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Dedication

Thank you, God, for the question that was raised at that Bible study where my sister Stella said, 4 have a problem with the Gospel of John.
The author never calls himself John. Instead, he always calls himself fthe disci pl e wh om J ¢hsewther distiv e ldafthe ather
disciple, whom Jesus loveddd The two verses that she then quoted opened my eyes. This led me to search the scriptures, and for that | am
very grateful. Your word has preserved many important details for us but | had not paid attention to them. Thankfully, she did. By raising
this question she inspired me to take a closer look at the Bible on this issue and the search for truth on this question has resulted in a
greater appreciation for your word.

ATeach me thy way, O LORD; | wi |1 wal k in thy trutho (Ps. 86:11a).

Thank you to those who gave their time and resources to help in the production of this book, especially my wife Kathleen, my mother, my
sisters and my friends. Your prayers, encouragement, assistance, patience and love were vital to this project and are deeply appreciated.

To those who sent funds to help print books, and those who have recommended this book to others, thank you for your support. | also
need to thank Meridith and Joel for our wonderful cover.

A further note of gratitude goes out to Kathleen, Clare, Lisa, Ellen, Terry, Cheri e 6 rbaraBJhn, Ron, David, Jason, Rick, Tom, and Tom,
for their help, comments, and suggestions regarding this revised fourth edition, as this all worked together to bring about the final result.

God bless everyone who helped this work to succeed.



The Disciple Whom Jesus Loved i author of the fourth gospel

THE DISCIPLE WHOM JESUS LOVED

TABLE OF CONTENTS

PREFACE 3
INTRODUCTION 3
Chapter 1 - THE TRUTH MATTERS 6

The Gospel of fitte disciple whom Jesus loveddAThe Integrity of the Bible AJury Duty Adust the Facts and Just the Bible
AVerify i According to the Scriptures AThe Truth Is Our Goal ABible References and Quotes AA Worthwhile Pursuit and
a Helping Hand Affrom heaven, or of men?0AThe Authority of Gadlés Wo

Chapter 2 - THE DISCIPLE WHOM JESUS LOVED: WHAT DOES THE BIBLE SAY? 10

fthe disciple whom Jesus loveddAT h e thét disci p | ehé Fonrth Gospel AA Look at the Scriptures AA Latecomer?
AErased from the Bible? AA Few More Questions Before the Answers

Chapter 3 - THE EVIDENCE PRO & CON: WAS JOHN THE BELOVED DISCIPLE? 15

The Testimony of Scripture Regarding John AHow Humble Was the Apostle John? AA Glaring Oversight? AWhy Include
Johnbut Excludethe One Whom ddJAdHe Relatidnship Between Jesus and John APeter Was Foremost
Among fthe tw e | VAEhé Behavior and Character of John AThe Bible Presents a Contrast Afi iad they all forsook him
and fleddACourage Under Fire

Chapter 4 - AWRONG ASSUMPTION & MORE EVIDENCE: THE GOSPEL OF JOHN, OR NOT? 21

fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo  atimed.ast Supper AGuess Whod s C otmDinmer? ANot Alone at the Passover

Arafterothe Supper? AWhere Isthe Lord 6 s T ATihd Fed? Washing Incident Afi at of you alldAThe Sequence of

Last Supper Events AA Hidden Key in the Book of Acts AThe Apostle John and the High Priest Alf Not John, Then Who?
Chapter5-THE ONE WHOM AJESUS LOVEDO WAS THE AUTHOR OE THE F
What Is God Telling Us? AHidden in Plain Sight ABible Referencesto J e s u sA@ Sudaen Appearance AJ e s uriedd F

Becomes a Celebrity AThe Transition ADead Man Walking ALike White on Rice! ABeen There. Done That. AThe Courage

Evidence Awhat Is a Disciple? AThe Character Evidence ADoes the Evidence Fit? AResurrection Morning AThe Evidence
inside the Tomb AThe First Disciple to Believe AT h ei nfieBfféct AThe Fishing Trip AThe First Error AA Telltale Rumor

Chapter 6 - WHY DID THE AUTHOR WRITE THE GOSPEL? & MORE EVIDENCE OF HIS IDENTITY 41

The Motive? AThe Fame Problem AWhat about Him? AJesus Foretells Peterd s  th ATéne Humbleness Question
ANames in Scripture AThe Other Murder Plot AWhich Disciple Was Known? AWAdd t hou not wunto his word

Chapter 7 - THE BIBLE VERSUS TRADITION & MORE BIBLE FACTS TO CONSIDER 46

The Jury Summation AThe First Disciples AAnother Possibility AMark& Mystery Man AA Fashion Statement? AEnough
Evidence? AMore than a Story? AWho Was Jesus Speaking About? Aln Conclusion AWhere Do We Go from Here?
ARespect for the Authority of Gadés Wo

APPENDIX 57

Thethdrdisci pl| e 0 edfFiest ATheBible Versus Non-Bible Sources AA Better Bible Study Method Afthe Lorop trieth
the heartso

POSTSCRIPT 60

GospelOfJohnOrNot.com 2



Gospel of John or not? A Bible study on the beloved disciple

PREFACE
fEvery word of God is pure: he is a shield unto them that put their trust in hi m®@r. 30:5).
fi A dhbu not unto his words, lest he reprove thee, and thou be found a liaro(pr. 30:6).
fiThere is a way that seemeth right unto a man, but the end thereof are the ways of deatho(pr. 16:25).

fit is better to trust in the LORD than to put confidence in man. It is better to trust in the LORD than to put
confidence in princeso(Ps. 118:8-9).

fiFor the LORD giveth wisdom: out of his mouth cometh knowledge and understandingO(pr. 2:6).

fiThe man that wandereth out of the way of understanding shall remain in the congregation of the deado(pr. 21:16).
fi . .an shall not live by bread alone, but by every word that proceedeth out of the mouth of Godo(mt. 4:4b).

fi A s whora babes, desire the sincere milk of the word, that ye may grow there b y (1Rt. 2:24).

fFor the word of the LORD is right. . (Ps. 83:4a).

fi . . that lath my word, let him speak my word faithfullyd (Jer. 23:28b).

fi Aaithful witness will noterhsisag . . . O

=13

fudy to shew thyself approved unto God, a workman that needethnotto b e as h@rneasd). . . 0

fBlessed is that man that maketh the LORD his trust, and respecteth not the proud, nor such as turn aside to lieso
(Ps. 40:4).

fProve all things; hold fast that which i s (gros®2d. o

fit is the glory of God to conceal a thing: but the honour of kings is to search out a mattero(pr. 25:2).

