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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

It is the never-ending task of Christian scholarship to inter-
pret the sacred Scriptures in the light of an increasing understanding
of the situation contemporary to their writing. The task is attempted
anew in each generation, and no single pronouncement upon a given
boolt is accepted as final., The men of each generation desire also to
interpret the Scriptures so that they speak relevantly to their own

day. Such is the task of this sbudy.
T. THE PROBLEM STATED

This study does not attempt to speak to a newly discovered
problem, It merely asserts a fresh, meaningful, and somewhat original
approach to the problem of what it is that God would revesl to the
men of this day through his written Word, the Bible., This study

deals with that problem with reference to the First Eplstle of John,

iy

in terms of an inductive investigation of the IEpistle. The primary
aim of the study wes to determine the central thrust and the overall

meaning of this Eplstie.
II., THE PROBLEM JUSTIFIED

Hany have taken in hand the task of interpreting John's First

Epistle. The writer of this study does not presume to surpass these

studies, but seeks simply to approach the ssme problem from different



directions. It is always proper, in the light of the inexhaustible
nature of Scriptural meterial, and in view of its continuous relevance
to chenging contemporary sibtuabions, to apply new interpretative
procedures to the Bible,

The three approaches incorporated in this study consist of
three distinet inductive considerations., The first approach is that
of an exhaustive analysis, based upon the grammatical thought units
of the Bpistle. The second approach is a more specific study of the
crucial words, based somewhat upon the resulis of the first approach.,
The third approach is a direct study of the occasion and purpose of
the writing of the Ipistle, based upon assumptions developed from the
first two approaches. These three approaches differ from all other

available studies of the particular Epistle under consideration.
ITT. LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY

4 comprehensive inberpretation of the First Epistle of Johm
would contain & survey of its interpretation through the centuries of
Christian history. Such a survey lies beyond the scope of this study.
The method of interpretation upon which the inductive inberpretations
were bullt wes the historico-grammatical method, which considers the
words and phrases in their natursl, literal sense and in their context
in history. Mo other basis for interpretation is considered.

Nor wes this study intended to be an exhaustive commentafy on
the contents of the Bpistle. Hany words and phrases, both difficult
and elementary in meaning, were left undiscussed. The study endeavored
to scan the heart of the Epistle. It is nobt, therefore, a verse by

verse examination of the data. Meny perplexing problems were dealt



with superficislly, if at ell, as considered not to be pertinent to

the major meaning of the Epistle.
IV, ASSUMPTIONS OF THE sSTUDY

Several assumptions must be mede in a study of this type, The
inspiration of the Epistle and its right to 2z position in the corpus
of Christian Seripture was not questioned. UNor were the genuineness,
authenticity, and integrity of the Epistle doubted. There appeared
to be no legitimete reason to guestion the traditional views relative
to these considerabtions.

The right of private judgment in the inbterpretation of the
Seripoures was assumed., With reference to the text, no exhsustive
study of the manuscript evidence was felt necessary. The most recent
Nestle Text (1953) was considered to be as near the original auto-

graph as necessary.

V. STATEMENT OF SOURCES

The primary source for all three approaches was the Hplistle

itself. The Novum Testamentun Graece, edited by Iberhard Nestle, was

used for study in the originel Bible lenguage., The fmerican Standard
Version of the Bible provided facility for thinking through the
material in the mother btongue,

Commmentaries provided principles of interprebation as well as
suggestions for procedure. Observations and conclusions were drawn
independently of then, and later weighed against them for justifi-
cation and, in certain cases, clarity of phraseology. Those which

were especially helpful were Westcott's volume on The Epistles of




St. John and Fellowship in the Life Bternal by Findlay.

The inductive analysis largely followed the method devised by

Daniel Fuller and set forth in his Inductive lMethod of Bible Study.

The exhaustive Concordance to the Greek New Testament by Moulton and

Geden was Invalusble in comnection with the word-study approach. The
historical study of false teaching was collated from a number of

sources, but Jonas!' study of The Gnostic Religion and the Introduction

in The Johannine Epistles by Dodd were particularly useful.

Three distinct approaches to John's First Bpistle were made,
These made possible the consideration of the material from three
different viewpoints. ZEach of these azpproaches was based upon an
induetive procedure. |

Chapter IT consists of an inductive analysis of the Epistle.
The procedure is explained as a logical reconstruction of the material,
beginning with the complete thought units of the Epistle, IEgqual
units were related according to particular laws of relabionship.
The larger units were in turn related, extending finally to the
several lzrgest equal units, which form the major segments of the
Epistle. The results of this exhsustive analysis are presented in
outline form,

Chapter I1I consists of an inductive word-study of the Epistle.
The Epistle is approached in terms of the actuel Greek words, princi-
pally the nouns and verbs, of which it is constructed. IZach word was
considered in context, and the more important words were lsolated,

The resulbs of this consideration are presented by a brief survey of
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the meaning and usages of the cruclal words arrvanged in logilcal groups.
Chapter IV consists of a toplco~inductive study of the false
teachings vhich the author of the Epistle endeavored to counterazct.
Thils approach assumed the occasion of the Epistle to be the withdremel
of certein members of the church who sought to take others with then,
It assumed the purpose of the Epistle to be a reaffirmation of the
bellever's fellowship and a2 fortification of his faith in the face of

the false teaching., An investipgation of the false teaching was made

from within the Epistle itself and in compsrison bto hisborical state~

sla

mplications of the predominantly positive teachings of

ments. The
the Epistle for opposing false teaching were considered., The results
of this study are recorded in experimental form,

Each of the three studles approached the msterisl inductively,
or with reference to particulers., The endeavor was to determine the
general meaning of the whole from a thorough study of the particulars,
A briefl summary appears ab bthe conclusion of each study, sebbing
forth the major findings of that parbticular approach. The concluding
chapter brings together the ingights provided by each of the three

approaches to the Eplstle,



CHAPTER I1I

AN INDUCTIVE AWALYSTIS OF THE EPISTLE



CHAPTER 1T
AN INDUCTIVE ANALYSIS OF THE EPISTLE

In order to make a useful study of a biblical book, it is
necessary at the outset to determine the structure of the book as
a means of understanding the purpose in the mind of the writer and
the meaning which he intended., An exhaustive analysis of John's
Epistle was developed, based upon an intense inductive study of
the materisl. This brought to light the central thrust of the
Epistle, and suggested further approaches to an understanding of
the authort!s message.

Pollowing an explanation of the method employed, this chap-
ter considers the analysis of the Epistle, Briefl observations

upon the purpose and meaning of the Epistle conclude the chapter,
I. METHOD OF ANALYZIS

The method used in the interpretation of the First Epistle
of John was the Inducbive method. Induction is the "act or process
of reasoning from a part to z whole, from particulars to generals,
or from the individual to the universal.'l Applied to the study of
the Bible, induction begins with the particulars of a book, its words,

and proceeds to the generals, the concepts conveyed by the author by

Iyebsterts New Collegiste Dictionary, p. 427.




the sequence in which the words are cast.

The procedure begins with the laying out of every word of
the book to be studied, with no regard for any editorial additions,
such as verse and paragraph divisions, or even punctuation. These
smallest particulers are then grouped, by means of synbactical
considerations, into thought units, or grammatically complete
sentences., These thought units form the basic particulars with
vhich one works to determine the structure of the Bible book.t

Beginning with the thought units of a particular book, cer-
tain definite relationships are sought, and the thought wnits are
related according to laws of proportion. Any two equal, consecubtive
thoughts combine to form a larger thought unit, which in tuwrn is
related to the thought unit to which 1t is eguael. Occasionally,
more than two thought units are clearly equsl, and all combine to
form a single larger unit. In this way, larger and larger relation-

ships are discovered, the largest of which become the major divisions

of the book.

W

The procedure may be illustrated by applying it to a passage
from John's Gospel, found in chapter three and verses twentyfﬁine
and thirty. The first particulars which confront the reader are:

he that hath the bride is the bridegroom but the

friend of +the bridegroom +that gbandeth and heareth
him rejoiceth greatly because of the bridegroon's
voice this my Jjoy therefore is made full he mnust

incerease but I must decrease

1Daniel P. Fuller, The Inductive Method of Bible Study,
DQ& 1:8’90




Here are forty particulers, made up of twenty-eight different verbal
symbols. They can be coalesced into five thought units as follows:
a. He that hath the bride is the bridegroom.

b. Bub the friend of the bridegroom that standeth and heareth
him rejoiceth grestly because of the bridegroom's voice,

c. This my Jjoy is therefore made full.

d., He must increase.

e, But I must decrease,

These five thought units, each a grammaticelly complete
sentence, form the parbticulars of the inductive procedure., The next
step is to relate them, following certain well-defined patterns of
relationship., At the outset, it is observed that & 1s equal to b,
and that b reverses the thought which & has expressed. That is,
although the bridegroom is the one with reason to be happy, his
friend is not by contrast unhappy, bubt is happy as well, by reason
of the bridegroom's joyous voice. In a similar way, d and e are
seen to be equal, with e reversing the thought of 4. The connective
particle "bubt? indicates this reversal of thought.

Anslyzing the units further, it is discovered that d~e serves

to explain and substantiate ¢, and therefore that ¢ is equal to d-e,

10

There are now two larger units, a-b and c-d-e. It is further noticed

that a-b states symbolically a principle which is given & practical
application in c-d~e. Therefore, these two larger units are also
equal, A glance at the context discloses thet John the Baptist is

explaining to his disciples why he is not Jealous, bul rather is

happy, that Jesus is having grester success than he himself is having.

Having thus arrived szt the relationships invelved in the



passage, the constituent elements may be set forth in outline form,t

11 John sets forth a principle by means of an example, a,b.

21 The bridegroom is the one with a reason for joy, 2.

22 But the friend has Joy because of the bridegroon's rejoicing, b.
12 John applies the principle to his situstion with Jesus, c-e.

21 John decleres that his own Joy is complete, c.

9}

o

22 John expleains that his Joy arises from Jesus'! ascendency, d,e.

P

31 Jesus must sssume greater importance, because of vho he is, d.
3% He who inbroduces Jesus must assume less import Lance, e.?

It is to be observed thet the major headings of the outline
do not represent srbitrary generalizations imposed upon the portion
by the subjective biass of the interpreter. Rather, each larger
heading represents the frult of a rather laborious considerabion

of the particulars. It is this method of inductive analysis which

was applied to the 188 thought units of the First Epistle of John o
II. WETHOD OF CQUTLINING

In order to understand the anslysis of the IEpgitle, the
mechanics of the outlining procedure must be explained, TFirst,

the use of numbers and of superscript mumerals is essential to

pa

each thought unit is described under an Mrc, and layger arcs are
used to relate equal units. Certain symbols are enclosed within
the arecs vwhich denote the particular relatlionships expressed,.

1Tn the actual process of developing these relationships,

2in explanation of

this particular method of outlining appears
in the following division of ¢

the chapter,

Bz‘br marny of the principles involved in this method, the
author is greally indebted to the work by Daniel P, Fuller, entitled
The Inductive Method of Bible Study.

11
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the interpretation of the analysis., For purposes of illusbration,
an apocrvphal boolk comtaining five thought umits has heen constructed
and outlined:
11 Man is a sinner and lisble to punishment, L:l-6.
2l Man is a cresture involved in sin, l:l-/.
3l Man hes been born into e sinful race, 1:1,2,
32 Man has committed sinful acts, 1:3,L.
22 Man is a creature under God's punishment, 1:5,6.
12 Jesus Christ died to relesse sinners from punishment, 2:1-6.
2l The fact of Jesus' death is that it was by crucifixion, 2:1,2,
22 The purpose of Jesus! death was to pardon sinners, 2:3-6.

Now the method of mmerical outlining can be clearly explained,
The mumber "1" is slways representative of the largest sections of
the book. The superscrint numersl tells which of the main sections
it is, for example, 11 is the first main section and 12 is the second
main sechion. The number 2% represents a subheading under the
number "1, the number "3" under the number "2," and so forth.

There are certain laws which govern the subheadings. They
must be equal in funchbion as thought units, For example, 31 is
equal to 32 sbove, since both posit a fact regarding the sin of
man, In addition, 31 and 32 must exhaust the materisl contained
in the subheading "2.% In the zbove exemple, 21 includes verses
1-4 of chapter 1. Together, 31 and 32 also ineclude these verses,
This follows in the case of each set of subheadings in the outline,

In most cases, two subheadings (rather than three or more)
will combine to form a larger unit. KExceptions occur where there

appears o transitlonal unit between two major units, or when three
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(or more) units are clearly equal, such as where several statements
are made with reference to a single thing.t
In the construction of the analysis, complete sentences are
used throughout, since each division denotes at least one complete
thought wnit. Two subhead sentences under a given heading are
generally parallel in structure, since the thought patterns repre-

sented are equal.
ITT, BASIC OUTLINE

There are almost as many different outlines of John's First
Epistle as there are commentators and exposiﬁors. Brooke notes
that "no analysis of the epistle has been generally accepted,” and
suggests that the attempt to analyze it should perhaps be abandoned,?
The Epistle defies the highly logical type of anslysis such as that
to which Pgul's writings, for example, submit.

What appears, however, to be the unrelated reiterations of a
few broad themes is actually a well-developed structure. Barnett
suggests that John alternates bebween the ethical idea of obedience
and the theological concept of Christ, arguing for the inseparable
nature of belief and righteousness.’

On the basis of the author's analysis, it was felt that the

main body of the epistle included three cyeles of truth. IDach cyele

Iror this mmerical oubtlining procedure, the author is indebted
to Dr. B, E. Cochrane of Seattle Pacific College, Seattle, Washington,

24, B, Brooke, A Critical and Ixegetical Commentary on the
Jdohannine Epistles, p. zooxdil,

3Albert E, Barnett, The New Testament, p. 251.




1L
conbains two major sections., The first section is ethical, containing
a part on righteousness and a part on love. The second section is
theological, and speaks to the content of Christian belief.l These
three, rightecusness, love, and belief, are the ey to the structure
of the Epistle. In the third and last cycle the three themes are
brought together and their interrelationshin is shown.

Before considering the complete inductive analysis, it would
be well to point out exactly where the study is going. The basic
oubline is analogous to the traveler's mep. It is not the job of
the cartogrepher to include all the geographic particulars on his

p. He includes only those general elements which will adequately

,
5

guide the traveler through the ?articulars. It is well to remember,
however, that it is the particulars themselves which give rise to
the generals.

The basgic outline, therefore, includes only those general
thought unibs sufficient to guide the reader through the mass of
varticulars. It presupposes’knowledge of the particulérs and is,
in fact, built up from them, Since it is merely an outline, and
not an analysis, sentence units will not be used, Throughout the
thesis, as in this outline, the versification is that of the

American Standard Version of the Bible,

1y comparison of the baglic outline with those of Theodor.
Hering and Robert Law, as presented by Brooke in his Commentary
(pp. xxxiv~xxxviii), shows 2 fzirly high incidence of correspondance
with regard to the major sections.
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The Pirst Epistle of John
11 Introduction and statement of purpose, l:l-l.
12 The Christien messzge of right and wrong, l:5-5:12,

21 The prineiples of the Christian messgge—~-general stalement,
l:5-2:2,

2° The content of the Chrisbtian message~~specific statement,
2:3=~5:12,

31 The Christian standard of behavior and belief—-Cycle I,
2:3-2:27,

gl The direction of the believer'!s ethical behavior, 2:3-17.
51 Ethical behavior-~the keeping of God's commands, 2:3-5.

