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Texts

The Gospel of John in English

Carson, Donald AThe Gospel according to JohRillar Commentary Series.
Grand Rapids, MI: Eerdmans, 1991.

Culpepper, R. AlanThe Gospel and Letters of JoHnterpreting Biblical Texts.
Nashville: Abingdon, 1998.

Kysar, Robert The Maverick GospeBrd ed. Louisville: Westminster John Knox,
2007.

Thompson, Marianne Mey&he God of the Gospel of Jolarand Rapids, MI:
Eerdmans, 2001.

Additional Reading

Erickson, Millard JThe Word Became FlesGrand Rapids, Ml: Baker, 1991. Pp.
41-86, 531-76. Distance students should contaclilthary for this
material.

Burridge, Richard. "Imitating Jesus: An Inclus#pproach to the Ethics of the
Historical Jesus and John's Gospel." An unpubligfagxer read at the SBL
Annual Meeting, San Diego, CA, Nov. 2007. All stats should email
Dr. Black for this paperablack@harding.edu

Grading:

A. Exams The first exam will be given on Tuesday. It vadiver all of the
assigned reading except Carson's commentary astémthoduction (it will
include Carson's Introduction). It will also indeia basic knowledge of
the Gospel of John. It will include a section wittef descriptions of
pericopes in John (e.g., "the Samaritan woman Whicth the student will
be required to identify the chapter in which eaehqope is located. The
books will be covered by a few listing questiond @nmarily discussion
guestions. All questions will be fill in the blaristing, or discussion. On
the first exam each student will be asked to sigtakement that they have
read all of the assigned readings. The lecturdsCamnson’'s commentary
(except for the Introduction) will be covered iretbecond exam, which
will be given as a take home exam. Each of thensxaill count one-
third of the class grade.

B. Term Paper A 13-17 page term paper will count one-thirdhd class
grade. Itis dudpril 18. Late papers will be graded down one point per
day. More specifics about the term paper are gem/below.



V. Term Paper
The term paper should be 13-17 pages of Courigoir#t font (see further
instructions below), not counting the bibliograpidl of the papers should be
“exegetical”; that is, they should provide a histarand critical interpretation of
what John intended to say to his original audiendeey should be research
papers and not sermons or commentaries. Theydhotifocus on contemporary
application, but on the original meaning of thet iexts ancient setting. Consult
Gordon Fee’'s\ew Testament Exegesis various aspects of writing exegetical
papers (but do not follow his model rigidly). Ahet fine aid is Gary Burge's
Interpreting the Gospel of John the Guides to New Testament Exegesis series.
All term paper texts or topics must be approved.

Students with disabilities

It is the policy of Harding University to accommaoelatudents with disabilities, pursuant
to federal and state law. Any student with a digglwho needs accommodation should
inform the instructor at the beginning of the ceurStudents with disabilities are also
encouraged to contact Steve McLeod, the Registtait1-1353.




COMMON TERM PAPER PITFALLS

Deficiencies in Structure

1.
2.

Failure to delimit your topic sufficientlylhis is a common and major error.
Poor organizationAnother common and major erroRlease a) lay out your
goal(s) plainly near the beginning of the paperggnize your paper around
your goal(s), ¢) use subheadings to provide clehneiation of various sections,
and d) summarize your results at the end.

Wandering into peripheral areas. Restrict yhscussion to that which is directly
pertinent to your goal(s).

Deficiencies in Research

4.
5.

6.
7.

Overlooking major scholars who comment on yteut or topic.

Failure to use primary materials--ancient edern. Do not rely on secondary
references to primary materials (unless they atevailable or you cannot read
them due to their language).

Reliance upon popular level sources whichnoftemote inaccuracies.
Reliance upon older materials that reflecitpmss that are now out-of-date.
Focus on recent scholarly materials.

Deficiencies in Argumentation

8.
9.

10.

11.

Failure to cover all significant positions your subject.

Failure to reply to all major arguments agayasir own position or in favor of
other positions.

lllegitimate use of scholars as authoritiebe &uthority lies in the evidence and
arguments presented by scholars, not in the schtflamselves.

Writing a bibliographical essay that reportslom viewpoints espoused by various
scholars but does not evaluate them and move toyeandown opinion. Your
paper should not be a report of others opinionsabwanalysis of arguments and
evidence expressing your own views in interactwitl scholarship.

Deficiencies in Academic Style

12.

13.

14.
15.

Overquoting. Use direct quotations reluctan®ge Gordon FedlT
Exegesis33-34.

Inefficient use of footnotes. In addition t@yiding necessary references,
footnotes should be used for additional bibliogiephinformation (e.g., a list of
those who hold a particular view) and for itemd @ir@ significant, but do not
belong in the text itself (e.g., minor textual aats, peripheral arguments,
extreme minority viewpoints, etc.). See RAd&, Exegesis34-35.

Incorrect spelling and other evidence of nopfreading carefully.

Lack of attention to Turabian and HUGSR's Semgant.