INTRODUCTION

The first three gospels all mention these three notable events of J e sty:hi6 mi

transfiguration (mt. 17:1-9, Mk. 9:2-9, Lu. 9:28-36), his Gethsemane prayers (Mt. 26:36-46, Mk. 14:32-42, Lu.
22:39-46), and his raising of the daughter of Jairus (mt. 9:18-26, Mk. 5:22-43, Lu. 8:41-56). Only three
disciples were present at these events, and the Apostle John was one of them (mt. 17:1 & 26:37,
Mk. 5:37, 9:2 & 14:33, Lu. 8:51 & 9:28). Although John was an eyewitness to all of these events, there
is no mention of these key events in the gospel that today bears J o h n 6! Fhese avouks
surely have been extremely profound moments i n Jife. [5a @tsat can explain their
omission from the fourth gospel, a book that tradition has said was written by John?

Many teachers will refer to the fourth gospel as & o h n Gewitnessytestimonyd but
does the Bible support this claim? Those who take a closer look will find that the idea that
John wrote the fourth gospel does not line up with the facts that are recorded in scripture.
The three events that were noted above are just the tip of the iceberg. It turns out that every
event where John is referred to by name in the first three gospels is missing from the fourth
gospel i every one of them! For example, Jesus told John fiye know not what manner of spirit
ye are ofo  w hrabuwking John and his brother after they sought to cdimmand fire to come
down fro m h e a(w.e:33-85). John and Peter were sent by Jesus to prepare the Passover
(Lu.22:8). J e s unrvatdlyp a nradwhe questions of John, Peter, James, and Andrew on the
Mount of Olives (mk. 13:3). John and his brother asked Jesus to seat th e m i o thg riglat n
hand, and the other on thy left hand, in thy gloryo (vk. 10:35-41). But these events will not be
found in the fourth gospel, because none of the events where John is named in the first
three gospels are in the fourth gospel. Does its omission of all of the @dohn events 6 srtipp o
the idea that the fourth gospel is @ o h n 6 sitnessytestiwmony &
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Ifitwa s J o h withess aecpunt, how did he come to exclude all mention of these
events? Are we to believe that John read the other gospels first, and then wrote this gospel
in such a way as to carefully omit any of the events where he was named in those other
gospels? Is this reasonable? In the last chapter of the fourth gospel, verses 21:20 and 24 let

us know that it was writte n by an urin@ime dwhiamsJ e s u sthodnevered o .

identified himself as John. Rather, he used various terms like fthe disciple whom Jesus
lovedq fthe other discipleq etc. to refer to himself; and his use of these curious terms to cloak
his identity raises many questions. The fourth gospel does present the authordé $estimony,
but scripture can prove that this author could not have been John. That idea was a case of
mistaken identity. Whoever the beloved disciple was, he was not John. Non-Bible sources
are responsible for this erroneous tradition; for as you will discover, there is not a single
verse that would justify teaching the John idea.

Lest anyone mistake the thrust of this study, note that Godd s r@vis not in error
and nothing herein suggests otherwise. In fact, this study cites nothing but the scriptures,
because the Bible is the primary source on Bible issues; and, if we heed the details that have
been preserved therein, it can help to correct mistaken ideas that we may have. As will be
shown, the title Gospel of John was not written by the gospel s@uthor. Others added that
title to this authordé s rkwitill, the record of scripture is able to overcome the errors of men,
and the verses quoted in this study do exactly that. Indeed, one should not be presenting an
idea as if it were biblical if he cannot cite a single verse that would justify teaching that idea.
And, if the Bible can disprove an idea that we have believed, why wouldn6 t e give up that
idea and stand corrected? Acts 18:24-28 tells of a man named Apollos: he was i mi tygimthe

scriptureso finstructed in the way of the Lordo ffervent in the spiritd and @ s faaghkte

diligently the things of the Lordo Yet, we know that his understanding was lacking because
when A Aquriscila haa mehrd B s teaching, they i e X p o u n t &ich thel way of
God more perfectlyd [The Greek here says fimore accurately@] It says that at that time,
Apollos k n e w o fthe Baptisrh ¢f JohnoJohn (i.e., John the Baptist). But the key point is
that Apollos revised his teaching when the truth was presented to him. Thereafter, we are
toldthat Ap ol tilyocenviricedithgeh J e ws 0, fithee Isaiptures ¢hat Begus was
Christa Apol | os \wansthe&ariptuyesoand he was still willing to be taught; so, why
not us?

History proves that errors can become widely accepted as truth: the Pilbddown Man 6

evolution hoax, the flat earth myth, etc. Most people tend to ta k ¢he scholars 6 rdafar it on
such issues, assuming that what th e 6 resxégaeh is the truth. But, where Bible questions
are concerned, we can test if what we believe is true or not. Seeking the truth requires us to
weigh the evidence without prejudice. If we are to render a fair verdict, then we must be
careful not to let our judgment of the facts be distorted by ideas that we have previously
assumed were true.

There is very often a difference between what people think the Bible says and what it
actually says. So, the way to verify the truth on biblical issues is to check to see what the
Bible itself says. In this case, since the fourth g o s guthdr ddentified himself in terms of
Jesusodo |l ove for hto see who scriptuee ksa&ys had tais elationship with
Jesus. When these verses are examined, one will see that the Bible never singles out

John in this manner! Thus, unless one can show that fthe disci pl e whom Jesus

John, it is unbiblical to call John dhe beloved discipled

GospelOfJohnOrNot.com 4

ano

C



Gospel of John or not? A Bible study on the beloved disciple

The Bible has much more for us to consider regarding this question, and thank God,
the identity of the one whom dcdae BeusBown fom @ dtudy of the Bible facts
alone. Rather than quoting non-Bible sources, the method that is used to shed light on the
beloved disciple 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 work will gain a new appreciation for the
details that God has preserved for us in the biblical record. Today, many people think that
the Bible ca n éeveal anything new, because they assume that the popular teachers and
scholars have already mined all of the truthouto f G o dd But tlkecevidence in this study
will show that this is not the case, and that scripture can still pro vi deproofo and
fcorrectiono (2Ti. 3:16). Let us not tru s t itiaing \ioedns o f ma n § lsecauwse sudfaitm o
i s h oul tdnd mthé wisslom of men, but in the power of Godo(1cor. 2:4&5).

What would you say to someone who asked, &/hy should people read the Bible? If the
best that one can hope for is to learn what the scholars have already discovered, then why
not just tell people to read the writings of the scholars, rather than reading the Bible and risk
misunderstanding what it says?0

The goal of this book is to encourage a love of the truth. Lord willing, those who read
this study will be led to read the Bible more, to read it more 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 rdvepall things @rTh. 5:21) admonition, especially since there
are a number of Bible facts that do seem to argue against the John tradition?

