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Dedica tion

Thank you, God, for the ques tion that was raised at that Bible s tudy where my sis ter Stella said, d have ap roblem w ith

the Gospel of John. The a uthor never calls h imse If John. In stead, he always calls himse If fithedisci pl e whom Jesus
th e otherdis ci p | e Btheoother dis ciple, whom Jesus loved 06 The two ve rses that she then quo ted opened my eyes. This

led me tosearch the scriptures, and for thatlamve ry grateful. Your wo rd has p reserved many impo rtant de tails for us

but | had not paid a ttention to them. Than kfully, she did. By raising this ques tion she inspi red me to take a closer look at

the Bible on thisissue and the search for truth on this ques tion has resultedinag reater app reciation for your wo rd.

ATeach me thy way, O LORD; | will walk in thy trutho (Ps. 86:11a).

Kkkx

Thank you to those who gave their time and resources to helpin the production of this book, especially my wi  fe Kathleen,
my mot her, my sis ters and my friends. Your praye rs, encouragement, assis tance, patience and love we re vital to this
projectand a re deeply app reciated.

To those who se nt funds to help p rint books, and those who have recomme nded this book to others, thank you for your
support.lalsoneed to thank Me ridith and Joel for our wonde rful cover.

A further n ote of gratitude goes o ut to K athleen, Clare, Lisa, Ellen, Te rry, Cheri e 6 ,rbamalohn, Ron, David, Jason,
Rick, Tom, and Tom, for their help, comments, and suggestions regarding this revised fourth edition, as this all wo rked
together to bring abo ut the final result.

God bless eve ryone who helped this wo rk to succeed.
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PREFACE
fiEvery word of God is pure: he is ashield un to them thatp ut their trust in hi mgr. 30:5).
fi A dtdhou notun to hiswo rds, lesthe reprove thee, and thoube foundali aro (Pr. 30:6).

fiThere is a way that seeme th right untoaman, b ut the end thereof are the ways of dea tho (pr.
16:25).

filt is better to trustin the LORD than to put confidence in man. |Itis better to trust in the LORD
than to put confidenceinp rinceso (Ps. 118:8 -9).

fiFor the LORD giveth wisdom: o utof his mouth comet h knowledge and unde rstandin go (pr. 2:6).

fiThe man that wande reth outof the way of unde rstandin g shall remain in the congregation of the
deado (pr.211 6).

fi . . an skvall not live by bread alone, b ut by every word that p roceedeth out of the mo uth of
God o (Mt. 4:4b).

i As whanbabes, desire thesin ceremilkof thewo rd, thatyem ay grow there b y . (1Pt Zpa).

fiFor the wo rd of the LORD is right. . (Ps033:4a).

fi . . .thahteathmywo rd, | ethimspeak mywo rd faithfullyd (Jer.23:28b ).

i Afaithful witness will not (br.i14ea).. . O

fi Sudy to shew thyself approved unto God, a workman thatneed ethnot to be asha@ped. .. 0
2:15a).

fiBlessed is that ma n that make th the LORD his trust, and respecteth not the proud, nor su ch as
turn aside to lies O (Ps. 40:4).

fiProve all things; hol d fast that which i s giohosdip

filt is the glory of God to conceal a thing: b ut the hono ur of kings is to search outam attero (pr.
25:2).

INTRODU CTION

The first t hree gospels all men tion these three notable events o f Jesus
minis try: his transfigura tion (Mt 17:1 -9, Mk. 922 -9, Lu. 9:28 -36), his Ge thsemane
praye rs (Mt 26:36 -46, Mk. 14:32 -42, Lu. 22:39 -46), and his raising of the daugh ter of
Jairus (mt. 9:18 -26, Mk. 5:22 -43, Lu. 8:41 -56). Only three disciples were present at these
events, and the Apos tle John was one of them (Mt 17:1 & 26:37 |, Mk. 5:37, 9:22 & 14: 33,
Lu. 851 &9:28 ). Although John was an eyewi tness to all of these even ts, thereis no
men tion of these key even tsin the gospel that today bears Johnd dThaesa me
would su rely have been e xtremely p rofound momen ts i n J o hn 6wshatlcanf e . S
explain their omission from the fou rth gospel, a book that tradition has said was
written by John?
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Many teachers will refer to the fourth gospel as @ ohnds itressew
testimon yq b ut does the Bible suppo rt this claim? Those who take a closer look
will find that the idea that Johnw rote the fou rth gospel does not line up with the
facts that a re recorded in s cripture. The three eve nts that we re noted above a re
just the tip of the iceberg. It turns out that eve ry event where Johnis referred
to by name in the first three gospels is missing from the fou rth gospel i every
one of them! For example, Jesus  told John fye know not what manner of spi  rit ye
are of0 w h eebuking John and his b rother after they sought to cémmand fire
to come down from h e a v@e. .3 -55. John and Pe ter we re sent by Jesus to
prepare the Passover (Lu.22:8) . J e s u gsivafiepyd a n sed ehe ques tions of John,
Peter, James, and And rew on the Mount of Olives  (mk. 13:3) . John and his b rother
asked Jesus toseat th e m i o nthy mght hand, and the otheron thy le ft hand,
in thy glo ry 0 (vk. 10:35 -41). But these even ts will not be found in the fou rth g ospel,
because none of the even ts where Johnis namedin the first three gospelsa rein
the fou rth gospel. Does its omission of all of the 6 J o h bs 6e vseuhptipeadea
that the fou rth gospelis & o h n 6 s itmegsetestimon ya?

If it was J 0 h n @isnesse woeount, how did he come to exclude all
men tion of these even ts? Are we to believe that John read the other gospels
first, and then wrote this gospel in su ch a way as to carefully omit any of the
events whe re he was named in  those o ther gospels? Is this reasonable? In the
last chapter of the fou rth gospel, ve rses 21:20 and 24 let us know that it was
written by an unncampéd fvthiosn Jesus | ovedo.

This au thor never iden tified himse If as John. Rather, he used va rious terms
like fAthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ¢, fithe o ther dis ciple ¢, etc. to refer to himse If;
and his use of these curious terms to cloak his iden tity raises many ques tions.
The fou rth gospel does present the authord gestimony, b ut scripture can prove
that this author could not have been Joh n. That idea was a  case of mis taken
iden tity. Whoever the beloved dis ciple was, he was not John. Non -Bible sou rces
are responsible for this e rroneous tradition; for as you will dis  cover, there is not
a single ve rse that would jus tify teaching the Johnidea .

Lest anyone mis take the thrust of this study, no te that God 6 s mdois not
in error and no thing he rein sugges ts otherwise. In fa ct, this study cites
nothing b ut the scriptures, be cause the Bible is the primary source on Bible
issues; and, if we heed the de tails that have been p reserved therein, it can help
to correct mis taken ideas thatwe may have

As will be shown, the title Gospel of Joh n was not written by the
gospe buthw. Odhers added that title to thisauthoré s rw &till, the record of
scripture is able to overcome the errors of men, and the ve rses quo ted in this
study do exa ctly that. Indeed, one should not be p resenting an idea asifitwe re
bibli cal if he cannot cite a single ve rse that would jus tify teaching that idea. And,
if the Bible candisp rove anidea that we have believed, why wou
thatideaand s tand corrected?
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Acts 18:24 -28 tells of a man named Apollos: he was A mi gyhin the
scriptureso Jfinstructed in the way of the Lordo ,[fiferventin thespirito and fispak:e
and taught diligen tly the things of the Lordo . Yet , w ethat khiso w

unde rstanding was lacking be cause when f Aquscilaahadaheadrd B hi s
teaching, they f e x p o utodim dheway of God more perfectlyo [The Greek

here says fimore accuratelyo] Itsaysthatat that time, Apollos knew of theonl vy
baptism of John 6 John (i the Baptisl).oBhut the key point is that Apollos

revised his teaching when the truth was p resented to him. The reafter, we a re

told that Apol | tlg cofivnicesithe Jews o0, A s the scriptyes lhat

Jesus was Christo. Apol | os twia she Baniptgresd0 and h etill widirgy

to be taught; so, why not us?

History proves that e rrors can be come widely a ccepted as truth: the
0 Rd 6 wn Ma ndtioreheax,| the flat ea rth myth, e tc. Most people tend to take
Ghe scholars 6 rdforiton su chissues, assuming thatwhat the 6 e xrpsedeach
is the truth. B ut, whe re Bible ques tions are concerned, we can testif what we
believe is true or not. Seeking the truth requires us to weigh the eviden ce
without prejudi ce. If we a re to render a fair ve rdict, then we must be careful not
to let our judgment of the fa cts be dis torted by ideas that we have p reviously
assumed we re true.

There is ve ry often a di fference be tween what people think the Bible says
and what it actually says. So, the way to verify the truth on bibli cal issuesis to
check to see what the Bible i tself says. In this case, sin ce the fourth gospel 6s
author identified himse If in terms of Jesus6 | ove f or thesem, it
who scripture says had this relationship wi th Jesus. When these ve rses are
examined, one will see  that the Bible never singles o utJohnin this manne r!
Thus, unless one can show that fithedisci pl e whom Jesus | ovedo we
unbibli cal to call John d&he beloveddis ci pl e 6

The Bible has mu ch mo re for us to consider regarding this ques tion, and
thank God, the iden tity of the one whom i Jéecarule sHownv drom a
study of the Bible fa cts alone. Ra ther than quo ting non -Bible sou rces, the
method thatis used to shed lighton the beloved dis ciple in this study is simply to
compare scripture with scripture and let the truth rule. By doing so, it is hoped
that readers of this wo rk will gain a new app reciation fo r the de tails that God has
preserved for usin the bibli cal record.

Today, many people think that the Bible ca n 6rieveal an ything ne w,
because they assume that the popular teachers and s cholars have al ready mined
all of the truth out of G ordl.8Baut theoeviden ce in this study will show that
thisis not the case,and thats cripture canstilpro v i dreprddfo a ncdrre@ti on o
(2Ti.3:16) . Letus not tru st i ncingivwonrd s o f mano6s wausedoorfad th b e
As houl dtamd mttheswisdomofm en, b utin the power of God 0 (1Cor.2: 4& 5).
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What would you say to someone wh o a s kWhy should people read the
Bible? If the be st that one can hope foris  tolearnwhat the schola rs have al ready
discovered, then why not ju st tell people to read the writings of the schola rs,
rather than reading the Bible and risk misunde rstanding what itsays ? 0

The goal of this bookis toencourage alove of the truth. Lo rd willing, those
who read this study will be led to read the Bible mo re, to read it mo re carefully,
and to test the things that they are told by others, rather than just assuming
them to be true. Concerning this issue, would it not be wise to heed th e riove
all th i n gagnos:21) admoni tion, especially sin ce there are a number of Bible fa cts
that do seem to argue against the John tradition?

If the eviden ce of s cripture can disp rove the John idea, then the authority
of Go dodgprowdes s ufficient reason for rejecting the non -Bible sou rces that
are used to justify the John tradition. He rein, the light of s cripture will expose
the danger of assuming that the opinions of o thers can serve as a measu re for
determining whatis true. Thet ruthis notassu red by simply following the he rd.

We know many things abo ut John: his name; that he was the son of
Zebedee and had a b rother named James; that he was a fisherman; that he and
his b rother we re partners with Peter, and we re there when Jesus healed Pe ter&®
wif e ® mo ther; that John was one of the twelve apos tles chosen by Jesu s; that
John and his b rother asked for the seats next to Jesu s, and that Jesus su rnamed
them A Bogesx whi chis, The sons of thunde ro ;that John was there at the
raising of Jai rus 6 dten ghe transfigurati on, and rdyers inste ggprden;
that John and his b rother wan ted to call fire down from heaven on one g roup of
people, and that Jesus rebuked themfori t; that John was the one who told Jesus
Awe s awecastimgo ut devils in thy name; and we fo rbad h;iehco mt. 421,
10:2,17:1 , 26:3 7, Mk. 1:19,1:29 -31, 3:17, 5:37, 9:2, 9:38, 10:35, 14:33, Lu . 5:10, 6:14, 8:51, 9:28, 9:49,

9:54 -55, et al) . Yet, none of this info rmation about John can be lea rned from the
gospel that popular opinion says was w ritten by the Apos tle John.

As will be shown in  this study, the only de tail thatis reportedin the fourth
gospel that is spe cific to John is a notation th a tthefisons o f Zebedee 0O
present wi th some fellow dis ciples at an event thatis men tioned at the end of the
book. Howe ver, sin ce John is never named in this gospel, a pe rson would have to
know befo rehand from ano ther sou rce that John was a son of Zebedee in 0 rder
to know that thephra s ethefisons of Ze b e d e ederred/ te dohn.

Thus, it turns out that the least help ful of the four gospels when it comes
to learning fa cts abo ut the Apos tle John and the things that he wi tnessed, said,
and did du ring the minis try of Jesus, is the one that men de cided to call The
Gospel of Joh n!

Gospe |OfJohnOr Not.com 6
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Chap ter1 1T THE TRUTH MATTERS

The Gospel ofth@® di sciple whom Jesus | ovedo

The God -inspired writer of our fou rth gospel was careful never to iden tify
himse If by name. Sin ce he de libera tely concealed his iden tity, then pe rhaps it is
not w ise to ign ore his e fforts in this regard and un critically a ccept the idea that
this a uthor was the Apos tle John, the b rother of James, son o f Zebedee . Should
we not ask why God 6 s iredsguihor used cryptic phrases like fithe dis ciple
whom Jesus loved 0 to refer to himse If? Why did nd he ju st use his n ame? Paul
was named repeatedly in his books, and John gave his name five times in the
Book of Revela tion.

Ins tead of simply iden tifying himse If by name, this a uthor cloaked himse If
in a veil of anonymi ty. Sin ce God did not lead this gospel a uthor to iden tify
himse If as John , should we be qui ck to follow those who tell us that he was the
Apostle John ? Non -Bible hea rsay can be wrong. So, why would nG@ we wa nt to see
if this belief lines up  with scripture 1 especially conside ring the fact that the
aut hor of this gospel went to greatleng ths to hide hisiden tity?

Thisis not to suggest that the iden tity of this a uthor cannot be de termined.
There is a person who does fit all that the Bible reveals a bout this author.
Several passages in his gospel, like 20:5 and 21:21, indi cate that this a uthor was
a male. Establishing his iden tity, however, takes a bit mo re effort. Therefore,
this study will seek to examine eve rything that the Bible can tell us abo ut this
individual. We will sea rch the scriptures for the answer to the ques tion that the
authord s Ifsdescription poses to the readers of his gospel : Who was fithe
disciple whom Jesus love do?

The Inteqgrityof the Bible

The content of the fou rth gospel is true. This is not what is in ques tion.
Nothing p resented he rein casts any doubt wha tsoever on the legi timacy of this
gospel as inspi red scripture ori ts rightful in clusionin the New Tes tament. No one
should think that this study in any way challenges the words of God 6 s ireds p i
writers or the accuracy of s cripture. Any su ch innuendo would plainly be a
flagrant dis tortion of what is dis cussed in this book.

A firm reliance on the inspi red word of God does not p rohibit the
guestioning of the traditions of men. Jesus himse If was qui te willing to challenge
religious teachings that we re based on an e rroneous unde rstanding of the
scriptures. It is not imp roper for us to ques tion teachings or traditions, even
wid ely a ccepted ones, if we dis cover eviden ce that sugges ts that some thing is
amiss. If you love Jesus, thenyoulove the truth. Asea rchfor truth, utilizing only
the eviden ce contained in God 6 s rd,ds whatyou will  find in this s tudy.

7 Gospe |OfJohnOr Not.com
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Jury Duty

Asyou readon,a ctasifyoua reonaju ry and that the Bible is Exhibit A.
Your job is to weigh the testimony of s cripture thatis quo ted he rein and de cide
whether or not this eviden ce is able to meet the burden of p roof in two cases,
both involving the iden tity of ikhe disci pl e whom Jesus ré bthe end o0 . Y o
who will render the ve rdictin these ma tters,soitisup toyou to prayerfully seek
the truth and conside r the eviden ce without p rejudi ce.

In the first case, this study will seek to prove beyond a reasonable doubt
that the Apos tle John was not fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 .Although beyond
a reasonable doubt is a very high s tandard, the bibli cal eviden ce presented in
this case should be s ufficient to meet this standard, in your judgment. The fa cts
will p rove that the Apos tle John and this unnamed a uthor were two di fferent
individuals.

The se cond case seeks to prove theiden tity of this he retofore misiden tified
disciple, but only to a preponderan ce of the eviden ce. (This simply means the
greater weight of eviden ce, enough to Gip thesca |l e s 6o poowve that some thing
is mo re likely true than not true.) B ut, he re too, itisup toyou to decide if the
eviden ce offered on this pointis s ufficient.

Justt he Facts and Jus t the Bi ble

As was s tated earlier, the writer of this gospel a lways described himse If
with phrases that avoided di rectly dis closing his iden tity. When one takes no te of
this, then me re dogma tic asse rtions regarding this authordo s itityemil likely
sound less convin cing than they would have o therwise sounded, given that his
identity was the very thing that God saw fit to have him conceal. However, as
you will soon see, the scriptures can reveal aswellas conceal.

Those new to the Bible may be unawa re that thi s gos pereddauthorns pi
did not en title hiswo rk, The Gospel of John . That title (like the chapter and ve rse
divisions) was not in the author® original text. It was added to his book by
others. And that title was clea rly not a p roduct of the inspi red author, for t he
aut hor su rely did not p roclaim his nam e in a title, since the cumbe rsome terms
that the author used to refer to himself in the gospel plainly indi cate that he
intended to conceal hisiden tity.

All scripture is inspi red by God, b ut hea rsay tradition is not. So, this study
will not cite non -Bible sou rces like the opinions of s cholars, or commen ts
attributed to this-or-that pe rson in th e éhedahurch, or the writings of men
from the presentor the past. Mandés wisdom i s pnom-BibleGodOos
sources ought to be viewed in light of s cripture, and not the other way a round .
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Therefore, only s cripture, and the logi cal results of comparing scripture with
scripture, will be o ffered as eviden ce in this book .

Verify T According to the Scriptures

Acts 17:11 tells us that the Bereans fiwere more noble than those in
Thessaloni ca, in that they received the wo rd with all readiness of mind, and
searched the scriptures daily, whe ther those things we re s o0o0. Acar bew e
diligentin seeking the truth by testing eve ryidea against the w ord of God.

