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1. The author calls himsclf Hohn, evlidently with the design
of represonting himsolf as the apostle of that name, since
his revelation to the churches of.Asia Ilinor is such as -
hhe relation of the Apoatle John was, and because the name
-John, unless there was something to qualify it, would
ggzgrally be understood as rererring to the apostle of

naS e A

2+ The fact that John lived at Ephesus, and was well=known
to the seven churches in Asla Iiinox.

5. The fact that he lived to an extreme old age = to the
time when the book was supposed to have besen written.

4, The fact that there was a persecution in the time of
Domitian, whon this book was supposed to have been written.

S« Favorable coneluaiona_derivad from a comparios with the
aclknowledged writings of John; the Gospels and the three .
Epistles, ™42

42, Barnes, op. clt., Intros P«l0.



. v Be Tho Refutation of the (Objections the Ear
Gritics as to the IposEo!‘.Io origin of the Imealne.

The first witness the doubters swmion to their ald
1n.estubliah1ng thelr position 1is gl.i_u_g,' a presbyter at ‘Rome
vho flourlished about 210 A.,D. The passapge from his writings
which lead some to think that he rojected the Revele.eion.of
st; John 1s as follows: "And Cerinthus also, vho by hils revel=:
atlons, as if written by some great apms tle, imposes upon us
monstrous relations of things of !:::I.s owmn linvention, as shown
him by an angel, says, 'that after the resurrection thore shall
be ‘a terrestricl kingdom of Christ, and that men shall live
again in Jwrusalem, subject to aegmual desires ond pleasures.
And being an enemy to the divine Soriptures, and desirous to
seduce menkind, he says there will be a term of a thousand
yoars spent in nuptial entertainments.!™ This is alleged to
refor to Rev. 20, 4-6:"And I saw thrones, and they sat upon
them, and judgment was given unto them; and I saw the souls
of them that woere behoaded far the witness of Jesus, and for
the Word of God,,and wnich had not worshipped the beast,
neither his immge, noeither had received his mark upon"bhei'r
foreheads, or in their hands; and they lived and reigned with
Christ a thousand years. But the rest of th e dead lived not
agein until the thousand years were finished. This is the
f£irst resurrection. Blessed and holy is he that hath part in
the first resurrection? on such the second death hath no power,
but they shall be priests of God and of Christ, and shall reign
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with him a thousand years," Barnes, with his ususl persplcuity,

rorarks :"Calus was opposed to Cerinthus and his views, and '

hence opposed to the prevalling doctrine of Chillasm, or the

doctrine of the !llleniwm, that Christ should reign personally

on the earth with his saints a thousand years. It may be pose

8ible that Cerinthus may have forged a work pretending to be

of apostolic origin, in which these doctrines were affirmed.

The views referred to by Caius as held by Cerinthus are not

the views vhich are found in Revelatlon chapter twenty. He

spoke of a 'terrestrial kingdom of Christ3? that "men would

relign again in Jerusalem/! thet theyhwould be subjest ! to

sensual ploasurcsj! that 'tho term of a thousand years would

be spent in nuptial entertaimments,! Ilone of these opinlons

are found in the Book of Revelation as we now have it,"™O |
Furthermore, ce.ius calls the book 'Ravelations' in-

stoador Roveldtion 85 A TT opct. ‘-’—}Z’J—“ as 1t is

genorally calleds Perhaps Calus was referring to a different

work from that of John, possibly & forgery, for Theodoret
writes "that Cerinthus forged certain revelations as 1f he
nimsolf had seén them, and declares that the lringdom of the
Tord will be established on earth.®

Uionysius of Alexandria is the most important of the
anciont objectors to the apostolic origin of the Apocalypse,
although he certainly did not deny its insplration. Dionysius
was a pupil of Origen, and was rade bishop of Alexandria in
248 A.D. It is Important to note that Dionysius opposed the

43, Barnes, op. cite., Intro. pp.1l.12.