If the evidence of scripture can disprove the John idea, then the authority of God $
word provides sufficient reason for rejecting the non-Bible sources that are used to justify the
John tradition. Herein, the light of scripture will expose the danger of assuming that the
opinions of others can serve as a measure for determining what is true. The truth is not
assured by simply following the herd.

We know many things about John: his name; that he was the son of Zebedee and had
a brother named James; that he was a fisherman; that he and his brother were partners with
Peter, and were there when Jesus healed Peter& wife& mother; that John was one of the
twelve apostles chosen by Jesus; that John and his brother asked for the seats next to Jesus,
and that Jesus surnamed th e mBodnerges, which is, The sons of thundero that John was
there at the raising of Jairu sdaughter, the transfiguration, and Jesusoprayers in the garden;
that John and his brother wanted to call fire down from heaven on one group of people, and
that Jesus rebuked them for it; that John was the one who to | d J wessavs ondicasting
out devils in thy name; and we forb a d  hetc.nMd. 4:21, 10:2, 17:1, 26:37, 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 information about John
can be learned from the gospel that popular opinion says was written by the Apostle John.

As will be shown in this study, the only detail that is reported in the fourth gospel that
is specific to John is a notation th a the sons o f Z e b e deegpesgent with some fellow
disciples at an event that is mentioned at the end of the book. However, since John is never
named in this gospel, a person would have to know beforehand from another source that
John was a son of Zebedee in order to know that the phrase ithe sonsof Zebedeeo e
referred to John. Thus, it turns out that the least helpful of the four gospels when it comes to
learning facts about the Apostle John and the things that he witnessed, said, and did during
the ministry of Jesus, is the one that men decided to call The Gospel of John!
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Chapter 17 THE TRUTH MATTERS

The Gosithel dofscipl e whom Jesus | ovedo

The God-inspired writer of our fourth gospel was careful never to identify himself by
name. Since he deliberately concealed his identity, then perhaps it is not wise to ignore his
efforts in this regard and uncritically accept the idea that this author was the Apostle John,
the brother of James, son of Zebedee. Should we not ask why God6 s  red author used
cryptic phrases like fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedoto refer to himself? Why didnd he just
use his name? Paul was named repeatedly in his books, and John gave his hame five times
in the Book of Revelation.

Instead of simply identifying himself by name, this author cloaked himself in a veil of
anonymity. Since God did not lead this gospel author to identify himself as John, should we
be quick to follow those who tell us that he was the Apostle John? Non-Bible hearsay can be
wrong. So, why wouldn@ we want to see if this belief lines up with scripture i especially
considering the fact that the author of this gospel went to great lengths to hide his identity?

This is not to suggest that the identity of this author cannot be determined. There is a
person who does fit all that the Bible reveals about this author. Several passages in his
gospel, like 20:5 and 21:21, indicate that this author was a male. Establishing his identity,
however, takes a bit more effort. Therefore, this study will seek to examine everything that
the Bible can tell us about this individual. We will search the scriptures for the answer to the
guestion that the author® self-description poses to the readers of his gospel: Who was fthe
disciple whom Jesus lovedd?

The Inteqgrity of the Bible

The content of the fourth gospel is true. This is not what is in question. Nothing
presented herein casts any doubt whatsoever on the legitimacy of this gospel as inspired
scripture or its rightful inclusion in the New Testament. No one should think that this study in
any way challenges the words of Godbé s red wrfiers or the accuracy of scripture. Any
such innuendo would plainly be a flagrant distortion of what is discussed in this book.

A firm reliance on the inspired word of God does not prohibit the questioning of the
traditions of men. Jesus himself was quite willing to challenge religious teachings that were
based on an erroneous understanding of the scriptures. It is not improper for us to question
teachings or traditions, even widely accepted ones, if we discover evidence that suggests
that something is amiss. If you love Jesus, then you love the truth. A search for truth, utilizing
only the evidence contained in God6 s rdyis what you will find in this study.

Jury Duty

As you read on, act as if you are on a jury and that the Bible is Exhibit A. Your job is to
weigh the testimony of scripture that is quoted herein and decide whether or not this
evidence is able to meet the burden of proof in two cases, both involving the identity of ithe
disciple wh o m J e s u sYou acevthe dne@ who will render the verdict in these matters, so
it is up to you to prayerfully seek the truth and consider the evidence without prejudice.

GospelOfJohnOrNot.com 6



Gospel of John or not? A Bible study on the beloved disciple

In the first case, this study will seek to prove beyond a reasonable doubt that the
Apostle John was not ithe disciple whom Jesus lovedd Although beyond a reasonable doubt
is a very high standard, the biblical evidence presented in this case should be sufficient to
meet this standard, in your judgment. The facts will prove that the Apostle John and this
unnamed author were two different individuals.

The second case seeks to prove the identity of this heretofore misidentified disciple,
but only to a preponderance of the evidence. (This simply means the greater weight of
evidence, enough to dip the sca | eostb prove that something is more likely true than not
true.) But, here too, it is up to you to decide if the evidence offered on this point is sufficient.

Just the Facts and Just the Bible

As was stated earlier, the writer of this gospel always described himself with phrases
that avoided directly disclosing his identity. When one takes note of this, then mere dogmatic
assertions regarding this author® identity will likely sound less convincing than they would
have otherwise 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 as well as conceal.

Those new to the Bible may be unaware that thi s g oisspired author did not
entitle his work, The Gospel of John. That title (like the chapter and verse divisions) was not
in the author® original text. It was added to his book by others. And that title was clearly not
a product of the inspired author, for the author surely did not proclaim his name in a title,
since the cumbersome terms that the author used to refer to himself in the gospel plainly
indicate that he intended to conceal his identity.

All scripture is inspired by God, but hearsay tradition is not. So, this study will not cite
non-Bible sources like the opinions of scholars, or comments attributed to this-or-that person
inth e réy@&laurch, or the writings of men from the presentorthepast Mandés wi sdom i
God 6 s wissmoBible sources ought to be viewed in light of scripture, and not the
other way around. Therefore, only scripture, and the logical results of comparing scripture
with scripture, will be offered as evidence in this book.

Verify i According to the Scriptures

Acts 17:11 tells us that the Bereans fivere more noble than those in Thessalonica, in
that they received the word with all readiness of mind, and searched the scriptures daily,
whether those things were soa And we can be diligent in seeking the truth by testing every
idea against the word of God.