If we read a book or hear a  teaching, then we can subje ct those ideas to
bibli cal scrutiny, in line with the ins tructi o n ,rovéigl thi n g@®Hh0s521) . It was
Paul who taught the Bereans; and even though he was an apos tle, they still
i s ecled the scripture s ® and they we re praised for doing so! The refore, it is
fair to hold ou r teachers to the same s tandard. We can be just as conscientious
in our pursuit of truth be cause we can use the Bible to test our belie fs and the
ideas thatare presented to us.

Christians have no thing to fear from the truth. But since new ideas
challenge tradition, they a re often mo cked or simply dismissed. However, unless
man has dis covered all of the truth in the Bible, then we should always be open
to the possibili ty that God may, at times, have some thing new to teach us.

The Truthls Ou r Goal

God surely knew that inspi ring this author to refer to himse If as fithe
disciple whom Jesus loved 0 wo wdusk some to wonder abo ut his iden tity. So,
letd s | to th& Bible to seeifwe can ascertain who thisanon ymous a uthor was.
In seeking to answer this ques tion, do not just assume that you can trust the
opinion of o thers mo re than your own. Popular opinion can be wrong. Even if
0 e vybodybOthinks that some thing is true, that does nd make it IGtbe.
scholars said that the earth is flat, and ridiculed anyone who da red to ques tion
th e i rccepted truthé they would neve rtheless be wrong.

Letd s f othelerpample of the Bereans. They did né just take Pauld s rd o
forit. They sea rched the scriptures i and we should do likewise when we a re told
that fthe dis ciple whom Jesusloved 0 was .John

The in credible thing is that there 6s not a rseithagwoeld juse tify
teaching thatidea! Inspi te of this, commen taries and teachers will h abitually say
th a tJohihwas the belove d di s c japd €éy state this asifitwe re biblical . In
reality, however, all such assertions amount to opinion being mis takenly sold as
fact. In this study you will see for you rself what happens when  the John tradition
isput to the testof scripture.
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Commen taries or o ther books can be help ful, espe cially when they
highlight de tails that we might o therwise miss. B ut we need to test the
statemen ts they make. And you should treat this text likewise. Ca refully evalua te
the two cases that are presented in this study and ve rify each scripture
reference. The ve rses that are needed for this study are quoted herein, b ut
looking them up will enable you to confirm the eviden ce inits context. By doing
so, you will be bu ilt up in confidence and competence when it comes to
discussing the topic of this study, as you also be come mo re grounded in God 6 s
word. Also, Proverbs 3:5 -6 says, fiTrustin the LorD with all thine hea rt; and lean
not un to thine own unde rstanding. Inall thy ways a cknowledge him, and he shall
direct thy path s 0 o, ra3her than cling to our unde rstanding of things, we should
trustin the LorD and follow whereverthe truthinhiswo rd takesus .

Bible References and Quo tes

This study will quo te only the Holy Bible , as p reviously no ted. Yet, the
wording in your Bible may va ry on some of these quo tes, since there are many
different ve rsions of the Bible . Still, no ma tter whi ch Bible version you use, you
will be able to verify the accuracy and context of eve ry passage cited. The
differences in wo rding be tween Bible versions wo nd alter the ve rdict that is
demanded by the eviden ce.

All of the quo tesin this study a re taken from the King James Ve rsion (KJV).
While the KJV can be challenging at times, it remains the most widely held Bible

version, so it will be the one quoted. Thus, you will find some wo rds that appear
to be misspell ed, | i keendts hrersvtreutiare thad fresuls of exa ctly
quoting the KJV. (He rein the marks o wi | Iresebved solely for di rect

guotations of s cripture. Also, for clarification, ten Greek terms have been
included from the Interlinear G reek-English New Te stame nt, published by Baker
Book House, 1981.)

A Wo rthwhile Pu rsuit and a Helping Hand

Rather than dive in to Go d 6rsl tonsee if the John idea is true or not,
some try to dodge theissue by asking: dVhat d ifference does it make? 6 Well, for
starters, if the Johnideais n@ true, then p romoting it unde rcuts the authority of
scripture (just like eve ry false idea that men as cribe to Go d orsl). Invfa ct, it
will be sho wn that the John tradition a ctually makes s cripture contradict itself,
which the truth cannotdo. Amo rein-depth answer to this ques tion follows la ter;
but for now, letit  suffice that Jesus indicated that the truth m atters (Fourth gospel
8:32 , 14:6, 17:17, 18:37, et al. ). Proverbs 2:3 -5 indi cates that the pursuit of knowledge
is a wo rthwhile en deavor and the sou rce that we should look to is sugges ted in
the next verse i i Fothe LorD giveth wisdom: o ut of his mo uth cometh
knowledge and unde rsta nd i nrPg2®) .

Gospe |OfJohnOr Not.com 10



Gospel of John or no t? A Bible s tudy on the beloved dis ciple

Still, thisis nota task that one needs to take on alone. The Holy Spi rit was
cal | dalek Sgiritof truth ¢ wh e n tdlé sha dis ciples, fihe will guide you in to
all truth O(Fourth gospel 16:13 ). And, Jesus said that the Father woul dhefgy v e
Spirit to them th at a s k (uhi:ispa So, we should ask  the Father for help, if
we wa nt the Spirit to guide our s tudy of s cripture.

ifrom heaven, orof men ?0

Truth i s not a minor i ssue. Wh eomethaiato she s ai d,
Father,but by me o, h ethedcondextsobidemn ntifying himse If as fi he truth o
(Fourth gospel 14:6) . He al so sisa Spirit: and otbdey that wo rship him must
worship him in spiritand in truth OFourth gospel 4:24) . So, clearly, Atuth o i s not a
optional item or aondarg @ rtar. Furthermore, scripture encourages
speaking the truth (pr. 12:17 & 19, Zec. 8:16, Eph. 4:15 & 25) , ties san ctification and
growth to truth (Fourth gospel 17:17 & 19, Eph. 4:15, 2Th. 2:13, Jam. 1:18, 1Pt. 1:22) , links the

armor of God and fruit of the spirit to truth (Eph. 5.9 & 6:14) , and Psalm 145:18
says, fi he LORD is nigh un to all them that call upon him, to all that call upon him
in truth o Ifa relationship with Godis to be fruitful, respectfor truth seemsvi tal.

Those who seek the truth would do well to note the test of a uthority that
we see used by Jesu s. When the religious leade rs challenged his a uthority, Jesus
pointed to o neodrxeas alutmus testin this regard when he confronted them
with a ques tion abo ut John the Bap tist, fiThe bap tism of John, was it from
heaven, or of men 7?0 (Lu. 20:4) . Of course, ifitwas fAfro m h e a vtleen ldis sou rce
was God. So, in o rder to avoid fa cing the truth, they had to dodge the issue
(since they had refused to believe John (cf. Lu. 20:5 -7), and sin ce John had testified
of Jesus) . And, the test that Jesus posed he re can also be applied to the John
idea: Was it from heaven, or of men ? Keep this in mind as you weigh the wo rds
of scripture herein. Many do n@ take time to consider the sou rce, b ut this simple
test can help to keep us focused on the fact that Go drwgs tmubh and it
deserves our respect. We will revisit this test later, and at that time, we will
consider how the truthis oftenused by God toprove whatisin the hea rtof man.
Those who love God will accept the authority of Go dd@sisswes where its
truth challenges their belief.

The Authorityof God 6 srd Wo

Jesus said, fiHe that is of God hea reth Go d 6rslsO @ rth gospel 8:47) . SO,
the wo rds of s cripture should be enough to move us to stand with the truth.
When the wo rd of God corrects us, we ought to be humble enough  to admit that
we we re wrong, b ut clearly not all willdoso . Proverbs 1:29 -30 tells of those who
fihated knowledge, and did not choose the fear of the L orD: They would none of
my counsel: they despised allmy  reproofo . And s ometilpespopdi @ thss
way to Go d ord today. Sadly, the reaction to truthin our day is far  too often
just like the response that the LoORD described in Je remiah 19:15, fthey have
hardened their ne cks, that they might not hear my wo rds. o
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flt is better to trustin the LorD than to put confidence i n rra m&s) .
So, unlike those who try todefend the Johnideabyu rging people to relyonnon -
Bible sou rces, this wo rk will quo te the Bible only. That way, the authority of

Go d 06 srd wam provide the boldness needed to stand corrected and witness to
the truth, evenin the fa ce of ridicule from those who a re wedded to tradition and
dond want to admit that their trust in non -Bible sou rces was mispla ced. fiThe
fear of man b ringeth a sna re: b ut whoso p utteth his trustin the LorD shall be
s af er®@a2s) .

Chap ter2 1 THE DISCIPLE WHOM JESUS LOVED:
WHAT DOES THE BIBLE SAY?

fthedisci pl e whom Jesus | ovedo

The fou rth gospel was written by fthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 (Fourth
gospel 21:20 & 24) . This was how the author referred to himse If, along wi th the
i bher dis ci p | Btlde,o ther dis ciple, whom Jesus loved 0 , tc.eand his use of these
anonymous terms should p rompt us to ask ques tions, such as: Other than wh 0?
(Note: this author is never iden tified as a n flapostleo . Just saying this was John
does not make it true, and it is a logi cal falla cy to assume that the majo rity 6 s
opinion must be  right . So, we should lets cripture be the standard by whi ch truth
is judged whenit comes to the iden tity of this a uthor.

The phrase fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved o0 i gable for several reasons,
but primarily be cause it means that his relationship wi th Jesus was unique. He is
set apa rt from the rest of the dis ciples of Jesus as fithe disci pl ed ( stihatgul ar
has the dis tinction of being iden tifiedas the one whom AJesus | ovedo.

If you met a m an who referred to himse If as dhe one my mo ther
love dd you would su rely wonder why he did so. This ph rase sugges ts a distinctive
relationshi p; and, if it is true, it would indi cate that his mo ther had a unique
conn ection wi th him. So, when the Bible call s someone fithe dis ciple whom Jesus
loved 0 it should a rrest our a ttention. As the author of the fou rth gospel used this
term to refer to himse If, itis fair to ask: What could have led him todos o? Since
this phrase dis tinguished this author based solely on the unique regard that
Jesus had for hi m, should we not wonder why Goddad toskothe time to
highlight Jesus o6relationship with this a uthor? The designa tion fithe dis ciple whom
Jesus loved 0 fderentiates this dis ciple on the basis of Jesus Orelationship to him.
This is not the same as his love for Jesus . The use of this term means that Je suso
love for this dis ciple is a dis tinguishing fa ctor, or else the phraseiss tripped ofi ts
meaning. Sin ce the Bible emphasizes this relationship, itis logi cal for one to look
for eviden ce of su ch a relationshipinJdesus 6 | i f e. This is what we
begin by delving in  to eve ry passage that men tions this unnamed dis ciple, so that
we canget toknowhimali ttlebetter.
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The i bherdis ci p | ¢ the Fou rth Gospel

The author first di fferentiated himse If from the rest of the dis ciples when

he wrote, iNow there was | eaning on Jesus 0 ciples,swhhom one

Jesus | (©owrt@ gogpel 13:23) . Then, when Jesus was being p  ut on trial, this
author said thatPeter andthérdis@ pl ed showed upcgcalledfitbat i
other dis ci p | (€otrth gospel 18:15 & 16) . [The literal G reek he re reads, fithe other
disci pl e 0 i nandli@he didcipleothero i n 18: 16

Following this, when Jesus was on the cross, the author wrote that Jesus
Aisaw hither ando the dis ciple standing by, whom he loved 0 ;this is the one
who the author also called fithe dis cipled a fithdat dis ci p | (BoWth gospel 19:26 & 27 ).
The author then wove together his terms and used fithe other dis ciple, whom
Jesus loved 0 , a | oth githatvo ther dis ciple 0 fithe other dis cipleo , afihat
other dis ciple whi ch came first to the sepul chre 6 rieqounting his expe riences on
resurrection mo rning (Fourth gospel 20:2,3,4 & 8)

This dis ciple was last men tioned when the author wrote abo ut seven
disciples who wen t fishing toge ther. We a re told that Jesus visi ted them, and
fithat dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 wale first to recognize Jesus (Fourth gospel
21:7) . Afew ve rses later he was also called fthe dis ciple whom Jesusloved 6 and
was confirmed that he was the one fiwhich also leaned on his b reast at supper
and said, Lo rd, whi chis he that be traye th thee ?0 (Fourth gospel 21:20) .

The terms Ahi mdithi s mdme ¢, fahatddisci pl e oe nenet used to
refer to him (Fourth gospel 21:21 -23). The author then wrote, fiThis is the dis ciple
which testifieth of these things, and wrote these th i n g(uWth gospel 21:24) . The
context reveals that he is the same one called fithatdisci pl e 0 rse 23, \amd
fithe dis ciple whom Jesusloved 0 i mse2(e.

The p recedin g references show that fithe other dis ciple, whom Jesus loved 0
was the most revealing way that this author referred to himse If. If the Bible
refers to someone as fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 ,isnd it rational to think
that this pe rson would have played a n impo rtant pa rt in Jesus 0 ifel? Given the
unigueness of this designa tion, we ought to expe ct that th i s thér ais ciple 0
would have had a pe rceptible role in the life of Jesus . Moreover, he absol utely

must have in teracted with Jesus at some poin t prior to the Last Suppe r.

Admi ttedly, these references do let us know that this a uthor was p resent
at no table momen ts of Jesus 6 mitny:ihis last Passover , the crucifixion, and the
vacant tomb on resurrection mo rning. B ut read ea ch of the following passages,
and then carefully consider them together. W hatis missing?

13 Gospe |OfJohnOrNot.com

S

C

al



The Dis ciple Whom Jesus Loved 1 author of the fou rth gospel

AlLookatthe Scriptures

Fourth gospel 13:21 -28 (with Jesus at the supper )

Fourth gospel 18:12 -18 (with Jesus at his trial)

Fourth gospel 19:25 -27 (with Jesus at the cross)

Fourth gospe | 20:1 -10 (first man at Jesus Otomb & first to believe )
Fourth gospe | 21:2 -24 (first toiden tify Jesus & author of this gospel )

For your convenien ce, each of these passages is reprinted here with bold
typefa ce highligh ting all of the references to fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 .

13:21 -28: fWhen Jesus had thus said, he was troubled in spi rit, and testified,
and said, Ve rily, ve rily, | say un toyou, thatone of you shall be tray me. Then the
disciples looked one on ano ther, doub ting of whom he spake. No w there was

l eani ng on Jemad s dscpleso m , whom Jesus loved . Simon Pe ter
therefore be ckoned to him , that he should ask who it should be of whom he

spake. He then | yi ng o nredse saith Gntdhim, Lo rd, who is i t? Jesus
answe red, He i t is, to whom I shall give a sop, when | have dipped it. And when

he had dipped the sop, he gave it to Judas Is cariot, the son of Simon. And a fter
the sop Sa tan entered into him. Then said Jesus unto him, That thou doest, do
quickly. Now no man at  the table knew for whatin  tent he spake thisunto hi m. 0

18:12 -18: fiThen the band and the captain and o fficers of the Jews took Jesus ,
and bound him, And led him away to Annas first; for he was fa ther in law to
Caiaphas, whi ch was the high p riest that same year. Now Caiaphas was he,
which gave counsel to the Jews, that it was expedient  that one man should die
for the people. And Simon Pe ter followed Jesus , and so did ano ther disciple

t hat disciple was known un to the high p riest, and went in wi th Jesus into the
palace of the high p riest. But Peter stood at the door wi thout. Then went o ut
that o ther dis ciple , whi ch was known un to the high p riest, and spake un to her
that kept the door, and b rought in Pe ter. Then sai th the damsel that kept the
door un to Peter, Artnot thoualso one of thi s ma nciples ?dHe si th, | am not.
And the servants and o fficers stood there, who had made a fire of coals; for it
was cold: and they wa rmed themselves: and Pe ter stood wi th them, and wa rmed
himse If. 0

19:25 -27: fiNow there stood by the cross of Jesus his mo ther, and his mo therd s
sister, Mary the wife of Cleophas, and Ma ry Magdalen e. When Jesus therefore
saw his mo ther, and the disciple s tanding by, whom he loved , he sai thunto
his mo ther, Woman, behold thy son! Then sai th he to the disciple , Behold thy
mother! And from that hour that disciple took herun to his own home. 0

20:1 -10: fAThe first day of the week cometh Mary Magdalene ea rly, when it was

yet da rk, un to the sepul chre, and see th the stone taken away from the
sepul chre. Then she runneth, and cometh to Simon Pe ter, and to the o ther
disciple , whom Jesus loved , and sai th unto them, They have taken away the
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Lord out of the sepul chre, and we know not whe re they have laid him. Pe ter
therefore went fo rth, and that other disciple , and came to the sepul chre. So
they ran bo th together: and the o ther disciple did o utrun Peter, and came first
to the sepul chre. And he stooping down, and look ing in, saw the linen clothes
lying; yetwent  he notin. Then cometh Simon Pe ter following him , and wentin to
the sepul chre, and see th the linen clothes lie, And the napkin, thatwas abo ut his
head, not lying wi  th the linen clothes, b ut wrapped togetherin a pla ce by i tself.
Then went in also that o ther disciple , which came first to the sepulch re,
and he saw, and believed. For as yet they knew not the scripture, that he must

rise again from the dead. Then the dis ciples went away again un to their own
home. o

21:2 -24: fiThere were together Simon Pe ter, and Thomas called Di dymus, and
Nathanael of Cana in Galilee, and the sons of Zebedee , and two other of his
disciples. Simon Pe ter saith unto them, | go a fishing. They say un to him, We
also go wi th thee. They went fo rth, and en tered into a ship immedia tely; and
that nigh t they caught no thing. B ut when the mo rning was now come, Jesus
stood on the shore: b ut the dis ciples knew not that it was Jesus. Then Jesus
saith un to them, Child ren, have ye any mea t? They answe red him, No. And he
said un to them, Cast the net on the right side of the ship, and ye shall  find. They
cast therefore, and now they we re notable todraw it for the mul titude of fishes.
Therefore that disciple whom Jesus loved saith un to Peter, Itis the Lord. Now
when Simon Pe ter hea rd that it was the Lord, he gi rt his fisheré <oat unto him ,
(for he was naked,) and did cast himse If into the sea. And the other dis ciples
cameinali ttle ship; (for theywe re notfar fromland,b utasitwe re two hund red
cubits,) dragging the net wi th fishes. As soon then as they we re come to land,
they saw a fire of coals there, and fish laid thereon, and b read. Jesus saith unto
them, B ring of the fish whi ch ye have now caught. Simon Pe ter went up, and
drew the net toland full of g reat fishes, an hund red and fifty and three: and fo r
all there were so many, yet was not the net b roken. Jesus saith unto them,
Come and dine. And none of the dis ciples durst ask him, Who a rt thou? knowing
thatitwas the Lord. Jesus then cometh, and taketh bread, and give th them, and
fish likewise. This is now the third time that Jesus shewed himse If to his
disciples, after that he was risen from the dead. So when they had dined, Jesus
saith to Simon Pe ter, Simon, son of Jonas, lovest thou me mo re than these? He
saith un to him, Yea, Lo rd; thou knowest thatllove thee.He sai thun to him, Feed
my lambs. He sai th to him again the second time, Simon, son of Jonas, lovest
thou me? He s aith unto him, Yea, Lo rd; thou knowest that|love thee. He sai th
unto him, Feed my sheep. He sai  thunto him the third time, Simon, son of Jonas,
lovest thou me? Pe ter was g rieved be cause he said un to him the third time,
Lovest thou me? And he said un to him, Lord, thou knowest all things; thou
knowest that | love thee. Jesus saith unto him , Feed my sheep. Ve rily, ve rily, |
say unto thee, When thou wast young, thou girdedst thyself, and walkedst
whither thou wouldest: b ut when thou shal t be old, thou shalt s tretch forth thy
hands, and ano ther shall gi rd thee, and carry thee whither thou wouldest not.
This spake he, signi fying by what dea th he should glo rify God. And when he had
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spoken this, he sai th unto him, Follow me. Then Pe ter, turning abo ut, see th the

disciple whom Jesus loved following; whi ch also leaned on his b reast at
supper , and said, Lo rd, whi ch is he that be traye th thee? Peter seeing him saith
to Jesus, Lord, and what shall this man do? Jesus sai th unto him, If | will  that

he tarry tilll come, what is that to thee? follow thou me. Then went this saying
abroad among the brethren, that thatdisciple  should not die: yet Jesus said not
unto him, He shall not die; b ut, If  will that he tarry tilll come, what is that to
thee? Thisis the disciple which testifieth of these things , and w rote these
things: and we know  that his testimonyis true . 0

A Latecomer?

