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CIAPTER I
LNTRCDUCTION

The story is tcld of a visit that Bishop Ussher made %o a cortain
noblenmm's hones During the course of the evening moel the subject of
religim wus thoroughly discussed. (ne of the questions that his host
put %o the Bishop was this: UHow mony comuandments ave there?! ith-
b hesitaticn the bishop replied, "Eleven," and quoted, as an addition to
the Decalogue, the passage in Ste John's Gospel thet is to serve as the
basis for this thesis: WA new commandment give I unto you, that ye love
e ancther, as I have loved you, that ye also love cne anothor.?

Both before and after Bishop Ussher's time, the phrase: "The new
comandnent” has troubled many comientators. Briefly stated; the problem
is thig: Vhy did Jesus call this a "new! comandnent? VWas the Docalogue
inadequate and incomplote, that Jesus had to compleote it by adding
another commandment? Is it correct ©o say that there are now eleven
comanduents? Is Jesus perhaps here giving a swmary of the commandnents?
If so, why docs He call it "new?"® Is it new in the sense that it is an
old comandnent vith o now cmphasis? Is it now because Jesus now pro-
Vides a new driving force, 2 new motive for obedience? Is it new in the
senge that there is now supplied a new cbject that is to be loved, or a
new subject vho is to do this loving, who has never loved before? Tthese
and nany other questicns con be raised sbout this passege in an attempt
to deternine vhy Jesus called this commandaont "new."

Basically there ave tvwo dengors as one prosces for the solution %o
this problens There might be those who cantend that since Jesus has now
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given a 'new" comnandnent, all camendments that have gone befare are no
longer necessory. Hence that vhich stands written in the COld Tesbamont
is of little velue to the Christian todey, other than supplying hin with
& falrly accurate, though inccupletes; history of the Jewish naticn. Such
@ pogiticn ignores clear passages in Scripture which speak reverently
of the ULd Tostuuent, ce gep LI Tim, 3:15 £f., and Josus'! careful reference
to lioses and the prophets.

(n the other hand, there might be those vho contend that this is no
"new" camanduent at oll, bub morely a sumary of old comandments nade
by a nen viho wms a great thinkey, and vho by his perfect life sot an
exauple for all to follow, so that if men lived aud loved as he had done,
the world would be o much better place in vhich to live.

Vo chall take a peosivion samcvhere betweon these two dangerous
camns as we cndeavor to define coneretely the essence of "nowmess' con-

tained in this passapoe



CHAPTER II
/
JGHi'S USE OF EVT oka

Propositicns Joim usss Zvesdd %o oxpress the will of Cod as revesled
in the perscn ond work of Christe ]

Mony Tew Tostawnt variters uss the Greek word éveedy” in a nomer
that is unknowm %o Ste dohne Ste Hatthew, for instonce, writing in his
Gospel about the debeils of Jesus® 1ife, reports that Josus often referred
to Ad Testanent laws end precopts, and nany times called them cvoodxt
(15235 22:36 22,). St Hovi, too, tells how Jesus made nenbticn of the law
of divorce given by losos, colling this low an fvecol 1’ (10:5). St. Inke,
apprising Theoophilus of goue of u&:-.e details of Migabeth'!s and Zacharichts
life, writos thet tils devoub couple kepb all the Ol Tostanent evwodx <
and crdinances of the Lord blunecless (1:6)e The Aposile Paul follcws
the goneral usege of this words He maltes nuny veforences either to parts,
or to all, of the (ld Tostunont Low, and these he, too, calls Zvcodu ‘-'
(Rom, 738 ££,3 GHphe 23515)e In general, then, tho word is nosh commonly
used by linw Togbument writers to point back to the ordinances and pre-
cepts of (ld Testmiont Lawe™

The Apcstle John, however, nover uses £ W-‘o/(f{/ in the cbove-uenticned
namnore The Deloved Diseiple had been very clese to his laster during
lig yoars of public ministry. It was John vho with Peter and Jases

r &
llutside of John, eveedd  is used sbout thirty times in this manner,
And it is «nly uscd about eloven times to indicate smothing other than
(1d Testament Low, e Zep Orders given by nene.
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belenged to the intimato inner circle of Jesus! diseciplese John
along vith these other two disciplos had scen Jomus transfigured on
the lloly licunte And it was Poter, James, and John that Jesus tock dth
Hn in the Gordon of Gothsemmne as He wend to prey thab first Moundy
Bmrsday cvening. Johng of all the disciples, stood at the fook of the
¢ross vhile his lastor suffered in agmy even unto daath. Suvely it
e be said of hin dhab he wos the disciple closest to Josuse?

John had been very close %o his Lord, and =s he writes, by divine
guidance end inspiraticn, his Cospel and Bpistles which deol with his
relationship to his laster, it would bs wmatural £a hin to refer to
Gody and the lessons of faith and Lifo which.pertein to God, withoub
recalling md invoelving lin from ¥hon he hod learned so muche -Ilence
dehn's yeforences to Cod the Father must of nccessity. always include a
witness ¢o Uod the Son, cither expressed or implied, for John now new
no God other than had becn revecloed to him in the perscn of Christe
Indeed, for John, Curist is CGod as He faces mon (John 13l ££.).

Also in John's use of the word Evvely thls factor of inseparsbil-
ity betwcen the Father and the Son cames to the fore, becamse John,
unlike the othor Hew Testanrnt writers,> does not use this word %o pcint
back to (ld Testanont lows, vherain Ged rovealod iiis holy vill before the
birth of Jesus, but rather cuploys the word only to cxpress the will

2Hormry H. Holley, Pocket Bible Hondbook (Ghicogo: Ienry He Halley,
30191!1!)3 De 1!-71.

2 35‘:?. Poter is the cnly other excopticne IHe, oo, like John, uses
eveolf only to refer to the camenda-nbs which havo been rovealed

through Jesuse
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of God as veveslod in the porson and work of Cardst.t

To cite soue of the passages vhore John uses the word is to illus-
trate how Jesus is alweys vitally involved in revealing the will of God
to men, First of oll, thore are those passages vhere John speaks of
evzolal viich Jems hus vocoived frcm His FethersS Mrough John Jesus
tells the world $hot Ho is the Good Shophorde A good shepherd is ready
%o lay dovm niis 1ife for his shoeeps Jegsusy oo, is ready o surrender
His life, for Ho has rocoived an & ve u'q' frem lis Father to do so
(John 10:18), John wouenbers that vhen Jeosus taught then, He eccntimeally
told thom that He wns instreeting thom as His Father had given IEHn
f'ﬁ-"ﬂ(‘l’ (John 12:50). Indoed, everything Josus does reveals the will
of God o men, for o1l His actions are in hommy with the vill of God,
in that He hes kept His Fother's & vT 9Aed (John 1h:31; 15:20). Hence
freaf .‘-’ iere indicatos tho charge, covering the total missicn of the
Son, vhich is not cooreiong ner m imperisl camaand, bub en appointaent
and comaission flowing froan Fatherly love, taken up volunéarily by the
Sme® Th was tho will of God that Jesus shoauld livey, suffor; and die,
and Jesus very carefully cbeys, and revecls, that vdlle

l’-Jol:n deas use the word vws{ {f’ in tne other sonse, and that is in
reference o camandaents of men (John 11:57)e This does nct ncgate
uxr propogiticn, howover, becouse there John is spealding of ordsyrs which
men gave, and this has nobhing to de with revealing the will of Code
(Cther places vhere £svodf is used in the same manmer: Iuke 15:29;
dets 17:15; Cole L3103 Titus 1:ll,)