52 Brhieal behavior--the proper direction of behavior,

61 Behavior in regard to progression in rightecusness—-
positive, 2:6-11,

62 Behavior in regard to the direction of love--negative,
2 : 12"'3.75

42 The essentiality of the believer!s true faith, 2:18-27,

32 The Christian standard of behavior and belief-~Cycle II,
2:28-026,

Lt The practice of the believerts ethical behavior, 2:28-3:24,

51 Behavior in regerd to the practice of righteousnesge-
negative, 2:28-3:10a,

52 Transition between the practices of righteousness and
love, 3:10b,

53 Behavior in regard bo the practice of love--positive,
3:11-3:2%,
? The believer's true faith in opposition teo false witness,
L:1-6,

33 The Christian standard of behavior and belief--~Cycle ITI,
Lef=5:12.

11 Love for Cod: the foundation for brotherly love and
ighteous obedience, A:7-5:3.



51 Tove for God: basis of brotherly love, L:7-4:19,
52 Love for God: basis of obedience to His commands, L:20-5:3,

42 True faith: the foundation of a victorious life in God,

12 Conclusion and additional statement of purpose, 5:13-21,
IV, INDUCTIVE ANALYSIS

The way has now been prepared for the introduction of the
exhaustive analysis of the first Epistle of John. In this analysis,
subheadings are only carried out to ten places (i.e., 10T, 102),
although in the zctual znalysis of the Epistle they went as far as
sixteen places. In other words, some subheads denominated W10" will
repregent several units of thought in the originsl inductive analysis.
These subheads will be noted by use of an asterisk (¥).

ll John opens his eplstle with an inbroductory ststement of purpose:
He writes for the benefit both of the reader and of
himself, 1:1-1:/4,

21 John writes in order that his readers might have fellowship with
God and Jesus, 1:1-3.

31 The declaration of the manifested life is made that the reader
might have fellowship, l:l-3a.

32 This declared fellowship is with God and Jesus, 1:3b.
22 John writes in order that his own Joy might be full, l:4.
12 John includes in his epistle the heart of the Christian message of
right and wrong, that the child of God might know how to

behave and to believe, 1:5~5:12,

21 John declares the principles of the Christian message of right
and wrong, 1:5-2:2.

31 John declares the substance of the message, l:5a.

32 The substance of the megsage 1s the moral contrast bebween
right and wrong, 1:5b-2:2,
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Il God is light, and is not darkness, 1:5b,5c.

51 John states positively that God is light, 1l:5b.

52 John states negatively that God excludes darkness, libc.
I? The believer is to be in light, not in darkness, 1:6-2:2,

51 John states the principle of contrast between z true and
a false profession of walking in light, 1:6,7.

6L We lie if we walk in darkness and say that we have
fellowship, 1:6.

6° But we truly have fellowship if we welk in the light, 1:7.

71 We have fellowship if we welk in light, 1:7a.

72 Ve have cleansing of Jegus' blood 1f we welk in
light, 1:7b,

52 John illustrates the contrast between true and false in
terms of the guestion of sin, 1:8-2:2,

6L There is a vight and a wrong way to deal with sin, 1:8,9,

7L The wrong way to deal with sin is to say falsely that
we don't have sin, 1:8.

gl We are deceitful if we say we have no sin, 1:8a.
82 We rall short of truth if we sey we have no sin, 1:8b,

72 The right way to deal with sin is to confess it and
have God forgive us of it, 1:9.

5
-/

62 There is a false and a true way to handle the commission
of sin, 1:10-2:2,

71 It is false to say we have never committed sin, 1:10.

gl we call God a liar if we say we have not sinned,
1:10a.,

g2 We exclude God's word from us if we say we have
not simned, 1:10b.

72 Tt is true that we need no longer sin and that a
provision is made if we do sin, 2:1,2,

gl There is the possibility that the readers will
not sin, 2:la,
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82 There is s provigion made by Jesus in case one
should sin, 2:1b,2.

9i Jesus 1s the advocate for cone who sins, 2:1b,
92 Jesus is the propitiation for all sins, 2:2,

22 John declares the content of the Christian mesgsage of right and
wrong in terms of behavior and belief, 2:3-5:12.

31 John sebs forth the Christian standard of behavior and beliefiw-
Cycle I, 2:3-2:27.

41 The believer's behavior is directed into righteousness and
love as he obeys God's commands, 2:3-17.

51 Generally, ethlcal behavior rests on keeping God's
comnands, 2:3=5,
6% our imowledge of God and relatlonship to Him depend
upon keeping His commends, 2:3-5a,

7l ¥eeping Godl's comends assures us thabt we have lmown
God, 2:3.

72 Keeping God's commands is the prerequisite for His
abiding in us, 2:4,5a,

gl Falsehood sbides in the one who fails to keep
God's commends, 2:4.

91 He i3 & lizr who claims to know God and breaks
His commands, 2:4a,

2 The truth is not in one who claims to know God
and breaks His commands, 2:4b,

o]

8% But God's love abides in the one who keeps His
commneands, 2:5a.

]
6~ Therefore we know that we are related to God, 2:5b.
52 Specifically, ethical behavior is characterized by
progression in righteousness and & proper direcbion

of love, 2:6~17.

61 John commands positively in regard to progression in
righteousness, 2:6-11,

71 One who is relsted to God should walk in a Godly
fashion, 2:6,

72 The precept to walk in a Godly fashion is both an
0ld and & new command, 2:7-11,
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&+ John writes a commend which is old, since it has
been heard from the beginning, 2:7.

9L John directs an old command to his readers, 2:7a,7b,
101 Wo new commend is being writben, 2:7a.,

102 An old command is being written, 2:7b,

92 The directed commend has been heard from the begin-
ning, 2:7c.

82 John writes a commend which is new, since it is
now fulfilled in his readers, 2:8-11.

9l John shows the hopeful fulfilling of the new
comnand, 2:8,

92 John shows the sorry plight of one who hates and
the happy condition of cone who loves, 2:9-11,

101 One who hates is in darkness, no matter what
he professes, 2:9.

#10% The contrast is shown between one who loves
and one who hates, 2:10,11,

62 John commands negetively in regard to the direction of
love, 2:12-17.

71 John stetes 2 confidence regarding the spiritual
stature of his readers, 2:12-1/.,

gl John reassures his readers of their standing in
a present tense gbatement, 2:12-13b.

91 John writes teo the children whose sins are
forgiven, 2:12.

92 John writes to the fathers because they know
Jesus, 2:13a.

93 John writes to the young men because they have
overcome the evil one, 2:13b,

& John reassures his readers of their gtanding in
a past tense statement, 2:13¢,14.

91 John wrote to the children because they know
the father, 2:13c.

92 John wrote to the fathers beceuse they know
Jesus, 2:14a.
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93 John wrote o the young men because of their
strength, 2:14b,

72 John declares that the direction of hls resders'! love
should not be toward the world, 2:15-17,

gl One should not love the world, since he cannot love
both God and the world, 2:15,16,

91 The readers are told not to love the world, 2:1%a,

92 The readers are told that they cennot love both
God and the world, 2:15b,16,

101 The fabher's love cannot sbide in one who loves
the world, 2:15b,

10° Thet which is of the world is not of the father,
2:16,

&% The follower of God, not the follower of the world,
will abide, 2:17.

91 The world and its lusts will pass away, 2:17a.

92 The one who does God's will will not pass away,
2:17b.

42 True belief is essential to a relationship with God, 2:18-27,

51 Following falsehood concerning Christ excludes one from
abiding in Christ, 2:18-27b,

61 The truth of Christ brings those related to God together
and excludes others, 2:18-25,

71 Tt is the last hour, since antichrists have proved
that they do not belong with us, 2:18,19.

gl We lnow it is the last hour because of the ri sing
of antichrists, 2:18,

9l The appearance of antichristes affimms that it is
the last hour, 2:18a,18b,

10! The statement is made that it is the last
hour, 2:18a,

10° The statement is confirmed by the rising of
antichrists, 2:18b,

9 Therefore, we know it is the last hour, 2:18c,
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& The rising of antichrists 1is explained in that
certain people have proved that they did
not belong with us, 2:19.

9L Certain people did not belong with us, 2:19s,19.

101 certein people went awey from us, 2:19a,

hese people did not belong with us, 2:1%.

£k
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102

92 That certain people did not belong with us was
proved by their leaving from us, 2:19¢,19d,

101 Certain people would heve stayed with us had
they belonged with us, 2:19c.

102 But they manifested that they did not belong
with us when they went away, 2:19d.

o

72 But God does belong with us, &5 o result of the truth
with regs r@ to Christ, 2:20-25,

gl The readers have imowledge and ability to discemn
truth, 2:20,21,
T x x s X . = ~
9+ The readers have mowledge through ancinbing, 2:20.
10} The readers heve an anointing from the holy
one, 2:20a,

10° The readers therefore lmow 2ll things, 2:20b,

2 - . i ; ;
9= The writer is writing because he knowledge
which his readers have, 21.

A2 The readers have God's asbiding as 2 result of &
proper response o the truth of Jesus, R:22-25,

9l Those in whom CGod abides are those who confess,
not those who deny, Jesus, 2:22,23.

#101 One who denies that Jesus is Christ is a liar,
nd therefore cannot possess the father,

22,232,

102 One who confesses that Jesus is Christ
possesses the father, 2:23b.

92 Those in vhon God sbides are those who receive
the word which they have heard, 2:24,25.

101 The readers are to let what they have heard
abide in them, 2:24a,



#0° The promise of 1ife and abiding is given if
they receive vhalt they have heard,
2:24b,25,

2 3 s e . . .
6% John warns ageinst felse teachers, reassuring his
readers of thelr ability to discern, 2:26~27D.

71 John vwrites concerning false teachers, 2:26.

72 But John writes that his readers do not really need
warning because of their anointing, 2:27a2,27b.

gl The anointing abides in the readers, 2:27a.
,:I 3 kA 3
& They need not therefore to be taught, 2:27b,

52 Theyrefore, those who are following the truth are abiding

in Him, 2:27c,

32 John sets forth the Christian standard of behavior and

belief--{ycle II, 2:28-L:6.

22

@1 The believer's behavior centers in the practice of righteous-

ness snd love, 2:28-3:24.

51 John writes negatively in regard to the practice of
righteousness, 2:28-3:10a,

relationshin to God

6L The readers should care for their
28,

el

in view of His coming, 2:
62 The readers can know their relsbionship to God by

their practice of righteousness, 2:29-3:10s,

1 . , .
7+ John explains that God's children can be known by
thelr practice of righteousness, 2:29-3:9,

gl The sign of relationship to God is righteousness,
2:29,

g2 Righteousness 1s seen in the contrast of those
related to God with those unrelalted to
God, 3:1~9.

9l John shows the positive and negative righteous—
ness of one related to God, 3:l-ba.

101 One who is releted to God purifies himself,
3 :1""3c

#102 (ne who is relsted to God cannot sin, 3:h-6a.

92 John shows the danger of being led astrey by one
who is unrelated to God, 3:6b-9.



#101 The reader should not allow himself to be led
astray by one who sins, 3:6b,7a.

#102 The reason given is that one who is God's
does not sin, 3:7b-9

72 John declares that the children of God and of the
devil are kmown, 3:10a,

52 John states transitiona 11y that he who falls short of
righteoumsness and he who does not love are of the
seme stripe, 3:10b.

53 J writes positively in regard to the prectice of love,
3:11-3:2L,

6L John exhorts his readers to love each other in a tangible
way, 3:11-18, ‘

7L In general terms, Christians should love each other
3:11,

72 In varticular terms, love should be materially ex-
pressed in view of the world's hatred, 3:12-18.

gl Beceause we have life, the world hates us, although
we love each other, 3:12-15,

9 The worldls hatred of us is a sign that we have
life, 3:12,13.

#10L Can is an example of an evil person maliciously
hating a righteous person, 3:12.

102 Therefore, a righteous person should not marvel
at the world's hatred of him, 3:13,

3 - 1 . . ” >
9« Our love for each other is & sign of owr life,

3 71/13,} 15 s

101 The test of having passed from death to life
ig love for our brothers, 3:1ia.

#¥102 One who refuses to love has nobt passed from
eath to life, 3:1Lb,15,

82 Therefore our love should be expressed by & sharing
of our lives in a mabterial way, 3:16-18,

9l Love is expressed by laying down our lives for
brothers, 3:16.

fot
bt
fds
[ ]

101 Love is seen in God's act of laying down
life, 3:16a.



102 Therefore, we should lay down our lives for
our brothers, 3:16b.

92 Iove is expressed in material =id to a needy
neighbor, 3:17,18,

10t Lack of love is apparent in refusal %o help
a needy neighbor, 3:17.

102 Therefore, we ought to love in a mabterisl
way, 3:18,

62 John's exhortation is besed on the mowledge of the
readers that they are Christians, 3:19-2L.

7L We are certain of our reletionship to God by our

[
objective knowledge of His truth and greatness,
3:19,20.

gl We imow we are of the truth, 3:19a,

82 e assure our hearts before God, since God is
greater than our hearts, 3:19b,20,

72 We are certain of our relabtionship to God by the
subjective witness of our hearts and of His
Spirit, 3:21-2L.

81 We have boldness before God when our hearts witness
that we keep His commands, 3:21-23.

9l Wegatively, we have boldness before God if our
hearts don't condemn us, 3:21.

92 Positively, we have boldness before God if we
obey his commands to believe and love,
3:22,23.

101 we receive what we ask if we keep Godls
comands, 3:22,

10? The content of Godls comand is to believe
and love, 3:23,

82 We kmow God sbides when the Spirit wibtnesses that
we keep His commands, 3:24.

Py

91 The condition of God's abiding is keeping
comnends, 3:24a,24b.

g
Q
y
e}
el

10 One abides in God if he obeys CGod's commands,

3:2h5,
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102 God sbides in the man who obeys His commands,
3 321;}3 .

92 The proof of CGod's ebiding is the witness of His
Spirit, 3:Rlc.

42 The believer!s belief is true as opposed to the witness of
false spirits, ALtl-b,

51 The readers are to distinguish false from true spirits,
Lal,

61 The readers are not to believe every spirit, A:la.

2 o R . - .
6% Rather, they are to distinguish the spirits, since
they are false spirits, L:lb,

52 The readers kmow the distinchion between true and false
spirits, L:2-6.

61 The readers know the Spirit of God in distinchion to
false spirits, 4:2,3.

71 The rezders cen recognize God's Spirit, ALila.

72 The readers know the different confessions of Godls
Spirit and antichrists, 4:2b,3.

gl The Spirit who confesses that Jesus ceme in the
flesh ig from God, 4:2b.

82 The spirit who denies Jesus is antichrist, and
comes not from God, 4:3.

it who does not confess Jesus does not
belong to God, L:3a,

92 This spivit is antichrist, who is present, 4:3b.

2 , . . s .
6% The readers know God in distincbion to the errors of
the world, Ath-b.

71 The readers belong to God and have overcome the world,
bhehe

8L The readers belong to God, 4:la,
82 Therefore, the readers have overcome the world, Lilb.

72 Further, they know the contrast between truth and
error, L:5,6,
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gl The world hears those who belong to the world, but
God's people hear those who belong to God,
hi5-bc,

9L Certain ones belong to the world and are heard by
the world, Li5.

102 Certain ones are listened to by the world, 4:5c.

92 We belong to God and are heard by God's people,

Leba~be,
10% We belong to God, A:ba.

#10°% We are heard by God's people rather than by
those who do not belong to Him, 4:6b,bc,

82 Tn this way we recognize the truth of God and the
error of the world, L:6d.

33 John sets forth the Christian standerd of behavior and
belief-—Cyecle IIT, L:7-5:12,

1l Iove for God issues in brotherly love and righteous
chedience, L:7-5:3,

51 One's love for God issues in love for one's brother, L:7-19.

61 John shows specifically that we should love in view of
our experience of God's love, 4:7-18,

71 Jonn explaing in various ways why we should love,
Le7ed?
fA / o w

gl e should love, since our knowledge of God includes
love, L:7-8a.

9l John exhorts his readers to love each other, Ahi7a.

92 John explains that love and the knowledge of God
go together, L:7b~Za.

101 Our love for others comes from God, h:To.

#102 Whether we love or not depends upon our
knowledge of God, Li7c,8a.

8 We should love, since God loved us and is seen in
us by our love, L:8b-l12.

9 we should love, since God loved us, 4:8b-1l.