The most unusual thing abo ut the author is that he seems to appear
unex pectedly from o ut of no where. It should a rrest our a ttention when we first
find o ut that there is no men tion of anyone called fithe dis ciple whom Jesus
loved 0 ripr to chapter 13 of the fou rth gospel . This pe rs o n Bissory with Jesus is
missing! Why?

The ve ry first time that we read abo ut this one unnamed disciple
whom AJesusol osedtdIJeasts Pa@s bthatevent, the rest of
the dis ciples worried that they might be the be trayer and Pe ter even tually u rged
the one whom A Joecsasksleslisavhioe dhe be trayer would be.) Befo re this
episode, we do not find the terms fher dis cipled dirhe dis ciple whom Jesus
loved 0 ithe fourth gospel. What can account for this? It does not make sense
that someone could suddenly appea r on the scene du ring the last days of Jesus 0
earthly minis try and just ins tantly be come fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 . The
fi bher disci pl e o h a dcial arelasognship with Jesus and that deg ree of
friendship does n ot materialize o ut of thin ar. So why do the scriptural
references to this unnamed dis ciple seem to begin on the day befo re Jesus is
killed? The ques tions geteven mo re curious.

The terms fthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 , therodis cipled , tc.eappear in
only five passages of scripture (those being the ones quo ted above). Why?
Surely someone who was close enough to Jesus to be fithe dis ciple whom Jesus
loved 6 h dodchave beenin teracting wi th Jesus before that last Passover . Yet, we
find no p rior me ntion of an unnampldwhdnd Jesus loved 0 ithe book
that he himse If wrote. So whe re should we look?

Erased from the Bible?

The bad news is that no o ther books of the Bible contain any reference to
any pe rson called fthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 . You wind this phmase
outside of thisauthor6 s o wn .gAs ameetlter of fa ct, the other gospel writers
avoided mentioning the presence of thi sthérdiscipleo even when we kno
certain thathewasp resent!
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For example, all four gospels no te that Pe ter followed Jesus in to the pala ce
of the highp rieston the ni ght ofrest) Bug ihe dirstathree gospels totally
ignore the i ther disciple 0 who was there and who got Pe ter through the door.
Since no one else is men tioned int hose a ccounts, someone reading one or all of
those reports might think it safe to assume that Peter was a lone when this
occurred. Wrong! We know that Peter and th e theo dis cipleo both followed
Jesus that nigh t (Fourth gospel 18:15 -16). But there is no men tion of thi s thdéro
disci pl e o tthew 26458 , Mark 14:54, or Luke 22:54 -55, all of whi ch tell only
of Peter6s f ol | owi nthat dighstuWhy wauld the writers of those gospels
purposely omit the presence of th e theodis cipled ?

Why would fithe dis ciple whom Jesusloved 0 get no v tieniolbtlsiee me n
of his own gospel ? He was ve ry close to Jesus and played a role du ring several of
the weigh tiest m oments o f Jesus 0 Ithefaauthor Hbe oneva sthe four
gospels.Yet, i f we di dndédt have his gds&npowdbo wdéesuvdul d
unique relationship wi  th him; nor would we have any way to know that
he even exis ted! Doesnd this seems trange to you?

The fa ct that the other gospels never refer tothe one whom 0 Joesus
A oher dis ci p | etao.,is signi ficant . Youodl Ithas thd rs théredis cipled wa s
set apa rt from the rest of the dis ciples in a ve ry spe cial way by the actions of
Jesus i a key pie ce of eviden ce thatwill helpus toiden tify him.

A Few Mo re Ques tions Befo re the Answe rs

This uniden tified disciple did nG@ just suddenly pop up on the day befo re
Jesus was killed. So then, why does it appear thiswayins cripture? Why did fithe
disciple whom Jesus loved 0 write his gospelinsu ch away thathe seems to come
from o ut of no where? The s criptures suggest a reason, one that will also help to
prove theauthoré s itithe n

What can we lea rn from the fact that the first men tion of this unnamed
disci pl e d oeugrurdtil chapter 13 of the fou rth gospel? Why did the author
of the fou rth gospel choose that point in his own gospel na rrative to s tart
referring to himsel f?

Chapter 13 tellsusalotabo utJesusé6 | ast P huisdpesaat explain
either the timing of , or the reason for, the sudden appearan ce of the one whom
AJesus ol diNSahkre is a signi ficant event recorded in the Bible that does
help to answe r each of the foregoing ques tions, and that event o ccurred just
prior to that same Passover . We will focus on that episode a little bit la ter. First,
though, le t6 sake a closer look at the Apos tle John .
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Chap ter 3 T THE EVIDENCE PRO & CON:
WAS JOHN THE BELOVED DISCIPLE?

The Testimony of S cripture Rega rding John

There is no eviden ce that John ever claimed to be the author of the fou rth
gospel, so the fact that it came to bear his name was not his fau It. That was
caused by o thers erroneously a ttributing it to him. Ce rtainly the Apos tle John
cand be blamed for the mis takes of o thers, and he obviously is not available to
testify on this issue. But thankfully God 0 s rd baspreservedabody of clearand
convin cing eviden ce thatis able toset the recordstraightin thisins tance.

Let us begin by looking to see what the Bible reveals abo ut John, the
brother of James and son of Zebedee . We will contrast this wi th what it says
about f he dis ciple whom Jesu s loved 0 . As wtéme dmal again you will see
that the eviden ce indi cates that John and fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 wee
two di fferent people.

We 61 | be anal ydata abg utdithd des cipleowthom Jesusloved 0 a's
go through this process. You will also be lea rning many of the facts that are
needed to establish the true iden tity of thi sthérdisci pl e 0 take tiaetime
tolearn exa ctly how the eviden ce cléars 6 J.o hn

How Hum ble Was the Apos tle John?

The belief that the Apos tle John was the author of the fou rth gospel is
frequen tly defended wi th this ex cu s e Johnddid nd identify himse If as the a uthor
because hewan ted t o b e hls this Feasor@able?

John named himse If five times in the Book of Revela tion. Was thata mo re
prideful or less humble thing to do? Su rely not. B ut this cont rast does argue
against the idea that the same man als o wrote the fourth gospel i J o h n 6 stity
was repeatedly no ted in the Book of Revela tion, while in the fou rth gospel the
iden tity of the authorwas repeatedly obs cured.

Moreover, fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved o0 inst the most humble -
sounding se If-description. If it we re notpa rtofs cripture, theauthoré s u sthis
designa tion might a ctually seem to be qui te immodes t. Would nd it have been
more humble for this author simply to have used his name, as opposed to
identifying himse If by repeatedly referring to the fact that Jesus loved him ?
Those who want to attribute this gospel to John will be ha rd pressed to answer
this ques tion. (B ut, it turns out that the bibli cal record sugges ts that the actual
author had ave rygood reason to avoididen tifying himse If by name.)

Gospe |OfJohnOr Not.com 18

of



Gospel of John or no t? A Bible s tudy on the beloved dis ciple

The no tion that humili ty was the reason that John did not use his name has
other sho rtcomings. Consider what  the Bible tells us abo ut John and his b rother.
Jesus named them fiThe sons of thunde ro (vk. 3:17 ). We are told that they sought
power to call fire down from heaven to consume people (Lu. 954 ). They also
proposed that they should be the ones si tting on the right hand and le ft hand of
Jesus in his kingdom  (mk. 10:35 -41). Does that sound like humi lity? Their fellow
apostles did not seem to think s o, for it goes on  to say, fiwhen the ten heard it
they began to be mu ch displeased wi th James and John 0 (mk. 10:41 ). Clearly, it was
not humbleness on  the part of John and his b rother that caused this indigna tion
among the remainder of fithe twelveo ! tRegitwasala ck thereof.

Of course, this does not mean that John was never humble. B ut the
foregoing fa cts were brought up me rely to show that the Bible doesnd give us
any reason to believe that John was unusually humble. P rior to the day of
Pentecost at least, it seems that humili ty was not John 6 strosg point. And while
the presence of the Holy S pirit after Pentecost naturally would have led the
apostles to be mo re humble , that does not pe rmit us to assume unfounded
actions on the partof John oranyo ther apos tle or disciple.

John was named five timesin the Book of Revelation and some of the other
writers of s cripture named themselves in their books, b ut that does not mean
that those men we re not humble. In addi  tion, no thing in s cripture indi cates that
the Apos tle John had a reason to, or ever tried to, conceal his iden tity. So, the
excuse that says dhe author of fou rth gospel was referred to as fithe dis ciple
whom Jesus loved 0 | u scausehlehn wan ted to be hu tubnk et to have
absol utely no scriptural suppo rt whatsoever.

A Glaring Ove rsight?

A simple truth can some times go unno ticed, b ut when we realize it or when
it is poin ted out to us, then we wonder how we could have missed it. Consider,
for example, the other books of the Bible that are usually attributed to the
Apostle John . Guess what is missing  from all of them? None of those books ever
call the Apos tle John fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved o ! tMer idoes any o ther
book in the Bible. B utif, as the tradition of men claims, the Apos tle John wrote
the gos pel that bea rs his name, then what can explain  this gla ring contrast?

Those who claim that the Apos tle John wrote the fou rth gospel la ck a
plausible explana tion as to why the iden tifying term fAJesus loved 0 a mhik key
relationship we re never asso ciated with John by any w riter of s cripture.
Moreover, those who believe that bo th the fou rth gospel and the Book of
Revelation we re written by the Apos tle John cannot explain why he named
himself in one book and not the o ther. Then again, it might just be that John was
not called the one whom fJesus loved 0 gwhere in s cripture simply be cause
John was not fithe dis ciple whom Jesu s loved 0. So, pe rhaps th i s thér dis ciple 0
was someone else, someone other than fithe twelve 0 .
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Why Include John butEx clude the One Whom AJesus | oved

The other gospels treat Joh n and i he dis ciple whom Jesus love do wye
differently. John and his b rother upset the rest of the apos tles on at least one
occasion (Mk. 10:41 ). Yet the other gospel writers had no p roblem in cluding John.
Excluding references to John the Bap tist, John was named a total of twenty times
in their gospels. (He was referred to only on ce in the fou rth gospel, and we will
consider this later.)

The other gospels talk of Jesus taking aside fPeter and James and John 0
(Mt. 17:1 , Mk. 14:33 , Lu. 8:51 ,etal) , and ea ch men tions o ther things abo ut John. Time
and again the first three gospels no te John 6 s regence and/or his a ctions at
various even ts, so the writers of these gospels were more than wiling to talk
aboutJohndés i nvol vemedt mitny.iBditethars is some thing in credibly
peculiar abo ut this. Do you see the problem that this p resents?

The other three gospel writers never refer to fithe dis ciple whom Jesus
loved 0 ,th e theo dis cipled , tc.eAs was no ted earlier, they do not men tion him
even when we know that he was p resent (e, Fou rth gospel 18:15 -16 as contrasted
with Mt. 26:58 , Mk. 14:54, & Lu. 22:54 -55). So, while the other gospel writers do men tion
John, fthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved O kcamspi cuous by his absen ce from their
books. If h e was John, then this in consistent treatment p resents a p roblem. Did
the other three gospel writers freely men tion John, except for all those times
when the fourth gospel happens to men tion fithe disciple whom Jesus loved 0 the
Abher di s ctc?pHove could ehey have known when  to leave him o ut? Even if
they had a copy of the fou rth gospel to know when it referred to that unnamed
disciple, it does nG make sense that th ey 6 d ctayl omit him if he was John.
However , if they knew him and John to be two different people, then this
dissimilar treatmentis unde rstandable.

Also, Ma tthew 27:56 tells us that fithe mo ther of Zebede e ® childrend was
present when Je sus die d (but never men tions her son John). Yet fithe dis ciple
whom Jesus wasoatdhkdocross. So, those who say that he was John a re
forced to believe that this author felt that the presence o f J o htined was mo
worthy of men tion but her son the Apo stle should be le ft out of the same
account. Is that reasonable? In Ma tthew 20:20, fithe mother of Zebede:
childre n o0, was dibned B utetimere, the authorin cluded iher sonso (Jo
and James) and their conve rsation wi th Jesus (Mt 20:20 -24). So, sin ce John was
included wi th his mo ther when this author named her ea rlier, would he have
named her while igno ring John (inhisa ccount of J éh oM hatl deen
there?

Does the wo rk of the other gospel writers support a conclusion that the
i bher dis ciple, whom Jesusloved 0 and wWeoeithe same pe rson? No, it does
not, and those who claim that John was th i s thdrdis ci p | cammnot explain this
discrepancy.
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The other three gospels omit the one whom fdde,sutlsve Fimv e
many references to John in those gospels . This dis tinct treatment sugges ts that
these we re different people, not the same individual. Conve rsely, if they we re
two di fferent people, then it ma kes sense that we would find the gospel writers
treating them di fferently.

The Rela tionship Be tween Jesus and John

It has been taught by some that Jesus hadcirded o ffaples, rs
because the Bible records three times when on ly fPete r and James and
were permitted to accompany Jesus (Mt.17:1 , Mk. 13:3 & 14:33 , Lu. 851 ). These three
occasions we re men tioned b riefly i n the last se ction. No dou bt, being sele cted to
be with Jesus at these momen ts was a p rivilege that Peter, James, and John
enjoyed over the restof the dis ciples.

We need to consider John 6 s clusionin thisso-cal | ed dirclatn,e cduse
this idea has been used by some as a ra tionale for supposing  that John must be
fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 . T h e ythats ehig means that John had a
special relationship wi th Jesus, and this then leads them to presume that the
phrase fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved © i talking abo ut John . This,
unfortunately, is not good logi ¢, norisits criptural. Fi rst, John wasnd alone wi th
Jesus on those three occasions. Thus, if being in cluded in those even ts does
i mpl y ancire¢li erélagionship, then thatis also true for Pe ter and James . In
any case, no thing sugges tsth at J orélationship wi th Jesus p ut himina class
above Pe ter and James, or that J orlelat@rsship wi th Jesus was o therwise
unique among the apos tles.

Jesus did choose Peter and John to prepare his last Passover  (Lu. 22:8 ).
However, this one ve rse is not enough to jus tify teaching that Pe ter and John
were the two closest dis ciples of Jesus. Regardless, many do think that Jesus 6
two closest dis ciples we re Peter and John, b ut this is be cause theyd v e reay
been taught that fthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 6 was John. This id
pervasive that most do not no tice when circular reasoning is used to argue for
John being fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 01 e.g., 6 &er and John were the
closest ones to Jesus and Peter was n@ fithe other disciple 6 , isrmou st be John .6
While, it is true that Peter wasnd fithe dis ciple whom J esus loved 0 (Fourth gospel
13:23 -24, 20:3 & 21:20 ), this still tells us no thing abo ut John, be cause the whole
argument restson afalse p remise.

While supe rficial a rgumen ts can help to sell theidea thatJohn was the one
whom fiJes udsthe evidea de sugges ts otherwise. Infa ct, there is no bibli cal
reason to assume that this unnamed dis ciple was an apos tle or that he was one
of the three men that joined Jesus on the three occasions that we re dis cussed
above. As you will see, the author called himse If the thesdisci pl ed for a ¢
reason i because he theasthan dithe twel veo.
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Peter Was Foremost Among fithe twel v e 0O

Peter was the first dis ciple who was focused on , Jesus told Peter to feed
his sheep, Jesus called Pe ter blessed, an angel men tioned Pe ter by name on
resurrection mo rning, and it was Pe ter who gave an answer to the mo ckers on
the Day of Pen tecost (Fourth gospel 1:42 & 21:15 -17, Mt. 16:1, Mk. 16:7, Acts 2:14). It is
apparent f rom these and other p assages that Peter was the apos tle who s tood
out among fithe twelve 0 . One wo wtRetertoptand out from the rest of
fithe twelve 0 , chauee that fits with what the scriptures reveal abo ut him. Yet,
this cannot be said when it comes to John. When Jesus was arrested, his
disciples fled vt 26:56 , Mk. 14:50 ). After that, Pe ter at least somehow found the
courage to follow Jesus (Fourth gospel 18:15, Mt. 26:58  , Mk. 14:54 , Lu. 22:54 ), al though his
three denials did begin soon  thereafter.