3o other Now Tostauont yriter usos &vzs 44 in this mammer.
Sz, Gobtaoh Schwenk, "2 vzedy " Meologisches Wocrterbuch zm
Tegbamenb, II, cdited by Gerhard 35.1‘.%@% %Smttgmr

leuen
Verlag, 1935)5 De 550,
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In the seccnd place, Ev'c'ax ‘[l in Jchn's writings becaics an identi-
fication mark of the Christisne Jesus, in keoping His Father's com
menduonts, not only deos His Father's will, but olso thereby roveals
vhat Cod's will is with respect to men, namely, that mon keep Jesus!
eveolu & (somn 15:10)s For by this men camct wly determine for
thenselves that thoy are deing the will of God (John 1y:21l; I John 233 £.3
512 f.), bub also can declave to the world that they ave, in truth,
Giristions (John 13:35), Thet is the nark of a true follower of Jesus,
%o kecp His comaendnentse To keep Jesus! commandnonts is to be in harmony
vith llis will, and therefore in hamony with the will of His Father.
Indoed, those vihio claimed they lmew God and were in hamomy vith His vill,
but did not accept Jesus, and refused bo keep the comanduonts that He
had given, were liars, cnd the truth wms not in then (I Jobn 2:7 £o)e
Henco, for John there wes no vy vhich men cculd take to lmow the will
of God, other than through Jesuse Dven vhen John spdke of £veek=( as
coning directly fan the Father (I Johm L3213 5:2 £.3 II John L ££.),
these ’EV'CW{&: involved the Son directly, for by definiticn the EVTW(*C
vhich came from the Father wore these: Believe on the Scn, and leve e
another (I John 3:22 fo)e Alsc in his Revelation John speaks of the
evcodu of God end the faith and testinay of Joeus in the sano breath
(12:17; 1h:12). In John it is simply impossible to divorce Jesus frem
any ::V'can’ of Gode

4 gtudy of the word EV'CW[‘(’ and the woy John usges it, reveals
that any reforence %o a comandaent fron God alweys invclves the person
of Jesus Christe Christ is Cod facing man, and for John it was alweys
through Christ thet those camandeents were fully vevealede 4s we
are conficnbed, therefore, with this use of év<od 4 in tho passage
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vhich is under discussion in this paper, we arrive at this ccnclusin:
Ve cannot begin %o understend what mokes this évceky’ shich Jesus
gave His disciples 'mew," unless and until we include in cur reckoning
the lifo, the words, and the works of Jesus. Withoub such considers—
tion we would not only fail 4o grasp the full meaning of this passage,
but we would also fail to keep eny of these fvv:o[.u., » Christ is

not mly the socurce, but also the motive power, the impetus which

~
enables us to keep His Evcolal of

TThid,




CHAPTER III
P4
Kxlvos AS USED XII B HEW TESTAMRNT

= -

Proposition: KxLlvosS  is always used in the liew Tostenent to denobe
Samothing novels I is used especially to denote the I=w Fon invelved
in the caning of Chiviste

The Creslz wird Kueve® ig of eembral imporbimce in this papers
Hod Josus culy seid to FHis disciplos, "I give yowu & comandaont, that as
I have loved you, even so you shonld love cme an bher," this passage
would pregent litile difficulty. But Josus called this a k-u.nv cvz'oﬂqv s
a how comanduente It is imsortont in the present studr, therefae, to

/s
examine the word Kdlves cor-fully, to see how it is used in the New
featnent, in order to understond fully tho import and significenc: of
the word as it ig raployed in the passage under discussicne
- - - ,
By definition, Kevrss denobes scmething novel:
7

Kavvos o o o the now, as sob over againsi that which has seen

Sf?rvice, the avtvomrm, the effete or marred through 20 o o o o

Kitvos 1l . . W imply praiss, for the new is comaonly bebter

than the old o ¢ « o (I%t) noy exoress cnly the novel or strange,; « « «

not only new, but sufficiently diverse from vhabt has gone before to

stimilote o « » Cuic Si%ycl

/
Kityos nmeans: "Reconily made, umisod, Unwrn; « « « novel, uncoamon,

’
wheard of "% Katves ccmprehends sone cumplate othermess, which only

nar is coaing into usce

1n. c. Tranch, Sy of the llew Testament (Londom: Kegan Paul
T:.‘eneh. Trusbner & t-ﬂd d.p lglﬂ;—b?o 2m Ea_sﬂlc ;

. 23, H, Thayer, Greel~Mglish I.e:d.con of the Hew Testauont (¥ew York:.
BGOI‘: GO.’ Ce 9 o Pe

30f. Jcharmes Delm, "iweye¥ " Theologisches Noerterbuch 1‘t'oerbsrhxdl Neuen
%m&, IIX, editad by Gerhard Ki'b Stubtgaxt Kdﬂhmner
61'138, 1935). De hﬁ-
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By usage, Kxv¥o5 always denctes scnething novels. For instence,
KALY6S i usod in the low Testanent to indicate scmothing new, in the
Sense thabt it has nobt boen used befores Jesus, in ane of His parzbles,
speaks of pubting new (veov ) wine into KeLves's wine-glking, that ia,
oldng that had not bemn used before (iatte 9:17)e In another place,
Jesus tells ilis diseiples thab a good tailer weuld not patch an old
gament with a Adtve¥ picce of clobh, becmse the new piece would
shrink ond toar a bigger hole in the gament (Mark 2:21). Uhen Joseph
of Arinathaca took Jesus! body fra the cross, he placed it in his om
Kavv @ boub, vherein no bedy had ever been laid (Matt. 27:60)e In
all threo of these cases vhere the word Katves is used, the articles
called "new" wore nob nocossardly new in tim,h but "now® in quality
( Koo ves ad _:_'__an_) ,5

In a secwnd instence, the liow Testounent wadiers use the word
to indicite scmething new, in the sense that it was unheard of before.
As Jesus instructed the poople, He taught with authority, and not as the
Seribos and Pharisecs. He taught in a mamer which was unheard of to
Jovish ears, ond hence, as the pecple heard IHim speck, they remarkad,
"hat is this x«w'z’ toaching?" (ilark 1:27)s At Pentocost the disciples
Yeceived & special measure of the gift of the Holy Spirit, so that they
were able 4o speak in tingues that must have scunded quite strange to
those Golilgoan fishermen. dJesus had prophesicd about this incident,
vhen, shortly before He ascended into heaven, Ile told His disciples that

Miren the low Tostaont writers wished to donote, scncthing thab was
now in tine, they quite consistently used the word vies ; Ce gey Habbe 9:l7.