#101 God's love for us is seen by a consideration
of His nature and action in sending
Jesus, 4:8b-10.

102 That we should love God is inovm by a consider-
ation of God's love for us, L:ll,

* n

92 God, unseen by human eye, is seen in the life of
one who loves, 4:12

101 God Himself is never seen by a man, Lil2a,
102 God is seen in the man who loves, 4:12b,

72 John explains the means by which we have come to know
Godts love, 4:13-18,

gl We have experienced a relationship to God through
His Spirit, 4:13.

82,we have experienced God's love through the sending
of His Son for us, L:14-18,

¥-{3

91 We have experienced the fact of Godis sending
His Son to us, L:lh,15.

10} The writer makes it clear that God has sent
His Son as a Savior, Lilh.

#102 Confession of Jesus as God's Son yields mubual
abiding, 4:15.

92 We have experienced the fact of God's love
working in us, 4:16-18.

10 John stetes the fact of God's love within
us, L:lba,

#1.0° John declares the nature of God's love within
us, 4:16b-18,

62 John shows generally that we do love because of our
experience of God's love, 4:19,

52 One's love for God issues in observance of His conmands,
particularly in regard to love for God's children,

L2053,

[

61 One who loves God must love others, azs God has given
command, 4:20,21,

71 One who hates his brother cannot love God, 4:20.
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8l He is a liar who claims to love God while hating
his brother, L:20a.

82 He cannot love an unseen God who hates the brother
whom he sees, L:20b,

72 But one who loves God must love his brother, for so
God has commended, L:21.

62 A believer is one who clearly loves the children of God
in response to God's commnands, 5:1=3.

71 One who is a believer loves God's children, 5:1.

8l One who believes in Jesus has been begotten by
God, 5:la.

a2 Further, he also loves the others who have been
begotten by God, 5:1b,

72 We can discern our love for Cod's children by our
obedience to God's commands, 5:2,3,

1 .
& We know we love God's children by our response to
God's commands, 5:2.

.

g2 The reason we know is that love is showm in a
response Lo Godls commands, 5:3.

.

91 Tove for Cod is shown by keeping His commands,
5:38.,

v
i

92 Further, God's commends are not burdensome, 5:3b,
is the foundation of a victorious life in God, 5:4-12.

51 It is God's begetting through our faith in Jesus that
makes our overcoming possible, 5:4,5,

6L One who is begotten of God overcomes the world, 5:la,

62 Faith in Jesus makes it possible to overcome the world,

li
5:1;.13,5.
71 Generelly, it is faith which overcomes the world, 5:ib.

72 Specifically, it is faith in Jesus which overcomes
the world, 5:5.

52 Tt is the reception of the Son throush the witness of God
that gives life, 5:6~12,

61 One has life who receives God's witness to His Son,
5 :6""‘3.1 [



7l Godls three-fold witness to Jesus goes beyond man's
ordinary requirements, 5:6-9.

8l Three witnesses agree in their witness to Jesus,

5:6-8,
91 Three witnesses offer witness to Jesus, 5:6-82.

#101 The three witnesses are explained as the
Spirit, the water, and the blood, 5:6,7.

102 The three witnesses are a fact, 5:8a,

&% God!s witness to His Son therefore supercedes
man's ordinary reguirements, 5:9,

9l God's witness is grester than Man's requirements,
5:9a., {ef. 2 Corvinthians 13:1).

92 God'!s witness is in regard to His Son, 5:9b.

72 Papenthetically, a contrast is showm between belief
in and denial of Jesus, 5:10.

gLl one vho believes in Jesus has Godis witness in
himself, 5:10s.

82 One who refuses to believe Godls witness makes
God a liar, 5:10b.

73 God!'s witness to Jesus brings 1ife %o us, 5:11,
6% One has life who receives God's Son, 5:12.
71 He has life who possesses God's Son, 5:12a,
72 He does not have life who has not God's Son, 5:12b.
13 John closes his epistle with a concluding statement of purpose:
He vrites that the believers might have assurance of their
life in God, 5:13-5:21,

21 John writes generally of the assurance of life which the believer
should have, 5:13.

22 John writes specifically of the confidences which the believer
has, 5:14-21,

31 The believer has confidence in Godl!s bestowals, 5:1h-17.

il Our confidence in God is that we receive our requests,
5:14,15,
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51 The confidence we have is that i1f we ask, He hears, 5:1L.
52 The confidence we have is that if He hears, we have, 5:15.

L2 For example, we receive life for a simning brother if we
ask of God, 5:16,17.

51 John states thet God will give 1ife to a brother who
commits non-mortel sin if we ask Him to, 5:16a,16b.

6L One should ask God for the brother whom he sees commit
sin, 5:16a,

62 God will give life to those who commit non-mertal sin,
5:16b,

52 John emphasizes that he is speaking of non-mortal sin,

5e1be-17,

6L Sin can be mortal, for which John offers no instruction,
5:16c,16d,

71 There exists sin which is mortal, 5:lbec.
72 One should not necessarily pray for such sin, 5:16d.

62 Bubt not 2ll sin is necessarily morbal, 5:17.
71 A1l wnrighteousness is properly called sin, 5:17a.
72 But sin exists which is not mortal, 5:17b,

.
32 The believer has confidence in his behavior and belief, 5:18-21,
i1 We Ymow that we live above the claims of sin, 5:18.

51 We lmow that one who is begotten of God does nob commit
sin, 5:18z.

52 For one who is begotten of CGod is protected from the evil
one, 5:18b,18¢c,

61 The Son, peculiarly begotten by God, keeps the one
begotten by God, 5:18b.

62 The evil one doesn't touch him who is begetten by God,
-
5:18¢c.

@2 We lmow that we are related to God while the worldd lies in
the evil one, 5:19,

13 Ve know that only the truth which came in Jesus can give
life, 5:20,21,



51 P@Siﬁively we know that Jesus is the truth who gives us
life, 5:20.

52 Negstively, the readers are to guard against that which
is false, 5:21.

V. CONCLUDING OBSERVATIONS

A great number of observations could be made with reference
to the content of the Epistle and its various divisions, These are
reserved for the leoter chapters. Only genersl observations are
necessary at this point. From a study of the analysis, three sig-
nificant observations emerge, which provide direction for the
remainder of this study, and become the bagis for the following

cha ’OL@TS.
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1. John utilizes words in a very creative fashion. Haplowing

a vocasbulary of only a few over two hindred words {of vwhich over
seventy are used only once and some thirbty-four only twice), John
nevertheless provides his reader wilh a great deal of varieby and
depth of thought. Repeated use of synonymous words and phrases is
evident, as are a number of striking contrasts. Imperative verbs
are few in number, The prevalling mood is descriptive, placing the
burden for conformity upon the reader's comprehension rather than
upon the author's comrand,

2. One of the predominent purposes of the Eplstle is that

the reader might measure his own Christian life ageinst the certain

princinles of conduet and faith set forth in the Epistle, John writes

in order that they might heve fellowshin with God (1:3). This

P

suggests a possible coldness on the part of his resders, or a falling

short of the vital Christian fellowship. He is concerned that they
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wemine their own lives against the dynemic Christian Ethic, although

he is careful not Lo prejudge their condition or imply disbeliefl of
their Christian profession.

3. The other predominent purpose is closely wrelated to the
first. The readers are to test others, who apparently are seeking
to lead then astray. John writes in order that they might kna%
that they are in conbact with 1ife and truth (5:13). Implici
the Eplstle is an argment agsinst the postulates of what ié termed

o 1,

nostic teachings, The clear indlcation of this i tae repeated

h3

reference to what the Christians "imow," in contradiction to

the supposedly superior gnosis of the heretical teachers.
VIi. SUMMARY

This chapter has presented in exhaustive form an analysis of

,,

I

the Firest Bpistle of John. The method of interprebation and of

3

presentation has been clarified, and the actual analysis given.

From this initial approach to the Epistle has come, first, s detailed

3

understanding of the message which the Apostle desired his readers
to receive and, second, guidance for the spproaches used in the

following chapters,
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CHAPTER 111
INSIGHTS OF THE GRERE VOCABULARY OF THE HPISTLE

It is a common error to fall to see the forest for the trees,
On the other hand, one can become sc well acquainted with the forest
that he no longer notices that it is made up of individual trees.
The reader can become so familiar with the overell truth, or supposed
truth, of his Bible thalt he skims repidly through its contents,
failing to nobtice the strucburzl wunits which form the vehilele for
the truth., He gazes comforbtably at the ocean, never pausing bo
chserve the individual swells of which it is made.

An dnductive approsch to the Eplstle was made in terms of
coming to grips with the words which the suthor employed, using the
original Bible lsnguage. Such & study does not suppose a wooden
literaliasn as the basic hermeneutic, nor does it require a dictation

her, it seeks to discover the

igation of the words which he used

b
1«-—‘

authorts originsl intent by an invest
and of the ways in which he used them,

It wes obgerved in the previous chapber that John emploved
words in a very creative faghlon. If it is true that "the subjech

natter of a passage largely detemines its phraseology,”l an anslysis

of the phraseclogy vrovides insgight into the subject matter and nesning

fy

£ a litersry effort.

Loswald 7. Allis, The Five Books of Moses, n. 4l.
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I. BASIS OF WOHD SELECTION

There are over two hundred words employed by the author of
the Epistle. While this is & remarkebly small vocabulary for a work
of its scove, it is too extensive to be considered exhaustively and

n detail, The atbempt of this study was to distill the essence of

i'»Jc

the message by reference to the erucial words end to the literary
technigues in the use of words., It was necessary to choose discrimi-
nately the words which bore the major burden of comaunication.

The importance of a word is not determined primarily by the

»

number of times 1t i1s used, but largely by its function withln the
thought unit. This is easily illustrated. A newspaper reporbter might
submit an article beginning with the stebement that "a big men saw a
big brown dog chase a white rabbit up & big green tree,"

Anelyzing the senbtence, the flrst observation is that the
article "a" cccurs four times, the adjective "big" occurs three times,
and there are references to three different colors. lNone of these
words, however, is crucial to the message. The real meaning invelves
the fact that "man saw," and the explanation of whet he saw was “dog

chase rebblt up tree.’ The journalist would convey the central

meaning of his message, in headline form, in just that mannie, i.e.,
"Man sees dog chase rabbit up tree,t

From this, it is clear that verbs and nouns ordinsrily have
the greatest functionsal value in conveying the meaning of a thought
unit. While they need the environment provided by descriptive and

directive words, they are the "work-horses" of communication. The

approach to an understanding of the Epistle through its words,
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therefore, is largely concerned with the verbs and nouns employed,
This chepter considers the Epistiels key words, endeavoring to determine

their meaning by the way in which they are used by the author.
IT. HETHOD OF PROCEDURE

As the foundation for this spproach, every word used in the
Boistle was isolated, and a listing made of each time it occurred,t
This made possible & contexbual study of each word in all of its
occurances. Study of & given word was restricted to the Epistle
itself, with no comparisons being made to its use in other New Testament

literature., Oub of this study of the vocabulary came additional

jde

nto the central purpose of the Ipistle,

}..4‘-

nsight
The results of the study of the vocsbulary are organized in

a way which endeavors to point up the thrust of John's message,

They are not considered in alphebetical order, nor is there any

verse by verse arrangement, Organizetion of the remainder of this

chapter is based simply on the relative importence of the words to

be included, according to logicel groupings. Two criteria detemmined

the selection of key words., First, the number of times which a word

is used has a certain value in detemining its importence. Second,

the essential service which each word gives in conveying the main

megsage helps to determine its imporbance,

1For this vhase of the work, Moulton and Geden's Concordsnce
to the Greek New Testement provided a great desl of help.
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ITI. VCOCABULARY STUDY

The clearest insights into the purposes of the Hpistle are
provided by John's use of the word ypdfw. This word occurs thirteen
times, Twelve of these uses occur within the introduction end first
Cyele of the Epistle, with the last one in the conclusion.l At the
outset, John explained thelt his personzl resson for writing was that
tour (i.e,, his) joy may be made full (1:4)."2 Here slone the verb
is plurel, which is probably an editorial technique, slthough it
could possibly have wider reference to an apostolic group.

In every'oﬁher case, "I WRITE'S occurs in the first person
singular, and is followed by the dative fﬁzz, tunto you." After six
occurances in the present tense, there is an ebrupt change to the zorist,
which occurs in the last six ussges., There is no obvious reason for
this, and probably no essential distinction is intended, exceplt in
the conclusion, where a summary purpose of the IEpistle is included,
It is possible that John at first viewed his letter azs it was in
the process of transcripbion, and then changed tenses as he contem-

plated the letter as ideally complebe, b

l¥or references to various sections of the Ipistle, the reader
is referred to the Basic Outline in Chapter II,

“Phrases guoted from the Epistle are taken from the fmerican
Standard Version of the Bible. Since all quotabions appear in the
First Epistle of John, chapter and verse references are given alone.

3Ezch word under consideration is written in Greek at its first
appearance, Subsequently, it appears in English, following the
American Stendard Version transletion, end is capitslized to indicate
that the particular Greek word stands behind it.

“Brooke Foss Westcott, The Ipistles of St. John, p. 58,
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There are two catagories of reasons for Joln's writing.

.

is, first, the purpose he intended to accomplish by the letter, and,

&

second, the nesbture of the reciplents of the letter. As to purpose,

3

it seems to be twofold, First, Joh

3

declared, "I WRITE unto you thet
ve may not sin (2:1)." To help them accomplish this, positively he
reiterated an old comuendment (2:7,8), end negatively he WRITES
"eoncerning them that would lead you astray (2:26) .0 Second, his
murpose is to give assurance and securiby to his readers; I WROTE
unto you that ye may know that ye have eternel life (5:13) oL

John felt free ho write as he did becsuse of the nature of
his readers. They were apparently questioning the assurance of their
faith, and were perhaps growing cold in their Christian lives, as
witnessed by John's purposes in writing. Bub John appealed to them

2

£y

on the basis of their position and past victories.

3

Therefore, John states, "I WRITE unto you because:!

)
@

your sins are forgiven, 2:12.

you lmow the trubh, 2:21.

God's word abides in wou, 2:14.

you know him who is from the beginnming, 2:13,14.
vou know the Father, 2:13.

you are sbtrong, 2:14.

you have overcome the evil one, 2:13,14.
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John made it clear that he was addressing Christians, for he WROTE
on the basis of their experience with God and their forgiveness., He
reminded then as well of thelr strength and victory.

dJohn's relabionship with the reciplents of the BEpistle is

- IThe discussion of the two verbs of intellection, y1vs €ew and
? . > 0 . -
olda, is reserved for consideration in Chapter V.
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clarified by the vocatives which he used., He addressed them seven
times as TérVa, six times as dyamqtel, tuice each as macdle,

- - I'd
veaviowe,, and wavtépes, and once as KIeddol,

- .

The most characteristic word, T€kwiev, is a diminutive of
T€rvev , the usual word for fchild.," It expresses closeness of rela-
tionship, such as the kinship between disciple and teacher.l This

word seems to include all the readers, who, in one passage, are

distinguished as FATHFRS, YOUNG MEN, and CHILDREN (2:13,14). CHILDREN
is & conprehensive word signifying all the readers, who are addressed
ag elder and younger.2 This is probably due to John's spostolic

(=1

e
0]
o

office, causing him to look upon all Christians, of whatever s 88

o

his children, Hayes suggests thet John was so old himself thet all
in the church seemed like children to him.3 The other characteristic
expression, BELOVED, is clesrly indicabive of a closeness of relation-
ship, as is the single use of BROTHEERS (3:13).

Cne of John's lergest concerns regarded the attitudes and

behavior of his readers, This was figuratively portrayed by the

verb mepemaxrdw, A contrast appears bebtween the one who WALKS

~.J

"in the darkness (1:63;2:11)" and the one who WALKS "in the light
(1:7)." One who claims a relationship with God is under obligation
to "WALE even as he WALEED (2:6)." The word is obviously used

metaphorically, and refers to the conduct or behavier of the believer,

Warvin R, Vincent, Word Studies in the New Testament, p. 334.