1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

Additional Term Paper Guidelines

The text and footnotes must be typed in a Courie
point font (10 characters per inch). | am not fond
the look of Courier font (the font on this page), b
provides a clear standard of length and appearance
is uniform throughout the papers.

Do not use boldfont . Use underlining or
Italics are preferable for the titles of books and
journals.

Turn off your footnote "widow control" so that f
are allowed to carry over to subsequent pages. Thi
eliminate wasted space between the text and the
footnotes.

So that | can read your emailed Greek use the fo
"Symbol." Note that in Symbol font the final sigma
located at "shift-v." The Symbol font does not hav
breathing marks, accents, or iota subscripts. You
use another font if you give me a paper copy or if
use a Unicode font on a Mac.

Concerning the style for footnotes and bibliogra
entries for commentaries, see HUGSR's Supplement to
Turabian, pp. 23-25. For most commentaries use the
at 11.16. Note that you do not include the editor
series. For a one-volume commentary with different
contributors or a multivolume commentary with diffe
contributors in

reduce late term papers one point per day. |
exceptions for major illness (extending more than o
week) and occasionally for other reasons that | con
justifiable. | determine the length of any time
extension according to the cause. It is the studen
responsibility to contact me concerning any such
extension.

| give "A's" for better than average work. An"
must include the following qualities: a) thorough
research, b) frequent use of content and multiple-
reference footnotes, c) clear organization, with we
written sentences and paragraphs, and d) few gramma
or spelling errors and competent use of Turabian st

italics

each volume, use the style at 11.26.

ri2
of
ut it
that

ootnotes
s will

nt called
is
e
can
you

phical

style
of the

rent
make
ne

sider

t's

A" paper

Il-
tical
yle.



SELECT BIBLIOGRAPHY
Bibliographical Tools:
Malatesta, ESt. John’s Gospel, 1920-1968ome: Pontifical Biblical Institute, 1967.

Mills, Watson E., compileiThe Gospel of JohBibliographies for Biblical Research,
New Testament Series, vol. 4. Lewiston, NY: Mell2802.

Van Belle, GilbertJohannine Bibliography 1966-1985: A Cumulative Bigptaphy on
the Fourth GospelBibliotheca Ephemeridum Theologicarum Louvaniensi82.
Brussels, Belgium: Leuven University Press,1988.

Wagner, GuntherAn Exegetical Bibliography of the New Testaméakin and 1,2,3
John.Macon, GA: Mercer University Press, 1987.

Commentaries:

*Barrett, C. K.The Gospel According to St. John: An Introductiothv@ommentary and
Notes on the Gospel Ted ed. Philadelphia: Westminster, 1978.

*Beasley-Murray, George Rohn Word Biblical Commentaries. Waco, TX: Word,
1987.

*Brown, Raymond EThe Gospel According to Joh2 vols. Anchor Bible
Commentaries. New York: Doubleday, 1966-1970.

Bruce, F.FThe Gospel of Johrisrand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1983.

Bultmann, RudolfThe Gospel According to John: A Commentdmanslated by George
R. Beasley-Murray. Edited by R. W. N. Hoare anl.JRiches. Philadelphia:
Westminster, 1971.

*Burge, Gary M.John The NIV Application Commentary. Grand Rapids: dervan,
2000.

*Carson, Donald AThe Gospel according to JohRillar Commentary Series. Grand
Rapids, MI: Eerdmans, 1991.

Culpepper, R. AlanThe Gospel and Letters of Johnterpreting Biblical Texts.
Nashville: Abingdon, 1998.

Haenchen, ErnsA Commentary on the Gospel of JpRrvols. Translated by R.W. Funk.
Hermeneia. Philadelphia: Fortress, 1984.

Hoskyns, Edwin C., and F. N. Davéihe Fourth GospelLondon: Faber and Faber,
1947.



*Keener, CraigThe Gospel of John: A Commenta2yols. Peabody, MA: Hendrickson,
2003.

*Kdstenberger, Andreas John Baker Exegetical Commentary on the New Testament.
Grand Rapids, MI: Baker Academic, 2004.

Lindars, Barnabad.he Gospel of JohiNew Century Commentaries. London: Oliphants,
1972.

Malina, Bruce J. and Richard L. Rohrbau§bcial-Science Commentary on the Gospel
of John Minneapolis, MN: Fortress, 1998.

Morris, Leon.The Gospel of JohiNew International Commentaries. Rev. ed. Grand
Rapids: Eerdmans, 1995.

Ridderbos, Hermamhe Gospel According to St. Jolterand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1997.

*Schnackenburg, Rudoll’he Gospel According to St. Jol#wols. Translated by K.
Smith. New York: Seabury, 1979.

Smith, D. Moody.John.Abingdon New Testament Commentaries. Nashville, TN
Abingdon, 1999.

Westcott, Brooke Fos3he Gospel according to St. JoH881; reprint, Grand Rapids:
Eerdmans, 1954.

