23: "He knew all men," and 24: "He knew
what was in man." There are also many other passages
of the like nature.
Still he is represented as dependent upon the Father,
especially in reference to what he teaches. Apocalypse i.1 :
" 7le revelation of Jesus Christ, which' God gave unto him,
to ,how 'IIIIIlo his servants." So in Gospel xvii. 8 Jesus says
of his followers: "I have given unto them the words which
thou gavest me;" and ii. 27: "Even as I received of my
Father" ; and ii. 49: "I have not spoken of myself; but the
Father which sent me, gave me a commandment what I
should say." See also v. 19, 20; vii. 16; viii. 28 j xv. 15.
On the other hand, Christ's followers are made participants in what he receives from the Father. In addition to
the verses quoted in the preceding paragraph, which relate
especially to the instruction given, see, in reference to power
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and honor, Apocalypse iii. 21 : " To him that overcometh I
will grant to sit with me on my throne," etc. Gospel xii. 26 :
" Where I am, there ,hall also my servant be i and Apocalypse
ii. 26 i xiv. 2 i xvii. 26, etc.
The stress laid upon works, and the necessity of exhibiting Christian principle in the life, is evident throughout the
writings of John. Apocalypse ii. 23; iii. 1 i xiv. 4, 5, 12,
13 et al i 1 Epistle ii. 3 seq.; iii. 10, 17. In regard to the
Gospel, Liicke says: "As he represents tbe implantation
and advancement of saving faith as the more immediate
design of writing his Gospel, so also in his whole exhibition
of doctrine and history he seems to indicate that the ground
and centre of he Christian life is loving, active, obedient
faith (see especially xiv. - xvii.), not a mere knowing and
apprehending." 1 n should not escape notice, that it is not
particular duties and obligations, such as Paul and Peter
often inculcate, that John lays stress upon, but works in
gt-neral - the life.
.
The infJisible and 'piritual ageftC'!! is necessarily different
in the Apocalypse from that in the ·otber writings of John,
and indeed from that in the otber New Testament books.
There is little occasion to refer to angels and demons in
the Gospel, while in the Apocalypse, "angels are the companions and interpreters of the seer throughout his visions.
Their interposition is announced in the inscription to the·
book, and declared near its close (xxii. 16). They are everywhere brought forward to our view, either as the executioners of divine justice, or as fnlfilling the will of God and the
Redeemer, by becoming instruments in protecting the church,
and making it victorious over all its enemies and persecutors."ll No objection in respect to authorship can properly
be made from this employment of angelic agency by the
Almighty in the revelations which he made by his servant,
unless it sbould appear from his other writings that John
discarded unseen spiritual agents. In that case we might
Llicke, p. 215; quoted by Hengstenberg, Vol. 11.488.
• S&uan'. Apoca1ypee, Vol. IL Exc- i I. 397.
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suppose that God would select another for the execution
of his designs. But instead of any such evidence appearing
in John, we find expressions in reference to angelic agency
in the fourth Gospel which might naturally fall from the'
pen of the author of the Revelation. E. g. i. 61: "Hearafter ye shall see heaven open, and the angels of God ascending and descending upon the son of man "; v.4: "For
an angel went down at a certain season into the pool"
(compare with this Apocalypse i. 4 seq.); xii. 29: "An
angel spake to him"; xx. 12: " And seeth two angels siting," etc. If it be objected to the Apocalypse that so much
use is made of angelic agency, we will merely say, as it
does not properly pertain to our present inquiry, that such
agency is frequent in the Old Testament, especially in
Daniel and Zechariah; and that in the prophecies in reference to our Saviour, it is said that angels shall have guardianship over him, to keep him from evil in his human
capacity (Ps. xci. 11, 12), and that in actual life they ministered to him (Matt. iv.ll), and that twelve legions of
angels were at his command, if he desired them, to sustain
him in his conflict with his enemies (Matt. xxvi. 53).1
It has been objected to the Apocalypse, that antichrist is
different in the Epistles and Apocalypse, since in the former
prophets are thus designated, and a temporal ruler in the
latter. In the first place it may be said, that the word is
not found in the Apocalypse or in John's Gospel; and it
can certainly be no objection to the Apocalypse that a different class of errorists are there brought into notice. Besides, as Hengstenberg says: "The anticbrist of the Epistles
recurs substantially in the Revelation." That the enigmatical Old Testament names of the Nicolaitans (ii. 6), of those
who followed the doctrine of Balaam (ii.14), of the woman
Jezebel (ii. 20), are more suited to the character of the Apocalypse needs no proof. There is, besides, an apparent
allusion to the name in chapter ii. 13." II
1
II