RGeorge G, Findlay, Fellowship in the Life Bternal, p. 179

30, A. Hayes, John and His Writings, p. 162.




Vincent felt that WALE referred to the "habitual course® of a men's
life.t

The oubworkings of the believers walk are clesrly seb forth.
Three groups of words suggest three realms of behavior and ebtitude,
The realm of love is seen in words centering in ayawnds, The rezim
of righteousness is set forth in words clustering around evreds,
vhile w/credw heads the realm of faith,

If any one concept can be‘said to dominzte the Epistle, that
concept is love, The noun aydny occurs more times in this short

inistle than in any obher New Testament book.< The verb dyamdw

is used more timeg than any obther single verb in the Epistle., 4nd

this is in spite of the fact thalt neither word occurs in the "bellel!

passages in any of the three Creles, nor do they occur in the

introductory and concluding passages.

LG

An snelysis of ayawmdw discovers thet it is an interest directed

primerily toward one's brother (2:10;3:10,1434:20,21;5:1), obviously
a reference to other Christians, the "children of God (5:2).%
This is strengthened by the suggestion that "we should LOVE one
another (3:11,2334:7,11,12).% By contrast, the believer is not to
direct this interest towerd the world (2:15). Further, this is an
active interest, since LOVE is not to be fulfilled "in word (or)
with the tongue, but in deed and truth (3:18).%

This interest is not only horizontal, bub alsc vertical,

1

since God has it for men (4:10,11) and the believer has it for God

IVincent, op. cit., p. 314,

QHayes, op. cit., p. 173.



(4,:10,19,20,2135:1,2). The horizontal anéAvegtical elements of
interest are mubually inclusive, in the 1ife of the believer, since
love for onefs brother and love for God condition each other (4:20,21;
5:1,2).

To love, then, involves Yagpressively seeking the good of
others."l Tt is an expression of character, debermined volitionally,
and not generated by enotion.? The presence or abgence of this

aggressive interest toward God and toward one's brother is a sign

[61

of having been begotten by God (4:7) and of kmowing God (L:7,8).
Farther clarification of the nature of love is given by
reference to aydng, the noun. In general, its meaning follows thst
of the verb.” God is the source of LOVE (4:7) because "God is
LOVE (4:8,16).% God embodies LOVE; his nebure is the nabure of
LOVE., God gives LOVE meaning by his benevolence (3:1;4:9,10) to
believers and his sacrifice (3:16) for men, The LOVE which a man

God in him (4:12,16),
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and that LOVE is capable of growth (2:5;4:12,17,18). 4 men's

- &

ion in LOVE is manifested by actively doing good to his

participat
needy neighbor (3:17), by obedience to God's commands (5:3), and
by the absence of any contrary interests, such as LOVE toward the
world (2:15).

IOVE, then, is active, bears the marks of sacrifice, and

finds its ultimate ground in God. In men's case, it made possible

1garl P, H, Henry, Christian Personal Bthics, pe 231.

2Westeott, on. cit., p. 133.

3Joserh Henry Thayer, A Greek-BEnglish Lexicon of the New
Testament, v. 4.




L2

L‘J

1is relationship to God, and is to be returned to God as well a

being manifested toward his brother.

Pt

n this connection, éiiﬁgﬁi should be examined. One usage
refers to the naburel relationship of Cain and ﬁbel'(};lZ). In every
other case, the relationshin refers to believers, as is evidenced
by;Jahn‘s addressing his readers in one instance as BROTHERS (3:13).
The believer should be willing to 1y down his 1ife for his BEOTHER
(3:16), vhich is, in combext, an attitude synonymous with LOVE, His
concern shoul& be for his brother, whether he is seen to be in need
(3:17) or overbaken in a sin (5:16),

P

The dividing line of Christianity is drawn by the believer's
st e A 3

attitude toward his brother, Bither a man knows God and loves his

BROTHER (2:10;3:1434:21) or he is a strenger from God and hates
s BROTHER (2:9,11,1533:1034:20). There is no neutral position.
Thus the BROTHER is imporbant as a measure of a man's life in Cod.
One of the great conbrasts of the Epistle is thus introduced.
There is the attitude of dyandw, which has been analyzed, aﬁ&lthere
ig the opposite abttitude of gyféﬁ. These two attitudes are mubually
exclusive. The man who HATES is said to be Min darimess (2:9,11)n

and to ”ma?k in darimess (2:11),% He is & murderer (3:15), and any

profession of love towsrd God makes him a liar {(4:20).

fde
4]
55

hs LOVE is a benevolent interest in another, HATE !
destructive interest in another, To have HATE is totally opposite to
having LOVE; it is to be morally bankrupt. Forther, & man wmust
either HATE or IOVE, for, as Vincent put it, "the heart will not

be empty, and he who has no love must have hate,nl

“Vincent, op. cit., p. 332.
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Tn the realm of righteousness, mecew describes much of the
believer's obligation. Among the things which the believer is
required to do are:

a. the truth, 1:6.

be the will of God, 2:17,

¢c. righteousness, 2,29;_’;}:7. \
d, ‘tﬂl‘)’i s pleasing to God, 3:22,

e. God's comaandments, 5:2.

.

Azain a conbrast is shown bebween those who are DOING these things

o)
and those who, instead, are not DOING righteousness (3:10), but
e DOTNG sin (3:4,8) and unlawfulness (3:4).
Crucial to ﬁhe’ concept of mgy-teousness is the dvreds, which

is the embodiment of God's will. Specifically, there is an old/new

COMMANDMENT (2:7,8), there is the COMMANDMENT to believe in Jesus (3:23),

and the COMMANIMENT to love ecne another (3:23 ;L,:.?,}.).

The plural use of COMMANDYENT has reference largely to the attitude
of the believer, Primarily, it is his duby to "keep his COMMANDMENTS
{2:3,&.;3:22524;;5:3}.“ What this invelves 1s clarified by the stabe-

ment that the COMMANDMIENTS are to be done (5:2). That is, they are to

be kept by an active observance, or doing, of them., The assurance

follows that CGod!s COMMANDMENTS are not burdensome (5:3),

The injunctions to keep the COMMANDMENTS is enriched by the use
of the verb 7ypéw . Five times, as noted a‘ocﬁve, the believer is
exhorted to KEEP his commandments. The verb appears in two other
places., It is sald thet love is perfected in one who KIEPS Godis
word {2:5) , and it is noted thab one who is born of God is secure,

for the Son KEEPS him (5:18). The word of God and the commandments

of God are in large measure synonymous. Bubt when one keeps another,

s usually with a protective jealousy and concern. Thus, the

e
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believer's attitude toward Godls commendments is not only to observe
them, but to do so scrupulously and jealously. Righteousness
involves an ardent concern for an obedience ho Godl's prescribed
rules for life,

In the realm of faith, the leading verb is mraredw, The object
of faith is most often Jesus, One may BELIEVE in the Son of God
(5:10) and in the "name of the Son (3:23;5:13,)" It is necessary
to BELIEVE that Jesus is both the Christ (5:1) and the Son éf God
(5:5). BELIEVING is also the response given to God!s love for us
(4:15} 25 he menifested 1t to us in Christ,

Faith, however, should be discriminating. One should be care~
ful not to BELIEVE premiscuously every spirit which clamors for faith
{L:1), since many false spirits are abroad in the world., It is even
possible to reject faith, and to refuse to BELIEVE the witness of
God concerning Christ, To do so is to call God a liar (5:10). To
BELTEVE, then, is to pub confidence in, or to affirm the truth of,
the divine fachbs to which God has wiltnessed in the event of the
incarnation of Christ.

Faith is used in connection with another concept of the Epistle.
The single occurance of the noun nmienis comes in conjunction with
snother noun, wiky (5:4), which appesrs only here in the whole New
Testamenﬁ.‘ The verb fom is wixdw, translated "o OVERCOME.® The
ability to OVERCOME is based upon faith, and OVERCOMING is accomplished
in three areas., Certain ones had OVERCOME the evil one (2:13,14),

the believers had OVERCOME false teachers (Q:Q), and they had also

CVERCO:

; the world (5:4,5). The orientation of OVERZOMING is

primerily doctrinal. It is the OVERCUMING of false teaching more



than of false practice. This is concluded, first, from the source

of the victory, which 1s faith, or true belief. It is also apparent
from the nature of those defeated., The "evil one' is doctrinally
and/or ethicelly ambigucus, as is "the world." But "folse teachers®
implies doctrinal aberrations. It is possible, of course, that ethical
situations were included, but, if so, they were grounded upon doctrinal
truth,

The Epistle has its foundation fivmly in Christisn thelsm.
References abound to all three persons of the trinity., Their rel~’
ationship and functions sre clearly set forth, Although the supposed
Ugrinitarian text (5:7 in the Authorized Version}' is clearly
spurlous, and doesn't appear even in the margin of the American
Standard Verslon, there is obvious allusion elsevhere to each of
the three persons of the trinity.

The most frequently used noun in the Epistle is Oeds, which
cccurs some sixty-two times., It is of interest to note the increasing
frecuency of its use within the IEpistle. It appears once in Chapter
One, thrice in Chapter Two, ten times in Chapter Three, twenty-nine
times in Chapter Four, and ninebeen times in Chapter Five, With
reference to the inductive analysis, beside & single appesrance in
the inbroduction and six in the conclusion, GOD 1s used three times
in Cycle I, eighteen times in Cycle IX, and thirty-three times in
Cwvcle ITI,

GOD occurs most often in the genetive case, and freguentl:
used the preposition éi. That GOD generally refers to the Father
appears from the constructs "Son of GOD (3:8;4:15;5:5310,12,13,20)”

and the "Spirit of GOD (4:2).," Believers are said to be “children
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of GOD (3:1,2,10:5:2)." This is by virtue of their having been
"begotten OF GOD (3:934:7;5:1,4,18).," This is also the background
of the statements that he, you, or we are "OF GOD (3:1034:1,2,3,4,6;
5:19)."

Something of GUD'S beneficence is disclosed in such passages
as "love is OF GOD (L:7)." His achts and attribubes are included
in terms of the "love of GOD (2:5:3:17;4:9;5:3)," the "Mword of
GOD (2:14)," the "will of GOD (2:17)," and the "witness of GOD
(5:9).0

The nominative use of GOD explains that God is and what he
has done, The two great zffirmstions of God's nature in this Epistle
are "GOD is light (1:5)" and MCOD is love (L:8,16),% John also
declared that GOD and Jesus are one and the ssme (5:20) and thet
BGOD is grester! than the believer'!s condemning heart (3:20).
With regard to his acts tcward.mem,‘GOB has loved men (4:11,16),
andé sent his love (4:9), by which he has given men life (5:11). The
result is GOD abides in men (L:12,15,16), Of 2ll this which

he has done, GOD has witnessed (5:10) to man.

15}

GOD can be the object of man's knowledge (4:6,7,8), and should
be the object of man's love (4:10,20,21;5:2). But he cannot be the
object of man's vhysical sizght (4:12). Man is responsible for
believing in GOD (5:10) end, having done so, may abide in GOD
(4:15,16).

Of all the persons of the trinity, it is the Son who appears

ey

most frequently in the Epistle. In every instance, of which there

are twenty-nine, the vids is related to God the Father. He is said

to be the "SON of God (3:8;4:15;5:5,10,13,20),% or reference is made



to "the Fether and his SON (1:3,7:3:23:4:9,10;5:9,11,20}.% Several

%
i

references equate Father and SON (2:22,23,243;4:1)L). Further, the

€3]
]
e-;w
te
[0
[N
e
@
s
Pl
11y
bede
]
&
S"
o
£k
[
58
@
ch
ey
6]
[}
oy
Yod
p ]

righ (1:333:23;5:20),
John especially stressed this identity of the SON with the
men Jesus, who is The anointed Xprerds, It must be affirmed that
Jesus is the CHRIST (2:22;5:1) and the Son of God (5:5). The neme

Jesus is conjoined to the title CHRIST in every chapter of the

7

I

ipistle (1:3:2:133:2334:2,15;5:6,20). Confession of or denial of
Jesus as the CHRIST is made the watershed bebween the true Spix
of God and false spirits (L:2,3).

The WveSua of God 1s recognized by his confession of Jesus,

w

s just observed, The believer has the ability to discern between

him and erroneous SPIRITS (4:6)., Believer, therefore, are exhorbed

[

to "prove the SPIRITS (L:1)" to see whether or not they come from
God, The true SPIHIT of God bears witness to the work of Christ
(5:6,8) and assures the believers of their relationship to God
(3:20434:13),

The final concept related to GOD is that of marge. It is

the FATHER who sent the Son (L:14), and they two had been eternally

together (1:2). The FATHER is such not only to his eternal Son, bubt
also to those who heve received his love (3:1), The believer,

» »

therefore, can know the FATHER (2:13}, can have fellowship with him
&s with the Son (1:3), and can abide in both FATHER and Son (2:24).

of the

b
oo

When one denies the Son, he can make no claim to possessio

e

FATHER, for to deny one is to deny both (2:22,23).
The relationship existing between the believer and the God-

head has been observed in comection with the study of Beds., Two



verbs were nobticed incidentelly there, and are examined now, as

bearing meaningfully upon the relationship. The loglcally orior,
although less cruciel, vord is yevwdw, while the vital word of
relationst 4

EBvery reference states plainly that yevvdw is the work of

God., God is described as "him that BEGAT (5:1).% ZEven Jesus is

S

described in his earthly relationghin to God ag “the BEGOTTEY

b
(5:18)." With exception of these two occurances, which are sorist,
BEGET appears anliormlv in the perfect tense, which indicates that

one has been born by God and remains God's child. L Heis always
spoken of as having been "BEGOTTEN of God,"

The nature of the one BEGOTTIEN is set forth by the wverb,
and falls inbto the threefold pattern of the believer's life. In
the reelm of richbeousness, he does righteousness (2:29) and does
not commit sin (3:935:18). In the realm of love, he loves (L:7;5:1),
and in the realm of faith, he believes thalt Jesus 1s the Christ
(5:1) and overcomes the world (5:L).

The verb mévw is crucial to the understanding of the believer's
relationship to God. It appears nearly as many times as dyewdw,
and is equally vital to the messege., It might be said thet ABIDING
is the passive relablionshiy in the abmosphere of which LOVING is
the active relationship. It is & sustaining, continual relationship,

defined by Findlay as Yexistence in God perpetuated,..union made

restful and secure,t?

Lifesteott, op. cit., p. 107.

ZFindlay, op. cit., v. 147.
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The primary concept of ABIDE depicts the mutual relationship
between God and the believer, wherein "God ABIDES in him and he ABIDES
in God (5:13,15,16}.“ Those elements which are expected to ABIDE in
the believer include the word of God (2:1L), the love of God (3:17),
and the anointing of God (2:27). The believer is to ABIDE in the
Iight (2:10) and in love {(4:16), as well as to ABIDE in God (2:27,28;
L:16), including both Father and Son (2:24).

Some of the attitudes and scbivities vhich characterize the
one who is ABIDING in God are listed:

a2. to welk as he walked, 2:6, :
b. to love the brothers, 2:1034:12,
¢. to do God's will, 2:17.

d. to refuse to sin, 3:6.

e, to keep the commandments, 3:2L4.
f. to confess Jesus as God's Son, L:l5.

There i1s assurance available to the believer that he truly is ABIDING
in God. Such assurance is given to him by the Spirit of God (3:24;
L313).

