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l.9 

Jesus must be denied . Apocalyptic is to be interpreted 

primarily as transcmdental. It does not. prophesy what 1s to 

become history. The new doctrines or the general resurrec­

tion and judgment and 01· the ex>smic scene of the conf'lict of 

God and evil introduced elements of' the dualism of gnoeticising 

Judaism ~.bich could not be harmoni3ed easily wit h the age-old, 

practical realism of by gone Jewry.22 

Professor Dodd sees in the J.ife of Jesus the arrival, 

both transcendentally and historically, of the Kingdom of God. 

This arrival has for its sequel the end-process of apocalyptic 

judgment and the restoration of all thingo.23 From here on, 

hcn,ever, Dodd becomes diff;l.cult to follow. I n common with 

Bultmann, he is confronted by a question, the slgnificance 

of which is Ehe rpened by t he 1h eoey he holds as it is mapped 

out to 1his point: "What 1E the relation between Jesus Christ 

w1d the New Testament Church in this eschaton?" He appears 

to leeve the impression that Jesus had "spiritualised away 

into symbol" these events or consummation. From this point 

of view, we would be forced to conclude that the Judgment 

and new age were, to Dodd, implicitly contained in the work 

of Jesus Himself.24 It is at this point (the position of the 

22Wilcler1 .22• ..!!!!•, P• SS• 
23supra, P• 16. 

24John Knox, Christ tile Lcrd (Mew York: Harper and Broa~, 
1945), PP• 26-30. - -
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Church in its relation to Christ and "realized eschatology•) 

that Dodd1 s theory of history is brought to bear, pointing 

out that "realized eschatology" does not conceive or an 

ultimate realit y as the last .itan in the historical series, 

but as an eternal order of being "0£ which the phenomenal 

order in history is the shadow or symbo1.n25 

The Church which emerges from the disaster 0£ Christ's 

death is in its unity and fellowship the historical embodiment 

ot the Kingdom or God as the gift 0£ eternal life. Its 

emergence is defined by Dodd as "a signal act of divine rorr­

g1veness.n26 The Church 1s the spiritual and corporate 

aasanbly of the new True Israel, the spiritual progeny or 

Jea1e• own disciples and followers, who by participation 

in the body and blood or the Messiah were readied £or 

membership in the Kingdom or God \1ll ich had come in its 

fullest realization in the post-resurrection age.27 

The task or the Church is to bring all historical move­

ments in this age into the context or the death and- resur­

rection or Jesus Christ in order that they may be judged by 

t.he divine meaning revealed in that crucial event• This ls 

possible because every situation of every world age ia 

25w. F. Howard, Christianity According to St. 
(Philadelphia: Westminster Brass, 1946), p.~21;: 

26nodd, History; and Gospel, P• us. 
27arant,-2J)• cit., P• 91. 

John -
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capable of being lifted up into the sacred order or 
Heilsgeschichte. The work of the Church is that seed-sow­

ing ~ction and mission which ultimately issues not only 

in judgment, but als o in the "restoration or all things" 

anticipated as the inmediate prelude to the Day of the 

L 28 ord • Thus Dodd makes it reasonably clear that he en-

visions a continuing , endless, and endlessly developing 

and progressing ( through its purgative and puri"fying ac­

tivity) order or history, in which the Church experiences 

the promised "eternal life," and at the same time wields 

the instrument of judgment \'hich fills up the number of the 

elect. In this respect, Dodd I s conception of the Church 

closely parallels Bultmann's "eschatological community.n29 

The particular view of C. H. Dodd is developed. from his 

supposition that there appeared in the early Church an over­

emphaai s on the eschatological expectation for the .future, 

and that this tended to overshadow the element of "realized 

eschatology n within the ministry, passion and resurrection 

of Jesus Christ. John, he maintains, countered this tendency 

by drawing upon and interpreting a tradition in which this 

amphasia had not gone too far, subordinating the .futurist 

element in the eschatology or t,h e early church to the . 
"realized eschatology" which was from the fir st the 

28Docld, Parables ,2l !b!., Kirgdom, P• lSJ. 