Among fithe twelved a plesst was not John b ut Peter who had a no table
relationshi p with Jesus in scripture (b ut, as no ted earlier, Pe ter was not fithe
disciple who m Jesus loved 0). Befo re Pentecost John was not singled o ut in this
way in s cripture, and while Jesus did take aside Pe ter, James , and John three
ti me s, J athonsGns thefour gospels do not suggest that he was a cut above
the rest of fithe twelve 6. Conve rsely, the scriptures do im ply that fithe dis ciple
whom Jesus loved 0 was a cut above the rest of the dis ciples, and we will goin to
detail abo ut this la ter. Furthermore, a unique and ve ry close relationship wi th
Jesus is precisely what the term fthe disciple whom Jesus loved 0 i s
acknowledging. Do the three occasions that Pe ter, James and John we re taken
aside by Jesus p rovide a basis to claim that John was the one whom fJesus
loved 0? It would be a huge s tretch to make su ch an assump tion, b ut without it,
the case for John goes nowhe re.

The Behavio r and Cha racter of John

Now we will compare the character of John to what s cripture says abo ut
fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved o ( arendember that we a re talking abo ut the
pre-Pentecost Apostle John) . First, le td €onsider the behavior of John  during one
of the key even tsinJesus® | i f e. Wlwenh toltlkeesGa sden of Ge thsemane,
he spe cifically asked for John 6 s s wutpMadthew 26:37 says Jesus, fitook with
him Pe ter and the two sons of Zebedee and began to be s orrowful and ve ry
heavyd0. Then Jesus teagudst, aiwadch mxptl2eess |, Mk.14:34 ).

Sadly, John and the other two could nd@ even s tay awake for Jesus  while he
spent time in prayer .When Jesus returned and found them sleeping, he made his
dismay clear when he said to Peter, cduld ye notwa tch with me one hou r?0 (mt.
26:40 , Mk. 14:37 ). Jesus left to pray again, and John let him down a se cond time.
When Jesus came ba ck that time, he ffound them asl|l eep (vaza&i,no
Mk.14:40 ). The last time that Jesus went to pray, they fell asleep also  (mt. 26:45 |,
Mk.14:41 ).
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John a cted like his fellow apos tles when things we re calm and the three of
them failed to stay aw ake and wa tch. So, why would he have a  cted di fferently
from them a fter the trouble s tarted? The ensuing trial and crucifixion of Jesus
were very traumatic even ts and, du ring that pe riod, the rest of the apos tles
(ex cluding Judas) would not have been exempt from being g ripped by the same
crushing sense of fear that ul timately led Peter to deny that he even knew Jesus
(Mt. 26:69 -74).

Matthew 26:37 -45 and Mark 14:33 -41 give us a sense of just how mu ch
Peter, James, and John disappoin  ted Jesus in the Garden of Ge thsemane that
night. Jesus knew that Judas had be trayed him, and that he would soon be ki lled.

But Jesus 6 rgent requests were not able to rouse Peter, James, and John to
action. Immedia tely following that se ries of failu res by the three so-called 6 i nner
circled6 a pes,san armed and hos tile mob showed up , seized Jesus, and hauled

him o ff to trial.

If John could not manage to fwatch o as J e s usqueshea dat
Gethsemane, why would we think that John ab ruptly changed and began to act
unlike his fellow apos tles after Jesus was seize d?

There is no reason to believe that John a cted differently from the way the
rest of the apostles acted on that nigh t. But the ther disci pl eo cti d a
differently that nigh t. We know that he  fiwentin wi th Jesus in to the pala ce of the
high p riesto (Fourth gospel 18:15) . And at the cross the following mo rning, s cripture
tells us that Jesus saw fithe disciple standi ng by, W h 0 m(Fodntiegosdelo v e d 0
19:26 ). So, this dis ciple most likely s tayed in the vi cinity of Jesus in the pe riod of
time t hat transpiredin be tween these two ve rses.

What would an unbiased ju ry conclude if they compared the behavior of
th e theodis ci p | te that of John, who had been unable to stay awak e for Jesus
earlieron that nigh t?

The Bible P resents a Contrast

John let Jesus down three times on the night that Jesu s was a rrested. B ut,
later that same night, th e theodis cipled s howed uptiaw thJeswes;mand
the following mo rning, the disci plwh ofim he | ov etdmdingwa she sross.
Thisisas tark contrast.

Given the fo regoing fa cts, ask you rself: Does the eviden ce suggest that
John and th e theodis ciple0 weethe same pe rson, orisitindi cating they we re
more likely two different people? When we set aside the John idea ( that non -
Bible sou rces lead eve ryone to take for gran ted) and just compare scripture with
scripture, what answer dowe find the Bible poin ting to?
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The loyal ty that th e theo dis cipled e xted &eits him apa rt from his
fellow dis ciples. Moreover, Jesus en trusted his mo ther to this unnamed dis ciple
at the cross (Fourth gospel 19:26 -27a), and it says, fAfrom that hour that dis ciple took
her un to his own home O (Fourth gospel 19:27b ). (A Uto hi s toawslades a term
that the author also used in 16:32, whe re he clearly tied it to a change in
location, so, 19:27 lets us know that they depa rted from the area of the cross at
that point .\) On resurrection mo rning, he was the first man at Jesus6 @caat
tomb; an d furthermore, when he entered into the tomb, s cripture says that he
Abel i e vtieedfiost dis ciple a fter the resurrection to do so (Fourth gospel 202 -4&8).
Although all of this does speak well of th e thesdiscipleo, it does not in
suggest that this pe rson was the Apos tle John. On the contrary, all of the facts
indicate that the thendisci pl e 0 a nwereltwd di fferent people, be cause
they behaved di fferently!

i a ntdey all fo rsook h im and fledo

It is true that th e theo dis ciple0 wraisthe only one to exhibit courage
after the dis ciples fled on the night Jesus was arrested. Peter also showed u p
that night to follow Jesus. However, he remained o utside, wa rming himse If by a
fire (Fourth gospel 18:18, Mk. 14: 54b & 14:67 , Lu. 22:5 5-56). Then he denied Jesus (Fourth
gospel 18:25, Mt. 26:70  -74, Mk. 14:67 -71, Lu. 22:57 -60). After denying Jesus, Pe ter recalled
J e s u sophe gy of this and he fiwento utd a fAwkpt bitterlyo (mt. 26:75 |, Lu. 22:62 ).
This all o ccurred befo re Jesus was taken to Pilate; and unlike Pe ter who le ft, it
appears that th e theodis ciple 6 remained wi th Jesus that night.

Neve rtheless, we do need to think of bo th th e theodis cipled a n der Bse
returning, when they iif ol | o we d thateight s This is be cause of some things
that Jesus said ea rlier that evening. A t one point he told his dis ciples, fiye shall
be scattered,eve ryman to hi s own, and s hal [Fourthgospevi@s2 me al o
On the Mount of Olives a li ttle bit la ter, Jesus said, AAIll ye shall be o ffended
because of me this nigh to (mt 26:31 , Mk. 14:27 ). Of course, he was correct. In Ma rk
14:50 we are told what happened just befo re Jesus was led away to the high
priest. It says, fAAnd they allfo rsook himand fl ed. 0

So, we should be careful not to assume that Peter and th e theo dis ciple 0
did not flee the scene at Ge thsemane , as did the rest of the dis ciples. And yet,
we do read that these two iif ol | o we d don thatsame night. Al though this
might appear to be a dis crepancy in the scriptures, it is not. Wi th regard to
Peter, consider the fa ct that the Bible tells us that Pe ter followed Jesus fiafar o ffo
(Mt. 26:58 , Mk. 14:54 , Lu. 22:54 ). This could be an indi cation that Pe ter was keeping a
safe dis tance be tween himse If and Jesus. On the other hand, Pe ter might have
been f ol latawdffdog afsresalt of fleeing at first, and then returning to
follow, a fter the m ob had taken Jesus away.

Is it plausible that Pe ter might va cillate like this? Well, a fter finding the
courage to follow Jesus , Peter soon denied even knowing Jesus
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In addition, consider Pe ter6 s vto desus earlier that evening. Jesus had
sai d, nALl I y féendedhba ktduse bfeme othis nigh to (vk. 14:27 ). But, Peter
obje cted to this, and confidently singled himse If out as being mo re reliable than
the rest of the dis ciples. His reply was ve ry a d a ma n though falA$hall be
offended, yet not 10 (vk. 14:29 ). Jesus then responded by fo retelingPeter6s deni al s
that we re to come la ter that night (mk.14:30 ). Regardless, Pe ter continued to insist
that Jesus was wrong. Ma rk 14:31 records Peterd srebuff of J eaphesyd p
fiBut he [Pe ter] spake the mo re vehemen tly, If | should die wi  th thee, | will not
deny thee i n any wiresasonable Itossugpest that Peter might have
remembe red these wo rds after fleeing? Yes. Wha tever the reason, though, it
appears that Pe ter ini tially fled with the rest of the dis ciples, before he followed
Jesus that night. Of course, this still leaves us wi th this same appa rent dilemma
regarding th e theo dis cipleo . Di dee orelid he follow? As you will see la ter,
there is an answer to this seeming dis crepancyfor th e thevdisci pl ed0 al so.

Courage Unde r Fire

When we a re careful not to force the iden tity of John upon the text, our
eyes be come opened to questions abo ut the unique character of fithe dis ciple
whom Jesus loved 0O . Why di d h dferbrgly (@sv eomphired to the rest of
the dis ciples )? After the rest of the dis ciples fled, how was it that this man found
the courage to follow Jesus ? And what gave him  the fo rtitude to stick wi th Jesus
that night, when even Pe ter finally threw in the towel and le ft? If Pe ter, James,
and John could n@ even s tay awake when Jesus asked them to pray, what could
have mo tivated th i s thér dis ciple 0 to follow Jesus in to his trial, and to stand by
the crossuntil the care o f Jneoshersvés assigned to him by Jesus?

These ques tions raise even mo re questions. Is there anyone in the Bible
that we could expe ct to exhibit these characteristics? Does s cripture give us
enough eviden ce to explain why th e thewo dis ciple, whom Jesusloved 0 behaved
the way he did? As you w ill soon find o ut, the Bible can provide the answers to
all of these ques tions. First though, le t us remove any remaining doub ts abo ut
whe ther or not John was  fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 .

Chap ter 4 1 AWRONG ASSUMPTION & MORE EVIDENCE:
THE GOSPEL OF JOHN , OR NOT?

fithedisci pl e whom Jesusdghelast\Sepded and

A mispe rception abo utJesusd | ast P astemedeto give acsedence to
the idea that John could be the author of the fou rth gospel. It s tems from the
fact that we a re told that fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 was the one who
fileaned on his b reast at supper and said, Lo rd, whi chis he that be traye th thee?0
(Fourth gospel 21:20 ).

25 Gospe |OfJohnOrNot.com



The Dis ciple Whom Jesus Loved 1 author of the fou rth gospel

Since scripturesays that J eceomedh wiith the twelve 0 (Mk.14:177 and fAs at

d o wn oth twvhe twe | v@®@t@s6:20, Lu. 22:14) , many have assumed that the beloved

disciple had to be one of fithe twelve 0 . C ocatpny ithis, there are also many

Last Supper paintings that help ins till an image in our mind of Jesus seated at a
table wi th fi he twelve 0 , h a v i nmvgte supper with no one else in the room.
These artist renditions and an e rroneous assump tion have led many people to
accept a faul ty conclusion.

Note that the Bible never says fithe twelve 0 wee the only ones p resent
with Jesus at that event . Nowhe re is it said that they dined alone, nor is there
anything to indi cate th at J e shersdé cigles we re kept away. Is  there any
reason to believe thatJesusand fithe twel ve 0 di n&hatl aagtlPassoee r? Not
unless we read a constraint in to the text that is not in Ma tthew 26:20 , Mark

14:17, or Luke 22:14 . Keep in mind thatitis wrong to assume that someone is
not p resent at an event just be  cause a passage of scripture doesnd men tion him
(see pg. 17 ; also cf. Fourth gospel 19:39 -40, Mt. 26:59 -60, Mk. 15:46, Lu. 23:53) . Earlier, it was

poin ted o ut how it would be a mis  take for us to conclude that Pe ter was alone on
the night that he followed Jesus in to the pala ce of the high p riest, simply
because we had read an a ccount o f this event in Ma tthew, Ma rk, an d/or Luke
where no one else is men tioned. Pe ter was nd@ alone when he en tered the high
priestd s pmeathat night;andye tthe thevdisci pl e 0 titedinamee of the
gospels 1 even though he was the pe rson who got Pe terin the door.

Also, as you will see in a moment, A cts 1:21 -22 proves that fithe twel v e o

were not the only ones wi th Jesus througho ut his minis try. The re are other
examples, b ut the point has been made. We must resist p resuming too mu ch, or
building an a rgument from silen ce, lest we miss the truth. Sin ce the gospel
writers knew how to specify a limi ted attendan ce, we must not assume that
those who a re men tioned we re the only ones at an event, unless the Bible i tself
specifies that rest riction.

Guess Who 6 £omingto Dinne r?

The scriptures do not s tate that fithe twelve 6 wealone wi th Jesus the
entire evening of his last Passover . The ne xt logi cal ques tion then be comes, do
we find an ything in the Bible that implies that o thers might have been p resent?
The answer is yes. The re are several things that suggest this. First o ff, consider
that Jesus and his dis ciples were guests i n someone etha @ighs .
Earlier that day fthe dis ciples came to Jesus, saying un to him, Whe re wilt thou
that we p repare for thee to eat the passove r? And he said, Go in to the city to
such a man, and say un to him, The Mas ter sai th, My time is at hand; | will keep
the passover at thy house wi th my dis ciples 6 (vt. 26:17 -18). What is missing is any
justification for assuming that the occupants of that home we re supposed to
vacate the p remises.
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Moreover, the Bible indicates that Jesus was accustomed to dining wi th
others. The residents of those households whe re Jesus ate were included, not
excluded. Ma rk 2:15 says, ias Jesus sat at me at i n his
publi cans and sinne rs satalso together wi th Jesus and his dis cipleso .

Also Luke 11:37 states, fia certain Pha risee besought him [Jesus] to dine
with him: and he went in, and sat down to me ato . We a | thi® whenelesus
was in Be thany six days bef ore that Passover. We a re told, fiThere they made
him a supper , and Ma rtha served: b ut Laza rus was one of them that sat at the
table wi th  h i (Pawrth gospel 12:2)

This sugges ts other ques tions. Who wo rked at that Passover supper? We
know that Peter and John had gone ea rlier in the day and fmade ready the
passove ro (Lu. 22:8 -13). But, who se rved the food and who cleaned up? Jesus and
his dis ciples were house gues ts at the time. So, is nd it likely that their host took
care of thesedetai | s ? | olabld thatttheiphost would have dined wi th them
t00? (Fourthgospe 112:2,L u. 7:3 6, 11:37 & 24:29 -30 suggest he woul d.)

In light of the fa ct that the Bible never s tates that fithe twelve 0 weethe

only ones p resent wi th Jesus at that supper, why should we suppos e that Jesus
and fithe twelve 0 s p ehat en tire Passover evening by  themselves?

Not Alone a tt he Passover

Other passages also indi cate that Jesus and fithe twelve 06 wend alone that
night. In Acts 1:21 -26 a replacement for Judas was sele cted from a g roup that
Peter quali fied as fimen whi ch have companied wi th us all the time that the Lord
Jesus went in and o ut among us, Beginning from the bap tism of John , unto that
same day that he was taken up from u gaéts 1:21 -22). Clearly then, fthe
twelve 6 we not the only ones wi th Jesus during his ea rthly minis try!

This fa ct is ra rely dis cussed, b ut these wo rds reveal that, besides fithe twel v e 0
apostles, o ther dis ciples also followed Jesus  throughout his minis try. So, why
would we believe that they we re barred from the supper, if they we re wel comed
before and a fterit?

Also, in id entifying his traitor Jesus said, fit is one of the twelve that
dippethwithmein the dieshaeo ). Inthe gospels fithe twelved i s used
of those namedtl eia@oby (Ld e1)u $i Drcigeso refers to any of his
followe rs, in cluding some or all of fithe twe | Vv (€f. 6ourthgospe | 6:66, Lu. 19:37)

For example, following the supper, we see Jesus at Ge  thsemane wi th fihis
disci p | €& dh gospel 18:1) . This in cluded the apos tles minus Judas, b ut, it su rely
would have also in cluded the apos tle candida tes of A cts 1:21 -22. And we know
that fithe twe | v e oe notethe only ones there with Jesus, be cause we a re told of
afyoung mano withlw thwassiswshenall the resthad fled (vk. 14:50 -51).
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Immedia tely a fter the supper, he was wi th Jesus and the dis ciples. Did he
just show up , ordid hea rrive therewith them? If he a ccompanied them, then he
was wi th them ea rlier; and that would suggest that this man had beenwi th them
at the supper.

If Aithe twelve 0 weethe only ones wi th Jesus, then why would he need to
include the stipulati o n, i adimeetwave 0? fiThe twelve 0 i s tang kernmif
no one else was there, would nd Jesus have said: One of yo u? In fa ct, the only
other time that Jesus used the term fithe twel ve 0 h e tHat & wgs wiseh
fithe twelve 0 dlared their devo tionafter man yci p d éssook Jesus; and he
responded, fiHave not | chosen you twelve, and one of you is a devi 1?0 (Fourth
gospel 6:66 -70). [In the Greek this reads, fiyou the twelve 0 . ] So, whead Jesu
the traitor was A the éweleefoT not i 0 neud b it ingicates that fithe
twel v e e avsebset of those who we re present. (Mo reover, he did use the
term Aone uof elypamat the supper (mt 26:21, Mk.14:18) . So, when Jesus went
on to specify that his betr ay er woul d Dbtee tivaelve @ (vko f4:20 ), that
crucial de tail was no doubt wel come news to all ex cept fithe twelve 0 . )

Jesus also said, Awithmy dis ci pl es 0, w h & wordabo us who would
be joining him  (Mmt. 26:18, Mk. 14:14, Lu. 22:11) . He did not say fthe twel veo, and
verse says he ex cluded those loyal dis ciples that Peter s a tomnpaniéd wi th us
all the time that the Lord Jesus wentin and o ut a mo n g(Actd 320 . But we do
find bo th Jesus and Pe ter saying things that point toward others being p resent at
the supper.

n &tero the Suppe r?