Oubt of the believer's relationship with God accrue certain
benefits and blessings. 4 rather large group of words, centering
in éfw, set forth these elements to which the believer is heir,

An analysis of EZE shows a nunber of things which various
persons can HAVE, should HAVE, or don't HAVE, In one case, the
unregenerate is depicted as one who does not HAVE the father (2:23),
The liar claime that he does not HAVE sin (1:8), ané the murderer
troly does not HAVE life (3:15), One other negative statement
declares that a believer does not HAVE need that one should teach

him (2:27),

Among the positive possessions of the believer is his
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relationship to God. He HAS the Father (2:233;5:12) and the Son
(5:12), the latter of which is an advocate Tapdhyrod rith the
former in the event of sin (2:1)., This relationship is also descri;‘bed
as WHAVING fellowship" with God (1:3,6,7).

The more impersonal possessions of the believer, stemming -
from the personsl possession of relationship to God, include HAVIHG
eternal 1ife (3:15;5:13) and an anointing (2:20)., These factors
vield boldness in judgment (2:28;/,:17;5:1L) vhich gives rise to
HAVING hope (3:3).

Probably the most significant nossession of the believer is
Jwz. This includes every other factor, both personal and impersonal.

The consbyruct "hbo HAVE LIFEM is sbronger than the simple verb géU.l

Brooke notes that John was quite fond of this usage of HAVE with &

3]

substantive to intensify the meaning of a wverb,
Something of the meaning of LIFE can be discovered from an
anzlyvsis of its usages. The "word of LIFE (1:1)," or the embodiment
of the cuwality of LIFE, was with God and was manifested to men (1:2).
Further, promise wes made to man that he could possess this quallty
J. In fulfillment of the promise, LIFE was given by
God in Jesus (5:11), znd is conditioned upon possession of Jesus
)

% vy . s L
(5:12), John's LIFE is, then, more then a vhysical entity, but &

quality of LIFE be neculiarly to God, and given to those who
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helieve in Jesus,
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There is a distinct contrast noted between Zwy and O<vatos,
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and vpassing into LIFE involves passing oub of DEATH (3:14).

This 1s another of the grealt contrasts of the Epistle, LIFE
and DEATH are mutually exclusive., One who is in DEATH has no LIFE,

and cannot have LIFE without leaving DEATH completely. The only

clear definition ecuates ebiding in DEATH with feilure to love, or
hating (3:14). Thus, the contrast between LIFE and DEATH is eguiva~

lent to that between love snd hate,

The obther possession of the bellever is xevwvia, This noun

and embodies one of the two great explicit stabements of purpose.
In three of the occurances, the vhrase ils HAVING FELLOWSHIP, giving
the more ir‘r’oense meaning than the simple verb fom,
PELLOWSHIP is from a compound of two Greek words wivich means
Yeomaon mind," Originally referring to persons who are partners,
ot . o

holding nroperty in comion, it suggests a relationship of mutual

ation in common inberest .3* The FELLOWSHIP
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sharing and 1
s distinctly a relationship to God, although 1t has overtones of
FELLOWSHIP among those having FELLOWSHIP with God.? It is felt
that John's statement that his readers "may have FELLOWSHIP with
us {1:3)" is intentionally ambiguous and mesns both the FELLOWSHIP

s L)

the reeder with the writer, and FELLOWSHIP between the reader

bty

O

y

and God, along with the wriber,

The key, perhaps, to the believer's possessions is the

lg, ®, Dodd, The Johannine Eoistles, p. 6

RThayer, gn. cibt., ». 352.



foundation of his spirituel heritage, the good news from God. This

is variouvsly expressed in several terms which are novw congldered,

Crucial to the message from God is the concept of Adyoes.,

The WORD, first, 1s expressive of cameu}:mg:, delivered from God., I%

mey refer to a single commend (2:7) or to all of God's comnendments

14)., The WORD is complex,
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bearing the implication of the whole 1if

it is the WORD of the life which was manifested (1:1) which is

declered. It is the message as a whole, not personsl,- bub bound
up intrinsicelly with the verson of Jesus Christ.

nother tem expressive of the message of God to men is the

verb maptuadw . Twlce it was the author who WITNESSED (1:254:14),

£ « PR

Both times 1t was with regerd to Jesus, and both times 1t was on

-,

the basis of vhalt has been seen and experienced by the author. In

PLAT

the other cases, it is either God who has WITNESSED (5:9,10) or the

Spivit of God (5:7,8). In every case, it concerns the Son. The

-

noun form, umaprvpla, OCCUrS three times, all in verse 5:9, and

compares the WITNESS of (od with thaet of man, declaring that Godls

WITNESS is greaber,

A relsted concept to the message of which Joh obe ds the
ides of au-z’eecu_, The most styrilding observation is that THRUTH 4is
not abstrect or speculetive, but motivational, and semething not

simply to be apprehended (2:21), but also to be done (L:6).

lyest cott, op. cib., p. 75 Findlay, op. ¢ib., p. 83; Charles
Gore, The Bpistles of St. John, p. 58; Bubt of, William Alexander,
The Epistles of St. John, ». 82,




The idea of TRUTH provides orientation for the message.
A1l else is error {2:21) and excludes God; TRUTH is orgsnically
related to the nature of God, man, and the universe, and all else
ig unreal. To be relabed to God is Lo be Mof the TRUTH (3:19)."
One who is not related to CGod is one in whom "TRUTH is not (1:8;

*

oirit of TRUTH (4:635:7). The

[

2:4)." The Spirit of God is the
believer's love is not to be expressed verbally, but practiced in
TRUTH, that is, in reality {(3:18).

Arrayed egainst the message of truth, against the believer
and his privileges, and against even God, are the forces of error
and evil. John was positive in his Epistle, bub he was vositively
negabive in e great deal of his teaching, contrasting right and
wrong, good and bad, and true anﬁyfalse. A study of the vords
suggesting evil and opposition Lo God proves helpful to a full
comprehension of the message of the Epistle,

The forces of evil which influence the believer are cata-~

vized into two groups. There are forces externsl to the believer,
exerting pressure upon him from withoubt. These forces center in the
concept of.gégai;. There are also influences within the believer
which threaten defeat. These influences are comprehended under the
concept of dmaglia o

A study of the noun wkdomes yields the observation that it
may have one of seversl different mesnings in a glven context. Four
different concepbs emerge, each of which is developed more fully in
content,

The first meaning of WORLD is the human race, for whose sins

Christ is the propitiation (2:2), and thus for whom Christ was sent
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to be the saviour (4:14). Similar to this, yet distinct, is the
idea of the WORLD as the sphere of hunan 1ife. This spvhere of
hunan life is inhabited by false prophets (L:1) and by~£he spirit
of antichrist (4:3). It is also into this sphere, however, that
God sent his Son {(L:9), and in which believers conduct themselves

afber the patbern of God's Son (L:17).

kS

ezt

AORLD can also refer Lo thet group of men who are oubside

Sy

The
the influence of God, and are therefore ungodly. This group refuses
to recognize the children of God (3:1}5 but naturslly feels hatred
toward them (3:13). This group is indwelt by the spirit of anti-
christ (4:L4) and is s8id to lie in the evil one (5:19)., Because
of thelr common inberest, the members of this group spesk to each
other and listen to one another {(L:5).

Finally, WORLD cen refer to earthly, material concerns. This
WORLD is not to be valued by believers (2:15), for it opnoses the
love of God as the primery velue of Iife (2:15,16). This systen
should be devaluated in comparison to God, for it is temporary and
passing (2:17). Faith is the ebernal orientation which looks above
and bevond these concerns with their inferior values (5: Ls5)e
Hobertson believes that, in John's mind, this connotation of WORLD
was epitomized by the Roman Hapire, thus constituting a very real

5 x

temptation and threat, confronting believers in their everyday

lives.l
In swmary, WORLD has basicelly four meanings. It may refer

to the human race as an orgenic whole, or to the ungodly segment of

Archibald Thomas Robertson, Word Pictures in the New Testement,

VI, 214.



that race which is in opposition to God., It can mean the sphere of

e, or the ma her1sl gtandard of values held by those who

joy
g
®
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are vholly devoted to this sphere. In the latter of each brace of
concepts, which appear more fregquently, the WORLD is pictured as
immorel and adversative to Christian faith and practice,
Behind this immoral WOELD is a directive power and other,
lesser, evil influences, The personage of evil is referred to both
as didfokes and as O wevgois, or “the evil one." The noun DEVIL

L3
1

s used only four bimes, within a passage of three verses {3:8-~10).
Tt is the DEVIL who sins from the very first (3:8); therefore,
one who sins is of the DEVIL (3:8) and a child of the DEVIL (3:10).
But the Son of God had as his purbose the destruction of "the works
of DEVIL (3:8)."

The more distributed designation for this creature of evil
is an adjechtive used substantively. In one case, EVIL distingulshes
the works of Cain from those of his brother (3:12), clearly vorbraying
the idea of moral distastefulness, In all other cases, the word
refers to "the TWIL one," the personification of iniguiby. Cain
derived his nabture from the EVIL one (3:12), and the world of
ungodly men lies in him (5:19). Bub he cannot touch believers (5:18),
end they can therefore overcome him (2:13,14).

Another evil force or influence which John describes is the
&vrfgga«rog. The personal nature of this concept is vegue. It is
primarily the Yepirit of ANTICHRIST! with which John was concerned.

It was rumored that the ANTICHRIST was to come, but many folse

teachers partaling of the nature of ANTICHRIST were already abroad

(2:18). Such a teacher is recognized by his denial of Jesus, and,
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ultimately, of the Father as well (2:22). Such a non-confessor of

o
H

Jesus is of the essence of ANTICHRIST (L:3).

his title is suggestively constructed. It 1s the prevosition

2 Id

avee joined to the title Jpcrrds, Depending on the case of its noun,

4 . H o Kl : " B
dvt{ can mesn elther "against" or Minstead of," In this case, bo

o

th

meanings are applicsble. The false teacher can be described as
"one who, assuming the guise of Christ, opposes Christ.tl
Lowest in the hiersrchy of evil personages ls the false
teacher, or psuedo-~believer. Called
not the ordinary worldly man, bub one 1

dJohn plainly stated that o LIAR 1s one who mekes profes

to love his brother (L:20), end denies that Jesus is the Christ

of Christlen morality: righteousness, love, and faith,
The dengercus influences warring against the belisver are

not alone these oulside powers, bub slsco the fact of gin within him.
A study of the verb dpaprdwve and its noun, Spaptia, discloses the
nature of this internal danger,

3

The clearest pilcture of SIN i1s defined by the noun form. Firsi,
"SIN is unlewfulness (3:4)" and "unrighteousness is SIN (5:17).% The
origin of STV is in the devil (3:8), and no man cen truthfully say

thet he has no SIN (1:8)., In short s it is universal rebellion toward

The problen of SIN has been dealt with by the Son, who was

Ivesteott, op. cit., v. 70.



manifested to take away SIHD {3:5}, being himself the propibishs

For SIHS (2:2;&:10}, Forgiveness for SIHS is given through Jesus!

name (1:9;2:12), and His blood cleanses men from all SIN (1:7).
The condition for forgiveness and cleanging is confession of SIHS

1:9). Thereafter, having been begotien by God, it is possible

g
AL {3 o7 , e

that one will no longer S
L disbinction is made between SIN which is "unto death® and

SIN virich is '"not unto death (5:16)." This very likely refers to

the difference bhebween an act of SIN done in the context of LIFE

*

and one done in the conbtext of a determined iife pattern of DEATH,

The particulsr act derdives its nature from the context out of which

it springs.
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The verb form assumes the definition o

stabe of alienation from God for which God has made provision in

d that "the devil SINNED from the beginning (3:8) .1

W0

Fods

&

rigt, It is sa

ne who SINS has neither known nor seen God (3:6). The verb "o SINH

F

is perhaps best translated "ho commit SIN. "L

Y

The emphesis 1s repested thet it is in error to deny thet one

.

126 SINNED (1:10). The believer is en

oo

T (2:1),

[¥2]

oined not to

Conds

*

although provision is made in case he should SIH (2:1). John de-
clared that one who is begobtbten of God and sbides in him does not

1

SIN (3:6,9;5:18). In this, he is spealing in terms of the character

and hebit of the believer, the ideal realily of the Life in God,

rother than in 2n sbsolute sense.?

lThayer, op. cit,, p. 30.

Vincent, on. cit., p. 348,
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The most abstract concert with which John deslt was the ides
of @3s. The source of LIGHT is God, for "God is LIGHT (1:5).% God

is also "in the LIGHT (1:7)," which LIGHT is being made known to ma

(2:8)., Tt is possible for man to walk "in the LIGHT as God is in

the LIGHT (1:7)." In other words, man can conduct himself according

-

to the eternsl principles which are bound up in the nature of God.

Another radical contrast is depicted by skotia, which is the
absence of LIGHT. The nature of God totally excludes DARKNESS (1:5),

is passing away" as a result of the shining of the true

LIGHT (2:8). The contrasht bebween the two abstract concepbe is

compared with the contrast between love and hatred., To abide in

m,

the LIGHT involves love (2:10) and excludes hatred (2:9). The one

who hates is tragically invelved in DARKNESS (2:9,11).

In these passages, LIGHT is abbributed absolutely to God,

i’)

and derivatively to believers. The nature of LIGET is explained

o

by Westeobt as signifying the noblest manifestation in whichever

region of being it is applied. '"Physically, light embodies the idea

2 ) <

of splendor; intellectually, of truth:; and morally, of holiness, "t

.

Another word which gives added dimension to the Hpistle is

[

the noun £e2v. It is always used in conjuncbion with the preposition

and, giving the phrase am &eygs. This phrase is used both sbsolutely
and relatively. The manifested life of which John writes is FROM
the NING of eternity (1:1), thus giving a trans-temporal
orientation to the message of the Epistle., The believers knew

in experience this ebternal vperson who was FRCH the BEGINNING (2:13,14).

L.'

Iesteobt, op. cit., p. 16.
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e phrase, in the relabive sense, is used of men and of the
devil. Of the devil, it is said that he "sins FROM the BEGINVING

{3:8)," that is, from the start of "his career as the dex vil.®l o

men, reference is made to the inception of thelr Christian experience,

They are reminded of the message they had hesrd FROM the BEGI
(3:11), and of an old command which they had FROM the BEGINUING (2:7
They are enjoined to let that message which they had FROM the

BEGINNING abide in them (2:24).

One final word which John employed creatively is the verb
%ﬂéﬁl{&" This is a compound of two words rf;eaning "the same' and
"o say." Confession is, therefore, to sgy the same thing amon’a
something thet someone else sa.ys.g It is, in short, to agree with

another.

. "u-

To John, to CONFESS is always in reference to God. One agrees
with God in certain proncuncements. These are of two natures, The
Pirst 1s the fact that 1f one CONFESSES his sins, God will bestow
forgiveness (1:9). The second has to do with Jesus, and might well
be translzted "profess" raether than "CONFESS." One vwho CONFESSES
the Son has a claim on the Father (2:23). One in contact with the
truth will CONFESS that Jesus is the Son of God (4:15) and that

he has come in the flesh (4:2,3).
Iv. NCLUDIHG OBSERVATIONS

This approach to the Greek vocabuvlary of the Ipistle, comprising

lrsbertson, op. cit., VI, 223.

o .
“Thayer, op. cit., ». 446,



an investigation of the key words in loglcal sequence, has brought

to Light a number of observations. Primary among them is the fact

wde

that John used a good deal of striking contrast. Christian faith

i

is depicted as totally in opposition to unbelief, There is no
neutrality between them, nor is there overlapping of one by the
other., Many pairs of words show this contrast, but there are three
cruclal pairs which picture the vivid reslity of the conmbrast.

The first of these is the conflict bebtween love and hste,
The believer loves both God and his brother, and hate hes no part

0y

in his life, Hate, rather, is a2 sure sign of unbelief. The second

major contrest ils between life and death. One who believes has

passed from death to life, and possesses eternal life, which is a

B

The third major contrast is between light and darimess. One either
walks, as does God, in light, or else he is in darkness. There is
no hazy middle Lerritory.

The three great positive factors, love, life, and light, if
not synonymous, are at least vitelly involved, One who does not
love neither has life nor walks in the light, DBub one who walks in

the light has life and doesz love. The three go togebther., Tt is

impossible to possess one apart from the other two. They are three

1, KR

ways of expressing perticipation in the one realm of Chrisbisn faith.