29In.fra. p>• 29-30 ■ 
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distinctive and controlling f'actor of' the Kerygma.lO 

Thus Dodd believes th at the author of the Fourth Gospel 

has deleted those ele ,e:1 ts of tha Kerygina viich hint of the 

Church's r e construct.i on of the crude eschatology of pre­

Synoptic tradition (intrusions o£ which, Dodd thinks, are 

contained i n the Synoptics). 

The va rious key motifs of' the Johannine Corpus ("Light," 

"Lire, " "Jud ment " ) Dodd describes as illustrations of 

Philonic and Hermetic i nfluencea in the thought and theology 

of John. In t he Gospel and Epistles, even more fully than in 

Paul., thinks Dodd, eschatology is sublimated into a distinct 

kind or mysticism, su pported by a philosophical orientation 

of a distinc 'tly Platonic cast.31 

In the actuol recording of' the Gospel according to St. 

John, Dodd contends that John applied a symbolical meaning 

to the facts which he assimilated. He also exercised some 

freedo, £or in order to facilitate the expression of' Jesus' 

views, John , like many ancient writers, puts speeches into 

the mouths 0£ his characters which, "since they bear not 

only the s-ca-np of his own style but also the stamp of an en­

vironment different from t.hat in which the recorded events 
32 took place, cannot be regarded as historical." 

lOc. H. Dodd, I!!.! Apostolic PreachiM a Its Develop­
ments (London: Hodder and Stoughton, 19 ) , p.~5. 

3lib1d., P• 157• 

l 2nodd I I!!!, Interpreta·t1on g!, Jtl:!!! Fourth Gospel, P• lt44• 
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Dodd :finds no place in the Fourth Gospel tor a general 

and future resurrec·~ion. The ·whole concept of "resurrection" 

.f'inds i t s reE.\lization and actualization in the rising of 

Christ from th e tomb. Judgment 1s that which takes place 1n 

t.be continuing a eon in which the Church carries out this 

or1c::tnally Christ-ef fected and Christ-instituted function. 

The "this-worldly11 Judgment of which the Synoptic writers 

write, has been inade quately and erroneously estimated by 

the Church . '!'here will be no "Second Coming" according to 

Dodd, for this was "realized" in Christ's post-crucifiJd. on 

coming (or "return") to His disciples. "Eternal Life" is to 

Dodd the union of the believer with His Lord through the 

Spirit in the new age (the endless, on-going eschaton), 

but the answer to the meaning of temporal death is not dis­

cussed by Dodd. One is led to be1ieve that this is an area 

commonly avoided by the "realized eschatologiaris." 

Rudolf K. Bultmann 

A recent article in 1J!.! Concordia Theological Monthl.y 

opens w1 th the £ollowing statement: 

As is universally admitted, Genuan scholars are in­
genious and versatile. .N'ot only are 1;heir minds 

. tel't'ile in the invention of new theories, but 1£ no 
new hypotheses can be .found,. the old ones are brought 
ou.t of the closet, dusted, and supplied with novel 
labela. 
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This latter phenomenon detinitoly is witnessed in the 
rise 0£ the de-mythologizing theory, which, we are 
told, is a c.hi ef' tonic or discussion among theglogian.s 
in Gennany and other p·trts of Europe just now.J3 

Tt\e originator ot the above theory, one or the most im­

portant and inf'luen·tial voices· in recent theology, is the 

Marburg Prote~sor, Rudolf Bultmann. The de-mythologizing 

theory of Bultmann begins with the assumption that the mes­

sage or the I~ew Testament as we know it is cloaked with and 

,Porvaded by raythical elements which are actually only 

"husks" in which the God-ordained and Christ-proclaimed truth 

is contained. Bultmann believes that it is the task or the 

exegete to strip off ("de-mythologize") these alien frames 

and forms (which served their communicative purpose in an 

era long-since out or contact with our 01m), and set before 

men ot mC1Jdern times the essential and unconditioned truths 

or the Hew Testament. 