The Gospel According to St. John: The Greek Tdkt wiroduction and
Notes 1908; reprint, Grand Rapids: Baker, 1980.

Witherington, BenJohn’s Wisdom: A Commentary on the Fourth Gadpalisville,
KY: Westminster/John Knox, 1995.

Theologies

Beasley-Murray, George Gospel of Life: Theology in the Fourth Gosge¢abody,
MA: Hendrickson, 1991.

Dodd, C. H.The Interpretation of the Fourth Gosp&ambridge, Eng." Cambridge
University Press, 1960.

Harrington, DanielJohn's Thought and Theology: An Introducti@ollegeville:
Liturgical Press, 1990.

Kysar, RobertJohn: The Maverick Gospélnd rev. ed. Louisville: Westminster John
Knox Press, 1994.



Morris, Leon.Jesus Is the Christ: Studies in the Theology ohJGmand Rapids, MI:
Eerdmans, 1989.

Painter, John; and Alan R. Culpeppéford, Theology, and Community in Jolst.
Louis, Mo: Chalice, 2002.

Smith, D. Moody. The Theology of the Gospel of Johlew Testament Theology.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1995.

Thompson, Marianne Mey&he God of the Gospel of Jolarand Rapids, MI: William
B. Eerdmans, 2001.

Other

Interpretation49 (October 1995).

Leaven3, #2 (1994).

Anderson, Paul N, Felix Just, and Tom Thatcher, s, Jesus, and History, Vol. 1:
Critical Appraisals and Critical ViewsSymposium Series 44. Atlanta: Society of
Biblical Literature, 2007.

Ashton, JohnUnderstanding the Fourth Gospéxford: Clarendon Press, 1991.

Bieringer, Reimund, Didier Pollefeyt, and Fredeadtandecasteele-Vanneuville, eds.
Anti-Judaism and the Fourth Gospkbuisville, KY: Westminster John Knox,

2001.

Blomberg, CraigThe Historical Reliability of the John's GospBbwners Grove, IL:
InterVarsity, 2002.

Brown, RaymondThe Community of the Beloved Disciplew York: Paulist, 1979.

; and Francis J. Moloné&n Introduction to the Gospel of Jolxew York:
Doubleday, 2003.

Burge, Garylnterpreting the Gospel of JohGuides to New Testament Exegesis. Grand
Rapids, MI: Baker, 1992.

Carter, WarrenJohn: Storyteller, Interpreter, Evangeli§teabody, MA: Hendrickson,
2006.

Culpepper, Robert Alhe Anatomy of the Fourth GospEbundations and Facets: New
Testament. Philadelphia: Fortress, 1983.

The Johannine Literature: An IntroductioBheffield New Testament
Guides. Sheffield, Eng.: Sheffield Academic Pr@gf0.



and Clifton Black, edsxploring the Gospel of Johhouisville:
Westminster/John Knox, 1996.

Dodd, C. HHistorical Tradition in the Fourth GospeCambridge, Eng.: Cambridge
University Press, 1963.

Fortna, Robert T. and Tom Thatcher, &esus in the Johannine Traditidmuisville,
KY: Westminster John Knox, 2001.

Gundry, Robert Hlesus the Word according to John the Sectarian: A
Paleofundamentalist Manifesto for Contemporary Epaicalism, Especially Its
Elites, in North AmericaGrand Rapids, MI: William B. Eerdmans, 2002.

Hengel, MartinThe Johannine Questiofiranslated by John Bowden. Philadelphia:
Trinity Press International, 1989.

Koester, CraigSymbolism in the Fourth Gospel: Meaning, Mystegm@unity.
Minneapolis, MN: Fortress, 2003.

Kdstenberger, Andreas Atudies on John and Gender: A Decade of ScholarShiglies
in Biblical Literature, v. 38. New York: Peter LarizD01.

Kysar, RobertPreaching JohnMinneapolis, MN: Fortress, 2002.

Levine, Amy-Jill, and Marianne Blickenstafi. Feminist Companion to JohNew York:
Sheffield, 2003.

Martyn, J. LouisHistory and Theology in the Fourth Gosp2hd ed. Nashville:
Abingdon, 1979.

Painter, JohnThe Quest for the Messiah: The History, Literatama Theology of the
Johannine Communit®nd ed. Nashville: Abingdon, 1993.

Robinson, John A. TThe Priority of JohnEd. J. F. Coakley. London: SCM, 1985.
Sloyan, Gerard SVhat Are They Saying about Johk@w York: Paulist, 1991.

Smalley, Stephen Sohn: Evangelist and Interprete2nd ed. Downers Grove, IL:
InterVarsity, 1998.

Thatcher, Tom, edVhat We Have Heard from the Beginning: The Pastsémt, and
Future of Johannine Studiéé/aco, TX: Bayor, 2007.

Westerman, Clau3.he Gospel of John in the Light of the Old Testant&abody, MA:
Hendrickson, 1998.