Another observation stemming from this sbudy is that a cor-
regpondence 1s shown with the major sectlions discovered in the
inductive analysis. John's major concerns were found to center in

righteousness, love, and faibth. In the vocabulary study, as well,

emphasis upon these three reslms has repeatedly been seen. For

60

ealm totally excluding death, The two spheres are mubually exclusive,



61

example, believers are to WALK properly in these realms. Those
I ¥

ZOTTEN had the neture to function in proper relab-

whorm God had

X

ionship to these gpheres of attitude and pracbtice. Une was declared
a LI if he failed to live up to his profession in any of these

three spheres,

A final observation is thet this Epistle, as short as it is,

runs the gemut of Christian experience, and includes a complete

biography of Christian life, Ib deals with salvation from the view-

fed

points of both God and the believer, with the conduct and belief of

the Christian and the threat of adversaries, and with the eternal

hope and fesrlessness with which the believer faces judgment. 4

.

much more comprehensive view of this spiritual blogrephy would appesr

in & study which included 211 the relatively unimportant words which

vere not directly studied in this effort.
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CHAPTER IV
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me literature ls written solely for the purpose of
expression, Other literature is produced for its aesthetic value,
and still other for more practical considerations. The Scriptures
reflect all three purposes. They do feature the expression of beth
the hunan author and the inspiring Crestor. And, especially in
certain vortions, they have superb aesthebic velue, DBul the primsry

worbh of the Seripbures is found in thelr practical wvalue, They

were written for & reason, as a means to an end and not as an end

An avproszch was made to the Eplstle on the zssumpbion that

John had just such & practical end in view, It has been cbserved
thet he wrote to resffivm fellowship with his readers (1:3) and to
fortify their faith (5:13). The need for reaffirmation and forti-

hat there were those who
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sought to lead them astray (2:26). These leaders astray, elsewhere
termed folse teachers, constituted an immenent danger to the churce
They no doubt contribubted to the lack of assurance of the readers,
and perhaps sbood by to take advantage of the wealmesses which they

&

had implimented,
I. BASIS OF COMSIDERATION

In the introductory portion of Chapter ITL, the inductive

e % 4



method of approach was defined as 2 process of ressoming from the
particular to the general. The opposite process, thet of deduction,

is defined as the process of "reagoning from the general to the

varticular, or from the universsl

ndividuel L

fondw

o the

e

3

In terms of Bible interpretation, the inductive procedure

begins with the pa: lars and proceeds to the general mesning of
a passage., By conbrast, the deductive procedure begins with the

gsswapbion of the general meaning of the passage and then proceeds

f the passage, collecting evidence to support that

In the strictest sense, the present study is deductive rather

s

nductive, since it approaches the material with & blas and

* ‘

proceeds bo an invesbigation of

R

he material with 2 view to the

-

exploitetion of that bias. In a looser sense, however, the study

is inducbive within a presupposed sphere, and might most accurstely

Y

be bemed a "toplco-inductive® study.

e

To be strictly deductive, the approach would assume & particu-

£

lar veriety of felse teaching to be exposed by the Epistle, and the

’ »

endegvor would be made to bolster this assunption by an appeal to

the material, In the present torico-inductive study, the sssumptio
involves only that false teaching wes in existence, a facht which

was candidly expressed by Jshn. The approach considers the particulars
of the Ipistle inductively, in order to give content to the false

eachings and to undersbtand just whet was involved in the situation

ok

Liebsterts New Collegiate Dichicnary, p. 215,

ZDaniel P. Fuller, The Inductive Method of Bible Study, p. I-l.
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to which John wrote.

Several assunpblons must underlie a study of this nabure,

o

nd appear to be valid assumptions. The first is that John was not

writing to any abstract or possible fubture situation, but rather

ok

rss facing a very present and very real threab. The negative sbtabe-
Al cfr L)

o]

menbs occuring throughout the Epistle are not merely added for the

i

sake of contrast, bub point to actual situvations. Dodd suggested

-,

Zpistle was intended for & group of churches in a particular

that the
region, since the situabtion appears to be local, and since 2 certain

intimacy between reader and wribter seems in evidence.,l Further

writer appears to have the specific teachings of a particular group

The practical usefulness of the Bplistle is not ”thereby cur--
tailed, however, for the princivles are of general application, and
the overall relevance is "not locel, but moral,"S The wisdom of
John is shown in that he turned what might have been of merely local
inberest inbto truth of wniversal import. A direct refubation of
heresy would have given the work only antiguarian interest, but by
presenting what is subsbantially the common beliefl of the church,

Jdohn gave Muniversal, catholic significance! to the Epistle,

.

Another asswapbion 1s that, while there is direct reference

1c, H, Dodd, The dJohannine Epistles, p. xooi.

24. B, Brooke, A Critical and Exegetical Commenbtary on the
Johannine Bpistles, n. Txliv.

3Brooke Foss Westcott, The Epistles of St. John, p. xoodii.

hpoda, op. cit., p. xlii.
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to false teaching in a few scattered phrases, the vhole Epistle pre-~

»

supposes false teaching, and is directed sgainst 1t. The vositive

teaching, as well as the negebive teaching, implies @ false teaching

1 Tk

threatening to corrupt the true message of Christianity. Wesbeott,

Py

who was not certain of the actuality of & particular situation,

]

stated neverthelegs that the "underlying thoug
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false teachers...is everywhere present! in the Epistle,l
An additional assumption 1s that John, in this Eplstle, has

given the clearest pichure of any in the New Tesbament of the felse

hing alluded to

stament writings would have become more concretely
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formuleted, Further, the assumption of this study is that John

wrote with & positive purpose in view, The Epistle is not primerily
colemic, bubt fundamentally a letfer for edificabion.? The erroneocus
teachings sre constantly in view, but they in no way detract from
the vital ethical and docbrinal instruction for practicel Christian
ng which is contained within the Eoistle.

£

This study considers the nature of the false teachers and of

Litesteoott, op. cit., p. xlii.

2hrchibald Thomas Robertson . vord Pictures in bhe New Testament,
n, 200,

&
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hn was faced. The content is derived
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the false te
inductively from the Bpistle ilsel? end then compared to the forms

of error with vhich the early church was faced from the standpoint

of non-canonical history. Following this investigation is a consider-
ation of John's vositive teachings with their implications for

countering the erroneocus views, 4 certain dependence upon the

earlier approaches to the Epistle is tecltly assumed.

II. THE NATURE OF THE PALSE TEACHING

.

There isg very Llittle direct reference ir

g

the Enistle with

03

regard to the actval false teachers, but what there is provides

their cherscter., John pointedly called thenm
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antichrists (2:18) on the basis of their denial that Jesus was the

That these felse teachers were actual individusls is clearly

understood by the fact that they had gone away from the fellowship

of the church (2:19), Further, their true nature was manifested in

L.

the fact of their withdrawsl, and their lack of essential wunity with

X £

the church was clarified, in spite of thelr previous affilistion.
Perhaps, as Dodd suggested, it was this declaration on the part of

s

the false teachers, and their act of withdrawal, thabt occasioned
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tried to draw some of the true Christians with them, thus leading

nem astray (2:26)., Their boldness is apperent by the fact that,

100dd, op. cit., p. 98.



rether than slipping out in shame, they sought to take others with

3

them. John pictured the false leaders from two aspects, according

-

to Westeobt. Spirituslly, they were antichrists, while, oubwardly,
they were leaders astray of others.t

Another of John's designations for this group was "false

L

¥

prophets (L:1)." The exhortation to believers is that they should

carefully test the teaching of all who clalm or evidence inspiration,

since there is the possibility of false as well as of true inspli-

]
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ration (L:6). The test suggzested is the confession of Jesu
come in the flesh (L:3). Worthy of observation is John's appellation
of "prophet" for these false ones, since prophecy was a recognized
function in the esrly church. It is possible to assume, with Dodd,
that these false teachers had been influential members of the church,
and had perhaps held positions of leadership. 2 This would help to
explain the seriousness of the situatlon, since the church members
would have strong cuestions arcunsed by the defection of some of their
leaders.

Another source of doubt might come to the Christians in the

fact that the false teachers apparently enjoved a certain amount of
success in the propagation of their doctrines. They had a hearing

in the world (L:5), possibly & wider hearing than that which the

Christians thenselves could claim.
As sparce as the direct references to the existence of these
false teachers are, the seriousness of the situation confronting

luesteott, op. cit., p. 79.

2 . . s
“Dodd, op. cit., p. xix.
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the church is clearly revesled, This truth is augmented by the
sbesolute quality of the disbincbion which John has drawn between
trubh end error. In the face of the success which might seem to
vindicate the fslge teachings, John stated categorically that his owmn

words were from God, reassuring his readers that their cbedience was

to the truth, if thev received his message.

Claims of the False Teachers. In relative abundance, compared

to the direct statements, are allusions to claims which seem to have
been common among the false teachers. These claims fall into the two
categories of docltrine and ethics, and provide the first clue to the
content of the false teaching,

The docbrinal claims are three in number, and are stated in
the form of denlals., The first denial is of the fact that Jesus is

.

the Christ (2:22). This is not a denial of Jesus, nor is it
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o,
(O]
]
L
o)
ft

1

of the Christ, but simply a refusal to recognize the identification
of the two as one person. It was, in other words, a dualistic view,
It was a denilal of the human nature of Christ and of the divine
nature of Jesus by separating Jesus Christ inbo two persbns, one
humen and the other divine., The second denial, that of the confession

that Jesus is the Son of God (5:6), seems to imply the same clain,

The third denial is of the fact that Jesus Christ has come
in the flesh (4:2,3). This clainm epperently recognized the identity

of the one person Jesus Christ, but refused to hold to his partici-
pation in = real and actual material vorld.
The ethical claims came from bhe same source., It ig not itwo,

but one group of false teachers of which John wrote. Igually as
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dangerous as their doctrinal errvors were their ethical sberrations.
These clains were made by precept, but, as John showed, denied by
example and by fallure to uvnderstand the full significance of the
claims. Alexender has showm that one who claims what these teachers
claimed has Y"contracted a moral debt of far-reaching significance,?

He must compzre his conduct with the reality-in-Life of Jesus Christ.t

Six claims are made, four of vwihich are of a genersl ethical

€]
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neture, and two of which are more specifically in the realm of love,
John was not afflicted with any superior attitude of piety, for in
three of the claims the form is: if we claim this particular virtue,
we err (1:6,8,10),

1

h Go
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First 1s the claim to fellowship wit while one is actually

walking in darkness (1:6). Involved in this claim was a felse

2

ritual communion and moral conduct. Second
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is the claim that one has no sin (1:8). In this claim is the inference
that, regerdiess of whether or not actual acts of sin have occurred,
the life is wholly free from the power of sin.? The third clain, similer

to the sécond, is the claim that one has not committed sin (1:10).

versonal fact of accountability. "One
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This is & refusal to fac

may deny sin in general,’ said Findley, bub "rill admit pracbicelly

nd is in the sicht of God a condemed man,"h
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Refusal To.do this is the height of impenitence,

Lyi11iem Alexander, The BEpistles of 3t. John, p. 118,

2 N .
“Brooke, op. cib., p. 13.

&

3Ibid., p. 17.

LGeorge G, Findlay, Fellowship in the Life Bbernal, p. 107.
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These first three claims are coordinate, and are presented

* o

in the order of thelr se}:*iousn;ss.l The claim to fellowship without

walling in the light is merely an oubright lie (1:6). The unoualified
claim to absolute freedom from sin 1s actuvally self-decéption, and
vorse than an overt untruth., The claim to exemption from having

-

ginned 1s denial of vwhat God has said aboult one and is tanbamount

K“"‘

to calling God a liar (1:10).

proved legitimate by obedience to Godl's ethical reguirenents, and the
one who fails to meel this stenda rd cualifies for designation as a
iar., "The teaching of the God whom he claims to lmow is very

claim. 12

Py

n his
The last two claims deal with the reslm of love, One may
claim to walk in the Light, but hatred of his brother volds his

>

claim {(2:9). Even more serious is the claim to love God made while

4«

3 - -
one hetes & fellow-man (L:20).
Love, to John, is the suwmealbion of Christian ethics and of
1

Christian belief as well, ZEthics involves righteousness, which is

fulfilled in love, and which 1s grounded in proper faith., Love is

iy

the final test of rellgious claims. "Love furnishes...bhe practical
guarentee of religious tw&’w.”g

A Tinal hint as to the claims of the false teachers 1s inciuded
in the use of the Greek word . TFhere is the inference that these

+~The Inberpreter's Dible, XIT, 223.

?an‘fe op. cit., p. 32.

Do o .
“Findlay, op. cit., ». 328,
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teschers were presumpbuous enough to believe that bthey were above

-

the ordinary stands of the law, They cuesbioned the appllcabtlion

of the genersl principles in thelr own parbicular cases,

In regard teo faith, thev believed that their claim to know

God was compatible with their denial of the full truth concerning

desus Christ., Bubt John countered by sayi everyone who denies
Jesus is nobt of the truth (2:21); neither can he have the Father

from God (4:3}. There is no possibility of any

o~
N
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=
O
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Tde
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excention. No one is exempt from the sbsolube stendard that denizl
of Jesug Christ forfelts all claims to knowledze of the truth or

In the realm of ethics, the claims involved profession of a
knovwledge of God in spite of obvious ethical malefactions. John!
contrery claim was thet evervone who sinned, without exceptlon, had

neither seen God nor known him (3:6)., The same sbsolute declaration

is stated negatively in 3:10, Further, evervone who sins is out of

)

'n
-J

hammony with cosnic law (3:4). Again, no individusl is exempt from
the general principle,
In the more specific aree of ethics, the realm of love, these

claimants to the life of God felt that to desplise others was perfectly

compatible with thelr claims., John countered this spuricus ides with

a svllogistic argument (3:15). FEvervone who hates is a murderer by
motive, and it is in comcesv sple that any murderer could have l1ife in

himself., The conclusion, already stated, is that one who does not

bt 1

love his brother could not possible be from God (3:10).
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Jdohn has alluded to Christian doctrinal and ethical absolutes,

teachers had claimed to have been zbsolved from responsi-

g
(1]
-ty
ay
H
6]
[¢]

bility to these necessities, bub the lie is glven to thelr claim.

3 <

There are no excepbions to Godls precepbs in God's moral govermment.

9

Hi

toricel Compsrison of Fslse Teachers. Church hisbtory

[17]

declares that there were & number of heresies and felse teachings
in the early church. Thelr various cheracteristics sre fairly well

defined in extra-canonical sources, It is the purpose of this part

of the study, having arrived st a preliminasry understending of the
false teaching to vhich John wes speaking, to identify and classify

S |

it as much as possible by a comparison with the historie forms of

heresy.

[y

The problen of every interpreter who seeks a historical

grounding for heregies alluded to in this and other Epistles hes

[

been clarified by Dodd. There is a submersion of church hisbory

toward the end of the first Christian century. ¥hen the history
emerges again, in the middle of the second cenbury, it appears with
various systems of false beaching.t The term "Cnosticisa® serves
as @ collective heading for these varied sectarian doctrines.?
Although John's Epistle seems familiar with certain tenets of this

philosophy, it cannot be said with any certainty that Gnosticisn as

such had or had not developed by the time of the Bpistle's writing,3

]

1Dodd, op. cit., p. xviii.

ZHans donas, The Gnostic Beligion, 1me 32.

3Brocke, op. cit., pp. 29f.