If we read a book or hear a teaching, then we can subject those ideas to biblical
scrutiny, in line with the instruction , profe all thingso (1th. 5:21). It was Paul who taught the
Bereans; and even though he was an apostle, they still fsearched the scripturesoi and they
were praised for doing so! Therefore, it is fair to hold our teachers to the same standard. We
can be just as conscientious in our pursuit of truth because we can use the Bible to test our
beliefs and the ideas that are presented to us.
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Christians have nothing to fear from the truth. But since new ideas challenge tradition,
they are often mocked or simply dismissed. However, unless man has discovered all of the
truth in the Bible, then we should always be open to the possibility that God may, at times,
have something new to teach us.

The Truth Is Our Goal

God surely knew that inspiring this author to refer to himself as fthe disciple whom
Jesus lovedo  w ocausedsome to wonder about his identity. So, letd s  ltodhe Bible to see
if we can ascertain who this anonymous author was. In seeking to answer this question, do
not just assume that you can trust the opinion of others more than your own. Popular opinion
canbewron g . E v erybodydéthinks #hat something is true, that doesnd make it so. If @llé
the scholars said that the earth is flat, and ridiculed anyone who dared to question their
@ccepted truthg they would nevertheless be wrong.

Letd follow the example of the Bereans. They didnd just take Pauld s rdnafar it. They
searched the scriptures 7 and we should do likewise when we are told that fthe disciple
whom Jesus lovedd wa s . Theihcredible thing is that there 6 s no't ase thatng | e
would justify teaching that idea! In spite of this, commentaries and teachers will habitually
say that dohn was the beloved disciple§ and they state this as if it were biblical. In reality,
however, all such assertions amount to opinion being mistakenly sold as fact. In this study
you will see for yourself what happens when the John tradition is put to the test of scripture.

Commentaries or other books can be helpful, especially when they highlight details
that we might otherwise miss. But we need to test the statements they make. And you should
treat this text likewise. Carefully evaluate the two cases that are presented in this study and
verify each scripture reference. The verses that are needed for this study are quoted herein,
but looking them up will enable you to confirm the evidence in its context. By doing so, you
will be built up in confidence and competence when it comes to discussing the topic of this
study, as you also become more grounded in Godd s rdwAlso, Proverbs 3:5-6 says, flrust
in the LorD with all thine heart; and lean not unto thine own understanding. In all thy ways
acknowledge him, and he shall direct thy path s 8o, rather than cling to our understanding of
things, we should trust in the LorD and follow wherever the truth in his word takes us.

Bible References and Quotes

This study will quote only the Holy Bible, as previously noted. Yet, the wording in your
Bible may vary on some of these quotes, since there are many different versions of the
Bible. Still, no matter which Bible version you use, you will be able to verify the accuracy and
context of every passage cited. The differences in wording between Bible versions wona
alter the verdict that is demanded by the evidence. All of the quotes in this study are taken
from the King James Version (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 words
that appear to be misspelled, like fi s h e Wlkheke are not errors but are the result of exactly
qguoting the KJV. (Herein the marks o will be reserved solely for direct quotations of
scripture. Also, for clarification, ten Greek terms have been included from the Interlinear
Greek-English New Testament, published by Baker Book House, 1981.)

GospelOfJohnOrNot.com 8
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A Worthwhile Pursuit and a Helping Hand

Rather than dive into G o d ddsto seeoif the John idea is true or not, some try to
dodge the issue by asking: &Vhat difference does it make?d Well, for starters, if the John
idea isnd true, then promoting it undercuts the authority of scripture (just like every false idea
that men ascribe to Go d @d$. Invect, it will be shown that the John tradition actually
makes scripture contradict itself, which the truth cannot do. A more in-depth answer to this
guestion follows later; but for now, let it suffice that Jesus indicated that the truth matters
(Fourth gospel 8:32, 14:6, 17:17, 18:37, et al.). Proverbs 2:3-5 indicates that the pursuit of knowledge is
a worthwhile endeavor and the source that we should look to is suggested in the next verse i
A F ¢he LORD giveth wisdom: out of his mouth cometh knowledge and understandingopr. 2:6).

Still, this is not a task that one needs to take on alone. The Holy Spirit was called fthe
Spirit of truthd  w h e n tolll éhe dissiples, fhe will guide you into all truthd (Fourth gospel 16:13).
And, Jesus said that the Father would gifie the Holy Spirit to them that ask himo (Lu. 11:13).
So, we should ask the Father for help, if we want the Spirit to guide our study of scripture.

ffrom heaven, or of men?0

Truth i s not a minor | ssue.comathantothé BEasharsbutdya i d,
me 0 , h e the dontextoof identifying himself as filte truth Grourth gospel 14:6). He also
sai d, isa$poitdand they that worship him must worship him in spirit and in trutho (Fourth
gospel 4:24). SO, clearly, firuth 0 i s ntiontal itemnor aodecondaryd ttea Furthermore,

scripture encourages speaking the truth (pr. 12:17 & 19, zec. 8:16, Eph. 4:15 & 25), ties sanctification
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, filte LORD is nigh
unto all them that call upon him, to all that call upon him in trutha If a relationship with God is
to be fruitful, respect for truth seems to be vital.

Those who seek the truth would do well to note the test of authority that we see used
by Jesus. When the religious leaders challenged his authority, Jesus pointed to oneds
source as a litmus test in this regard when he confronted them with a question about John
the Baptist, iThe baptism of John, was it from heaven, or of men?0 (Lu. 20:4). Of course, if it
was ffrom heavenothen his source was God. So, in order to avoid facing the truth, they had
to dodge the issue (since they had refused to believe John (cf. Lu. 20:5-7), and since John had
testified of Jesus). And, the test that Jesus posed here can also be applied to the John idea:
Was it from heaven, or of men? Keep this in mind as you weigh the words of scripture
herein. Many dond take time to consider the source, but this simple test can help to keep us
focused on the factth at G o d éGsgruttwamd it deserves our respect. We will revisit this
test later, and at that time, we will consider how the truth is often used by God to prove what
is in the heart of man. Those who love God will accept the authority o f G odddissuew o
where its truth challenges their belief.

The Authorityof Go d 6 ssd Wo

Jesus said, fHe that is of God heareth G o d 6dsoO(Faurd gospel 8:47). S0, the words of
scripture should be enough to move us to stand with the truth. When the word of God
corrects us, we ought to be humble enough to admit that we were wrong, but clearly not all
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will do so. Proverbs 1:29-30 tells of those who fhated knowledge, and did not choose the fear
of the LorD: They would none of my counsel: they despised all my reproofa And some
people still respond in this way to G o d édgoday.&adly, the reaction to truth in our day is
far too often just like the response that the LORD described in Jeremiah 19:15, fthey have
hardened their necks, that they might not hear my word s . 0

At is better to trust in the LORD than to put confidence in mano (ps. 118:8). So, unlike
those who try to defend the John idea by urging people to rely on non-Bible sources, this
work will quote the Bible only. That way, the authority o f G ad éas prowide the
boldness needed to stand corrected and witness to the truth, even in the face of ridicule from
those who are wedded to tradition and dond want to admit that their trust in non-Bible
sources was misplaced. fiThe fear of man bringeth a snare: but whoso putteth his trust in the
LorD shall be safed(pr. 29:25).