Apocalypse on dogmatical groumds. As hs claims, he "did not
understand 1t;" especially the dootrine of the millennium
which he thought it plainly taught. Further, he believed the
avthor of the APocalypae to be another John, ; poaaibl:y John
the Presbyter. Se we see that Dlonysius 1s unlike Calus, who
opposed the Revelation as a forgery by Cerinthus, Caius is
reckoned by Epiphanius as one of the "Alogl," who prosumably
wore those who rojected the writings of John as coming from
him, and attributed them to Cerinthus. But let us turn to

the Eccloslastical Wistory of Euseblus once mores The hise
torian quotes Dionysius as follows:"some who were before us
have utterly rejected and confuted this book, criticizing
every chapter; showing it throughout unintelligible and ine
consistent; adding, moreover, that the Inspiration is false,
forasmch as it is ﬁpt Jonn's; nor 1s a revelation which is
hidden under so obscure and think a veil of lgnorance..:and
this not only no apostle, but not so much as any holy or
eccleslastical man was the author of this writing, but that
Cerinthus, founder of the heresy called after him the Cerine
thian, the bettor to recommend his own forgery, prefixsd to
1t an honorable name. For thls they say was one of his par-
ticular notions, that the kingdom of Christ should be earthly;
consisting of those things which he himself, a carnal and senw
sual man, most admired, the pleasures of the belly, and its
concupiscence; that is, egting and drinking, and marriage;
and for the more decent procurement of these, feastings and
sacrifices and slaughters of victims, But, for my part, I
dare not reject the book, sinco manyhof the brethren have it



L

39,

in high eateem; but, allowing 1t to be above iy understanding,
I suppose it to contaln throughout some latont and wonderful
meaning; for although I do not understand 1%, I suspect there
mist be some yrofiound meaning in the words; not measuring and
Judging these- things by my own reason, but asocribing more to
falth, I esteem them too sublime to be comprchended LY mosiaes
I do not deny, thon, that hnis name 1s John, and this is John's
book; for I belleve 1t to be the work of some holy and inspired
porson, Novertheless, I cannot easily grant him to be the '
apostle, tho son of Zebedee, brother of James, whoge is the
Gospel ascribed to John, and the Catholic Epistles for I
conclude from the manmner of apaeci:. and the term of expression,
and the conduct of the book, as we call it, that he 1s not
the same person; for the evangelist novhers puts dowmn his
name, nor doos he speak of himself eithor in the gospel or
the epistle. I think, therefore, that he 1s another, one of
them that dwslleth in Asiaj; forasmuch as it is sald, that
there are two tombs at Ephesus, each of them called Jom's
torb; and fram the sentiment, and words, and dlsposition of
them, 1% 1s likely that he differed from him who wroto the
gospel and epistle."“ Yiote here that Dionyslus cltes no
historical evidence against the apostolic authorship of the
Apocalypse; but merely refers to internal mnttéra;' in a word,

reasons fram the book itself, Eusebius trles not to be partial
one way or another, but i1t is quite evident: that he follows

44. Hicene end Post-Nineme Fathers, I, Eusebius, VII; 25.
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the opinion of m.onyslus; But one thing iz sure about Buse-
blusi Inspite of his scruples he does not dare to rob the
Apocalypse of 1ts canonlecal standing. Tho Apocalypse 1s not
found in mozt of the early catalogs of the lew Testament,
Grogory of Naglanzen omits 1t in his, and the Council of
Taodicea, 363 A.D., omalts it in the list appended to its
canons, Cyrlil of Jorusalom, who publishsd hls 11ist in 360 -
AJD, omlts it also. Amphilocus, bishop of Iconilum in 380 A,.Ds
says: "Scme admit the Apocalypse of 8t, John, but most persons
say it is spuric;us." Eusebius, trying to be an unblased
chroniclor, straddles the fence and leaves the question of
authorshlp an open oneos And regarding its canonlcity, he
scrovhet dubiously classifles it as a Homologumenon. During
the fourth century, however, 1t was generally classed wilth
the so-called Antilogomena,lo oks spoken against; the Antl-
logomena ars seven in number, "the Epistle to the Hebraws,
the Second Eplatle of Pater, the Second and Third Bpitl‘e