See Hengstenberg's Commentary, Vol. D. 478.
Commenwy, Vol. II. 474, 475.
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The doctrine of a double resr.wrectio'1& it is said is peculiar
to the Apocalypse. Whether this is so or not, in the first
place, depends upon the interpretation given to some passages in the Apocalypse and some of the other books of the
New Testament, about which there is much difference of
opinion among scholars, and which can not be discussed
here. Hengstenberg finds a plain allusion to a double resunection in John v. 21- 29: "The first and the second
resunection in the Apocalypse denote the same two stages
of salvation which are also mentioned in the Gospel of
John." 1 The only difference is, as Hengstenberg supposes,
that" the word' resurrection' is used in a figurative sense"
also in the first stage, and that only the righteous are designated in the Revelation, while in the Gospel the wicked
are also included. But whether Hengstenberg is right or
not, it makes little difference, as far as the authorship of the
Apocalypse is concerned. That book was designed as a
revelation of what should be in the future; and is it strange
that something more, or more definite, is made known concerning the resurrection, which is but so lightly touched
upon in the Gospel? It seems to us, that on]y the strong
desire to accumulate proof for a preconceived opinion would
have had recourse to this as an argument.

Recapitulation.
The testimony from the Fathers for John as the author
of the Apocalypse is decided, full, varied, continuous, and
almost unbroken in the early centuries. All the opposition
that can be found to its apostolic origin is so manifestly
the result of a perversion of its contents, and a desire to
counteract the hurtful influence which had arisen from thc
supposed corroboration in it of millenarian views, that it
can have very little weight in a critical argument (see po
347, above).
The declarations in. the book itself would seem, too, to
leave little doubt who was its author. There can have
1

See Commentary, chap. xx. 5, and Vol. II. 476.
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been no other John who could have honestly designated
himself as John simply in writing to the churches over which
John the apostle had the oversight, and who, in connection
with the name, would naturally characterize his work in a
manner so similar to that found in John's Gospel xxi. 2-l
(see pp. 348 seq., above).
The general characteristics of the Apocalypse, from the
origin, Dature, and design of the work, are very different
from those of the other writings of John, and indeed from
all of the books of the New Testament; but still there is
not only not anything in it which is contradictory to the
other writings of John, but there are many points of union
with them; as many, at least, as we should expect to
find in writings so diverse in their general inception and
object.
The manner of quoting from the Old Testament is not
such in general as to throw much light upon the question
of authorship; but in one passage at least (i. 7, compared
with Gospel xix. 34 seq.) there are indications of the same
hand that penned the fourth Gospel.
There are words and phrases in the Apocalypse that are
Dot found in the Gospel and Epistles of John, and others
in the latter productions which do not appear in the former.
They are, however, not characteristic uses of words, or are
easily accounted for from different topics treated of, or the
different circumstances of the writer; while, on the other·
hand, there is a similarity in the use or omission of words
and imagery that is peculiar, and certainly Buch as might
be expected from the same author.
The sentiments and doctrines of the Apocalypse are
many of them unique, but not contradictory to those of the
acknowledged writings of Jobn, and indeed are often such
that one is strikingly reminded of the disciple whom Jesus
loved.