If Jesus s at dow n to supper wi th fithe twel ve 6 thaendone whom fAJe.
| ovedo fhem la éed then he was né one of fithe twel veo. Theeosequert
events at the supper seems to imply that this is what o ccurre d , s o takeead | |

little time to focus on this. For example, no tice how the fourth gos p ethdrs a
begins his report on the even ts of that nigh t, ifAthd supper being en
(Fourth gospel 13:2) . Ended ? Does the record in his gospel s tartatala ter poin t than

the other gospel s do when they reporton thatnigh t? As you will see, the answer

is yes, b ut not me rely by reason of this ve rse. (Various Bible ve rsions transla te

this ve rse differently be cause of conflicting opinions abo ut the word tenses

involved. However, ins  tead of trying to c hoose be tween the opposing opinions of

Greek scholars, letusra therlook again to the Bible to see whatit can tell us.)

Luke 22:17 -19 says that Jesus fitook the cup, and gave thanks, and said,
Take this, and divide it among you rselves: For | say un to you, | will notd rink of
the fruit of the vine, un til the kingdom of God shall come. And he took b read,
and gave thanks, and brake it, and gave un to them, saying, This is my body
which is given for you:  thisdoin remembran ce of me 0. thisarenpnd, ome
will find that the ne xtve rseis e xtremely relevant to this dis cussion.
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Luke 22:20 continues, fiLikewise also the cup after supper , saying, This cup
is the new testament in my blood whi chis shed foryo ud. Did you catch when this
occurred? |t aftex ssupgero ! [thenGreek it reads, fihe | capoa fter
having suppedOo providégshae coifirnbaltien of this sequen ce of even tsin
First Corinthians 11:25 . There we re ad, fihee | taok the cup when he had

supped, saying this cup is the new testa ment i n my bl otbed@reek [ Agai

says, thadusafter having suppedo. ]

Therefore, it can be seen that the timing of eve nts that night (pa rticularly
what hap padtare the dupper ) has s criptural relevan ce. Ne xt we 6 inlhowl
this pe rtains to the anonymous a uthor6s gospel, a onde r standing wt hey
sequen ce of even ts helps us to iden tify fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 .

Wherels thelord 6 s bl8?a

The church places great signi ficance on the memo rial custom that is
referred to as Communion and/or the Lord 6 s T ablrst.Corinbhiarfsil1:26 it
says, fiFor as o ften as ye eat this bread, and d rink this cup, ye do shew the
Lord 6 s tH ¢ilahe co me 0 . refolmes this emphasis is app ropriate. Mo reover,
whenever one thinks abo ut the Last Supper the bread and the cup usually come
tomind first.

The gospel a ccounts of that night fo cus on that solemn event, but only in
three of the gospels . The fou rth gospel makes no men tion of these things! Why
would the one whom fAJesus ftithe\beedking df athieeb rdacd and the
sharing of the cup o ut of his gospel a ccount, espe cially sin ce he wrote so mu ch
about that nigh t?

While Ma tt hew 26:20 -29, Mark 14:17 -25, and Luke 22:14 -38 give us the
details abo ut the supper, the fou rth gospel devo tes five whole chapters to the
events of that night (Fourth gospel 13 :3 - 17:26) T much mo re than the other three

gospel writers combined! Yet in spi te of that, e disci pl e whom Jesus
was the only gospel a uthor to omit the Lordés Tabl e. Ols wasonots | vy

because it was unimpo rtant. So, why is it missing?

Of course, ea ch gospel omi ts different things, so, the fact that the bread
and the cupareleftoutof the fou rth gospelisnotap roblem.S till, this omission
does add credence to the idea that the author of this gospel wasnd one of fithe
twelveo . Thi s event ma y ft dwd wfe thib a@imorélse gospel
because he was not p resent whenito ccurred; b ut the Bible is not expli cit abo ut
why this author omi tted it, so we cannot be su re. Neve rtheless, this omission is
perfectly unde rstandable if this author began his recordof that eveni ntg
at the point whe re he s at down wi th Jesus and fithe twelve 0 i which seems to
have b efeeno tliea supper .
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This author also does not men tion that Jesus sent two dis ciples to
A pepare othe Passover , but the other three gospels all refer to this in va rying
detail, all ending with , A theydmade ready the passove ro (Mt 26:17 -19, Mk. 14:12 -
16, Lu. 22:7 -13). Yet theunnameda uthor6 s o0 mi s ghisotem shdéuld not come as
a surprise, sin ce this omission is also  consistent wi th an a ccount that s tarts at a
later point that day than the other three gospels do. No w leté s | d evhkat this
authoré s g odo@sesay.

The Foot Washing In _cident

After men tioning thatit was i n Judachetray éeaus, the very first
thing that the author of the fou rth gospel reports about the even ts of that
Passover ni ght i s, amazi nthé disci Ples 21 &Hé fesuslhi ng

riseth from supper , and laid aside his ga rments; and took a towel and gi rded
himse If. After that he pou red wa ter in to a basin, and began  to wash the dis ciples 6
feeto (Fourth gospel 13:4 -5).

Here again, the bibli cal record sugges ts that fAithe suppe ro6, or at | east
part of it, had ended, sin ce this begins wi th Jesus rising A fom suppe ro. [The
literal Greek re ad s, rifes drom the suppe ro . ] De shis,isome say they
dedu ce just the opposi te, supposing from this passage that the supper had not
yet s tarted. They infer this be cause they begin wi th the p resupposi tion that Jesus
would have done this foot washing befo re the meal. B ut, it turns out that the
Bible does not suppo rt this conclusion. For example, Luke 11:37 tells of a similar
situation when a Pha risee asked Jesus to f d i théhimwand he [Jesus] went in,
and sat down tomeato. T bhe nextversenotes, A A n dthenFiharisee saw
it, he ma rveled that he had not washed befo re dinne ro (Lu. 11:38 ). So, keep in
mind that the Bible indicates thatit may no t have been customary for Jesus to
wash befo re eating. Also, in Ma tthew 15 :2 Jesus was asked, f@wWhy do thy
disciples transgress the tradition of the elde rs? for they wash not their hands
when they eat b read o .rk Mm puts it this way, AWhy walk not thy dis ciples
according to the tradition of the elde rs, but eat bread wi th unwashen hands 7?0
So, it seems thatwashing p rior to eating was not theirusual routine.

These passages imply that Jesus was not in the habit of always washing
before eating, and that his dis ciples behaved likewise. (Similar divisions exis t
today. Some people lea rn to wash their hands before using the restroom. This
differs from most W esterners, who a re mo re accustomed to washing their hands
after using the restroom.) Thus, the foot washing apparently occurred after the
supper , not befo re it, given all that the Bible tells us abo ut that night. Jesus may
have done so, b ut scripture never no tes whe re he a ctually washed p rior to
eating, hands or fee t. And, si nce the first itemin thisauthord s g ofsgmethat

Passover meal is the foot washing, it would seem that, on ce again, we find that
the eviden ce indi cates that the accountin the fourth gospel @terpithes i
supper .
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Finally, consider that a fter he had was hed the disciplesé6 f eet , thatt say
Jesus iset d omwunth gespgl astizm 0 [The Greek s ay s, i hrecimedn g
agai mMoAglad?nHere theauthord s usteewnfd A a g aleanlyoreveals that
Jesus had al ready been si tting down at some time ea rlier that nigh t.

Anot ofloyou al

We are told that Jesus washed the f e e the difciplédso tHis was not
limited t o the feet of fithe twelve 0) (Fourth gospel 13:5) . Then, a fter Jesus sat down

again, as he said, 1l speak not of you all: I know whom | have ch 0 s e (o0rth
gospel 13:18) . Here Jesus contrasts two sets, a la rger g roup, referred to as fiyou
allo , and a thatihes ealed ichoseno. (And we know fithe

A ¢ h O S (@olirtd gospel 6:70, cf. Lu. 6: 13).) However, if fithe twelve 0 weethe only ones
who we re present, then what dis tinction was Jesus making he re?

Some may think thatit was meant to exclude Judas Is cariot. Yet Luke 6:13
tells us that Jesus ficalled unto him his dis ciples: and of them he chose twelve ,

whom also he namedapos tl es 0 and i tolisgplJodasby same  (u.6:16 ). We
also find Jesus saying, i Hav e [khosemyou twelve, and one of youis adevil ?0
(Fourth gospel 6:70) . Therefore, we see th at J uda <h ovmsaesn ON. So, i f J u
fichoseno, wh o weaesring eoswmhen he said, fyou allo ? | t sedgms f a

suggest th a't J e s uds derevare yet ano ther indi cation that he and fithe
twelv ed were not alon e during that supper , as here again he refers to mo re than
just fithe twelve 6 whom hechbadnid.

The Sequen ce of Last Supper Even ts

If fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 i s reguited to be one of fithe
twelve 0 ,then the facts seem to imply the following s cenario. Early that day,
Jesus sent Peter and John to prepare the Passover . Later, he arrived wi th, and
sat down to supper with, fithe twelve 0 . fteh the supper, whe re the account of
the fou rth gospel begins, Jesus got up and s tarted to wash the feet of his
disciples . When he finished washing thedisciplesd f e et ,satHd®wvs again; and
only then isthe one Awhom Joe dirackceld, siviténg ne xt to and leaning
on Jesus.

The idea that the one whom fJoesmsstl olve dtben tavelve 6
presentsirreconcilable p roblems (mo reon thislater), b ut the key thing to realize
is that this idea is notdi ctated by s cripture . Weetdld that Jesus ficometh with o
/ isat d th vitthe® tweahie 0 (Mt. 26:20, Mk. 14:17, Lu. 22:14 y. Yet honest reflection
forces one to admit that these verses dond limi t attendan ce at the Last Supper
to Jesus and fithe twelve 0 7 and the gospel writers did know how to spe cify a
limi ted attendan ce, when that was what they a ctually in tended to do (mt. 14:23, Mk.
5:37 & 9:8,Lu. 850  ffer som e of the many examples of  this) .
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A Hidden Key in __the Book of A cts

A paragraph on Judas Is cariot might ini tially seem un related to this s tudy,
but the info rmation p rovided is critical to the up coming analysis of the eviden ce.
Besides his be trayal of Jes us, Judas Is cariot was unique among fithe twelve 0 f or
one o ther reason. The Bible says that Judas wen t to th e chief p riestso to be tray
Jesus (Mt.26:14 -16, Mk. 14:10 -11, Lu. 22:2 -6).

However, in addi tion to becoming a traitor, Judas gained ano ther
distinction at that point. Juda s06 conspiracy with th o s echiefip riestso  tséhim
apart from fithe twelve 0 ithat those p riests got to meet Judas. No thing in the
Bible specifically indi cates the high p riest would have known, or even recognized,
any o f fithe twelve 0 tleer than Judas. On ce you realize this, you can grasp the
impo rtance of a ve rse that is found in the Book of A cts. Besides the eviden ce
that was p resented thus far, the writer of the Book of A cts recorded fa cts that
can help us to prove conclusively that the Apos tle John was not the unnamed
fi bher dis ciple 0 .

Acts 4:1 -23 recounts what happened to Peter and John following the
healing of a crippled man. Pe ter and John were seized and b rought b efore the
A vlers, and elde rs, and s cribes, and Annas the high p riest, and Cai aapdhaséo
45&6 ), SO they could be ques tioned abo ut this mira cl e . | fe wgndeuring how
this h elps to prove that the Apos tle John was not th e theo dis ciple 0 ,then pay
close attention to the reaction of the high p riest and those rulers just a few
verses later.

The high p riest, rulers, elde rs, scribes, e tc .  fhgrad togetherd6 and began
their in terrogation of Pe ter and John (acts 455-7). Peter6 s a n sontbeir ques tion
is recorded in A cts 4:8 -12. The ve ry ne xt ve rse des cribes their reaction to Peter
and John . Acts 4:13 says, speaking of the high p riest and those rulers, fiwhen
they saw the boldness of Pe ter and John , and pe rceived that they we re
unlea rned and ignorant men, they ma rveled; and they took knowledge of them,
that they hadbeenwi th Jesuso

Why did the high p riest and the rest marvel? To begin wi th, they

discovered that Peter and John fwere unlearned and i gnoreatf4iz)menao
[ These two poin ts in the Greek re ad, fitaredé and tructed & Alpng
with any Galilean a ccent that Pe ter and John may have had, it is possible that

their vo cabulary, clothing, and/or manne risms would have all  contributed to the
idea that Pe ter and John lacked a fo rmal edu cation. Also, the Bible indicates that
regional traits could be easily dis cerned by the people of that day (e.g., Mt 26:73
Mk. 14:70, Lu. 22:59 ). Regardless, A cts 4:13 reveals that what really sho cked those
leade rs was seeing Pe ter and John (whom  they judged to b e firnedlaeda
ignoran to) e % buictbfib ol dnesso.
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Ins tead of cowering befo re the edu cated men who would judge them, Pe ter
and John p roclaimed the truth and s tood openly for the name of Jesus, charging
those rulerswith his dea thand affirming that God had raised him from the dead,
while they credited Jesus wi th being responsible for the healing mira cle that had
occurred (Acts 4:9 -10) .

The thing to notice here is that those leade rs were learning obvious and
elemen tary fa cts abo ut the two men who we re before them, and A cts 4: 13 goes
on to say that fthey took knowledge of them [Pe ter and John ] that they had
been wi th Jesus 0 .[In the Greek this reads, fithey recognized them that wi th
Jesus they we re 0. ] tElhade dis coveries that we re being made by those
leade rs during this event make it pe rfectly clear that Peter and John we re not
recognized by, or familiar to, these religious leade rs.

What we nee d to geto utof this passage is that it was at that point that the high
priest and the other rulers became a cquain ted with Peter and John for the first
time . Keep in mind that the ones who we re having that reaction we re Annas the
high p riest, and Caiaphas, e tc. (Acts45&6 ).

The Apos tle John and the High P riest

The p receding se ction es tablished that the reaction of the high p riest and
the other rulers was a response to new info rmation. It was when Acts 4 was
actually happening that the high p riest and the others with him lea rned the
things that led them to conclude that Peter and John : (a) we re fi u n Irrecgand
ignorant meno, and thkedusdi.had been wi

We see the high p riest lea rning things on that day that he would have
already known, if he had p reviously been a cquainted with the men who we re
standing befo re him. The refore, the Bible fa cts can prove that the high p riest
did not know John (or Pe ter) befo re this en counter. This turns out to be the
key point that a ffirms that the Apos tle John cannot be th e theo dis cipleo . I n
order to demons trate how this is true, we must carefully compare Acts 4 wi th
the information that the Bible tells us regarding the night that Jesus was
arrested and taken away to be falselya ccused.

We i&e told Jesus was b rought fito Annas firsto (Fourth gos pel 18:13) . Then we
read abo ut two dis ciples that followed Jesus A And Sitenodallowdtelesus
and so did another dis ciple 0 (Fourth gospel 18:15) . [The Greek here state s , i Now
there followed Jesus Simon Pe terand theotherdisci pl e 6. ] rd§ hhat follow
this, however, ul timate | yxleadd J o h nthey ftedl us, fithat dis ciple was known
unto the high p riesto . It shateGods wanted to highlight this point, for his
inspired author elected to emphasize this fa ct by repeatingit. In the ne xt ve rse
we read, fPeter stood at the door without. Then went o ut that o ther dis ciple,
which was known un to the high p riest, and spake un to her that kept the door,
and b rought in Pe tero (Fourth go spel 18:16) .
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Therefore, there is no doubt that th e theo dis cipled was k toothen
high p riest. T hitler dis ¢i p | eoudd get in to the pala ce, and furthermore, he
was responsible for g etting Peter past the doo rkeeper. Consequen tly, the
Apos tle John could not have been the fiherdisciple 0 because we Kkno
from A cts 4:13 that John was not known to the high p riest! (Since both
Annas and Caiaphas we re present du ring the even ts of A cts 4, this holds up no
matter whi ch one was high p riest during Jesus otrial.)

Prior to Acts 4:13, no thing in the Bible would suggest that the Jewish
rulers we re acquain ted wi th John, or we re awa re of his asso ciation wi th Jesus. In
contrast to this, the they disci pl e o0 fAkwrmaeswnto the high p riest, who
therefore would have reason to be awa re of his association wi th Jesus p rior to
the night orfal Jesus?o

Moreover, some thing was said on that nigh t which clues us in to the fa ct
that th e theo discipled was cfyuwssd ciated with Jesus before that night
began. Yet this was not true of Pe ter, as the ques tion of the doo rkeeper reveals.
We see that fithe damsel that kept thedooro a s k e¢ear, Pigdot thou also one
of thi s ma nciples ?d (Fosrthgospel 18:17 ). Theword fial so 0 irsferenseetd i n
th e theo dis cipleo , who had | udHhhers (poorth gspel 184 ). Therefore,
we see that even fithe damsel that kept the dooro Kk n#&hat th e theo dis ciple o
was a dis ciple of Jesus . However, as you now know, John 6 s a s stiorcwi ah
Jesus was not known to thehighp riestun tilA cts4:13

If No t John, Then Who?

The eviden ce presented so far has shown that the Apos tle John was not the
i oher dis ciple, whom Jesus loved 0 . Nthatyou a re aware of the relevant Bible
facts, you know that the John tradition cannot hold up under bibli  cal scrutiny.
The truthis that no bibli cal eviden ce ever jus tified promoting the idea that John
was fthe dis ciple whom Jesusloved 6. And, un Iressnmed ohateJesps was
alone with only fithe twelve 0 througho ut his last Passover meal, there was never
anything that required th i s thérdis cipled e vte bhe one of fithe twelve 0 .

| fthefdis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 wa s the Apos tle John, then who was
he? To answer this ques tion, we need to search the scriptures for fa cts that can
help us to de termine who this pe rson was. This is what we will do ne xt. Indeed,
thereis mu chin the Bible that points to the iden tity of this author, from p roof of
his relationship wi th Jesus, to details that suggest a mo tive for him hiding his
iden tity.