of John, the Epistle of James, the Eplstle of Jude, and
Rovolation;"4® = Barnes rightly maintains that this flurry of
doubts in t'h.é latter part of the fourth century cannot ;:lovm
the clear nlstorlcel evidence of the early writers, for the
origen of the Apocalypse must be determined by writers who
11ved ot or ebout the time when the book was writtenAnother
f£ine point is brought out by. the above-uentioned expositor

when ho says that Pthe objoctions alleged against the Apoca-

A5, John Theofdode Mueller, Christian Dogmatics, P« 130 °
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:ll.ypae in later times were wﬁolly on internel grounds, and

wore mainly dorived from the :E‘aet that 1t was nungos.ed to

. countenance the doctrine of Chiliasm, or the doctrine of

the personal reign of Yhrist and the saints for a thousand
years In Jerusalem, and from the fact thet the followers

of Cerinthus appealed to this book In gsupport of their
pornicious orrors."¥® Hug comments thus: "It was emidst the
disputes concerning the millennium that the first explicit

and welleauthentlcated denial of the Apocalypse oecurred, wd?
Zahn wexes polemical and almost caustic in his remarks: "Dle
Tnzulaenglichkeit der Anstrengungen der Aloger, des Dionysius .
Aloxandy»inus and des Euseblius, dle bls in die Zelt der des
Verfassers der Apokalypse und bis in dle Heimat des Euches
hinaufreichendes Ueberlieferung zu bestrelten, lisgt am Tage.
Tieses Urtoil gruondet sich ja kelnes wegs nur auf dle iangel-
haftigkelt der Auslegung dor zoelteren fuellen der Usberlief-
erung durch die verneoinenden Krltiler des dritten wmd vierten
Jahrhunderts, auf dle wuordelose Felghelt, nit der sie ihran
Viiderspruch vertreton, und die rohe Gemesinhelt lhrex Vorgaenger
im gwelten Jahrhundert, sonder vor allem darauf, dass dle
golehrten Kritiken sich auf keinerlel anders Aautsnde Ueber-
1ioferung zu berufen gewagt heben, offenbar aus dem zwingenden
Grunde, dass es bis zu lhrer Zelt und ucberhaupt im ganzen
Berlech der alten Kirche keine sndere Usberlleferund ueber dle
Entstenung der Apokelypse gogeben hat, Es wayr unserer Zeit

vorbehalten, gwar nicht eine andere Tradition positiven Inhalts

48, Barnes, Op, CiGes intoos D. 16.
47, Hug, Ope eitq. Ps 5334




48,

aus guverlaossigen Quellen nachguwelsen, wohl aber erstens
dle cinzige alte Usberlieferung su verdunkeln und zweltens
oine erst nach dem Jahre 400 hler und da auftauchende Angabe
80 gu deuten, dass dadurch dle eingige wirkliche Ueberllefer-
ung ausgeschlossen eracheiat, a9

-In cunclﬁding this section let me state wry personal
conviction in thls matter, in view of the evidence presented
" above, I am convinced that Revelation was written by the
Apostle John for the simple and compelling reason that its
apostolic origin was not questioned for over two centuries
aiter it was written: 1In view of the fact that the early
Church was 80 careful about admitting books to the Sacred
cano.:m, in view of the fact .tha.t 80 many apocryphal gospels
and epistles wore so definitely rejected, I do mnot see how
the Apocalypse could have escaped a simllayr fate if it had
been the least doubted when it appeared. As the yeara roll
by and we are taken ever father from tﬁe year 96 A.D, when
John wrote the Apocalypse, modern criticism is dwarfed when
it is ranged alongslde the testimony of the ifirst centurles
of the Christlan era.