5cfo Trench, CDe _cﬂo' De 210.
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thoy would speak in "new! tongues (Mark 16317)e Te Athenians were
confrented vith the doctrine of the resurrection fraa the dead, which
ms quite new, thoet is, novel cor strange to them, For as the Athenians
todk Paul o the Arecpagus, they expressed their wonderment at vwhat he
Was saying, ond raised the quostion, "ire we able to understand this
K'“—V*f’ doctrine?" (Acts 17:19). In this same ccnnection, Iake reparts
that the Athenimns busied themsclves in trying tc outdo cne another by
spealiing cr heaving something "more new" (MLvéTgrov) than before
(Acts 17:21), '

In both of the above-menticned ingtances, quuw.’s denctes scmething
novel, In a third instance, and now this word plunges deeply into llew
Tostanent revolation, KaLv 6 is uged in connection with the lew Eon
ughored in through Ghrist, and imvclved camletely in Him, K<t o3
comrehends the miraculousness of what this new age of salvation brings.®
The liow Testarent speaks of the many different manifestaticns of this
lew Eont  the llew Covenant, the lew Man, the lsw Creation, Hew Heavens
and a New Barth, vhich are oll rovealed through Christ. Jesus specks,
and & part of the How Eon is revealed. He says, "Take drink, this is
my blood of the Hew Covenant" (Matbe 26328 Hark 1li:2li; Iuke 22120).¢
Paul faithfully mepeats those wurds of Jesus (I Core 11:25)s Paml
frequently uses kdcves when reforring to the Hew Eon that has dawmed
in Christ, speciding of pastoars vho are "f£it ministers of tho New Covenant!
(II Cors 3:6), teaching about the Now Creation pf God and the New len
vho is to dwell in the liew Crestion (II Cor. 5:17; Gale 63153

60{. m’ Op» 92.. De hﬂ.

. "e word kvt appears in the mamscripts K, G, D, and others, -,
and is quite generally accepted now as being textually correct.
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Fphe 2:155 Li:2i). The writor to the Hebrews makes much of Christ's
llew Covenant surpassing end replacing the C1d (8:8; 9:15).

Ged has indeed "™introduced a new order into the world, which
entirely surpasses the old, doing away with its scales of valuos, and
creating new tasks end pessibilitics."C Jesus, by His birth, 1ife,
Yeaching and death, croates a new neople of Gode The ain of this
loving acticn on the part of God is the liew lan, Tmus the relationship
of the New Covenent, the New Creaticn, and the Hew lan is clearly
Seens Cod was in Christ, reconciling the world unto Himgelf, replacing
the (ld Covensnt vith a now cne. In this redeeming action God has
made His How Cresticn, end the men that live therein are also new—-no
lenger Jew and Greek, no lenger bond and free, but all are cne in
Gurist (Bphe 2:15). e New Creation is essentially different fron
the (1d, in that it follaws not the letter, but the spirit (II Cor. 3:6)3
it is beiter then the farmer (Hebe 7:22); founded on better promises
(Hebe 8:6); vithout any blemishes (Hebs. 8:7); oternally valid (Heb.
13:20); the camlete antithesis of its cbsclete predecessor (Hob,
8:13).”

Christ is the begimning, the middle, the all of this New Ecne
Before He came upcn this earth, men were pcinted forward to His comings
In the fullness of time He was born of a waman and placed under the
Law, %0 rodeem them that wore under the Lawe. In Him was the power to

save, and through Him men wore changed and were given the liberty to

8oottried cuell, "Love," Bible Key Vords, translated and edited
by Je Re Coates (New York: Harper and Brothers, c.1951), pe 50

6. Bohm, ope cite, pe 152
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serves True beoliovers in Christ, now living in this liow Bon, derive
their faith, life, and hope fron its Foundor, and it is in Him that they
it the lew Hoavens and the Now Earth, according to His promise (II Pet.
3t13)e And it io through Him that John can speak in his Book of Revela~-
tim of a "ew name, a new Jerusalem, a new stng, a new heaven and a
new earth" (Rove 2:17; 3:12; 5:9; 21:1 £f.)s It is true that these last
things, tco, were spolen of and promised already in the (ld Testazent
(Iss 42:20; 62:2; 65315 ££.), but in Christ these future things becoue
presont, that which has been prosised is now being fulfilleds

KotV 0 igs not usnd in the New Testamont vdthout referring to gsome-
thing new, not necossarily new in respeet to time, but new with regard
to degren of difference. Above all, Kacvet beccues the goal-directing
key word of apocalyptic promise, 0 fulfilled by Girist threugh His
incarnation, crucifixion, resurrecticn, and ascensicn into heaven, And
gince all this is "new," it roplaces that which has beccme clde This
is not %o say, homver, that the old is amihilated, that all which
stands in the (ld Testanent sust now be discarded as a book of outwern
Jewish doctrine, for those things, to0, were wditten for cur learning,
Indeed, Jesus Hinscl? says, "Ivery scribe instructed in the Kingdm of
Heaven is like a hwuseommor wiic brings cut of his storchouse new things
and old" (liatbe 13:52)s ¥hat Jesus is saying there is essentially this:
"Hext to these now things vhich ycu have leerned frcn Me sbtand old things,
vhich you learned fron loses and the prophets. Both mmst be utilizod."
The COld Testanent pcoinbs to and praniscs that vhich Christ roveals. And

Wmid., pe kL.
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in the agreement of the old and the new there was a harmony thet the
disciples could noty and should notg dim'upt.u The disciples weore to
use the cld things as vehicles for the nnn'.lz

4 study of this word reveals that vhonever it is usad in the New
Testament, somo novelty is indicateds also in the phrase KKtV v 2vzokn
there must be something of "nmmess." ILike sveol q’ s Kd vl peints
us dirnctly 4o the perscn and work of Christ, and it is to Him we must
tarn in ordor to comprohend fully wherein this element of "novmess" lios,
For it is thrcugh Christ that God has spcken to men, "Behold, I make 21l
things KL Ve,  (Reve 21:5),

Hoe, L. Schlatber, Der Brangolist labthacus (Stutbgart: Calwer

12
Cfe As Plumor, in Regetical Comentary m the Gospel according
to Ste Mabthew (London: Hllict Stock, 1909)s Pe 190s




CHAPTER IV
> [/
THE "IHEWESS OF ayeirdq

Fropositicn: The Christion comcopd cf"ta’a";" ¥ is not fully undarstood
in the (Ad Testament comandnent of love itsslf, but is revealed and
explained in the persm and worlk of Christ.