There is one and only one pe  rson men tioned in the Bible who can be shown
to fit reasonably wi th eve ryt hing that we a re told about thi s wunnatherd fio
discipl e o . As wtehe faets ghat reveal the iden tity of the author of the
fourth gospel, it will be shown how ea ch pie ce of eviden ce regarding the one
whom @ Jes ucsfitslomewe rgy unique T andve ry famous 1 Bible chara cter.
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Nevertheless realize that the case against the John idea is not dependent
on the case that follows. If a man is in jail for a crime and we un cover p roof that
he did not doi t, we do not hold him in jail un til we find o ut who did do it. We let
him go. Likewise, if bibli  cal eviden ce can prove that th e theo dis ciple, whom
Jesus | ovedo wthenweought Jto ddmif our mis take and letgo of that
false tradition i whe ther or not we know who  this pe rson was.

Still, there are some who will a ct as though it is okay to continue
promo ting the John idea so longas they obje ct to some pointin the ne xt part of
this study. But that is not oka y. Whoever the one whom flesus loved 0 \8,ahe
was not John T because that tradition actually causes the Bible to contradict
itself, as the testi mony of (@dbhdadreadpshown.

Chapter 51 THE ONE WHOM AJESUS LOVEDO WA
THE AUTHOR OF THE FOURTH GOSPEL

What Is God Telling Us?

The authoré s criptson of himse If as fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 ups
the fo cus on Jesus 6relationship to him. So, if we want to ascertain the iden tity of
this individual, then it is logi cal for us to begin by sea rching the Bible for
eviden ce of su ch a relationship in the life of Jesus . Prior to Pentecost, did Jesus
have this type of relationship wi th anyone iden tified in the Bible ? Yes, he did.
And, this was so clear that referring to this relationship was s ufficient to iden tify
one pa rticular individual T without even men tioning his name _ (Fourth gospel 11:3)

We saw that the scriptures do not teach that John had this spe cific type of
relationship wi th Jesus (prior to Pentecost). John 6 s regence at three even ts
where he was one of three dis ciples taken aside by Jesus is not equivalent to the
unique bond implied by the designa tion fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 . The
label fithe disciple whom Jesus loved 0 i cateéd that Jesus had a relationship wi th
this dis ciple whi ch was no tably di fferent from his relationships wi th the rest of
his dis ciples. And, i ronically, it turns out that this phrase that has hidden the
authord s ititydriom so manyisa ctually the bestindi cator of hisiden tity!

Hidden in Plain Sight

In fa ct, there is so mu ch eviden ce that poin ts to the iden tity of this a uthor
that one has to wonder how it could have all been ove rlooked. Consider the term
fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 ; whi | e itothideh €hke p@libr® iden tity, it
also is p roof of Jesus 6Orelationship wi th the author. In the gospels, do we find any
man besides the unnamed a uthor who asso ciated with Jesus, who was also
identifi ed as being fAl ovedo! by him? Yes we do
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Incredibly, two chapters before the one whom AJesus | ovec
men tioned, the author of the fou rth gospel told his readers about a friend of
Jesus who was dlioia £#dB,0wheé ye this message was sent to Jesus,

i Lrd, behold, he whom thou lovest is si ck 0, and i wmhergé We &re told
i dsus loved Ma rtha, and her sis ter, and Laza ru s.&xce pt fthe dis ciple whom
Jesus | ohe emnlyd man who associated with Jesus who was singled o ut as

being il o v e d oJeslisywas Laza rus. We are told expli citly th a't AJleswed O
Lazarus. His sis ters also referred to this relationship, and when fAJestos wenqp
prior to raising Laza rus, the Jews that we re there fiwe e p i n glo hiswsisters

attributedit to Jesus O | owoerthdospelri1:19n3g eme) . By itself the fa ct that
AJeslusvedod hi m dove shatrLaza rupwas th e theo dis ciple, whom
Jesus loved 0 . H o w dhisdend,is certainly wo rthinves tigating!

Bible Referencesto Jesuso® Love

The ph rase fiwhom Jesus loved 0 indfees the author as being the obje ct of
Jesusd6 | ov ee he Binat called the dis ciple who loved Jesus , this study does
not examine any ve rses that dealwi th an i ndi vi dawand@esus.lAtsv e
note that this study is nG@ meant to be a dis cussion on the principles of love or on
the gene ral topic of the love of God . Ins tead, this study will examine what the
Bible says abo ut Jesus® | dov er toward spe cific indi viduals. O utside of the
gospels, all of the references to Jesusd6 | oneenrelated to the iden tity of the
i obher dis cipleo . thengospels, Jesus 6 | aefearedvid difteen times (Fourth
gospel 11:3,5&36,13:1 (2x),23&34 ,14:21 ,159 &12,19:26, 20:2, 21:7 & 20, Mk. 10:21) , but only
two men in the fou rth gospel we re expli citly iden tified as being the obje ct of
Jesusod | ousand thazane whom i JOgFsutthsjospdl Q1\8, 68&06, 13: 23,
19:26, 20:2, 21:7 & 2 0 [ Forms of two Greek wo rds, agapao and phileo, were translated floved ithese
verses i andbo thwereused torefer to Glhd mje.

The first three gospels record only one time where an individual was said
to be Al ovedo IbkylO:1l7e-22utells usMfia mee ting be tween Jesus and
an uniden tified man, and this passage says that Jesus Al ®Butetde hi mo
passage does not s tate whe ther this pe rson ever had any o ther contact with
Jesus or not . So, we will p roceed to take a closer look at Laza rus, since the
fourth gospel no ted bo th his asso ciation wi th Jesus and the fact that he was
Al ovedod by Jesus

A Sudde n Appearance

fiLord, behold, he whom  thou lovest is si ckd w ahe appeal of Ma rtha and
Mary (Fourth gospel 11:3b) , and this reveals that Jesus had this relationship wi th
Lazarus prior to that momen t. Thisideai s confirmed two ve rses later when we
read, A N o wlovéde Maursha, and her sis ter, and Laza ru S (Fourth gospel 11:5)
Jesus also refers tohim as i @iemd Laza ru s (Fourth gospel 11:11b) . Yet, in spi te
of all the history that this implies, the fou rth gospel makes no men tion of
Lazarus until his name appea rsin the 11 th chapter. Whyis this?
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Nothing in the fou rth gospel overtly explains the origin of this friendship.
(Still, the curious aspe ct of this sudden appearan ce is indeed parallel to what we
saw regarding fithe dis ciple whom Jesusloved 0. ) E v eenmpmotant, the first
three gospels never refer to Jesus O friendship wi th Laza rus or to the
mi racle of Jesus  raising Laza rus from the dead . (This resembles the similar
omission of fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 ithose gospels.) What makes this
espe cially no teworthy is that the Bible tells of only three people who we re raised
from the dead by Jesus :awido wé s gLem2 -15),Jairus 6 deum@this -25, Mk
5:22 -24 & 35-42, Lu. 841 -56), and Laza rus (Fourth gospel 11:14 -45). The news of these
astonishing even ts spread qui ckly (Fourth gospel 11:45, Mt. 9:26 , Lu. 7:16 -17). All we re
am azing mira cles, b ut the raising of Laza rus was subs tantially di fferent from the
other two, as will be shown.

J e s udemd Becomes a Celeb rity

The fa ct that the other gospel writers avoid any men tion of the raising of
Lazarus is particularly striking be cause of what happened after Lazarus was
raised from the dead, for we a re told iThen many of the Jews whi ch came to
Mary, and had seen the things whi ch Jesus di d, bel i ev e@burtiogaspelh i mo
11:45 ). (Keepin mind that they we re eyewi tnesses.)

Now, compare this to what happened six days la ter when Jesus was again
in Bethany: fiMuch people of the Jews therefore knew that he was there: and
they came not for Jesus sake only, b ut that they might see Laza rus also, whom
he had raised from th e d e @odrthgospel 12:9 ). SO, t he people we re attracted to
Lazarus in the aftermath of this mira cle. This caused su ch a stir that fithe chief
priests consulted that they might p ut Lazarus also to death: Be cause that by
reason of him many of the Jews went away, and believed on Jesus O (Fourth gospel
12:10 -11). Is this a testament to the allu re of fame, or to the wi tness of Lazarus,
or pe rhaps bo th? We la ck further de tails as to why these people we re drawn to
Lazarus, b ut itd sclear that the public was well awa re of Laza rus and of the
mira cle that Jesus did for him.

Consider an event that people o ften call the Triumphal En try (Fourth gospel
12:12 -18). Did you know that the raising of Laza rus played a key role in terms of
the cro wd 0 stendan ce on that da y? We read of the wonde rful greeting that
Jesus received from a cheering crowd as he rode into town on a donkey  (Fourth
gospel 12:12 -15). Notice, however, that the Bible also tells us abo ut the crowd 6 s
mo tivation. Al though one might tend to assume that it was the teachings of
Jesus or a realization that he was the Son of God that b rought o ut the crowd on
that day, the author of the fou rth gospel highligh ted a pa rticular reason for the
cro wd 6 srticppation in that event. The Bible reveals that the raising of Laza rus
helped b ring o ut the crowd at that T riumphal En try. iThe people therefore that
was wi th him [Jesus ] when he called Laza rus out of his grave, and raised him
from the dead, ba re record. For this cause the pe ople also met him, for that they
heard that he had done this mira cl e@®ourthgospel 12:17 -18).
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Thus, we see that the crowd 0 sresence on that day was linked to their
having hea rd the reports abo ut Jesus raising Laza rus from the dead; fiFor this
cause the peopl e al s@urthyesgel 12h8i ymAnd they had mere | y iidhoe'a

The dis ciples of Jesus wi tnessed the raising of Laza rus, whi ch was su rely an
electrifying and u nforgettable expe rience. Yet, for some reason, the writers of
the o ther gospels de cided that they should not men tion a wo rd abo utit. Whatoé s
more , wneetdd that the fo rmerly dead Laza rus had su ch an effecton the people
that the priests took the e xtreme s tep of plo tting to have him killed. Laza rus was
big news . Sowhyisit that the other gospels fail to men tion any of this? If this
seems odd to you, just think abo ut how this parallels the way that the other
gospels also omit  fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 .

The T ransition

Even s tranger than the silen ce of the other gospels on all of these Laza rus
matters is his ab rupt disappearan ce from the fou rth gospel. In 12:9 it says that
the people came to see Laza rus, and 12:11 no tes thathe hadas tronginfluence
on the Jews. But after 12:17 tellso f his return from the dead, the fou rth gospel
never men tions Laza rus again! The fou rth g 0 s p eéséngatiop of Laza rus
reveals two notable facts. The first is that Laza rus is named in only eleven
verses of the fou rth gospel, sixin chapter 11 and five in chapter 12. The reis no
men tion of him b efore chapter 11 ve rse 1, and after chapter 12 ve rse 17, he
seems to vanish. B ut what is even mo re interesting is that this friend whom
AJeslusv eid tast me ntioned in chapter 12 i just befo re the obs cure and
unnamed disciple whom @A Jes udis firstymentionedin the ve ry ne xt chapter
(Fourth gospel 13:23 ).

If you a re inclined to think that this transition might be simply an
unimpo rtant coincidence, then just wait, for there is mu ch mo re eviden ce to
come. S till, one has to concede that this presents a striking parallel. The one
man asso ciated wi th Jesus who was also sin gled outasbeing Al ovedod by Jes
abruptlyvanishes from the text,and then the only dis ciple to be sin gled o ut as
bei ng dbl dwe Jabmiuptdly appea rs in this same gospel. The sequen ce of
these things in the Bible is no a ccident! Furthermore, this newly evident dis ciple
plays an impo rtant role in the even ts that follow.

=]
o

Some may want to disp ute the idea that Laza rus was th e un n a mtef
disci pl e, wh om J e saagse it mighteséetn inb econsistent that Laza rus hid
his ide ntity as aut hor of this gospel while his name appea rs several times in the
book. However, as will be shown a i ttle later, by comparing scripture with
scripture one is able to grasp a pe rfectly logi cal and bibli cally sound reason as to
why Laza rus may have done p recisely that. O thers may point o ut that the Bible
does not call Lazarus a fAdipd eo, and we withlthisapb seotiald e a |
difficulty.
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For now, though, let us look at the second reason why the order of these
events is signi ficant. As no ted above, this gospel does not use the term fithe
disciple whom Jesus loved 0 tilmafter Laza rus is raised from the deadin the text.
And that mi racle was certainly a powe rful act of love toward Lazarus. Du ring his
earthly minis try, Jesus did not elimina te suffering and dea th for eve ryone; and
the Bible tells of only three people that Jesus raised from the dead while he was
here. Lazarus was de finitely privileged in this regard. This is also e Xxtremely
relevant to the sequenc e of gospel even ts, becaus e after Laza rus was raised
fr om the dead, he would never be, and could neverbe, the same again.

Dead Man Walking

The raising of Laza rus is no fai ry tale. Itis not fiction. It was an impo rtant
event in his tory. So, le t6 dake the time to consider the reality of this situation.
Lazarus had a close relationship wi th Jesus before he was raised from the dead.
Their relationship was close enough that when he was si ck, his sis ters sent for
Jesus with the message, flLord, behold, he whom thou lovestis si ck OFourth gospel
11:3). We are not told abo ut this relationship, b ut it must have exis ted for some
time; and the message reveals that his sis ters felt th at i he thob toves to
applied toLazarus, as their message did n& even men tion his name.

Given that Laza rus had a close relations hip wi th Jesus before Jesus raised
him from the dead, what do you think that relationship would have been like
after that e xperience? How would Laza rus have been changed by that one -of-a-

kind gi ft from Go d? Is it reasonable to believe thatlLazarussi mply saig, OTl
Jesus!§ and wen t back to his usual, daily routine 7 spending his time on the
cares of this wo rld, just like his fellow citizens?
It is laugha ble to suppose that Laza rus could have just b rushed o ff the
tomb dust and returned to his no rmal life. Pause and take time to consider that
mira cle. It would su rely be the mostp rof ound event i n athiybheeds |

life of one that was al ready close to Jesus, the effect of the mira cle must have
been e xtremely transfo rming. How would Laza rus have been di fferent after that?
Later, w hen Jesus came to Bethany again, fithey made him a suppe ro0 (Fourth gospel

12:1 -2). Yet no one would believe th a't Aa rg& uwahe full extent of Laza rus 6

effort to show his gratitude or his loyal ty. Peter once said, fiLord, to whom shall

we go? thou hast the wo rds of e tern a | | i frehogospeF6o68) . Where would
Lazarus have gone? He had not only hea rd the words of Jesus, he had
experienced their power firsthand, in a way that few ever did. In light of this,

which of the following is most likely?
A. Lazarus lived in fear of dea th for the rest of his time on earth, be cause he
knew whati t was like todie andd readed having to do it again.
B. Lazarus returned to what he was doing befo re he got si ck. He remained a
normal guy, tried to be a good pe rson, obse rved the Sabba th, e tc.
C. Lazarus was thoroughly and radi cally changed in response to thatra re and
precious g ift from Go d.
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Like Whi te on Ri ce!

If we take the time to think upon these things we realize that, sin ce
Lazarus already had a spe cial relationship wi th Jesus, his response to that gi ft
from God would not have been limi ted to me re gratitude. Wi thout a doubt, he
would have been mo tivated to be even closer and mo re loyal to his friend Jesus
than he had p reviously been. Infa ct, from that day fo rward, Laza rus, more than
anyone else, would have reason to stick close toJesus 7 0 Li k eeonmfrice! 6, as
the old saying goes. And, not su rprisingly, close to Jesus is exa ctly whe re we
next find Laz arus.

We read, when Jesus went to Bethany again, fiThere they made him a
supper , and Ma rtha served: b ut Lazarus was one of them that sat at the table
with  h i mothgospel12:2) . Thisve rse and 11:44 a re the only ve rses that a ctually
depict Lazarus, so this is the last time that Laza rus is depi cted in the Bible .
(Lazarus is later men tioned in 12:9, 10, and 17, but he is not depi cted as being
present.) Sin ce this is his last appearan ce, what s tands o ut abo ut this ve rse?
Where we find Laza rus in his final expli cit appearan ce is the key thing to note.
The last time that Laza rusis seen, heis sittingwi thJesus atasupper table ;
and the first time that fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 segen, heis leaning on
Jesus at a supper table (Fourth gospel 12:2 & 13:23)

Is this simply ano ther remarkable coincidence or is it pa rt of a la rger
pattern of eviden ce ? Yo u 6 |tb delcidev B ut, for now, le td6 s | oo k thert ano
occasion when someone seemed to stick close to Jesus. The night that Jesus was
arrested, th e theo discipled f ol | owed dwerstuirs wi ehnlesus into the
palace of the high p riesto (Fourth gospel 18:15 ). Later, when Jesus was on the cross,
he | ooked down an dherfiasd whe ldis @ple mtanding by, whom he
| 0 Vv embudth gospel 19:26 ). We do not find fithe twelve 0 tanding at the foot of the
cross, yet this disciple was there. Why him and not the rest? What gave this
disciple the courage and s tamina to stick wi th Jesus until he was assigned to the
moth e r of J e staok heraum dto His own home 0? The evening p rior, Pe ter,
James, and John let Jesus  down by falling asleep  three times. Then, the dis ciples
fled when Jesus was seized. Pe ter and th e thep dis cipled reappeared and
followed Jesus. B ut, whil e thi sthérdisci pl e 0 fwwirthh Jesuso , té? estayed
out by the fire, denied knowing Jesus, and soon le ft. By contrast, as Jesus was
on the cross, thedisci pl e fiwh o md dwas dlosevemough for the crucified
Jesus to talk to him. So, why did  this beloved dis ciple behave in a way that se t
him apa rtas beinga cutabove the restof the dis ciples?

Been The re. Done Tha t.

Given their relationship, Laza rus must have known abo ut Jesus 6 many
mira cles. Then, on top of hea ring abo ut or pe rhaps even seeing mira cles, Laza rus
personally expe rienced coming ba ck from the dead. What p riority would Laza rus
have p ut on se If-preservation a fter he was raise d?
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Survival is a ve ry po tent human ins tinct, b utitis s till fai rly easy to grasp
why the raised Laza rus might not have behaved like the restof the dis ciples. God
taught him, in  the most empha tic way possible, that dea th isnda ne cessarily final
and, mo re impo rtant, that Jesus could give life. The reafter, faith in Jesus would
not have been just a men  tal concept for him. He had be  come living p roof of the
power of Jesus, and eve ry time that he awoke, he was likely to recall the
moment of that mira cle. Rega rding dea th, Lazarus had ¢ BleeenDone that. 6
though heod rdiyabeen dawalier abo ut it. Imagine the effect that the
miracle had on his life. Su  ch an expe rience could reasonably be expe cted to have
had a signi ficant effect on his fear of dea th. (Possibly even ov ercome it?)