Chapter 217 THE DISCIPLE WHOM JESUS LOVED:
WHAT DOES THE BIBLE SAY?

fthe disciple whom Jesus loved 0O

The fourth gospel was written by fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo (Fourth gospel 21:20 &
24). This was how the author referred to himself, along with th e th@&rodisci p | fihe qther
disciple, whom Jesus lovedo etc. and his use of these anonymous terms should prompt us to
ask questions, such as: Other than who? (Note: this author is never identified as an fapostle0).
Just saying this was John does not make it true, and it is a logical fallacy to assume that the
majorityd s o p i n i oright. Boywetshoblcelet scripture be the standard by which truth is
judged when it comes to the identity of this author.

The phrase fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo i tablenfar several reasons, but
primarily because it means that his relationship with Jesus was unigue. He is set apart from
the rest of the disciples of Jesus as fthe disci p| e 0 ( that hagthel destmqtion of being
identified as the onewhomi esus | ovedo.

If you met a man who referred to himself as dhe one my mother loved§ you
would surely wonder why he did so. This phrase suggests a distinctive relationship; and, if it
is true, it would indicate that his mother had a unique connection with him. So, when the Bible
calls someone fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedoit should arrest our attention. As the author of
the fourth gospel used this term to refer to himself, it is fair to ask: What could have led him
to do so? Since this phrase distinguished this author based solely on the unique regard that
Jesus had for him, should we not wonder wh y G o drd ®ok whe time to highlight Jesusé
relationship with this author? The designation fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo iffdrentiates
this disciple on the basis of Jesusérelationship to him. This is not the same as his love for
Jesus. The use of this term means that Jesusé | o ¥his didciple is a distinguishing factor,
or else the phrase is stripped of its meaning. Since the Bible emphasizes this relationship, it
is logical for one to look for evidence of such a relationshipinJesus6 | i fe. This 1is
do. Let us begin by delving into every passage that mentions this unnamed disciple, so that
we can get to know him a little better.
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T h e thdt disci_p | feh@ Fomrth Gospel

The author first differentiated himself from the rest of the disciples when he wrote,
MNowthere was | eaning on Jes giges, whomsdesus lowedogourd dospeh i s d
13:23). Then, when Jesus was being put on trial, this author said that Pete r a n dheriano
discip | e 0 s howed ugaled fthat other discipded (mueth gospel 18:15 & 16). [The literal
Greek here reads, fthe other discipleoin 18:15, and fthe disciple othero i n .] Edlawihd
this, when Jesus was on the cross, the author wrote th a t Jesus itheraamd thei s mc
disciple standing by, whom he lovedo this is the one who the author also called fthe discipleo
and fthat discipleo (Fourth gospel 19:26 & 27). The author then wove together his terms and used
fthe other disciple, whom Jesus lovedo along with fthat other disci p | fie gther discipleo ,
and fthat other disciple which came first to the sepulchre dn recounting his experiences on
resurrection morning (Fourth gospel 20:2, 3, 4 & 8).

This disciple was last mentioned when the author wrote about seven disciples who
went fishing together. We are told that Jesus visited them, and fihat disciple whom Jesus
lovedo  wthesfirst to recognize Jesus (Fourth gospel 21:7). A few verses later he was also called
fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedd a n d c¢onfirmadatlsat he was the one fiwhich also
leaned on his breast at supper and said, Lord, which is he that betrayeth thee?d(Fourth gospel
21:20). Theterms fh i nith,i s nilae @, flanhddcipledowere next used to refer to him
(Fourth gospel 21:21-23). The author then wrote, frhis is the disciple which testifieth of these
things, and wrote these th i n @dsrtd gospel 21:24). The context reveals that he is the same one
called fthat disci p | edrse R3nand/fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo i ree 20.e

The preceding references show that fthe other disciple, whom Jesus lovedd  wthes
most revealing way that this author referred to himself. If the Bible refers to someone as fthe
disciple whom Jesus lovedo isnd it rational to think that this person would have played an
important part in Jesuso ife? Given the unigueness of this designation, we ought to expect
that th i sthefidescipleo wo ul d h a weptible aotk indhe lfecof Jesus. Moreover, he
absolutely must have interacted with Jesus at some point prior to the Last Supper.

Admittedly, these references do let us know that this author was present at notable
moments of Jesusd ministry: his last Passover, the crucifixion, and the vacant tomb on
resurrection morning. But read each of the following passages, and then carefully consider
them together. What is missing?

A Look at the 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 gospel 20:1-10 (first man at Jesusétomb & first to believe)
Fourth gospel 21:2-24 (first to identify Jesus & author of this gospel)

For your convenience, each of these passages is reprinted here with bold typeface
highlighting all of the references to fihe disciple whom Jesus lovedo .
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13:21-28: AWhen Jesus had thus said, he was troubled in spirit, and testified, and said,

Verily, verily, |1 say unto you, that one of you shall betray me. Then the disciples looked one

on another, doubting of whom he spake. Now there was | eani ng ®omeoflhessuso
disciples, whom Jesus loved. Simon Peter therefore beckoned to him, that he should ask

who it should be of whom he spake. Hethen | yi ng kreast3aghsuats lam, Lord,

who is it? Jesus answered, He it is, to whom | shall give a sop, when | have dipped it. And

when he had dipped the sop, he gave it to Judas Iscariot, the son of Simon. And after the

sop Satan entered into him. Then said Jesus unto him, That thou doest, do quickly. Now no

man at the table knew for what intent he spake thisunto hi m. 0

18:12-18: fiThen the band and the captain and officers of the Jews took Jesus, and bound
him, And led him away to Annas first; for he was father in law to Caiaphas, which was the
high priest 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 Peter followed Jesus, and
so did another disciple: that disciple was known unto the high priest, and went in with
Jesus into the palace of the high priest. But Peter stood at the door without. Then went out
that other disciple, which was known unto the high priest, and spake unto her that kept the
door, and brought in Peter. Then saith the damsel that kept the door unto Peter, Art not thou
also one of thi s ma aiples? He saith, | am not. And the servants and officers stood
there, who had made a fire of coals; for it was cold: and they warmed themselves: and Peter
stood with them, and warmed himself. 0