48, Zahn, ops cit., Erste Haelfte, Einl. pp.78.79,



II. The Historical Interpretation of the Apocalypse
by the Barllest Grock Expositors (from the death
of S¢. John to 380 A.D,) :

A« A Brief Summary of the Oral and Written Tradition
concerning the Revslation. .of St,John the Divine.

o8
L]

At the turn of the second century into the third
we find the Book of Rovelation in almost every congregation
of the Christian Church; it was regarded as & sacred writing
of permanont value, and was adopted and studiously read in
public worshlp. The .only exception to this tradition was the
Syrian National Church in and about Edessa, which at that
time was in tho early stages of organigzation. From the Apoca=
lypse more than any other book of the Bible the early Chris-
tians, both hity and clergy, women as well as men, drew come
fort in their sufferings under Roman persecutors and heroic
courage for the confession of thelr faith by word and blood.
This we lmow clearly from the Greek report of the congrega-
tions of Lyons and Vienne in the year 177 A.D. on the bloody
persecution they endured ln that very year; furthermore, from
the Iatin Acts of the Scillitan lartyrs (named thus after
their birthplace in Humidia) of the year 180 A,D., and the
Carthaginian women Perpetua and Fellcitaes in the years 202-
2035 A.D.. The Gallic Christians quote the words of Revs 28,11:
("He that 1s unjust, let him be unjust still: and he which



is £ilthy, et him be filthy still: and he that iz righteous,
lot hin 'b.e rightevus stlll; and he that is holy, let him be
holy still.") as 's. prophecy whilch iaaa found 1ts fulfillment
in the bestial handling of the corpses of the martyrs by the

Roman officials end the enraged populace, Euscbius, in his .

"Bocleslastical History" writes:

which Blandina met

this quotation he dsscrlbes the jJoy wit
hor desth, pict.uriizg her in the words of Revelatlon 19,9:

/ " .
“Ef & ; Zumt!& ay é&‘rd l{“glu“ﬂ/4 « From Rev. 1,5

{cfe 3,15) ar:!.sas E‘xma'b*us' phrase (v.a.s) Illl m;zd Kg

!
) u/w %X wio ol(ld é @V, which
\ '3 P ~ L
£its closely with the phrase oL &
A ‘ :
f {3;15). From Rov. 14,4, after the comparison

3 ¢
. The spokesman of tho Twelve lNartyrs from Seillium,

Speratus, rcfuses thse deimend of the judges that they swear
by the aplirit of the Smporor with the words borrowed esson-
‘tially (with a smail admlxture from Rom.13,7) from Reve 17,14
{"hege shell make war with the Lamb, and the Lamb shall
overcome thom: for ho is Lord of lords, and King of kings:

- and they that are with him are called, and chosen, and fait_h—

ful;" of Revae 19,6:"ind I heard as it vere the voice of a

groet multitude, and as the volce of many waters, and as the

49, liicene and Post-Nicene Fathers, Vol. I, Fusebius, V, l=3.



volce of mighty thurderings, saying, Alleluila: for the Lord
God ommipotent relgneth." ofy also Rev. 1,5:"And from Josus
Christ, who is the falthful witness, and th;a £irst begotten
of tho dead, and the prince of the kinga of the earth,"): "I
know nothing of the empire of this world; fore than the Emperor
we sorve that God, vhom no man has geon, nor can see with these
oyes (John 1,18)s I have not committed a theft, but rather,
vhen I buy something, I pay the rate because I acknwoeldge
my Lord, the King of kings and Huler of all the nmations,®
A Christian woman named Donata also adds to this confession:
“lonor is due the Enpercr as Imperor, but fear i1s due God."
(Cf. I Peter 2,17:"Honor ell wens Love the brotherhood. Fear
Gode, Fonor the king." OCfs 8180 Revs '13,3=-73"And I saw one
of his hoads as 1t were wounded to ‘death; and hls deadly
would wes hooled: and all the world wondered aftor the beast.
And they worshipped the dragon which gave power untc the beast:
and they worsnipped the beaat, saying, Who is like unto the
beast? who 1s able to make war with him? And there was given
wnte him a mouth speaking great things and biasphemies; and
power was glven unto him to continue forty and two months. And
10 opened his mouth in blasphemy against God, to blaspheme
his name, and his tabernacle, and them that dwell in heavens
And it wes given unto him to wake war with the saints, and to
overcome them: and power was given him over all kindreds, and
tungues, and natlons.")

Among the sacred writings which were d!.acovered' among
the earthly possessions of the martyrs in a book case and were