Bultmann is motivated by an acute concern over the ig­

norance and indifference of the 20th Century man with regard 

to things Scriptural and religious. He considers the source 

of this present-day situation to lie in the thought-frames 

and language or the New Testament record. The so-called 

"mythical method" 0£ teaching divine truth had to be employed 

in the days 0£ early Christianity becaus~ it was the only one 

that was ettective in that unscientific age. Since it was 

33\·; . Arndti "Entmythologisierung," Concordia 'l'haological 
Monthly. XY..II , Mo• 3 (l,larcb , 19.51 ) , p • 1.86 • 
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written in and £or a spec1£1c age, and in £orms that had a 

apecii'ic pertinence i'or the people o.f that age, the Mew 

'l'estaal? nt Kerygma a.s we have it today cannot be adequately 

and meaning.fully communicated to modern men. Thus, the 

primary task of the New Testament theologian, according to 

Bultmann, must be the recovery of the Gospel .from the 

language and thought-forms· of the Jewish Apocalyptic and 

Hellenistic Gnosticism in which it has lain imbedd$d since 

its literary inception. Modern man, brought up in the world­

view of science, cannot accept a mythologically-cast .faith. 

In order that he may not reject the Kerygma, it must be 

"de-mythologized." 

Bultmann has made a radical and thorough-going attempt 

to justify the existential view o.f the eschatology o.f Jesus 

as it appeared :l:n Jesus !ml Sh!., !2!:!!•31+ In his Theolo·gy si, 

the flew I!stamentl5 he takes the view that Jesus did not 

regard Himself as the Messiah, but did proclaim that the Son 

of Man (who would be another person), would come soon. In 

reply to the question to what source the original belief in 

Jesus as Messiah could be traced, Bultmann refers us to the 

early Christian witness in the Hellmistic world, where the 

belie~ in Christ's resurrection can be "proved" 

3'+audolf Bultmann, Jesus and lb!, !2,m., translated by L. 
Pettiocma and E. Huntress (New York, London& C. Scribner's 
Sona, 1931+), P• 111+. 

·3sRudol.f Bultmann, Theolofy oE the New Testament, trans­
lated by Kendrick Grobel (lewodci' --miaries Scribner's Sons, 
1951), 2 vols. · 
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(I Corinthians 15). Actually, however, the resurrection 

as an histor ica l f act never happened.36 \•Jhat we have in the 

account in I Corinth ians is merely the expresoion of a faith 

articulated th rough a mythological medium. Since Bultmann 

does not rega.rd the p reaching of Jesus, nor God's action on 

Good I~riday artl Easter aa the basis of the Christian message• 

and since , on the oth e r h and , the complete Kerygma can be 

found in t he Paulir1e .Epistles, he is obliged to introduce a 

new, unknown i'actor-37 as the source of this Kerygr.ia. There-

by, Bultrnann r e -inf'orce s his position that any teleological 

tact cr s i r the message or the Kingdom are to be denied. 

"Bultma1m definitely expresses the opinion that we can knO'II 

almost nothing ca."'\ cerning the life and personality of Jesus 

because t he documents are so fragmentary and oftec legendary. "lg 

In the 1':i.nal analysis, according to Bult.lllan'D, all we can bare­

ly perceive about Jesus is tha·t; lfe radically increased t.1le 

severity 0£ God's demands, that He insisted on decision, 

proclaimed tho God mo is likewise near and £ar, aid died on 

the cross. 1.ro us and i'oi· our day, tm character of the Christ 

of God, according to Dr. Bultmann, is undanonstrab
1
le-..Jesus 

Himself 1s a great unkno'Wll• 

36sup:a, p. 16. 
37 Intra, p. 2g. 

3So. M. liaill-ie, God ll Christ (New York: Scribners, 
1948), P• 22. 
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Though a great distance separates John :from the preaching 

ot Jesus, John 1s nevertheless familiar with the tradition 

which is worked into shape in the Synoptic Gospels. Exactly 

who John was is unkno\'m to us, contends Bultraann, but his 

"Oriental Christianity1
11 cast in the style o:r Semitic speech, 

exhibited that basic dualism which characterizes Gnostic think­

ing. Written bef'ore the turn of' the First Century, His 

Gospel sprang :from a background 0£ Gnosticizing Judaism.39 

Bultmann asserts that the events alluded to in the Gospel of 

St. John which are popularly designated as eschatological 

are totally realized, yet , he maintains, they are by no means 

historical. Since the Scriptural record is wholly a humanly­

constructed record40 and since the human approach to the 

elucidation and articulation of things divine invariably finds 

its avenue in the media of the unfamiliar, the extraordinary 

and supra-mundane, a reinterpretation is now in order which 

will minimize the cosmological and the idealogical in the 

Gospel story and maximize the eschatological and existential 

import of it. References to the last day in the eschatological 

passages must therefore be eliminated, £or John's eschatology 

is wholly realized. Does John 3:5 say, "Unless a man be born 

or water and the Spirit •••• "? T.hen the two words "water and" 

are clearly an interpoiation made by an ecclesiastical editor.41 

39Ed1torial, Expository Times, LXVII 1 No. 4 (Jan., 1956), 
PP• 97""'98. 