L
The most that can safely be affirmed is that the Fcomnection of the

kY

Epistle with CGnostic ideas is quite apperent,"l

o

During the beginning of the Chyistien period of world history,

a movement was developing within vagen religions toward purer and

CACHIN S §

more reasonable forms of wreligion., The devobees of this movement
vatronized the traditionzsl religions beside seeking to develop new
ones, lMost of the contemporary cults and beliefs were rationalized
to Fit their own thought styuctures.g

This pattern of rationalization often occurred within the
context of Christian belief, Some of the devotees of this resvectable
form of paganisn had been associated with Christianity, and their
true nature not known until they withdrew for some reason from the
Christien ranks (ef. 2:19), The threat of fzlse teachers was not so

much a veliglon in competition with Christienity as it wes a splinter

roup of erstwhile "Christians." In Westcott's words, "The antago-

ag

nists...{were) not mere unbelievers, but those who, knowing Chrisbi-

anity, fashion(ed) it into a shape of their own."

The purpose and method of the false teachers wezs to transfomm
Christianity by ralsing its faith to a mystical philosophy. They
endeavored to have knowledge supercede belief, love, holiness, and

even redemnption.” Inowledge was the single key to union with God

and all its reamifications. The Ygulf of Imovledge® divided thege

1Ibid., p. xliii.

Doy sy . . .
~Dodd, op. c¢ib., p. xvi.
BEéstcott, op. cit., p. 143,

‘l"rﬁﬂ_e* &Y d@‘v’" 9}2. Q§ lo, Dv Z}-_?)o
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Gnogtics from the mass of the Christisns of simple faith,l
The bagic assumptions m‘* the false teachers all stemmed from
a radical dualism between "God and the world, spirit and matier,

soul and body, light and dariness, good eand evil, and life and
¥ < 3 o >

waherial world

=

death."? From this the view was derived that the

was evil, the realm of darkness, and the spiritual world was good,

the realm of light., HMan, being rebionel spirit, a separated segnent

of eternal reason, was a prisoner in the world of matter.s He was
fettered in a materisl body, X

b the main emphasis of the Gnostics was that man could be
liberated by initiation into their cult, which was accompanied by
esoberic experiences and revelations of God.”? The spark of divine
subgtance within man, possessed ignorantly by h'w, could be awakened
by gnosis, or knowledge e.b They laid claim Lo a superior knowledge
of the hitherto unknown God, imparted only to the privileged few,

£ the church and of the average believer, !

(o
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&
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and

f the unknown God turned oub to be no

O
5

In reality, thelr knowledge

more than the "knowledge of his unknowabillty. nd

Liones, op. cit., p. 206.
Doy s o

*”Ib:}gn, Pe ,.)la

3Dodd, op. cit., p. xvii,
L3, it., p. 20/
Jonas, op. cit., p. 20L.
®Dodd, loc. cib.

6Jon{3,s, op. cit., v. L.

R

7Charles Gore, The Epistles of St. John, p. 112,

SJon&s, op. cib., p. 288,



The practical outworkings of this psuedo-Christian philosophy
were g self-centered stress upon enlightenmuent or illuminstion, an

2%

extreme individualism and exclusionism, and a superior disdain for

»

the material world and for histaxwul John's words in 2:6 seen to

imply that having seen God as well as having known him was & claim
made by the false teachers to bolster the authority of -their doc-
brines, This was no doubt a claim to have seen God mysticelly, in
attempted superiority Lo the apogbolic claim to have seen the Son
. . 2 '
historically.”
The actual application of these views to Chri stz, nity, from
the standpoint of foith, resulted in several distinct ideas. The

dualism and the consequent incompatibility of spirit end matier made
the doctrine of the Incarnstion "unthinkeble,"”

Three distincet abtbenpts bto explain the Incernablion are
attributed to crude, eerly forms of Gnosbic teaching. The first,
predominantly Jewish explanation denied tg&ﬁAJQQLS Vas any more
than a human being. This wes termed Ebionism. The second attempt,
onn the contrary, denied any material reality to Jesus Christ,

claiming that the 1ife was an 1illusion. This wes DQCSULSR, The
third atbempt, proclaimed by the Cerinthiens, admitted botq the
humsn realibty of Jesus and the divine life of Chrish, bub denied

vy

that there was any integral connection bebween then., Wesbcob

3,

could find no reference to the first group in John's Epistle,

10odd, loc. cit.
2%@5%00%%, op. cit., pe. 104,

3Gore, op. cib., v. 113.
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He found generel reference to the second group, but it wa

Cerinthisns sgainst whom he felt the Epistle was more specifically
writhern. 1

Docetian seid thet Jesus Christ wes merely & phénbom, and
thet his flesh was i ilus‘ion?z‘y.z This explains John's insisbence
that 1 ion of Jdesus involves his having come in the flesh

opposition to this felse idea vizs probably

By :

ntended by the statement that the apostles had actually handled

f—-‘v

£

with their hands (1:1) the menifested 1ife of the Son of God.
The ovinion expressed by Cerinthus, & contemporary of John's,

stated that Jesus was & human being uvon whom the Christ spiril came

at the time of baptisn, but vhom he left before

The cross, therefore, was a human tregedy in which Jesus was involved,

2 Tnearnstion or atonement.t Tt was

He had no power $o

+

nancel the laws of the reslm of darkness inbo vhich he penebrated

*

Against this duglistic persllel wiew, John write of the

identification of Jesus and Christ, affirming tha

and the same (2:22%., This false view also seems

to the emphatic expression concerning the waber snd the blood (5:6).

1

“Westcott, op. cit., p. xodv.
RFindlay, op. ¢it., p. 382.
3Dodd, op. cit., p. 130.

‘{"ﬁndlayj ote Clt., Dp. 3ELE,

5jonas, op. cit., pp. 127f.



78

This Jesus Chrisht is the one who came through {igi) the weber and
the blood. The Cerinthians said that Christ first came upon Jesus

t the time of his bapbism, signified by "water," end left prior to
the time of his passion, signified by "blood.® But the truth is
that the one divine/mman person Jesus Christ ceme through the weter

was

o

:

and also the blood, and was not only present in the weber, bu
digtinetly in the blood as well., Westcott noted thet this fslse

duslistlic view of Chrislt's person involved not only the Incarnation

[64]

ag a doctrine, but the whole mesning of his coming with a1l it

aceonplishment, I was, in short, a totel denial of Christlan

redenpbion,

John declsred another of the folse claims to be in error
by telling the Christians that they had an anointing from God which
tausht them all that they needed to kmow (2:27). Further, they sll

had access to this knowledge (2:20). Knowledgze of Cod was nob

limited to a few Gnostics, but grented to a1l true believers,

o

Heyes correctly observed that an illusionasry Christ leads
to an illusionary Christianity. If God had not experienced suffering

Ohristian to experience

a3

and sacrifice, there would be no reason for
these things. An empty creed leads to an empoty morelity. Dualistic
doctrine leads to dualistic anbinomisnism,?

The duslistic antogonlen bebtween good and evil as 1t pertained

1

to epirit and matter resulted in a felge view of ethics on the part

.

of the false teachers, No sin inhered in their higher, spiritual

2D, A, Heves, John and His Writings, . 174.




there is no

John'ts time

ethical behavioﬁ»&

-

admirsble mor

that Christian morality w

to 10?@.5

and conbempt® for the Christians

o

denied the princinl

they considered

ractical obligations to others and of Christien fe

ibility was involved in thelr sins of the

i

&

ual Gnosbic, all is nermitted, and

Some of them actually claimed to

ubmmselve above the inferior ¢

kA

which the average Yunenlightened! man woes 1iable.3

dn't recognize responsibility to ethicel

hteousness, althou

€‘

r forms of une

of

£ the Gnostics were ascetlcs, and had

7
Yary

et

But they drastically lacked a sense of love and

This was conbrary to John's clear percepbion

2s fulfilled by obedience to the command

Wnile legslly obedient to much of the morsl code of the

e false teachers exhibited "contentiousness...arrozence,

themselves, In

g of Christian love, It was moz

se life autLoude.é

of the intellect; it was a fal
For the Gnostics, love had no place in God. God was vwholly

LEarnest Findlay Scott, Ihe

pe 265,

ZJonas, ou.

3The Intervreter!s Bible,

Literature of the New Tegtement,

cibe, Do Lb.

ﬂz’ 221{, a

LBroocke, op. cit., L8,

5 »

’Dodd, op. cib., p. xx.
op. ¢ib., 1

b1vid., pp. 36%.
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other thean metter. Man could know him inbellectuelly, as wisdom or

z

nower, bub man could never lknow him as Tove,t Johm totally demolished

his view throughout the Epistle., He showed not only that God love
(4:10), but that God is love (4:8,16), and that men's highest obli-
gation is love toward God (4:21:5:3) and for his fellowman (L:11,21).

In review, the false teachers expressed erroneous dochtrinal
views which led to oquestionsble ethlcal practices, particularly the
omission of love. Gore's contention is discovered to be correct,
that "what men will become and do depends in the leng run upon vhatb
they believe about God, 12

This truth is verified by the identificabtion of doctrinal and
ethical error, bobh of which found their source in the same false
teachers. It has been found to be true hisbtorically. Further proof
ig seen in that John dominated the perpetrators of boﬁh types of
error as seducers, or those who lead obhers sstray (2:27:3:7).5

If the false teachers to which John referred were not actually
‘mown as Gnostlcs in that precise period of history, they certainly
were "on the track which led to leter Gnostic heresies," It has
been observed that Gnosticism in the early church, much like Heo-

Orthodoxy at the present time, was a general term which had reference

to any mumber of veryving ideas., But all the forms of Gnosbicism,

whether Zbionite, Docetic, Cerinthian, or some other, held certain

IThe Interpreterts Bible, XI1I, 278.

Y
“Gore, on. cit., De Ol
3Findlay, op. cit., p. 63.

@h&L OP. cit., P. xix,



views in common. Besically, they had a felse view of Jesus, an anti-

nomian view of conduct, snd an exclusive view of themselves.

5

fotn

igainst these common errors, John made three positive, prac-

e

\3

tical emphases in his First Opistle. Against the felse view of

Christ, he provosed true bellef in Jesus as the Christ, the Son of

¢

God. Ageinst the antinomian view of conduet, John proposed the

e

sphere of true Christian righteousness, and against the exclusive
view of themselves, John set forth the wnlicue Christian virbue of
love,

» o
N

Condemnation of the False Teachers, John had a good deal to

1

say about the Gnostics, none of which was complimentery,~ He viewed

oy

their errors from the standpoint of the absolube, Regardless of how
close they might have been to Christian standards in practical areas,
they were basically in tobtal opposition te all for which Christisni
stood,

There were those who held to erroneous beliefs, denying the

full realily of the Incarnation of Jesus Christ. John declared thsb
they:

a, are liasrs, 2:22,

b. are anti hrﬁsth, 2:22;

c. seek to lead others sstrayv, 2:20,
d. make God a TLS“, 5:10

e. don't listen to Chris

f. are not of God, 4:3,6.

g. have not the father, 2:23,

h. have not life, 5:12,

o
bians, Lib,

There were z2lso those who refused to fulfill Christian ethits,

1Due 4o its comprehensive nature, tne term "Gnostic" is used

in the remsinder of this study to describe the ;else teachers,

4

i)
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andments, John szid

feilineg to recognize the velidity of God's co
thet they:

2. lie, and don't do the truth, 1:6,
b, are of the devil, 3:8.

c. deceive themselves, 1:8,

d. make God a liar, 1:10.

e, practice lawlessness, 3:l,
. are not of God, 3:10.

g. have neither seen nor known
h, have neither God's word nor truth in themselves, 1:8,10.

23

There were those, finelly, who fell short of the Christlan
virtue of love, and Iived instesd in exclusive contempt and habred
of others. John stated that they:

a. are liars, 4:20,

b, are turderewﬁ, 3315,
¢. are in darknmess, 2:11.
¢, heve no love in themss
e, cannot love God, é:QO.
. are not of God, 3:10
have not knmown God, 3:14.

h, have not life, but death, 3:1.4,15.

LY

In sumery, a compsrison of the sbatements made in each realm

.

discloses a definite similarity, and affirms once more that it is the

] £t

game group of false teachers that ig inveolved in both the doctrinal

e

errors, The only declarstion, or denunciation, to

2

and the ebhileal
appear in all three categories, and probably the most traglc of all,

s the statement that these errorists are "not of God." Thev neither

receive nor propagste truth, either doctrinally or ethically.

! THE PALSE TBACHING

(AR

vositive and procticel in this Hoistle. Heving investligsat

the positive teaching which John geve, noticing where it definitely



reflects false tesching and endeavors to counter it in the lives of

The truth that there reslly is the purpose of counbtering false
teaching is in no way diminished by the vreponderance of positive
exhortation, for "John's method is to confute error by the exposition
Sf the truth realized in life. "™ His "vindication is made by positive

exhibition of the truth more than by conbradiction and counter-argu-

the reality that

A ow Vi, tal L L e Y

-
:

ad
==
g

o
=
A
ok
[
s
o
Iy

menb...He thrusts out error by confronbi

it denies.“z

Lo

The chief concerns of the writer centered in the Christian

1ife with its "ethical tests and endowments.' An addibional consid-
erabion was the radical conflict between the church o é,hhe world.D
This was necessary due Lo the subtle attrection of the false teachings.
The problem is raised that a truly vital Christisn group would not
be in need of instruction sgainst such heresy. Perhaps the solution

!,

to this problem is offered by Westcott, who observed that, by the

=

late date of John's writing, meny of the readers could have grown

up as Christlans, and & "Christianity of habit" was a possi sibility.

P

+

The remainder of this section of the study is devoted to a

3,

study of John's positive teaching which points out that which clearly
implies the false doctrinal and ethical teachings of the Gnostics.

The believers were given assurance of thelr position and possessions

1wesﬁcatt; op. cit., D xxxi
2Findlay, OP. cib., p. 62,

"
“The Interpreterts Bible, XIT, 21k,

Miestcott, op. cit., p. xmvi.



before God, to counter the seductive claims of the false teachers.

The Gnostic leaders held false views of Christ, which John

veluded any view of his identification with a created aecn or ema-

r‘h,

he notion that he was a phantom was discounted by the fact
that the apostles had seen, and heard, and even touched him (1:1,3).
There are three definite witnesses to the truth concerning

-

Christ. They are the water, the blood, and God's Spirit (5:6,7).

Y

Westcott points out that the phrase "he that came' points clearly

to historic fact, and determines that these three tems indicate
hisboric events: the bapbtism, the crucifixion, and the continuing

historical witness of the Spirit.l The testimony of these three
historic witnesses, in the words of Findlay, "amount to the ssme
thing." He also felt that 211 three of these evidences reflected
John's own experience, since he }&d been present at the bapbtism as
a disciple of John the Bapltist, had been the only one of the twelve
to witness the crucifixion, and had been present in the upper room

at the

g..f.

nitial coming of the Spirit O”Tfﬁgwg

The Gnosbics claimed inward union with God, and ab the sane
time discredited Christ. John asserted thaﬁ such & claim was not
possible, since God's quality of life is found only through the

Son (5:11). Against their insistence that Christ had no consort

with matter, vhich was evil, John declared that there was no sin in

2Rindlay, op. cit., p. 388.
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{carefully using the humen name) Jesus {3:5). PFarther, Christ's

£

death afforded forgiveness and redemption (1:73;3:16), despite the

3 LR}
¥

Gnostic emphasis that Christ had nothing to do wit!

h

the death, or

s

apparent death, of Jesus,
Another feature of the Unosbic belief was thelr adherence to
a "new," more advanced religious doctrine and experience., John

reminded his readers that thelr own Christlan dochbrines were from

the beginning (2:24), and were therefore valid in OD?GSlﬁlOﬁ %o the

errors which could not claim such asuthoritativ aﬂtiqafﬁj;l John'ts
camand to them was old, tested and proved in practical experience,

veh it was just as new and up-to-date as any CGnosbic emphasis (2:7,8).