inother key word in the passage under discussion in this paper is
iualﬂ'.{ o It has long been recognized that the concept of o'(;'G’T" A
represents a distinctive and original feature of Chiristianity. To exanine
this word is perhaps 4o draw nearer to the solution 4o our problem, for
if the question can be answored: "In precisely what doos the originality
end distinctiveness of 4y« /T4 eonsist?," we may be able to understand
better the ™owmoss" of the camandnont which Jesus gave His disciples,

Hony difforent theories have been advenced, suggesting why Christian
:‘11;?# is distinet from any other concept of love that has gane before.
Some might regard the ccabinatica of the two Uld Testeaent comiandnents
of love as the specific achiovement of Christianity., Cthers might
contend that the (ld Testanent relaticnship between Ged and man was cold
and lovoless. But it can be stated at the ocutsot that the (ld Tastament
nover failed to make love central in this God-man relationship, It was
the duty of every Jowish father to teach his scn to love the Lord with
all his heart, and his neighbor as himsel? (Deute. 63l £f.)e God dosired
love fran His people, and not sacrifice (Hos, 6:6)e The comanda-nt of
love was indeed very prominent in the (ld Testaments

And yet, it scoms that the Comanduent of Love can be called
specifically Christian. The reason for this should not be scught in the
comandnont as such, because the comandacnt itself did not change. Bubt
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the reascn st be found in the quite new meaning that Christianity
has given the cemaandmente To look for an undsrstending of the idea of
Girigtion &y47T4 in the (1d Tostanent comandment of love wauld be to
g0 in a circle, The comamdnent doos not explain the idea of :'ﬂ,‘ﬁ"( s
but insight into the Christian ccneapt of ':i;{d"ﬂ'r! enables us to grasp
vhat this comandnent memns to a Christiane Ve must therofore seek a
different basis n vhich to discover the Chrdstion concept of :KK'TI'*I .

4
he ANDRES HYCREHN AND XyaATrA

dndres lygren, in his celebrated dissertation ¢n Agape and Eros,
discusses sone sugzested soluticns as to what makes Christizn :15417'14
wique fran anything that has gone beforec. ¥We will list scnez of those
suggestions here, along with lygren's opinicn of then, tc see if any

me of them can be accurately applied to the problem before us.

First of 211, the distinction is nade betwe=sn the (ld and the Now

Tostament in this, that in Judaisn love was exclusive and particular-
istic, while Christian love wus universsl in scope.. The Jew loved his
fellow man as one of Ged's chosen people; Christianity, howover, sur—
nounted such bounds, for in Christianity there is ncither Jow nor Greek,
neither bend nor froe (Gal. 3:28)e But liygren charges, md rightly so,
that this factor cannct shod any light on the essential concept of
Christian love, becanse universalism is not Christianity's most dis-
tinctive i‘eaﬂmre.l :

Sceandly, sane rogard Christian love as arising essentially cut
of social consideraticns. This is not true, Nygren contends, and quotes

1Andres Nygron, Agape and Eros, translated by Philip S, Watson

(Londons  SPCK, 1953), pp. 63-! passim.
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Troeltsch in supsorts

Christianity was not the product of a class struggle of any kindg
1% was not shaped, vhen it did arisz, in order to £it intc any such
aitnation; indﬂed, at no point was 11: g:l.mat.l;v concerned with the
soeiel upheavals of the ancient werlde

Thirdly, swme regord Christimn love as purely and simply a negaticn
of the Jowish dectrine of retributicn. There ars some points which might
faver such an interprotuticn. For instonee, Christian love invclves a
transvaluation of 21l provicugly accepitod ideas, lygren cantends, In

/
relation to these dowdsh values, therefore, a’tgd'rr:( has a negative,
critical significance, as cun bo soen in the Semacn on the Hount, But te
take such a positicn weuld moan that Curistian love was determined
wltinatoly by the cutlock of its oppenonts, that is, that Cardstianity
Was only a rasponse to negative criterda set up by other religicns,
secifically ..fud.-.d.::.x.3

The fault of the inbtorprotaticns discussed sbove, Hygren argues,
is that they all £ail %o roccgnizo the fact that Christisn love rests
on a bagis 21l its ovme Thabt, then, is that bagis?

that Jesus sesks to bring is nct a neow concopticn of God, or new

ddeas abaut God, but a now fellcwohip 1 aith Gods that 1s to say, the

new elenent is commecbod with Ghe vory heart of the roligicus life,
for it concerns the very nature of fellowship with God itsclf. Here
ve have the new wine ., « o which in due time was tc burst the <dd
wine-sicing and let Christianity emorge from Judaisa as a ct_mplat.ely
new religicn. Christian fellowship vdth God is different in kind
from that of Judaisng and thorefore Christlanity, in spite of its
historical camecticn with Judaism, and in spite of othsr bonds and

affinitirs betwernn them, is & fundamentally different thing fram
dJudaisn,”

This fellowship with Ged 1a new, becasuse it is not governed by law, as

®Thid,

S_J.hﬂﬂ Pe 65,
th:l.d., Pe 6t
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it was in tho (1d Tostament, bub by love, And yot liygren is quick to
polnt cut that this doos not mean that Jewdsh Llaw had no roem for divine
love, Gcd wos a God of love there, too, bub wmly because of His
Govenant, liygren centondse According o this, then, God's love was
bound by the linits of the Law and the Oau‘emant.s And %o equato (d
Tostanent divine love o Chrdictian i’:gn'fr'{ appears o Hygren to be &
dongerous pronosition:

Thore is scareoly a more insidious way of enphying the Christian
iden of love and Christian fellowship with God of their vital
ccntont than to treat God's love for simers—that clearest of all
exprogolons of the new way of £o1lowship vith God—as meroly a
speciol case of the cld legalistic religicus relaticnship, Christ-
iom followship with Cod is distinguished frrcm all othor kinds by
the foeth thab it denends exelusively cn Uod's oranes. be have
thorefore no longer any waasn 6o ask aboub eithor the bebter or
werse qualitics of those who are the objects of Divine loves To
the question, Uhy does God love? there is wily ome right answers
Because it is His nature to love.”

80 far in his discussion of a’qq"rr {4 » lygren has dealt cnly with
the relaticnship of Cod t¢ mane Now the quosticn arises, "How dees
51{17‘4 work in the hesrts of men, tc direet thom in a new relaticnship
tovard their neighbor?" For the answer o this question liygren turns
to Garist, and points cut that Jesus, in His discussicns with His
diseiples, showed what =yx7ry really meant, by taling the old comaand-
nent of love, and £illing it with new content, nanely, the new fellow—
ship with God that He Himself had brought:

Heighborly love loses its specifically Chydstion chavector if it is

taken cut of contoxt of followship with God o ¢ o o lothing could

be nore disastrcus for the Christimn idea of love than that it should
be identificd with modern ideas of oltruisn, follow-feeling, and

5ZlIb:I.d.,. Pe Tle To prove his pcint, lygron quotes Pse 103:17 f.,
and Doute 736 £1%

®mia,, p. 7.
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80 forth ¢ ¢ ¢ o« Chrighian love reslly has ncthing at all to do
wvith such modorn idras.!