40Arndt • .22• cit.• P• 190. 

41Bultmann, Theology g! ~!!!!Testament, l, 39. 
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Does I John allude to a Parousia 0£ Jesus, conceived 0£ as a 

future event? Again, these references must be attrib~ted to 

the same editor.42 

A de-mythologized, existential theology, says Bultmann, 

has no need of. Sacraments, and there are none in John, Does 

John hint at a general resurrection? Martha's confession 

(John 11:24) already expresses the mythologizing tendency at 

work, which beclouds her vj.sion 0£ the true eschaton. The 

resurrection as an historical £act, as she conceived 0£ it, 

never occurred, according to Bultmann (no one can prove it&), 

tor it is simply tho mythological expression 0£ something 

which God did to the disciples.43 

Bultmann I s conception ot Judgment is linked w1 th the 

proclamation of the Gospel in much the s81Jle sense as it is 

found 111 the Goepel according to St. John" To nave men, God 

oends His Son: this coming of the Son is the eschatological 

event, and His preaching ~now perpetuated in His present• 

day apostles, is a preachment of the impending judgment of the 

world, the peculiarity 0£ which 1s that "it binds the ac­

complishment of the judgment ••• or deliverance••• to 

the person 0£ Jesus.1144 The coming of Jesus historically and 

42Ibid., P• 85. -
43wol.fgang Schweitzer, "A Review of Bultmann's New Testa­

ment Theology," Evangelical Review, II, No • .3 (Spring, 1950), 
P• .311. 

it¼uitmann, Theolo,;y gt~ Mew Testament, I, 74• 
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eschatolog:i.cally awakens the opposition of men, who stumble 

at the .fact t h nt J esus or r, azareth is indeed "'l'he ·:ord Made 

Fleshn (John 1: lli,), and in 'their response to the wrd of 

Jesus, the j ud •ment takes place. 45 

The Christian prea ching of the one true God is .tor 

Bultmann at the same time eschatological proclamatl. on, and 

the acceptance o.f faith in the moment of proclamation 1s to 

Bultmann "th e eschatological ncg,r." When men mnceive of the 

present time-process as moving on toward an ultimate goal of 

cor1sununation t heir conceptions are mythologically f'ramed. 

But Bultmann holds that the Gospel of John emphasizes, for 

instance, the "eschatological now" in the presence or Christ 

and the acceptance of .faith in the hearers o:t His Word. In 

so doing, Bultmann holds, it de-mythologizes that "mythologized" 

eschatology l'hi ch speaks o:t the catastrophic warld-terminus 

characteristic or ·the ne ssage or the outmoded apocalyptist. 

At this point, too, he says, we ought to follow the hint of 

tho lfew Testament: "the momEllt or the pmclamation and 

creation of faith in the hearers is the only 'eschaton' which 

we have knowledge of, the •eschatological now. ,.,46 

45Editorial--"Notes of Recent Exposit:lon1 " Exposi torx 
Times, LXVII, No. 4 (January, 1956), PP• 97-98• 

46A. Adam and Others, "The Faculty at Bethel on the 'De 
mythologizing' Championed by Professor Dr. Bultmann," trans­
lated by Wm. F. Arndt, Concordia 'l'heolofiical r-~onthly, XXIV, 
No. 11 lNovel?ber, 19S3), P• 790. 
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The PO\·ter o f ~uch existential. preactme nt of the !-hn·1 

Testamant teryg a h as its root s., therefore, in the .frame­

work in wh ich t he "esohatological congrega tion," the faith­

ful coamun i ty o f t hos e who are begotten o.r ·the crucif'ixion 

ar.d reeurx·ection of the Lord, live a r&i move md have ·t11,e1'r 

· being . Their mission is also existentially grounded, and 

the sword and staf .r of that mission is the "oschatol::,gical 

now" which conf1•on ts men in the proclamation 0£ 'the \"lord. 