19:25-27: iNow there stood by the cross of Jesus his mother, and his mother& sister, Mary
the wife of Cleophas, and Mary Magdalene. When Jesus therefore saw his mother, and the
disciple standing by, whom he loved, he saith unto his mother, Woman, behold thy son!
Then saith he to the disciple, Behold thy mother! And from that hour that disciple took her
unto his own home. 0

20:1-10: fAThe first day of the week cometh Mary Magdalene early, when it was yet dark, unto
the sepulchre, and seeth the stone taken away from the sepulchre. Then she runneth, and
cometh to Simon Peter, and to the other disciple, whom Jesus loved, and saith unto them,
They have taken away the Lord out of the sepulchre, and we know not where they have laid
him. Peter therefore went forth, and that other disciple, and came to the sepulchre. So they
ran both together: and the other disciple did outrun Peter, and came first to the sepulchre.
And he stooping down, and looking in, saw the linen clothes lying; yet went he not in. Then
cometh Simon Peter following him, and went into the sepulchre, and seeth the linen clothes
lie, And the napkin, that was about his head, not lying with the linen clothes, but wrapped
together in a place by itself. Then went in also that other disciple, which came first to the
sepulchre, and he saw, and believed. For as yet they knew not the scripture, that he must
rise again from the dead. Then the disciples went away againuntoth ei r own home. 0

21:2-24: iiThere were together Simon Peter, and Thomas called Didymus, and Nathanael of
Cana in Galilee, and the sons of Zebedee, and two other of his disciples. Simon Peter saith
unto them, | go a fishing. They say unto him, We also go with thee. They went forth, and
entered into a ship immediately; and that night they caught nothing. But when the morning
was now come, Jesus stood on the shore: but the disciples knew not that it was Jesus. Then
Jesus saith unto them, Children, have ye any meat? They answered him, No. And he said
unto them, Cast the net on the right side of the ship, and ye shall find. They cast therefore,
and now they were not able to draw it for the multitude of fishes. Therefore that disciple
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whom Jesus loved saith unto Peter, It is the Lord. Now when Simon Peter heard that it was
the Lord, he girt his fisher® coat unto him, (for he was naked,) and did cast himself into the
sea. And the other disciples came in a little ship; (for they were not far from land, but as it
were two hundred cubits,) dragging the net with fishes. As soon then as they were come to
land, they saw a fire of coals there, and fish laid thereon, and bread. Jesus saith unto them,
Bring of the fish which ye have now caught. Simon Peter went up, and drew the net to land
full of great fishes, an hundred and fifty and three: and for all there were so many, yet was
not the net broken. Jesus saith unto them, Come and dine. And none of the disciples durst
ask him, Who art thou? knowing that it was the Lord. Jesus then cometh, and taketh bread,
and giveth them, and fish likewise. This is now the third time that Jesus shewed himself to
his disciples, after that he was risen from the dead. So when they had dined, Jesus saith to
Simon Peter, Simon, son of Jonas, lovest thou me more than these? He saith unto him, Yea,
Lord; thou knowest that | love thee. He saith unto him, Feed my lambs. He saith to him again
the second time, Simon, son of Jonas, lovest thou me? He saith unto him, Yea, Lord; thou
knowest that | love thee. He saith unto him, Feed my sheep. He saith unto him the third time,
Simon, son of Jonas, lovest thou me? Peter was grieved because he said unto him the third
time, Lovest thou me? And he said unto him, Lord, thou knowest all things; thou knowest that
| love thee. Jesus saith unto him, Feed my sheep. Verily, verily, | say unto thee, When thou
wast young, thou girdedst thyself, and walkedst whither thou wouldest: but when thou shalt
be old, thou shalt stretch forth thy hands, and another shall gird thee, and carry thee whither
thou wouldest not. This spake he, signifying by what death he should glorify God. And when
he had spoken this, he saith unto him, Follow me. Then Peter, turning about, seeth the
disciple whom Jesus loved following; which also leaned on his breast at supper, and said,
Lord, which is he that betrayeth thee? Peter seeing him saith to Jesus, Lord, and what shall
this man do? Jesus saith unto him, If | will that he tarry till | come, what is that to thee?
follow thou me. Then went this saying abroad among the brethren, that that disciple should
not die: yet Jesus said not unto him, He shall not die; but, If I will that he tarry till | come,
what is that to thee? This is the disciple which testifieth of these things, and wrote these
things: and we know that his testimony istru e . 0

A Latecomer?

The most unusual thing about the author is that he seems to appear unexpectedly
from out of nowhere. It should arrest our attention when we first find out that there is no
mention of anyone called fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedd rigr to chapter 13 of the fourth
gospel. This person $history with Jesus is missing! Why?

The very first time that we read about this one unnamed disci pl e whom

lovedo i s ab U asus PAtshatewemrt,the rest of the disciples worried that they

might be the betrayer and Peter eventually urgedthe one whom &td askJesus |

who the betrayer would be.) Before this episode, we do not find the terms fother discipleoor
Ahe disciple whom Jesus lovedoin the fourth gospel. What can account for this? It does not
make sense that someone could suddenly appear on the scene during the last days of Jesuso

earthly ministry and just instantly become fihe disciple whom Jesus lovedo .T h e thdt o

disci pl e 0 h a@ia relationshjp ewith Jesus and that degree of friendship does not
materialize out of thin air. So why do the scriptural references to this unnamed disciple seem
to begin on the day before Jesus is killed? The questions get even more curious.
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The terms fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo , thdi discipleo , tc. appear in only five
passages of scripture (those being the ones quoted above). Why? Surely someone who was
close enough to Jesus to be fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedd hta ldave been interacting
with Jesus before that last Passover. Yet, we find no prior mentionof an unnaipleed fd
whom Jesus lovedd therbook that he himself wrote. So where should we look?

Erased from the Bible?

The bad news is that no other books of the Bible contain any reference to any person
called fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo . Y o ut fimdi tHisl phrase outside of this author®
own gospel. As a matter of fact, the other gospel writers avoided mentioning the presence of
this fother disciple0 e v e n wh e n certain tkab le wasfpresent! For example, all four
gospels note that Peter followed Jesus into the palace of the high priest on the night of
J e s urseét. Bat the first three gospels totally ignore the fi ther disciple owho was there and
who got Peter through the door. Since no one else is mentioned in those accounts, someone
reading one or all of those reports might think it safe to assume that Peter was alone when
this occurred. Wrong! We know that Peter and th e th@radiscipledoboth followed Jesus that
night (Fourth gospel 18:15-16). But there is no mention of th i sthefidisci p | e 0 tthewn26:58a
Mark 14:54, or Luke 22:54-55, all of which tell only of Peter®& following Jesus on that night.
Why would the writers of those gospels purposely omit the presence of th e th@raliscipleo ?