We have presented as objectively as pessibla Nygren's views cn
*FUTTY 5 eopacially with regard to ite relaticn to the Gld Testament.
thilo we readily grant that the full sewpe of ’ b’ﬁ,'i'l‘ﬁl does not appear
as clearly thers as in the age of fulfillment, all the elements of the
llew Tostanent concept are foreshadowed, not cnly in God!s spoken and
witten Werd, but alsc, and prinarily sc, in God's activity as there re-
corded, idch Nygren we discard the suggesticns that he hinself rojectss
bub wa camnot go aleng ccapletely with him vhen he offers his m sclution
to this problen, nomely, that the distinctiveness of % ydl'ﬂ"l lies in the
fact that God's love in the (Uld Tostament was linited by lHis Covenont,
virlle in the How Testonent He loves because it is His nature to lovee Such

8
a ccnclusicn weuld necessitate o changing Ged, and God changes not.
7
Be PAUL'S CCHCEPT CF Sy TT 4

Vhile lNygren does nct hiamself give us an unexcoptionable answor %o
the probiea of this chaptor, he does point us to twe mon who throw light
‘
on the subject under discussicn, If we were to ask Paml what :ta’d‘lTH is,

he wauld point us to the eross. lovhere else is there to be found 2 revelation

?Ibid., De 95,

820 dencnstrate this point farther 1ies beyond the purpose of tide
papers The reader, howover, is referred to the article weditten by Dre
Wialter R, Roghrs: "The Grace of God in the Uld Testomoni" Concordia
Theclogical Monthly, XXIII, 895-910; XXIV, 1-52; and the literature
referred to,in the notes appended to this erticle. A more adequate treat-
nent of uyxwy in the (ld Tostonont than llygren's is that of Viktor
Varnach, Agane (Duesselderf: Patmes Verlag, 1951), ppe 5h-88.
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Vi

of vhat «y«TA iz that can be coupared o Josus! suffering and dying on
the cross:

Yhat Paul says here is exactly the same as we find in other words

in the First Epistle of Ste John: "“Hereby we lmcw love, bocaunse He

laid dovm His life for us® (3:16)e¢ If we had not seon the love that

i3 roveoled on the Cross of Christ, we should not have knowm what

love, in the Chwistian sense of the wrd is « « s » 1t testifies

that it is a love thatqgiVe itsolf amny, that sacrifices ltsclf,
oven to the ubttermosts:

Paul points cat further that the ::D’u’mf rovealed on the cross in
the death of Christ is in no way independsnt cf Gode Indsed, God Himself
is the subject of this AyATr4 , It is God who proves His love for us.
é’tgd"rrq is the love revealed in Christ Jesus (Rom. 6:39; II Core 5:19).

God's iove in Cluvist Jesus is of the highest kind, becamse it is
entirely spontonecus ond umictivateds Paul poinbs cut, "ihy, scarcely
for a righteocus mon will anyene die, thcugh perhans for cne whc has
been goed to hin scme me night even have the courage te dice But God
showod us His love, in that vhile we wore yob His cnenies, He died for
us" (Rome 527 £.), Then Paul, thorefore, speaks ¢f < yAT{ , he is not
giving us a concept £recly created by his own spirit %o sot forth, but he
usas the word as a represcntation of something that has actually taken
Place, CGod has given us a dcﬁenstraticn of His -7;;71"1 by giving us
His Son. The cammection Paul sees botween the eress of Christ and
Christian aﬁ{ﬁ 4 givos psacrifice a whole new ueaning, vhich ensbles it
to be included in the new Chrdigtian order of fellowship with God (Bph. 5:2).
As liygren puts it:

Hore God's 1l:ve meets us, not morely as an idea of love, but as the
mightiest of realities, as self-gacrificing love, the love that

93’1‘1.. De 118.
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pours itsolf cut even for the most decply fallon and J.ost.m

2 / 11
Ce JCHI'S CUHCRPT OF X FATHH

Like Paul, Jchm points cut that the starting point far Christien
:‘!*'Trn is God: "Horein is love, nct that we loved God, but that He
first loved us" (I Jchm l:10). But John imnediately caues vidth our
Yespinsibility over against this love, when he mentions ever and again
that we, tco, mst love God, beczuse Ged loves us. :(a‘d/ﬂ'q as shovm
by Jesus is the pattern for His disciples to fcllow in loving cne another,
and this mutuzl love is the token that they are His disciples. Love
for God and love for the brothren bel« ng s¢ closely together that the
one ean be inferred fraa the cother (I Joan 4:20 £.)e The cumnandacnt of
love therefore occcupies a central place in John.

There is a wid- range of agroement betveon John's concept of love
and Penl.'s. As was menticned bofore, it is the cross that reveals the
derpest mysteries of divine love (I John 3:16)s In John, especially,
love means the selfecommmnication of God to the Sm, and it furnishes
the starting peint for a series of self-commnications, from God to
Christ, frca Christ to the disciple, from the disciple to the brethren.
This is the unbroken chein of Christian XY« 4 .

Sine~ the Cld Testaunsnt commandaent cof love in itself did not change;
it cannot, of itself, explain what AgaiTy means to the liow Testazent

10mbid. , pe 120,

Haaygx'm contends that Jchn's concept of d‘dd'ﬂ'l‘{ docs not go as
decply as Paul's, He charges that John is much narrower in sccpe, and
that he mixes mobtivated and unmotivated love tegether. Ve are not ine
clined to agree, but the reader is referred to ppe 151-9 of the work
proviocusly eited.
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Gwistian, But this does not mean that we shculd b ready to discard
most of the (ld Testannnt, as Nygron secns prone to do, because tho Old
Testancnt foreshadows and preuises all of the olements of :!]"ITK that
are clearly revesled in the person of Christ. Rather as we turn tc Christ,
and sce in Hin the living example «f divine iud"rr i » wo shculd acknon-
ledge 21l the ground werk that has gene before, and vhich has served to
Prepare us for the divine iya"trﬁ rovealed in the perscn and werk of
Christ,

like Z,z0AK  and Xa&Lros , then, *y¥TA points us to Christ as
we sesk to find the novelty of the ccmmanduent which Jesus gave His
disciples,




CHAPTER V
COBIBNTATCRS N JCHI 13:3h

Preposition: lost comaentators lock to Christ, in cne manner or sncther,
for the msunr as tc vhat makes this a "mew" comaandnente