The message, however, rnust never become the message or the 

community (a "re-mythologizing") but ever and always remain 

true to a de-mytholog ized evangelical tradition. 

The foregoing summaries in no way pretend to be ex­

haustive dig ~sts or analyses of tta realized view 0£ es­

chatology as it appears in the teaching s of th£se ind~vidual 

scholars. It is hoped, however, their presmtation has of­

f'ered some insigh t into the points of departura £ran which 

these various approaches to tbe exchatological problems of 

the Johannine Corpus have been made. 'L'he occasional "areas 

of vagueness,~ especially with regard to the Johannine presenta­

tion o.f "Ste mal Life n are apparEn1t, and the consistent 

elimination of any reference to a universa l resurrectl on of 

the dead leads one to assume that, due to the identification 

of every reference of the resurrection of Christ with the 
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"popu-lar misconception or a ger.err-.1 resurroctior.," the concept 

ot lieter"lnl life" has beer. obscured. 

The following port ion or the thesia consist2 of an 

exegetical study of Johannina references to the Lo.st Things. 

It proposes to shot: on the basis of opinions expressed by 

recoanized commentator$~? that the four Biblical doctrines 

or Resurrecticn, Juagmer. t, Farousia, and Eternal Life are 

apocalyptically conceived, p.r.d that the languAge an4 thought 

of John include alco certain limiting bou.~ds within which so­

called "re~lize~' eschatology csn with validity and integrity 

be accommodated . 

lt-?c. H. Dodd , The Interpretatiun of the Fourth Gos~el; 
E. c. Hoskyns, The "Fourth Gospel, edltecl oy Francis Noe Davey 
(Second revised'3dit1on; Plymouth: Latimer Trend & Co., Ltd., 
1947); B. F. • estcott, The Gos~el According to St. John, also 
The Epistles of St. JohnC'Gran Rapids; Mlchlgar'Tr \··m. B. 
lardmans Publrshliig tro:; 1881 and 1883, respectively); A. 
PlW!llUer, 11The E,Jistle of St. John, n in Cambridge Bibl' £or 
Schools & Colleges (Cambridge: Cambridge Oniversityress, 
fasj); c. k. Barrett, Ill!. Gos~el Accordir.g ~llll• i.21:m 
(London: s.P.c.K. Preas, l95 J. 



CHAPTER III 

COMPARATIVE STUDIES IJq THE 

JOHAMNINE TltEATr-iEHT OF ESCHATOLOCICAL THF.:~ES 

The General Resurrection 

1 • John S: 21 ~ 11;;ie 6~f & ilk i'YJe 1a4t:(1.'tt. ~ ~~ 
\ ..._, "" -~$,..__ " & ., ·" ~-\' ~--" 1 .t.t, ,~,,,o,~, -,,.-6 ~we tit~ '11,1d 17,1,1~, ~'°"''. 

For as the Father raises the dead and gives
2
them life, 

so also the Son gives li£e to whom he will. 

Dodd rightly observes here that the d·ominant theme of 

5:21 is carried by the words A ~~ all'. ,9.;e){~, &,lll/ltSTl8t.~, .3 

At the same time he links this function or giving lite or 

"vitalizing," as he terms it, to that of judgment. Christ, 

as Son of God, has both authority and power 1;o exercise these 
,,,, 

divine functions. Dodd holds that the work ot 1,worroe.1,1.:s 

necessarily entails the authority to judge (ct. 3:17-21) 1 be­

cause ~he giving of lite or withholding or 1t 1 depending upon 

the positive or negative response of the hearer to the work 

1Passages quoted in the Greek are henceforth from E. 
Nestle, Novwn Testamentum Graece, reworked by Erwin Nestle 
(19th edition; Stuttgart: Prlvlligierte Wllrttemburgiache 
Bibelanstalt, 1953. 

2Translations • where they appea.F,, are henceforth from 
The Holy Bible, Revised Standard Varaion (New York: Tbos. 
Nelson & Sons, 1948). 

le. H. Dodd 1 The Interpretation of the Fourth Goauel 
(Cambridge: Cambridge Univers!ty Press,~SJ) 1 P• jis. 