The Cou rage Eviden ce

A close call with death can cause a pe rson to change dras tically. Being
dead for four days, along wi th his in teractions wi th those who came to see him
after his return (Fourth gospel 129 & 17), woul doéve pusaemllyludquea
outlook on life. Could this lead to the type of courage and character that the
Bible attributes toth e u n n a méeat disficiple 0 ?

T h e therodis cipleo  w e fiwith Jesus into the pala ce of the high p riesto
and we have seen that he was a known asso ciate of Jesus (Fourth gospel 18:15 -17).
Unlike the rest of the dis ciples, he di d notactin away thatexhibi ted a concern
for p reserving his own life. Neve rtheless, this is pe rfectly unde rstandable if this
individual was Laza rus. Also, if th e theo dis cipled was rlsa then he was
truly at risk when he en tered the fipalace of the high p riesto , chauee th e chief
priests owanted to kill Laza rus too (Fourth gospel 12:10). We i not told if Lazarus
knew of the plot to kill himat that time or if he lea rned abo utitat a later poin t.
Regardless, the unique behavior of th e theo dis cipled tiB be fits a raised -from -
the-dead Laza rus (i.e., one who would s  tick wi th Jesus even when his own life
was at risk) . Somemay ask: dfthe Aot bepled dwa s rusathen why did né
they kill him  that ni ght? 6 Well, they had planned to kill Laza rus because he
caused had peopl e to believe on Jesus. So, if  they killed Jesus, whi ch they we re
in the process of doing, then they had no reason to botherwi th Lazarus. B ut, the
Bible does not speak to this, sowe cannotbe totallysu re.

What Is a Dis ciple?

Some try to argue against the theory that th e thendis cipled was rusaz a
by poin ting out that he wasnot cal | ed ca pii @ bcsipture. $hisis true, b ut
that does n@ mean thathe wasnd a dis ciple.

Itis clear that he was a friend of Jesus and the apos tles, for Jesus referred
to hi m a sfriehduaza ru s Fourth gospel 11:11) . So, Laza rus must ha ve spent
time wi th them. However, the que stion for us is: Would it be correct to refer to
Lazarusas a ciipli s0?
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ADcided was not a r anlcout. Oredid Boa gaksea Stest to
beco me a ciipli &o0the Bible, disciples come and dis ciples go (cf. Fourth gospel
6:66, A cts 6:1). This term is used in nhume rous ve rses, abo ut a wide va riety of
people. [In the Greek this wo rd simply means a filearnero  dipupilo . Vhile it
isnGexactly cl ear what madeci ph eocantefiddtha Laza rus was né a
A d cide 0 mely be cause the Bible doesnd label him as su ch is un reasonable in
light of what we know abo ut his appearan ces in the Bible . The reason the first
three gospels do not call Lazarus a cipled si s s itheyprewr, men tion
him at all 1T not his friendship wi th Jesus, nor even the mira cle that raised him
from the dead.

Moreover, while it is  true that the one gospel that does men tion Laza rus
also never calls him a fd ipd ehé,snd proof that Lazarus wasn@ a dis ciple.
Surely, if Laza rus was the author of this gospel and wan ted to use the term fithe
disciple whom Jesus loved 0 to hide his identity, then the absen ce of the label
Adcispl e 6 frasrin thafauarth gospelisen tirely consistentwi th that e ffort.

The author of the fou rth gospel wrote, fithese are written, that ye might
believe that Jesus is the Christ, the Son of God 0 (Fourth gospel 20:31 ). We will reuvisit
this ve rse later when we dis cuss his motive for hiding his iden tity. For now
though, realize that the author was only in cluding things that would a ccomplish
this goal. As we will see,  this was reason enough for him  to avoid calling Laza rus
a ndipd éNwtiden tifying Laza rus as a cifipli &0 mthe keyp eeason that
the author6 s ffoet at anonymi ty was so e ffective.) Finally, the proposition that
Lazarus wasnG@ a cipl@o s f ahelog c test. We know thatlLaza rus was il ovedo
by Jesus . He was raised from the dead by Jesus. He had supper with Jesus . Is it
fair then to infer that he was learning from his expe riences and his relationship
with Jesus ? Yes, itis.

The Character Eviden ce

Coming ba ck from the dead would certainly a ffect o0 n@&hd@acter. Thus, it
is reasonable to think that Laza rus might exhibit a high deg  ree of courage and
unusual fai thfulness toward Jesus, in a wa Yy that would set him apa rt from fithe
twelve 0 a bhd rest of the dis ciples. Do we see Laza rus behaving thiswa y? Well,
if Laza rus was th e theo dis ciple 0 ,then su rely he did manifest these traits. So,
we will consider the actions of th e theo dis ci p | t® &ee if he behaved like a
raised -from-the-dead Laza rus would a ct. No ticehow the one whom fAiJesus
was set apa rt from the rest of the dis ciples by his reaction on the night of the
supper. The topic of the be trayer came up several times that evening. Fi rst,
before the bread and the cup, when Jesus said the traitor was fAonemof yo
26:21b, Mk. 14:180 ), the dis ciples we re  frsowful, and began eve ry one of them to
say un to him, Lo rd,isitl ?0 (vt. 26:22, cf Mk.14:19 ). Thatis nd the same as ANho is
it?6 , ce torask the ques tion was to doubt their own character! Yet, that ended
when Jesus ruledoutallb ut ihe twel veo by I$ia pnemwfgthe tivelve that
dippethwithme inth e dinhsgo ).
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Then, a fter the bread and the cup, the issue came up again. B ut, Jesus had
already ruled outallb ut the twe |l v e 0this gnte the response takes the form
of a disp ute abo ut which apos tle it wou Id be: fithey began to enqui re among
themselves, whi ch of them itwas that should do this th i n gud22:23 ). Still, the
reaction of one pe rson did s tand o ut from the rest, and we see this later that
evening, a fter the foot washing, whe n Jesus s a't down {Fare gospeni12)
At that point, he on ce again raised the issue of the traitor (Fourth gospel 13:21) , and
it says fithen the dis ciples looked one on ano ther,doub ti ng of whom he s
(Fourth gospel 13:22) . Peter then took a s tep to probe further, just notdi rectl y . ANow
there was leaningonJesus 6 b os om lusdis cigels, whom Jesus loved . Simon
Peter therefore be ckoned to him, that he should ask who it should be of whom he
[Jesus ] S p a(Houetgospel 13:23 -24).

Why did nG@ Peter ask his own ques tion? Was he one of those who had
doub ted their own loya Ity? Peter was an apos tle b ut he s till chose to go through
the one whom 0 Joets ask tHisoques tion. What was there abo ut this
disciple that made Pe ter turn to him, instead of just asking Jesus di rectly?
(Would Pe ter have gone through John to ask Jesus a ques tion? Mark 10:41
sugge sts that he would no t.) Anyone at the table was close enough to ask Jesus
a ques tion, yet Pe ter chose to prompt the one whom fJoesdost.Id oved
any case, when Pe ter signaled him to ask whi ch one of fithe twel ve 6 wothed d be
traitor, he did nd hesi tate or exhibit se If-doubt like the re st h a dthen Fikbeon
Jesus® rdast sai th unto him, Lo rd, who is it?0 (Fourth gospel 13:24 -25). Indeed, his

ease in posing the ques tion be fits the raised ffri end o whom fAJesws | oV«
Lazarus would have known, whoever the be trayer would be, it  could not be him!
We see that the one whom AJesué Hbdedot ask 61 ser het | 26

appears to have no qualms abo ut asking Jesus the ques tion. He seems su re of
himse If and his physi cal posi tion even sugges ts this, for the author tells us that
he was leaning on Jesus

Three times the author describes his posi tion at this event (Fourth gospel 13:23
& 25,21:20 ). This was nd just to record the seating a rrangemen ts. His posi tion at
the table that night gives us insight in to how close he was to Jesus personally.
He could lean on Jesus be cause they had a close relationship. No one else is said
tohave fleanedo on Jesus. T hi sterialize o ut dfi tHin ar ot thata
night, and it seems  to be di fferent from the bond that Jesus had wi th the rest of
his dis ciples, including Peter. The quali ty and deg ree of camarade rie that is
revealed in this action imply a se cure friendship and an obvious devo  tion.

Regardless, the fact is that Peterd schoice to use the one whom fJesus
loved 0 to ask abo ut the be trayer tellsus that he was nthe twende eadf, o1
surely Peter would not have used any of the apos tles to ask this question i
because Jesus had al ready said that one of them would be the traitor (vk.14:20 ).
One of the apo stles could not be trusted and Pe ter wan ted to know who it was. If
he was going to get someone to ask for him, it would have been someone who
was notone thétwel veotlespos
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Does the Eviden ce Fit?

Is it reasonable to suppose thatLaza rus may have been p rivileged to enjoy
an espe cially close friendship wi th Jesus at the time of this even t? Yes, itis. And,
once again, we find that Laza rus fits with the info rmation that the scriptures
present regarding the one @A whom JoeBoessthelewdere ce fit Laza rus? If
you have nd yet been pe rsuaded, then pe rhaps the eviden ce from the mo rning
that Jesus 6 a@amt tomb was dis covered will convin ce you.

Resurrection Morning

Take a close look at the unnamed a uthoré s cceunt of even ts on
resurrection mo rning. This is nd@ just a confirmation of the va cant tomb. If that
was all God wanted, then the author might well have been inspi red to use fewer
words. So, keep an eye o ut for the de tails that his wo rds contain, be cause they
can actually p rovide us wi th quite a bit of ve ry revealing da ta regarding the
A oher dis cipleo ( aalt @f it ends up suppo rting the case for Laza rus).

fiThe first day of the week cometh Mary Magdalene ea rly, when it was yet

dark, un to the sepul chre, and see th the stone taken away from the sepul chre.
Then she runneth, and cometh to Simon Pe ter, and to the other dis ciple, whom
Jesus loved , and sai th unto them, They have taken away the Lord out of the
sepul chre, and we know not where they have laid him. Pe ter therefore went
forth, and that o ther dis ciple, and came to the sepul chre. So they ran bo th
together: and the other dis ciple did o utrun Peter, and came first to the
sepul chre QFourth gospel 20:1 -4).

Pause for a moment and consider that last sen tence. Of course, it is
possible that the author recorded this fa ct me rely in o rder to tell us that he ( the
fi bher dis cipled ) wthesbe tter athlete. Or pe rhaps, the author was simply being
accurate. There is, however, ano ther possibili ty that we should consider. Ask
yourself: Other than sheer a thletic abili ty, what could have caused th e theo
discipleo to dtoun Petero ? ( T h e #tontkisyie rturns out, also sugges ts why
this point was even no teworthy.)

The answer is ad renalin e. The fiother dis cipled mi ght weutdun Peaev
simply be cause he had a mo re intense desi re to see that tomb. If so, then he
would have pushed himse If harder to get there more quickly. As you consider
this, remember thatitwas the one whom i Joe swhsootk bhisand took
the time to des cribe this seemingly trivial de tail from that day.

Also, no te thatitis ve ry likely that the idea thatJesus & b o d ynd w alse

tomb would have had a spe  cial impa cton Laza rus i who had recently walked o ut
of hisown tomb.
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Now, le t6 s ckpup whe re we le ft o ff. i An dth & ethepdis ci p | etoopings
down, and looking in , saw the linen clothes lying; yet went he not in. Then
come th Simon Pe ter following him, and  went in to the sepul chre, and see th the
linen clothes lie, And the napkin, thatwas abo ut his head, notlyingwi  th the linen
clothes, b ut wrapped together in a pl ace by i tself. Then went in also  that o ther
disciple, whi ch came first to the sepul chre, and he saw, and believed. For as yet
they knew not the scripture, that he must rise again from th e d e @odrth gospel
20:5 -9).

These days, dhe witness of the emp ty to mb & lamne to mean that the
empty tomb i tself is p roof of the resurrection of Jesus . Although it may be well
intentioned, this is not s trictly bibli cal. First, realize that the things that Pe ter
and th e theo dis cipled0 s @hat mo rning did not se em to harmonize wi th their
unde rstanding of the scriptures. We know this be cause this passage tel | s wus, (¥
yet they knew not the scripture, that he [Jesus ] must rise again from the dead?o
(Fourth gospel 20:9) . This poi nt is espe cially signi ficant be cause these two men react
differently. In addi tion, no tice that the Bible declares that the tomb was nd
empty! Although the tomb no longer contained the body of Jesus , it did contain
some ve ry impo rtant pie ces of eviden ce.

The Eviden ce insid e the Tomb

Mary Magdalene told Peter and th e theo dis ciple 0 that the body of Jesus
had been removed, whi ch prompted them to rush to the to mb . 't sadaheys, 0 St
ran bo th together: and the other dis ciple did o utrun Peter, and came first to the
sepulchre 6 When th e thevdisci pl e 0thegomhestooped down athed A
linen clothes o | yi ng wihichspoint ehe stappedand fiwe nt he nWhen i n
Peter got there, however, he did nots top; he went rightin . T h éeheritis ciple 0
was outside until that point, but fithen che w@nt in also0 (ct Fourth gospe 120:2,4,5,6&8 ).

s a
0.

Why do you think th e theo dis cipled tapped when he the lmen
cloth e s 0 faer Reter went in, th e theo dis cipleo dtoa Why did nG@ he go in
when he a rrived? He ran, so he must have felt a sense of u rgency. Despi te this,
he seems to freeze ju st outside the entrance until Peter passes by him and
enters the tomb. So, why did the sight of fithe linen cloth e scause him to stopin
his tracks?

Il n a moment yhatutbelrd is as re@son why this curious behavior of
th e theodis cipled fusther eviden ce that he was Laza rus.But first,letds | ook at
the di fference in the reactions of Pe ter and th e tiher dis cipleoto the things that
they saw when they en tered the tomb that mo rning i one of them fbelieve do!
AThen we ntin also that o ther dis ciple, whi ch came first to the sepul chre, and he

saw, and b erbuithegwsgeictas ). T h e thHerodisci pl e 0 thes ase who
believed, b ut no tice when this o ccurred. It happened only a fter he entered the
tomb and saw fithe napkin, that was abo ut his [Jesus 0 ] head, ndhthd yi ng

linen clothes, b ut wrapped togetherinapla ce byi tselfo (Fourth gospel 20:7)
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The First Disciple to Believe

When he wi tnessed those fllinen cloth e s 0 &medhapkin that was abo ut
his [Jesus 0 ] tioe aithe tomb, the thesdiscipleo suddenly AWhy?
The author takes the time to depict these items p recisely, and he unde rscores
the flinen cloth e s 0 repeating this phrase three times (Fourthgospel 20:5 -7). This is
impo rtant. We can learn some thing abo ut this author/fi bher dis ciple, whom
Jesus loved 0 from the emphasis that he placed on these things and the e ffect
thatthey had on him: Ahe s dhis is atha fitste timee vhatd the

word fAbel i evedaftei she vesuer@éction and it pe rtains to th e theo
disci p I' @his is no small point. The fa ct that he was the first pe rson who
Abel i ev «tdamnely sig néficant. (An appendix will expound on this la ter.)

Does scripture indicate that the Apos tle John would have any reason to
have reacted in that way to the things that we re in the tomb ? No, it does not.
Furthermore, note that the Bible does not s tate that Peter ibel i e v etdad
point in time). The va cant tomb, fithe linen cloth e s 0, fAtaemnd p k i ale@arly did

i ev el

(at

not have the same impa ct on Pe ter. However, the sight of fithe linen cloth e s 0

likely would have s topped Laza rus in his tracks, and the sight of fAthe napkin ¢
woul d hav e had a unique effect on him. The signi ficance of these i tems would not
have been lost on Laza rus; for he had expe rienced waking up a fter others had
dressed himin filinen 07 the ma terial that was used to wrap dead bodies!

The Al Effeegno

AAnd he rusjLthat was dead came fo rth, bound hand and foot wi  th
grave clothes: and his fa ce was bound abo utwith a n a grdorthgopel 11:44 ). Itis
no accident that the author took the time to men tion the seemingly trivial de tail
ofthe A napkhnmegardwo Lazarus also. Mo reover, it was only a fter the sight
of the A napgHhHat thée theo dis cipleo reacted: then Aihe s aw, and.
Although the author did not report what Laza rus 6 A glotlh & gwere made o f,
he no ted that theJewsu s e d 1 Itd bueyntbe bodiesin those days: fiThen they
took the body of Jesus , and wound it in linen clothes wi th the spices, as the
manner of the Jews is to bury o (Fourth gospel 19:40) . So, this would indi cate that
Aineno was | i kely muséd bfoalry lad sa@ .

Let6 dake a qui ck look at the usage of flinend ithe New Tes tament. The
English wo rd filinend wa s tosteadslate several di fferent G reek wo rds, b ut
only two of these G reek wo rds involve dead bodies. These two wo rds we re both
used to describe the ma terial that covered the body of Jesus , so they may well
be Synonyms  (cf. Fou rth gospel 19:40 compared to Mt. 27:59; and Lu. 23:53 compared to Lu. 24:12 ).
One of these wo rds always refers to the cloth covering a corpse. Likewise, the
other always refers to the cloth covering a corpse, wi th one excepti on.
discuss this curious ex ception a li ttle bit la ter. What we need to think abo ut at
this jun cture is, how would Laza rus have reacted to the sight of these items
which had been covering the body of Jesus ?
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Consider that the first thing that Laza rus must have seen when he came
back from the dead was the inside of th e @ n a ghati aowered his own fa ce! In
the momen ts after Jesus called him ba ck to life, Laza rus came o ut of his cave-
grave s till wrapped in his g raveclothes, and Jesus gave the ins truction, fiLoose
hi m, and | e(ourthdospal 11840 )0

It is not likely  that Laza rus ever fo rgot being loosed. The refore, itislogi cal
to suggest that the sight of Jesus 6 a b an d cavecibthes would have had a
powe rful and wholly unique e ffect on Laza rus. T h éheritis ciple0 r tordesusd
tomb and s tooped down togoin, b utinstead he s topped when he saw fithe linen

cloth e s(®urth gospel 20:3 -5).