The word studiss vhich we have made sc far have all peinted us to
Jesus Chirist os the answor o cur quosticn, "that nakes this a now
camandaent?®  Froa vhat we have learned, we might be able to draw some
canclusionse Bub before deing so it will be wise to consult comacnbators
 this subject, to sce whiat their cpinions are. 4 glence ab soveral
of the mere prosinent comuentaries will show that although there secms
%o be scue disagre-ment with regard to the precise cormotaticn of the
wverd Ko l-vag' s nevertheless nost coaentators lock to Christ as the key
to this "new" comandaont,

Pirgt of all, there are those comaentabars vho contend with Knapp
that Jesus tought beth by examplo end precept that man shculd love his
neighbor meve than hinselfe E. C. Hoslgms belongs to this group, for
he writes:

This commandaent is indeed old, but it is alsc new, for vhoreas the

Cld Testaent donanded that nen shonld love their neighbers as

ﬂxcmaﬂlvos, the How Loy ig that they s:r'culd love the brethren better

thon theuselves, and die for their Triondse?
Hosigms quotes seversl passoges from Seripture to support his viewe Ib
is his cwtenticn that as Jesus tought His disciples to love their enenies,

¢, Godob, Comentary cn the Gospel of Jchn, III, tronslated by Se
Taylor i e D.T—r“-i_n Edinburch: Te and Te Clark, 1900), p. 126,

2
Ee C. Hosloyms, The Fourth Gogiel, cdited by F, He Davey (Londen:
Faber ond Fober Ltd., 1950), pe hol
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to feed the hungry, clothe tho naoked, give wmter to the thirsty, and
to love ne ancther, he was giving them the vherewithal to love cthers
nore than themsol":ns.B

Host other comembators, however, seea to disagree with Hoskym's
pesitione Iec ,h quobting Schronk, says, "'liewnesa! consists not in the
Camanduent of love in general, and not in a new degrec of lovinge"

“

Testeobt” also takes issue with such a positicn, for he cluins that : ,
nothing in the contexst suggests that the intensity of the camandaent
of love is incraascd, so thet men wore now to love their neighbors more
than themselves. loyer is equally vocal in disegre-ment:

The novelty lies not in the comandaent of love itself, nor yot in

the higher degree of love to be fomd in "As I have loved you,"

8o that the mquirement would be, that cne should nob nerely love

his neighber as himself, but vwép edvxov, gince ke Iwls doeos

not indicate the degree or the type, and since, uorccver the (ld

Testament "Ag ’i'hyaglf" deces not exclude, but includes the self-

saerifice of love,

In the second place; there are those that would lilee to get arcund

/ -

the wholo problen by deing violonce o the word Kieves , giving it din
this context a special neaning not found elsecrhere in the New Testamente.
liolfy four instance, would make the word mean "illustricus," (lshausen
theught the word should mean "always newe" Calvin would make the passage

read this vay: "Behold, I renow the cumandaent with you." St. Augustine

JHosiyns quotes these passages: Matbe 53h3-03 22139 £o5 25134463
John 15:135 Rone 12'9 f.; 13=8 e

hE. Ke Lec, The Relipious Thought of John (London: SPCK, 1950), pe 2h7e

513. F. Westeott, The Gospel according to Ste John (London: John
lurray, 1903), p. 198,

6 T ok £ John
He Ao We loyer, Criticel and Exegetical Handbeok of the Gog of John,
translated by 'a'J:iJ.l:lm; Urwick (liow York: T ond Vagmallsy T88L), p. 39% .

s Ak
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thaght this commandmont vhich Jesus gave His disciples was e to "renew
aam." ind Semler thcught that KaLvos in thia passage carried the force
of "l'mex'pczc‘ia::d."7 Codat, alﬁwugh. he lists these suggesticns, deas
not think this is the solution to the problem, and other commentators
do not ewen mention this as a poszibility.
Thirdly, thers ave those vho cffer as a suggesticn cne of the
: 8
sclutions menticned, and rojectnd, by liygrenes Godet offers this as a
partizl exylanabion to the prcblems He says, "The entirely new character
of Christian love is brought cut first by the words: '(no ancther.! . o
This is an entirely new circle."’ In other werds, the cuziondment
is new, bocmise it is univorsal in secpes Supposedly, the Jewish law of
love apolied cnly to membors of thab race, or foreignors vho had embraced
the Jewish religion, But this new comaandeent applies to all believers,
according to Godeb, ond that is vhab, in the first place, makes it "new."
Godet, howevor, has a further sdluticn toc the prcblens:
Dut @ vhat doos its exlstence dopend? Upcn the appearcnee of an
entirely new center of life and affoction upon earth. The love of
a Jew for his noighbor arose from his secing in hin a worshipper of
Jehevah, a being belovad by Hims thus overy Isrealite was to him a
seccnd selfe 3o, boo, it was from the love of Josus for the disciples
that this love for each other resulted, From this new hearth there
issued forth the fame of an affecticn very different frcm any which

the world had hithertc known: in Christ is the true explanation of
this word "now, &

Toe, Godot, cpe cite, pe 126

aﬂf. chaptor fcur, above, whers liygren points cut that universalisn
is not Christianity's most distinctive featurc,

9ch°t’ -Ea. _c_j_.;b-.' Pe 126-7.
0hid., pe 127
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fccording to Godob, then, the "novnoss" of the comaandaent congists, first
cf all, in the wniversalistic scope vhiech it embraces, and scccndly, in |
Garist as the center, and ths nctive powmyr, fron wdch this love pro-
Ceodse It is the seccnd part of Godot's solution with wihich most con-
nentators scem to agree. lestcott says:

In this case, the "novmess" of the cumandnent . « « muot be scught in
tho novmess of the mobive and of the scope, inasmuch as the example of
the self-sacrifice of Christ, bogun in the Incarnaticn and consum— 11
aated ab Ilis death, revosled to men new cbligatiens and new puwers.

deyor uses these words:

The novelty lios rathor in the motive powor of tha lcve, vhich mst

be the lave of Christ « « o » This disbincticn rests siaply upcn

tho fact that Christion brothorly love must be mutually dotermined
and sustained by the perscal experdence of the love of Christs « « «
henee it is always this pcint alno vhich forms the substantial cen-, ,,
tonts and the distinguishing foature of the now comaandnent as suchs

Sehrenk:, according to Lee » is inclined tc agren:

"Howmoas" consists not in the comaandaont of love in grneral, nct in
a new degree of loving, but rather in the novel Christological
rofercnce:  they are to love o ancther a5 they are loved by Jesuse
They are to realize the locve of which Jesus lays tha fcundaticn,

tost comientators follow this same general line of thinking. Hendriksen,
one of thn most rocent camentators on the Gospel of Jchn, shows that the
thinking has changad very little since loyer's day:

The nowmess of the precept here promlgated is evident frca the fact
that Jesus reguires that his disciples shall love cne another as he
loved then! His exaple of consbant sclf-szerificing love (think of
his incarnaticn, certhly ninistry, death on the ercss) mst_pe the
pattern for their attitude and relation towerd cne ancther,