Why would fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo g et n o tion autsidelofehis owern
gospel? He was very close to Jesus and played a role during several of the weightiest
moments of J e s us OthelautHoreof ondHot thewauisgospels. Yet,i f we di dnot
his gospel, we would not know about Jesusdé u n irefatiamship with him; nor would
we have any way to know that he even existed! Doesnd this seem strange to you?

The fact that the other gospels never refer to the one whom fAJesa,sthedi ®mved
disci p | ¢écoOis sigmficant. Y o u 6 | Iseeghatdhis fi ther discipled6 wa s st &dm thep a
rest of the disciples in a very special way by the actions of Jesus i a key piece of evidence
that will help us to identify him.

A Few More Questions Before the Answers

This unidentified disciple didnd just suddenly pop up on the day before Jesus was
killed. So then, why does it appear this way in scripture? Why did fthe disciple whom Jesus
lovedo write his gospel in such a way that he seems to come from out of nowhere? The
scriptures suggest a reason, one that will also help to prove the author® identity.

What can we learn from the fact that the first mention of this unnamed disci pl e doesn
occur until chapter 13 of the fourth gospel? Why did the author of the fourth gospel choose
that point in his own gospel narrative to start referring to himself?

Chapter 13 tells us a lot about Jesusd | a st Bu is do@es \na explain either the
timing of, or the reason for, the sudden appearance of the one whom fiJesus lovedo Still,
there is a significant event recorded in the Bible that does help to answer each of the
foregoing questions, and that event occurred just prior to that same Passover. We will focus
on that episode a little bit later. First, though, letd take a closer look at the Apostle John.
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Chapter 317 THE EVIDENCE PRO & CON:
WAS JOHN THE BELOVED DISCIPLE?

The Testimony of Scripture Regarding John

There is no evidence that John ever claimed to be the author of the fourth gospel, so
the fact that it came to bear his name was not his fault. That was caused by others
erroneously attributing it to him. Certainly the Apostle John cand be blamed for the mistakes

of others, and he obviously is not available to testify on this issue. But thankfully Godé s rdv o

has preserved a body of clear and convincing evidence that is able to set the record straight
in this instance.

Let us begin by looking to see what the Bible reveals about John, the brother of James
and son of Zebedee. We will contrast this with what it says about filte disciple whom Jesus
loveda As we do, time and again you will see that the evidence indicates that John and fthe
disciple whom Jesus lovedowere two different people. We lbbe analyzing a lot of data about
fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedd a s wheougly this process. You will also be learning
many of the facts that are needed to establish the true identity of th i sthefidsci p | e 0
take the time to learn exactly how the evidence cléars 6 J o h n

How Humble Was the Apostle John?

The belief that the Apostle John was the author of the fourth gospel is frequently
defended with this excu s eJohn didnd identify himself as the author because he wanted to
be humble.dls this reasonable?

John named himself five times in the Book of Revelation. Was that a more prideful or
less humble thing to do? Surely not. But this contrast does argue against the idea that the
same man also wrote the fourth gospel 7 J o h ndénsity was repeatedly noted in the Book of
Revelation, while in the fourth gospel the identity of the author was repeatedly obscured.
Moreover, fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedd riotshe most humble-sounding self-description.
If it were not part of scripture, the author® use of this designation might actually seem to be
quite immodest. Wouldnd it have been more humble for this author simply to have used his
name, as opposed to identifying himself by repeatedly referring to the fact that Jesus loved
him? Those who want to attribute this gospel to John will be hard pressed to answer this
guestion. (But, it turns out that the biblical record suggests that the actual author had a very
good reason to avoid identifying himself by name.)

The notion that humility was the reason that John did not use his name has other
shortcomings. Consider what the Bible tells us about John and his brother. Jesus named
them fiThe sons of thundero (vk. 3:17). We are told that they sought power to call fire down
from heaven to consume people (Lu. 9:54). They also proposed that they should be the ones
sitting on the right hand and left hand of Jesus in his kingdom (mk. 10:35-41). Does that sound
like humility? Their fellow apostles did not seem to think so, for it goes on to say, fiwhen the
ten heard it they began to be much displeased with James and Johno(mk. 10:41). Clearly, it was
not humbleness on the part of John and his brother that caused this indignation among the
remainder of fthe twelved Rather, it was a lack thereof.

15 GospelOfJohnOrNot.com



The Disciple Whom Jesus Loved i author of the fourth gospel

Of course, this does not mean that John was never humble. But the foregoing facts
were brought up merely to show that the Bible doesnd give us any reason to believe that
John was unusually humble. Prior to the day of Pentecost at least, it seems that humility was
not Johnd strorgy point. And while the presence of the Holy Spirit after Pentecost naturally
would have led the apostles to be more humble, that does not permit us to assume
unfounded actions on the part of John or any other apostle or disciple.

John was named five times in the Book of Revelation and some of the other writers of
scripture named themselves in their books, but that does not mean that those men were not
humble. In addition, nothing in scripture indicates that the Apostle John had a reason to, or
ever tried to, conceal his identity. So, the excuse that says dhe author of fourth gospel was
referred to as fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedd | ucause Johemwantedto be htumdl e d
out to have absolutely no scriptural support whatsoever.

A Glaring Oversight?

A simple truth can sometimes go unnoticed, but when we realize it or when it is
pointed out to us, then we wonder how we could have ever missed it. Consider, for example,
the other books of the Bible that are traditionally attributed to the Apostle John. Guess what
is missing from all of them? None of those books ever call the Apostle John fthe disciple
whom Jesus lovedod Neither does any other book in the Bible. But if, as the tradition of men
claims, the Apostle John wrote the gospel that bears his name, then what can explain this
glaring contrast?

Those who claim that the Apostle John wrote the fourth gospel lack a plausible
explanation as to why the identifying term filesus lovedo  athisdkey relationship were never
associated with John by any writer of scripture. Moreover, those who believe that both the
fourth gospel and the Book of Revelation were written by the Apostle John cannot explain
why he named himself in one book and not the other. Then again, it might just be that John
was not called the one whom fJesus lovedd yavhere in scripture simply because John was
not fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedd So, perhaps th i sthefidisciple6 was s omeone
someone other than fthe twelveo .

Why Include John but Excludeth e One Whwsm Iiadlvweed 0 ?