When he did go in momen ts later, thi s thérdaisci p| e damé €he first
person to believe on the risen Lo rd : Ahe saw, a n(rurttbgesdel o6 V. drd O
light of this eviden ce, particularly given his reactions to fithe linen clothes o6 and
fith e n ap kannwe , conclude that the behavior of th e theo discipled woul d
befit Laza rus? The facts that we re recorded about this eventfit together logi cally
and comple telyif th e theodis cipled0 was risaz a

The Fishing T rip

After resurrection mo rn i n gthe di8 ciple whom Jesus loved 0 i st seem
when he and five o thers volun teer to accompany Pe ter, who announ ced that he
was going fishing. fAThere were together Simon Pe ter, and Thomas called
Didymus, and Na thanael of Cana in Galilee, and the sons of Zebedee , and two
other of his dis ciples. Simon Pe ter sai th unto them, I goa fishing. They say un to
him, We also gowi th th e e(®purth gospel 21:2 -3a).

They caught no thing that night, and thenextmorni ng A $tec ors the
shore: b ut the dis ciples knew not thatitwas Jesuso (Fourth gospel 21:3b -4). He spoke
with them and said to i Ca she neton the rightsideof the s hi p when aheyd
did they could not pullin  the net be cause of fithe mul titude of fi s h grsuéth gospel
215 -6). In the ne xt verse the authoré s regence is revealed when we read,
fiTherefore that dis ciple whom Jesus loved  saith unto Peter, Itis the Lord O(Fourth
gospel 21:7) . We see that fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved o0 wahe first dis ciple to
recognize Jesus that day.

More impo rtant, however,is theauthord s | iwhd wa®if a ttendan ce, for
right afterhe me nti on ettle sinsof Zebedeeo (James anoted that hn) ,
two unna med dis ciples we re there. This reference to an unnamed dis ciple fits
with the author6 s ttemn of concealing his ide ntity at this point in his gospel.
Still, it should grab our a  ttention when we see that the author grouped John in
wi th the five apo stles whom he chose toiden tifyin the firstpartof hislist;b ut
then, in contrast wi th that set of apo stle names, he lumped together the two
unnamed dis ciples and tacked themon to the end of his list (Fourth gospel 21:2)
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The author lis ted fithe sons of Zebedee 60 thi the apos tles, then just
momen ts later he referred to himse If anon ymously: in ve rse 7 he called himse If
fithat dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 . T Hfers a key a rgument against the idea
that this a uthor was John. Some try to claim that J o hesenese op this tripis
a reason why he could be the beloved dis ciple, b ut the author6 s ffoet to remain
anonymous at this poi ntin his gospel refutes theidea that hedd saddenly
way that was in di rectopposi tion to that effort.

The First Error

Later du ring that event , the dis ciples came to shore and dined wi th Jesus
(Fourth gospel 21:7 -14). Following that, Jesus had a conve rsation wi th Peter (Fourth
gospel 21:15 -19). Immedia tely thereafter we read, fiThen Peter, turning abo ut, see th
the dis ciple whom Jesus loved following, whi ch also leaned on his b reast at
supper , and said, Lo rd, whi chis he that be traye th thee? Peter seeing himsai th to
Jesus, Lo rd, and what shall this man do?0 (Fourth gospel 21:20 -21). To this Jesus
repl i ed, ftHatf he Itarny itill I come, what is that to thee? follow thou meo
(Fourth gospel 21:22 ).

Next, thereis as trange reference to the unnamed dis ciple. iThen w ent this
saying ab road among the brethren, that that dis ciple should not die: yet Jesus
said not un to him, He shall not die; b ut If I will  that he tarry tilll come, what is
that to thee?0 (Fourth gospel 21:23) . Here the author reports, and seeks to correct,
an error that had been circulati ng @ a nmleenbgethre n 6 . t8eo first error
about this dis ciple o ccurred long befo re he was mistakenly called John , when
some we re falsely taught that he would na die!

How should one respond to afalse teaching ? The me thod used by this God -
inspired author was to note what was not said and to emphasize what was
actually said. He poin ted out that Jesus did not say what the rumor sai d (At
shall not thenechéggaingaon ded J e s udsde rladim (Alf I will that he
tarry till 1 come, what is that to thee?0) . T hthas oféered no fu rther
commen tary on Je srdssut i@ oher chose simply to bear witness to the
words of Jesus and let them speak for themselves. The author clearly expe cted
that his readers could unde rstand the wo rds of Jesus. B ut if those wo rds were
sufficient for the readers of his gospel, why we re they misin terpreted by those
who sp read the false no tion that thisauthor woul d 6%inot di e

A Tell tale Rumor

The fou rth g o s p etlhdr driec to correct the misunde rstanding that had
been circulati ng a mahlegreifhre n o . Wenotato !l d i f J |ls wesré wo
misin terpreted by one or mo re of the men thatwe re on the fishing trip, orif the
Anot di e0 i deaters pftea atpersuhad bleem told abo ut this trip. B ut
regardless of who started the rumor, the factis that the brethren accepted the
notion that theone whom fAJesus | ovedo would Anot dieo.
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This begs the ques tion: What could have caused this? The wo rds of Jesus
were not the cause of the problem; for the fourth g o s p ethd swice quoted
J e s u srs inveoway thatindi cates that thisauthorknew that the finot di eo i
wasnd drawn from those wo rds, b ut imposed upon them (Fourthgospel 21:22&23 ).

There is a di fference between those who had heard J e s umdreaoonted
by the men who we re on the fishing trip and those who would la ter read those
words in this author6 s b ook . rmdrigeoud vaould have had a key pie ce of
information that the author wi thheld from his readers, and in terestingly, this
would help toexplainwhy the fAnot dieo i dea wathe festgacebel i e
The knowledge of the identity of fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 i s what
differentiates these two groups.

The authord s itityevas concealed from the readers of his gospel. The
disciples of Jesus, on the other hand, knew fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 . Hi s
identity was not a mys tery to them. And ini tially at least, they would have
included this info rmation in their testimony of what happened on the fishing trip.
What was it abo ut this pa rticular dis ciple that caused some to jump to the wrong
conclusion, and led them to assume that they could in terpretJesus 6 wds, filf |
will that he tarry tilll co me 0, as mighatndistigpl e shoul d Theo't di
erroneous idea that he fis houl d not d i eadsedwlay swhat aJésus said.
Rather, ita rose be cause of whom Jesus had been talking abo ut!

What if the men on the fishing trip, and those who hea rd abo ut this event,
knew that Je snds referwen to Lazarus? Since he had al ready died and been
brought ba ck from the dead, a reason for the erroneous rumor be comes evident.
One can see why some of them might jump to the conclusion that Jesmuws d wo
meant the shoul d not di eo.

Jesus had displayed his willingness to have his ffri e nd 0 rus doasad from
the bonds of dea th, even a fter four day s (and that mira cle took pla ce not all that
long befo re this misunde rstanding o ccurred). This was a very spe cial blessing,
one not gran ted to all of J e s udsdples, nor their families and friends. Laza rus
was one of the few individuals who had ever been chosen to receive this one -of-
a-kind gi ft a n d ryéoenveed K (Fdrew godpel 129 ,11 &18).

If the one whom fAJesus wasdazards) then, as no ted, there is a
logi cal explana tion for the origin of the false rumor. S ince Jesus had al ready
raised his friend Laza rus from the dead, those who knew that Laza rus was the
subje ct of Jesus 6 wds had mistakenly infe rred that he would be exemp ted from
having to unde rgo a se cond physi cal dea th. He re again, we see that the facts
surrounding this dis ciple perfectly fit Lazarus. This telltale rumor easily
harmonizes wi th all of the other bibli cal data, if Laza rus was the one whom
AJesusdol. o vwe baicdnside ring still mo re eviden ce that suppo rts this
conclusion, b ut first letd s S eoednswer this question: Why did this a uthor
conceal hisiden tity?
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Chap ter 6 T WHY DID THE AU THOR WRITE THE GOSPEL?
& MORE EVIDENCE OF HIS IDENTITY

The Motive?

Thefourth gospel 6s a mtdhor ook the tinee to record his pu rpose
for writing his book, and that pu rpose may be linked to the reason that he hid his
identity. He wrote , AAnd thersigns druly did Jesus in the presence of his
disciples, which are not writtenin this book: B ut these are written, that ye might
believe that Jesusis the Christ, the Son of God , and that believing ye might have
life through hi s (Féuahmoep®20:30 -31).

The authord s tenth therefore, was to focus the attention of his readers on
Jesus and to provide info rmation that would help them to fibelieve that Jesus is
the Christ, the Son of Go do .While this may appear to be me rely the authoré s
goal for his gospel, it  turns out that this obje ctive also p rovided a mo tive for this
author to cloak his iden tity. (All of this was under the inspira tion of God, of
course. And God uses individuals in  their exis ting circumstances to de clare His
willand carryito ut.)

As the author® intent was to point people to Jesus, he would have avoided
doing an ything that might have in terfered with that goal. And there is evidence
that Laza rus would have had reason to believe that his iden tity could have
interfered wi th that obje ctive.

If we think abo ut what happened a fter Laza rus was raised from the dead,
then we can unde rstand the problem that Laza rus had to face ; h e &@ame b e
@elebrityo . However, i f ct hhe awtlaos the Mhourthagospel, then t his
would have p resented a dilemma for Laza rus and a conflict with the author®
stated goal .

The Fame Problem

In chapter 12, whi chis the last pla ce that the author men tions La zarus, we
get a feel for just how famous he be came. For ins tance , i t theyycame ndt
for Jesusod subthat theynrhight seebaza rus also, whom he had raised
from th e d e @odrh gospel 1229 ). Consider the impli cations of that i fithey came
notforJesus 6 s akeolonl

How do you think that would have a ffected Lazarus? Would he have
enjoyed the spo tlight and basked in  the glo ry that this brought to him? The reis
no eviden ce th at Jeffrue B do rusataok advan tage of this situation or
milked it for his own ego. (A ctually, the sudden disappearan ce of Laza rus from
the pages of the fou rth gospel indicates quite the contrary.)
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Prior to Pentecost we do not read of people wan ting to see Pe ter or any of
the apos tl e s fA,&Ves ahwugh they helped feed the crowds (mt. 14:19 ,15:36 , etc),
and displayed powe@uioar)e The id dus ofi thespéople had always
been Jesus . They came to confront, see, hear, touch, or be healed by Jesus. B ut
after Lazarus was raised from the dead in front of many witnesses, the people
came to see hi m 0 eefosep this iffiheen d o0 whom | B Y e slaed & a
pe culiar dilemma.

We e told, fiby reason of him [Laza rus] many of the Jews went away, and

beli eved o@ourtddgspeusi) . Moreover, the raising of Laza rus was a key
reason that the crowd met Jesus when he rode in on a donkey: fFor this cause
the people also met him [Jesus], for they hea rd that he had done this mira cl e 0

(Fourth gospel 12:18 ). This may lead some to suggest thatlLazarus6 new found f a
was a good thing, be cause it could help to draw mo re people, who would  then

get to hear Jesus speak . However, there is good reason to suspe ct that this

would not have a chieved a las ting result, sin ce the crowd at that T riumphal En try

was not cheering for Jesus just a few days la ter, when the choice for pa rdon was

Jesus or Barabba s.

There is no reason to believe that the raised Laza rus was an ything b ut
loyal to his friend Jesus . Neve rtheless, he be came a novel ty that people also
sought in addi tion to Jesus (Fourth gospel 12:9 ). We should immedia tely recognize
that this would have p resented Lazarus with a huge p roblem. John the Bap tist
articulated the idea, fAHe [Jesus] mustin crease, b utl must decre a s €durth gospel
3:30). And one su re way that Laza rus could avoid dr awing a ttention away from
Jesus would be to o6 di srédp p edebirgy his iden tity or be coming anonymous
could help a ccomplish this.

The unnamed a uthor tells us that he did not report eve rything that Jesus
did (Fourth gospel 20:30 ). His book sought to achieve a s tated goal T thatits readers
Ami ght b that Uesus eis the Christ, the Son of God 0 a nhé&t they would
i have throughehis nam eod (Fourth gospel 20: 31). The a uthor had a reason for
cloaking his iden tity. If he was Laza rus, then he may have concealed his iden tity
out of fear that his no  toriety could in terfere with that s tated goal . Is this in fa ct
what led the author to hide his iden tity? While we cannot know for su re, this
explana tionis atleasta reasonable and bibli cally sound possibili ty.

What about Him?

Even the dis ciples were not immune to the dis traction e ffect, as can be
seen when six of them a ccompanied Pe ter ona fishing trip and Jesus paid them a
visit. While seven dis ciples were present, the resurrected Jesus took the time to
focus on P eter (Fourth gospel 21:15 -19). Moreover, we a re also told that this was only
fithe third time that Jesus shewed himse If to his dis ciples, after that he was risen
from th e d e @odrth gospel 21:14 ).
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However, in spi te of J exusandim,fitcseems as if Pe  terd s ttemtion

was easily dis tracted i by the presence of fithe disciple whom Jesus loved 0!
fiThen Pe ter, turning abo ut see th the dis ciple whom Jesus loved following; whi ch
also leaned on his b reast at supper and said, Lo rd, whi ch is he that be traye th
thee? Peter seeing him sai th to Jesus, Lord, and what shall this man do? OFourth
gospel 21:20 -21). Ins tead of responding to the wo rds that Jesus had just spoken to
him, Pe ter appears to change the subje ct. 1t6 s n ot tHatih& éd ythis simpl y
because fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 h a p p ¢onfadl th his line of sight. So,
what do you think could have p romp ted Peter to ask this ques tion?

Furthermore, several dis ciples were present, so what mo tivated Peter to
focus on fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 ? r¥es 20 and 21 do refer to him
fifollowin g 0 antdré P e s e ei n gt theimene factbthat he was nea rby would
not have been a s ufficient reason for Pe ter to single o ut this one dis ciple from
the rest who we re there. At that ins tant, Pe ter delibe rately referred to this one
disciple only. Why? Well let us consider the possibili ty that Pe ter may have been
driven to ask spe cifically a bout fithedisci pl e whom Jes utbatmomene do at

because of who t his disciple was i since Peter would have known this man as
Lazarus! One o ther thing to take into account is the moment that Peterd s
attention turned tothe one whom fAJesus ItewoEelyde caud the | s 1

topic of conversation had just changed, and at that moment, Jesus was speaking
aboutPeter6 s the a

Jesus Foretells Pete r6 s [bhe a

fThis spake he [Jesus ] signi fying by what dea th he [Pe ter] should glo rify
GodO (Fourth gospel 21:19 ). Without ge tting in to the particulars o f Jesdsand wo
verse 18, note that reddd that he raised the topic of Pe ter6 s theThen
Jesus had two more wo rds for Pe ter, iF o | | 0 w(Fonte gbspel 21:19 ).

When the ma tter of his dea th was raised, Pe ter seemed to change the
subje ct, whi ch might be dismissed by some as a typical reaction to anxie ty. B ut
bear in mind that the one speaking to Peter was the resurrected Jesus, who had
overcome dea th.

When Jesus told Peter fiby what dea th he should glo rify Godo what di d
Peter do? fiThen Peter, turning abo ut, see th the dis ciple whom Jesus loved ¢é
Peter seeing him sai th to Jesus, Lo rd, and what shall this man do?0 (Fourth gospel
21:20 -21). [ The literal G reek reads, fiLord, b utof thisonewha to . ]

Why is it that upon lea rning fiby what dea th he should glo rify Godo , tdte
felt compelled to refer to this one pa rticular individual? Was Pe ter me rely
concerned abo ut the future of a fellow dis ciple, or is there a mo re rational
explana tion that can account for his ques tion?
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Of course, if fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 wa s rusathen there was
logic inPeterd s (qtiore Be ter knew that Laza rus had beenraised from the dead,
so he may have been asking if Laza rus would have to die ano ther physi cal dea th.
Or, be cause of what Jesus had just said, Pe ter may have wonde red if he would
be raised from the dead like Laza rus. But, regardless of why Pe ter asked his
guestion, we can consider the distracting e ffect that fthe dis ciple whom Jesus
loved 0 s e e hoeéhave on Peter.

Death is a weigh ty ma tter. Still, when Jesus Dbrought up Pe ter6s the a
Peter turned his attention from Jesus to fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 .

However, the key he reisnd@ the topic of dea th, nor Pe ter6 sattention sh ifting f rom
Jesus. It6 s timirgy. He focusedon the one whom fAJesus | ohe
topic be came dea th. Would Pe ter6 s mi nd h aiated Laza rauowi th this topic?
Naturally.

This was only fithe third time that Jesus shewed himse If to his dis ciples,
after that he was risen from th e d e @odrh gospel 21:14 ). Even so, Jesus was not
the sole fo cus of Pe terd satt ention. The a uthor (known to us as fithe dis ciple
whom Jesus loved 0 ) royed to be a dis traction for Pe ter, just as he la ter be came
a distraction to those who sp read the rumor that he would not die. Being a
distraction would su rely conflict wi th the authoré s  «tive @cf. Fou rth gospel 20:31 ).
We have al ready dis cussed how this po tential conflict would have p rovided a
motive for the author to remain ano nymous. The ques tion for you is: Do the
facts suppo rt t he conclusion thatt his was Lazarus, writing ano ny mously to avoid
any hindran ce to his goal?

The Hum bleness Ques tion

The idea that Laz arus would fo rgo using his name to avoid be coming a
distraction to others would be in line wi th the authord s eesspd in tent. After he
was raised from the dead, Laza rus be came an attraction for people (Fourth gospel
12.9). If he was also the God -inspired writer of the fou rth gospel, then Laza rus
would have been mo re than willing to avoid claiming a uthorship, ra ther than
taking the risk of in terfering wi th the reader6 s cus on Jesus .

fiThe dis ciple whom Jesusloved 0 may n ot rythembla sounding term;
but we know that it is an a ccurate description, for it was  written under the
inspira tion of God . And no te the timing he re, too. The a uthor began referring to
hims elf by this term only a fter he reported th a tthefi came not for Jesus sake
only, b ut that they mightseelLaza rusal s o0 .

It is common for peo ple to say that John was humble be cause of the
author® ano nymity. B ut this author was not John, so any a ttributes that one
may infer regarding the author do not apply to John. If the author6 s ffoet to
remain anonymous does indicate that he was humble, then this attribute applies
to the author whoever he was, in  cluding Laza rus.
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