Wiiestootty, ope cibe, De 197
lzﬂeycr, LDa g_;i_t.’ Be 1100 gaab‘iﬂ.
131@0; ODe Cites Do 27,

iy, Ty Hendriksen, Twncsiticn of the Gospol according to Ste John, II
(Grand Rapids: Daker Book Hcuse, 19501)s Pe 253a
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In short, then, most camentators look for the newmoss of the con-
nandnent, its power, ity scurce; and its scope in tho perason and work
of Christe lior have thoy token this conclusicn cut of tho thin air,
They base their argumentaticn cn the clmuse famd in this passage: Vis
I have loved you," In other werds, it is Jesus Himself vho lays clain
to this comandment as lis very om, and it is this defining clouse,
mere than anything else, that poinbs the ccamaemdaent o Jesus:

Jesus again gives this comnand with fresh emphasis, this time

adding, to it the choractoristic definition: "As I have loved youd” o « &

K/ ws 5 a5; ncons nore then a siupls camardscn? it indicates

a conformity, and charactorizes the -mtuzl love of believers as of

the same nature ns that which unites Jesus to the believar, ea
returning tc¢ his brother the love with which Jesus loves himlt

loyer had mede the stoboment already pravicus to Ged-t, thab Ka /‘p W dces
not exprasgs degroe, bub corresponding relation, as appears fron the £cllow-
ivg suberdinate elquse dencting 1:.11.::@(:45(;.16 Tius gremner supports the
contonticn of these men, that the "newmess" congists in Christ as the contor
and foeal point of this new cumandasnte

And so we arrive at the undersbanding that Christ holds the answer
to the problem of the "new Comnandiuente.” ILven Hoslgms, who does nob
agree entdrely with most of those men, says that it is fran the example
and Yeaching of Jesus that this now commanduent came. To cite nore
comientators of this passage weould cnly belaber the peint already nade,
for all camentaries eonsultsd sesmed tc sgree in this much: Christ
holds the answor to the now cuanands

15

1 GOdB'b, Pe E‘E.’ Pe 127.

Jﬂﬂycr’ LD» Cibey Pe ll.olo




CHAPTER VI
PARLGLLEL PASSACGES

Proposition: Parallel passages reveel that Christion love, as it is
I1Hmrm<.>1-\md in the Iow Commsndmont, is founded in Christ, and is true in
ur paper would be incamplote withcut reference to at least two
parallel passuges found in the Byistles of John vhich have a direch
bearing n the prcblom before use lore passsges could be menticned and
discussed, especially several from the Fpigtlos of Paul, but these two
should suflice to show that zlsc in other places, cutside of Johm 13:3i:,

Guist is noued as the Scurce and Founder of tme Cardistion love.
A. I JUH: 2:8

First of all, w» camob overlook John's reference to the "new come-
mandaent® in his First Bpistle. There, in the second chapter,; John
Spealts of an "old® and a "now" cumnandment. And in spealking of this new
ccmandaent, John i3 no doubt reforring directly to the passage under
discussicn in this paper. We note that John calls the cumandment
"brue in Hia," As Jesus laid claim o this commendmont, and called it
His very own by telling Iiis disciples $o love cne ancthor "as I have
loved you," so John, too, is indicating that this new cameandment cones
froa Jesus, becuuse it is "true in Him."

ind o5 we considor what cortzin proeinent writers have to say aboaut
this passage, wo notice that they all lay the coanandaent at Jesus!?
feet, and indicute that it is surely thrcugh Hinm that this commanduent
is "™ewe" C. H. Dodd, fcr ingtance, has this to say sboubt this passage:
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This vell-lmown precept of Christ is not, he says, a new caarand,

in the sonse that it is something added to the original Gospel e « « o
In vhat, sense then is it called « o « & now ccmand? In the Sense

in vhich Y21l things are made new" in Christianity. For %o be a
Garistion is to be living in a now creation, as Paul said, "There-
fore if any man bo in Charist, he is a now creature.™

hat Dodd is saying is essentially this: The coming of Chrdst was Cod's
heans by vhich Ho made all things new. Vith Jesus there came a new
creation, a mew man, new heavens and a new carthe As 21l these things
are now, so alsc is this comandaent "nev®! vhich Jesus gave to His
disciplos,

Brooke, o0, looks to Christ and His teachings to understand this
Naw coumandnents

he expression K« riv £ToMy rocalls so vividly the language of the
Gogpel o » o that wo are alnost campelled to interpret the passage
in aceordance with Joim 13:3) . o o vhere the "newmess" is o be
found in tho new sbandard requiredy, » o » rathor then in the duty
of mutual love, which was recognized in Jewdsh ILaw ¢ « o o The
old coumondnent « o o recoived a new necaning and application in
the light of Cléris'b's teaching and exazple, and in the lives of
His followmors.

lesteotils understanding is very sinilar:

The commandaent of love was new to the diseiples who had followed
Christ vhen He gave it them an the eve of the Passion in a new form
and vdth a new sanctim. It was new also to the believers whonm

Ste Jolm addressed in proportion as they were now encsbled to appre-
hend with firosh power the Person and Iife of Christ « o« o « That
vhich gave novelty to the comandnent was found in the larger and
docper views of Christ's Person and of the work of the Ghuxch vhich
had been unfolded since "the beglming.” Old words . « e had
becoue newr,3

16, H, Dodd, Tae Johamine Bpistles (Few York: IHarpar and Brothers,
0-19!‘6)’ De 3!,,.

. %A, T, Brooks, A Oritical and Fxogetical Somentary on iho Jchannine
Epistles (llow York: ~Charles Scribmer’'s Sons, 1912), pe 3 passim.

3B, F, Vesteott, The Hoistles of John (Cambridge: Hacmillsn Co.,
1886), p. 53 pasgin.

e
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Gs G. Findlay dovotes a whole chapter to a thorough discussion of
this problon, 4 veory sble writer, he strikes at the heart of the
matter, and in rather pootic language clearly and concisely cutlines
and definos the New Commandnont. Becmuse he so capably deals with
e very problem bofare usy we would like to quote hin at considerw
able lengths

"The comandnent” here intended can be none other than Ghrist's law
of love for His disciples—that which cur Iard singled out amongst
the divine precepts to stanp it for His owm, saying, "This is my
coamanduent.” (John 15:12); this ordinance is the touchstone of
all the reste It is the commendnent of cur Ipistle, and recurs
six times in its five chaptors « « « « The comaenduent he means
is a well-lmowmn mile, the ever-scunding order of the day for those
to vhom he writesy it is a precept vhich will occur of itself to
the readors, needing ne definition or preamble. There vas but one
W of the Christion 1ifo « « « not the general cbligation to copy
the pattern of Jesus, but the cxpress direction coming from His lips,
that those vho beliove in Hinm should love one anothor « e« « « A
new heaven and a new carth were in the malking for nanlkindg and the
law that governed this creation, . thour old in its origin as the
being of God, was new in its operaticn s the character of Jesus
Christewold as the thought of the Bterusl, new as the cross of
Jesus, or as the labest sacrifice of a 1life laid dowm for His lovels
e e o o 'orein is love" . « » as though nc one had ever knowm
or heard of love beforol-——so conpletely did this damonstration
surpass antocedent notions cn the subject and antiquate earlier
examples, ‘The commandment was pub upon another footing, and was
clothed with & fresh and irresistible powor « « « » DBut the death
of the cross accomplished more than thisy it gave the law of love
an authority new in its kind, a vicarious and redecming efficacy.lt

That is the substance of Findlay's expogition, in his own words. His
statements are quite easy o undorstand, and any atbept on cur part to

add to his explanation would serve rathor to detract from it. Suffice

it % say, that of 211 the comentarics read and/cr discussed in this
paper, we are probably move in agreenent with Findlay, than with any other.