E: 8. A

Against the Gnostic offer to believers to "gulde then into new

dept i55“P dJohn declared that their ancinbing of the Spirit taught
then 2ll that they needed to lmow {2:27), and thus that there was

no need of any fresh teaching.
An additional Gnostic error was thelr relaxed view of regulred

ible a tendency toward antinomisnien, This

O“

conduct, which mede poss

was enhanced by their dualisbic interpretation of the separation of

mostic morsls

o

flesh and spivit in man. Y%While, fo

=
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the most part,

welr beachings could easily have led to
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indulgence and lmmorality.
Against these ideas, John conbtended that a relationship to
God involves conducting oneself after the pabtern established by

Chrigst (2:6). The Epistle is not merely against indulgence, noted

IThe Tnterpreterts Bible, XIT, 217.

2

Westcott, op. cit., p. 79.
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Westcott, bub positively for Christlikeness.™ Righteousness is

conditioned upon the practice of righteous deeds (3:7). ERighteousness
may be cle the bugls of relationship with God, but it must be

2} 4 1 2 A * e 1 £ 2 3 a1 P T B
verified in acts,” Against the Gnostic indifference to moral sanctions,

John reouired a keeping of God's word (2:5).

One of the most interesting speculations of the Gnostics was
their belief that 1 the spirit of a maen were pure, the behavior of
the body was not important. They excused immoral behavior by attrib

ubing it to the evil resident in the flesh., John countered this with

g )

rJv

o

el

the logic that anvone truly related to Christ will seek to pur

himself (3:3). Further, the believer should expect to live tote ally

apart from sin (2:13;3:6). Here is & paradox, in thet John refuted

*

any c¢laims to sinlessness, yet held it up as the standsrd for the
believerts rishbeousness. He advsnced sinlessness, bub slso asgsumed

L3

fovglveneaw.B The imolication is that the posgibility of sinlessness

is negated by o c¢laim to have accomplished it.
John "summarized the whole of moral obedience by the law of
love, which fulfills all the commendments."lt Uhile the Gnostics were

£¥
3

not necessarily immoral in actusl practice, they fell far short of

any semblance of love, The wital relationship between righteousness

and love is & recurring these in the Epistle, conbinually reminding

f

the reader of thelr mubusl involvement, This is mede clear in such

1Xbiﬁ.ﬁ Te A2,

2The Interpreter's Bible, £1I, 258,

Losvyr T, H. Henry, Christian Personal Bthics, p. 330.




passages as L:21, in which God's commandment is declared to be love

for one's brother. Failure to do rightecusness and failure to love

The Gnosticls disregerd for the obligation to love was the

o,

natural outgrowth of his exclusive feeling for his own group. The

CGnostics looked upon all others with a superior disdain, and counted

g

themselves the Minner circle! of knowledge and relationship to God.

-

John immedistely opposed such & view with his initlal expression of

S

®

Epistle was written to vromote fellowship (1:3

Thig is directed more pointedly st CGnostie exclusivien in 1:7, where

4

"

it is said thet if one truly is in the light (&s the Gnostics claimed

fellowshin results,

John explicitly commended that a true Christian fulfill the

God's loving nebure.

law of love (3:11 et al.), basing the comma

Pt}

Apainst the Gnosbtic contention, t
or selfich {or exclusive) person shows conclusively that he does not
bnow him (G@d}.”l The believerts love ls expressed in

.

leving dowm his life in a prachtical way for his needy neighbor (3:16,

17). Alexander correchtly observed thet high, sbstract idess impart
dignity to truth, but are suscepbible to idle speculabtion, to avoid

which danger John turned from high vhrases extolling love to very

. " .y . ve 4 2
mundane considerations of how it should be practiced.

The final blow to the exclusive nertyv-spirit of the Gnosbtlces

was delivered in two distinct references to the work of God bthrough

87

his clesrly implied that "a loveless



hrist in application to all the world, OChrist is the propitists

for all the world's sins (2:2), sent by the Father as the Saviour o

John used positive teaching with regerd to the true nature of

Wt oa

Jesus Christ to refute the Gnostic errors aboubt him, He taus

positive righteousness to overthrow the antinomien danger inherent

. PR

in Gnosticisn, and the heart of his righteocusness was the obligation

to love which opposed the exclusive Gnostic spirit, His voint was

but two sides of the same coin, and error in eibther lesds to error in
the other. Dodd remarked that "novhere ils there less excuse for the

reader to suvpose that Christisn theology can stend avart from

o

this Bpistle.”
The bellevers were no doublt overvhelmed by the clalms of the
Gnostics to kmowledge of God and to special revelation of God. John

v Christisn claims in

reassured their §
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Getion to the spuricus claims of the false teachers,
A central Gnostic affirmebion was esoteric union with God,

fohn counbered that claim, in tems of the three realms of
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Christien belief and behavior, with the statements that everyone who

lGore, op. cit., p. 107.

,) N . -
“Dodd, on. ¢ib., p. xdi.
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believes, everyone who 1s righteous, aznd everyone vho loves is

begotten of God (5: 1:2:2 Le7), Thus John defied their claim b

grounding the experience of relationship to God in the three arezs
in which the Gnostics were in error. He followed this up wibh the

resultant truth that believers are the children of God (3:2) and thet

1l

forie

they abide in God (3:24), even as God sbides in them (4:20),
opposition to the Gnostic claims of the ssme essential relationship,

One of the distinet claims of the herebics was that they were

claim to have seen God in revelabion or vision, John argued that no
man has ever seen God (4:12), and that true knowledge of him is to

»

be found elsevhere than in visilons, And in contrast to their claim

to have esceped the pollution of the flesh through thelr new teaching,
John declared that it is believers who truly have overcome the

world (5:5),

But vperhaps the most obvious claim of the Gnostics was their
profession to possess a superior gnosis, z higher knowledge than
that to which the ordinary person had abttzined., 4 central part of
John's Epistle deals with the substance of whet the believer lmovs,

the gnosis to which he is heir. The condition and content of tie

believer's kmowledse is derived from a study of the verbs yivuwekw

and otda . It should be observed, with Brooke, that dohn's primery
S 1A e in writing was not to £111 in the deficiencies in his readers’

mowledge, but to assure them of what they lmew already,

1Brooke, on. cit., p. 55.
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Of the two words, yrvsexwis used more often, some twenbty-five
times, With two exceptions, it refers to lmowledsze possessed by the
believer. The believer Ynows God (&:6»8}ﬁ vhich is often expressed
as lnowing "him" (2:3,4,13,14:3:1,6). He knows God as the Father

(2:13) and knows the Spirit of God (L:2,6}. This is a personel know-

ledge of God, derived from actual experience, and is in direct oppo-

»

sition to the intellectusl apprehension claimed by the Gnostics,

o

The believer slso has knowledpe of benefits which he possesses.

o]

2137,

Pangd

He knows he is in God (2:5), and that he abides in him (3:24;

0

He not only knows h {5: 26} -but knows that he is of the truth

6) and knowe that he

{...1

(3:19}. Iikewise, he knows love (3:16;4:
himself loves (5:2). If he is aware of the issues at stake in the
conflict with felse teachers, he knows that it ig a lzst hour (2:18),
Similerly, of the fifteen occurrences of gi;:d all but one of
them refers to the content of the believer!s knowledge., Vhereas

yivdokw was used more in terms of personal experience, otda ig used

in reference to intellectusl kmowledge, Thus the believer knows

truth (2:21). He knows that Jesus wes menifesbed for sin (3:5) and
that no murderer has Iife in him (3:15). He also knows, however,
that he is in possession of life (5:13), having passed from death to

life (3:14). He knows that God hears and answers his recuests (5:15)
and that he shall one day be like Jesus (3:2), who he knows is

righteous (2:29).

slight difference in the knowledge portrayed by

=

ere 1s

w
o

3

¥, b3 P g » X, b4 x 1
the two verbs. The first, yivdexw, is truth derived by acguisition,~

Irindlay, op. cit., p. 238,



~
or knowledpe which 1s Vgained by experience “l The other word, 93304

refers rether to & "clear and purely mental perception, in contrast
to conjecture of derived-from-others knowledge, n2 Tt is inbuitive
tnowledge of wbh, 3

k good summary of John's entire argument sgeinst fslse teachin

W

is provided by the last four verses of the Ipistle. There are three

predications made concerning the believer's knowledge, and a finsl

5

The believer knows, first, that true relstionship to God pre-
he habitual commission of sin (5:18), a fact which refutes
the Gnostic antinomian tendencies,  He also knows thet he is of God,

in ebsolute contradiction to all ungodly men (5:19), vhich refubes

fl

7),5
the Gnostic claim to exclusive enjoyment of God. Finally, he knows
the ministry of God's Son (5:20), which refutes the felse Gnostic
view of Jesus, This knowledge, founded in true belief, true right-
sousness, and true love, is "the true God and eternsl life (5:20)."
In conclusion, John warned his readers to shun any false idea

of God, and to defend themselves against any erronecus doctrinal and

or anv Muntrue and unresl objects of devotion,th

Te lg.é.

Ey

Iestcott, op. cit.,

2Joseph Henry Thayer, A Greek-Inglish Lexicon of the New
Tegtament, p. 118.

3?imdlay3 loc. cit.

by Interpreter's Bible, XIT, 302.




The study of this chapbter has approached John's First Epistle

from the viewpoint of its conflict with falsze teaching. Following an

} .

investigation of direct reference to fzlse teaching, & comparison was

o3

made with the historieal forms of heresy. The positive teacn ing of

&

kN

to its dmpllications for

hre 03 +

the Ipistle was investigabed with a view

s

countering false teaching., Such an approach has verified earlier

obhservations and brought to light additional truths concerning John's

PUrpPOSES,

false teaching was validabted by a great deal of the materisl. The

false teaching involved both doctrinal and ethicel ervors. Included

. B

vere s false view of Jesus which John exposed snd counbered with

pogitive doctrine, an antinomien view of rightecusness, which John

refuted by an aspvpeal to the sbsolube cuality of God's moral precepts,

and sn exclusivistic denizl of love, which John opposed with a
positive view of love as the fulfillment of Christian morality.

The Christian was discovered Ho be zlready in possession of

C”.\
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the truth to which the false teachers made spurlious claims. True

illumination was based upon Chrisbian morality rather than upon es

teric experience, True ¢ is was the privilege of the believer who
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trusted in Christ rather than the nroperby of one who claimed union
with some Father of Reason or unknown God,

A final observation concerns the entagonisn between the two
realms or kingdoms of truth and error. God opposes the devil, the

church opposes the world, and the believer encounters false teache

92
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John refuted the Gnostlic idea of & dualisn bebween mabter and spiriit
i 5

z)

but formulabed s dvalisn of hils owm, transcending eny matter/spirit
- - d A

antagonism, and based on the essentisl distinction between God and

not-God. The world of men apart from CGod and the fellowship of men

participaeting in the life of God were set forth in absolute oppo-

sition, The radical conflict bebtween the two realms was decisively



Y AND CONCLUSIONS



Before concluding the w**cw it is well Ho veview what has

e %,

Fforn of concluding observations, The f

Rt

3 solubtion to the originsl problen closes the shudy.
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A study of the First Bpistle of John was undevtaken on the
basis of three distinet inductive approaches to the maberial, Bach
of the three studies provided insights into the meaning and purpose

Beginning wil}

according

w’ ]

to princivles of proporbion., Lavger and lavger
units were developed and related, and the larger smphasis of the

et eal L Ty S 2 ey 1

fpistle energed from the major segnents,

g

It was observed on the bagis of this study that John employed
a snell voesbulary, but so used it as to convey a vasht depth of
meaning. Synonyms and conbrasts were asbundant. John zlso set forth

nogitive principles of Christiasn belief and conduct sgainst which his



Christian readers vere to measure their lives,
vhich the believers were to test their own lives also provided the
tandards by which to test the false teachings of those vwho were
threatening their Christien faith and 1ife., It is implied thet the
felse teachers made 2 clainm to the posgeas;om'af superior knowledge.,
2, The second approach to the Eplstle was a word-study, or
vocebulary approach. The words which the study found to be crucial
to the messeze of the Episbtle were revorted in logical seguence,
It was observed on the basis of this sbudy that John emploved

a great desl of contrast, epitomized in the antitheses between love

¥ =, 1ife =nd death
2 3
vificant categories in which the Chyistisn was to

e were the three reelms of righteousness, love,

experience is explored in
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this Epistle, from the initial exverience of redenption to the final

hope of Christ's return, wet the primery reference is to the vitality

z. toplco-induchive
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sbudy of the fzlse teaching ageinst which John wrote, Beginning with
the premise that John had definite false leaders in mind, the content

3.1 e *

of thelr teaching was sought from the contents of the Bpistle itself,

This study yielded the observations that the false teaching

1

hreat, and that John exposed it both by

dirvect teaching ageingh it and by positive Christian insbtruction which

The claims which the Tslse teachers made o

£ conduch were declared to be
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gpurious, and e shown bto be distortions of the realities which the
true Christians possessed, The realms of good and evil, or of God

s

and the devil, were porbrayed in radical antagonism and thelr opposing

natures were claryified,
TI. OCOHCLUDING OBSERVATIONS

The observations provided by each of the inductive approsches

Y,

are closely related and, in sone instences, are overlapping., The
findings from each study are compared and collabted, and are presented
in the form of concluding observaetions. The products of the inductive
method ere inferences rebher than conclusions, for they are tentabive
(although not uncertain) rather than sbsolute, and are subject to
revision upon further examinabion of the material,

1. John used & minimm vocabulary, consisting of a few over

two hundred words, of vhich most were quite simple. TYebt an applied

gbudv o

xw.,

the Epistle finds its contents to be inexhsustibly profound.
The meanming of the Bpistle cannot be exheusted by any one approach
to its contents,

2. John viewed things from the standpoint of the absolute,
Total distinction was made between Light and derkness, bebween love
and hatred, and between 1ife and death. Ivery man participates in

one of the two reslms, He is eith
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3. John wrote to assure his readers that they belonged to the

in that king-
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true kingdom of God, and to instruct
dom. He endeavored to show conclusively that those who made spurious
claims to the possessions belonging to true believers were not only in

KSRt

error but were dangerous.



L, Underlying the entire Ipistle is the controversy with
false teaching., John disclosed ibts nature both directly snd by the
inferences of his vositive teaching. Involved in the spurious "gospell
h dochbrinal and ethical ervor: superior claims were made to
be above a provincial view of an Incarnate Christ, to be sbove the
restraining legalisn of an oubtmoded or inferior moral law, and o be
unfebltered by any sertimental concern for others.

5. The heart of the positive teaching of the Epistle was

clearly discovered in each of the three approsches. It snswers the

g

claims of the false teachers in tems of three reslms of Christian

o

behavior and belief., The three crucial aress are {1) the correct

view of and faith in & divine/human, Incarnate Jesus Christ, (2) an

.

ideally sinless conformity to the divine standard of righteousness

set forth in explicit commandments, and (3) obedience to that one

is at the heart of all others

the commandment to love, These three are the totality of Christian

doctrine and ethics, and are applicable to 21l men in all times,
ITI. COHCLUSION

The problen giving rise to this study was initially defined as
an attempt to understand the overall meaning of the First Epistle of
in terms of its relevance for today. That it has a contemporary

significance wes clearly discovered, in that it embodies principles

of truth, centering in the realms of righteousness, love, and beliefl,
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which are applicable to every conceilvable period
God's eternal truth, sufficient for man's needs, is conbinually

aveilable to men through this Epistle.



The overall meaning of the Ipistle was scught through the
various inductive approaches to its study. That meaning was satls-
factorily ascertained, finding the central thrust of the Epistle in

e bruth thet John wrote to counteract a threat imposed upon the

'Zi

4.1
19
belief and conduct of z particular Christian group by false teachers

B 4 a3

who had withdrsawn from the group. Bub the larger, overall message of

the Epistle is positively orienbed, in that John countered the felse

stbian principles whose

P
(J

teaching by the assertion of positive Chric
meaning is valid for any time and is applicable to any situstion.

L gpecific area of further study in which interest was aroused

by this study is an investigation of the imagery of lizht and davrkness

in the Scriptures.
A& more general commendation for further study is the appli-
cation of the first two of the three inductive aprroaches to other

of the Mew Testement writings.
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