4g, G, Findlay, Fellowship in the Iife Bternal (London: Hodder and
Stoughton, 1909), Dpe ascime, e reader is strongly urged %o
examine the vhole chapter on the "old" and the "new" commandment as found
in this worik,
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Closely rclated to the previcus passage, is the <ne listod here,
where Jchn writes, "In this we lmow lcve, that He laid dewm His life
for us, and we cught to lay down cur lives for the brethren.” Here
Jchn defines "love! for hig roaders. Hen do not have to guess what the
love of God means, They need nly lock at Christ, and they see a living
and perfect exanple of this love. And fron Mm they are to learn a
lesson that a1l are to followe As He lovad, sc are they to love, even
if this means great sucrifice cn the part of the Christian, yes, oven if
this neans death,
Host of the comentators on this passage refor the reader o
their camaents cn the verses we have discussed previcuslye Dedd, however,
nakes a quite extonsive, and appropriate, comment:
Thus, in explaining vhat sort of acticn is intended by the command=
nent, '"Love one ancther," the Christian teachor has neither to fall
back upen soue speculative, a pricri, cencoption of the love of God,
nor tc beeime involved in the diseriminaticn of varicus kinds of
"love" ancng the chaotic manifestaticns of human affectins and
impulses, It is strictly trpe, in the history of thought and lan-
guagne, that we lnow vhat ¥y« 4 neans from the fact that Christ
laid down His life for us. fThe practice of love, or charity, there-
fore, can be broadly deseribed in torms of the initation of Christ.
It is cloar that from the cutset the "law of Christ" (Cal. 6:2),
by which Christions are bound to direct their cenduct, was defined
in the Church's tsaching, not ly by the traditicnal precepis of
Jesus, but alsc by His exanple. The appeal to His example is
explicit in: I Cor. 11:1; I Thosse 13653 II Cor, 8:9; 1031; g
Rome 15:2 fo; Phil, 2:2-8; I Tim, 6:13; I Pote 2:21; Hebe 12:3 £,
Dodd then goes on to say that John cuntinually nmentions a coamandaent,

or a new commandaent in this First Epistles He canteonds that by this

sfbdd, _UB. _c_i-t-, p. 85.
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John wuld say to his readirs, "Love your brother so mch, that ywu are
Teady to lay doun your life for hine" And Dodd peints wut that therc
were many occasins in the 1life of the early church, oven as there may
be also corbain tragic cceasions in cur days vhen Christians porfom a
Literal cbedience to this procepte

The purmose of these parallel passages is to show that there is
no essentiol disagreoment in John, or in the camentators of Jehn, for
that nattor, with vogard to the source of the Now Camiendarmb. Cm
the eontrary, theso passsgos pcint up mere clearly, that no matbor vhere
ve turn, we are led to Christ, vho by His 1ifs and doath has made =11
things Moy, "




CHAPTIR VII
CGNCLUSICHS

Pron cur study of this prcblem we reach the follaung ccnclusionss

1. To woaken tho trus meaning of K« was  in the pascage under dis-
cussicn is not pernissable, becomse novhore in the New Tesbanent is gu.u.vofs
used without neaning sanething novel: either new, as unused befcre; new,
as unheard of before; or new, with regerd to the liow Ecn, It is ovidently
in the last class that the use of Kacves  in John 1333 belmgse

2¢ To lock to the (1d Testament commandacnt of love itself for the
ansier to cur problem is wwerranted, becsuse the commandaent to love
no anothor did not change.

Je And yob, te reject the (Ad Tostanent cumpletely 28 being anmulled
by the Hew Testauent, as liygron sesms prone to do, would be dangercus, and,
aven, ginful. The OUld Testanent lays the groundwork and prepares for
the llew, Vithout the (Ad, the Naw cculd not be understcod. DBesides, a
meaning for the Hew Comnandaent con be foaund withoubs a drastic rejection
of the (Ad Tectaomcnte

he Tc ook for the "nowness" of this camanduent cutside of the
person and work of Christ would be futile, because:

Qe Ev’coz( ;4’ s as Jdochn uses ity refors only to Christ, and the vwill
of God revenled through Hinme

be Kd‘-"’: points to Charist, for it is through Him thet the llew
Eon is ushered in, of which this New Camnandnent is evidently a part.

e Xy&mry poinks bo Christ, for we camct fully understand what
Christian oydw4 is, unless and uniil wo considor Carist on the

cross, suffering and dying for His enexies.
5 The comanduent, then, is "now! in Christs As Carist brought in

His Hew Creaticn, and mada of bolievers llow len, so He has slso given a
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Hew Commendeont, o comendaent "pub upen a new footing, and clothed
Wth fresh end irrestiblo powers" Christ becaies the new center md focal
Point for this camendanmte By Hig life and death He gives meon a2 new
examle to follow, so thet, to be cbedient o His Comandment, they rmst
be His imitators, lan is not oble o undorsband how much he can, or
should, love his moighbor, until ho sces Corist on the cross. The
@d Testament beliover wes nob fully conscious of the depths to which
Giristion love nust £Ce o did not lmow that if a neighbor demandad
his vest, he should give him his suit coat, tooj that if his neighbor
fore>d hin %o walk a wile, he should go %woy that if his neighbor struck
hin en the cheel, he shauld fwurn the other. He was ovidently not
¢inseicus of the fact that as an initator of the Lessiah he was cbliged to
urrender ovon his life for his neighbor, It might have beon true that
Sae good nen night have thought of surrendoring their lives for a loyal
friend, bui it had never occurred to any cne of them to die, cut of love,
for his enony, And yet, s8¢ it wns that Chrdst loved, and so it is in this
lew Eon, as Christ rovealed through His teaching and His own example, that
nen must love in cbedienc: to this lew Comandaonte A4As wdthcutb ilis
Vicaricus atonenent there would be no liow Creaticun, and no Hew Man, so
wthout His death on the cross there would bo no true understanding of
the Comandnont, of loves It is, thon, in Hin, that all things, including

this Cumendaent of love, are nowve
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