The other gospels treat John and filte disciple whom Jesus lovedo very differently.
John and his brother upset the rest of the apostles on at least one occasion (Mk. 10:41). Yet the
other gospel writers had no problem including John. Excluding references to John the
Baptist, John was named a total of twenty times in their gospels. (He was referred to only
once in the fourth gospel, and we will consider this later.)

The other gospels talk of Jesus taking aside fPeter and James and Johno mt. 17:1, Mk.
14:33, Lu. 8:51, et al.), and each mentions other things about John. Time and again the first three
gospels note Johné srespnce and/or his actions at various events, so the writers of these
gospels were more than willing to talk about Johnd s i nv ol v e nie mtitrynButsthelJee s u s
is something incredibly peculiar about this. Do you see the problem that this presents?
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The other three gospel writers never refer to fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo the
A ther discipleo ,tc. &s was noted earlier, they do not mention him even when we know that
he was present (i.e., Fourth gospel 18:15-16 as contrasted with Mt. 26:58, Mk. 14:54, & Lu. 22:54-55). SO, while
the other gospel writers do mention John, fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo cdorspicuous by
his absence from their books. If he was John, then this inconsistent treatment presents a
problem. Did the other three gospel writers freely mention John, except for all those times
when the fourth gospel happens to mention fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo the f ther
discipleo etc? How could they have known when to leave him out? Even if they had a copy of
the fourth gospel to know when it referred to that unnamed disciple, it doesnd@ make sense
that th e y 6 dctivelyydm# him if he was John. However, if they knew him and John to be two
different people, then this dissimilar treatment is understandable.

Also, Matthew 27:56 tells us that fthe mother of Zebedee Hchildre n 6  prasent
when Jesus died (but never mentions her son John). Yet ithe disciple whom Jesus | ov
was at the cross. So, those who say that he was John are forced to believe that this author
felt that the presence o f J otlenwasworthg of mention but her son the Apostle should
be left out of the same account. Is that reasonable? In Matthew 20:20, ithe mother of
Ze b e d ehddbesn o , wa s tienéds But tlmeeenthe author included h er s dohns 6  (
and James) and their conversation with Jesus (Mt. 20:20-24). So, since John was included with
his mother when this author named her earlier, would he have named her while ignoring
John (in his account of J e s u s th) if doarehad been there?

Does the work of the other gospel writers support a conclusion that th e th&ralisciple,
whom Jesus loveddo a n d werethenrsame person? No, it does not, and those who claim
that John was this fi ther disci p lcan@ot explain this discrepancy. The other three gospels
omit the one whom fJesus lovedqg but we find many references to John in those gospels.
This distinct treatment suggests that these were different people, not the same individual.
Conversely, if they were two different people, then it makes sense that we would find the
gospel writers treating them differently.

The Relationship Between Jesus and John

It has been taught by someth at Jesus hardeba ro tigladbecause the
Bible records three times when only fPete r and James eenpérmitfed kon 0  we
accompany Jesus (Mt. 17:1, Mk. 13:3 & 14:33, Lu. 8:51). These three occasions were mentioned
briefly in the last section. No doubt, being selected to be with Jesus at these moments was a
privilege that Peter, James, and John enjoyed over the rest of the disciples.

We need to consider John6 s clusion in this so-ca | | e d cikledn, ncabise this idea
has been used by some as a rationale for supposing that John must be fthe disciple whom
Jesus lovedo . T h @hat thssangans that John had a special relationship with Jesus, and
this then leads them to presume that the phrase fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo tallsng
about John. This, unfortunately, is not good logic, nor is it scriptural. First, John wasnd alone
with Jesus on those three occasions. Thus, if being included in those events does imply an
0 i n arel rerdationship, then that is also true for Peter and James. In any case, nothing
suggeststh at J eelatioréslEp with Jesus put him in a class above Peter and James, or
that J mlationdhep with Jesus was otherwise unigue among the apostles.
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Jesus did choose Peter and John to prepare his last Passover (Lu. 22:8). However, this
one verse is not enough to justify teaching that Peter and John were the two closest
disciples of Jesus. Regardless, many do think that Jesus6two closest disciples were Peter
and John, but this is because theyd v ereadylbeen taught that fthe disciple whom Jesus
lovedowas John. This idea is so pervasive that most do not notice when circular reasoning is
used to argue for John being fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo 1 e.g., 6 &er and John were
the closest ones to Jesus and Peter wasnd fthe other discipled , it snost be John.6While, it
is true that Peter wasnd fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo (Fourth gospel 13:23-24, 20:3 & 21:20), this
still tells us nothing about John, because the whole argument rests on a false premise.

While superficial arguments can help to sell the idea that John was the one whom
flesus lovedo the evidence suggests otherwise. In fact, there is no biblical reason to assume
that this unnamed disciple was an apostle or that he was one of the three men that joined
Jesus on the three occasions that were discussed above. As you will see, the author called
himself th e th@ralisci p | e ogood reasond beca u s e h ethemdhan ftheotwe | v e 0 .

Peter Was Foremost Amonqg fthetwe | v e O

Peter was the first disciple who was focused on, Jesus told Peter to feed his sheep,
Jesus called Peter blessed, an angel mentioned Peter by name on resurrection morning, and
it was Peter who gave an answer to the mockers on the Day of Pentecost (Fourth gospel 1:42 &
21:15-17, Mt. 16:1, Mk. 16:7, Acts 2:14). It is apparent from these and other passages that Peter was
the apostle who stood out among fthe twelvea One would expect Peter to stand out from the
rest of fthe twelveo , cabise that fits with what the scriptures reveal about him. Yet, this
cannot be said when it comes to John. When Jesus was arrested, his disciples fled (mt. 26:56,
Mk. 14:50). After that, Peter at least somehow found the courage to follow Jesus (Fourth gospel
18:15, Mt. 26:58, Mk. 14:54, Lu. 22:54), although his three denials did begin soon thereafter.

Among fthe twelveoapostles it was not John but Peter who had a notable relationship
with Jesus in scripture (but, as noted earlier, Peter was not fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedJ.
Before Pentecost John was not singled outin this way in scripture, and while Jesus did take
aside Peter, James, and John three times, J o lttnl@ssn the four gospels do not suggest
that he was a cut above the rest of fthe twelvea Conversely, the scriptures do imply that fthe
disciple whom Jesus lovedo was a cut above the rest of the disciples, and we will go into
detail about this later. Furthermore, a unique and very close relationship with Jesus is
precisely what the term fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedd icknowkedging. Do the three
occasions that Peter, James and John were taken aside by Jesus provide a basis to claim
that John was the one whom fiesus lovedd It would be a huge stretch to make such an
assumption, but without it, the case for John goes nowhere.

The Behavior and Character of John

Now we will compare the character of John to what scripture says about fihe disciple
whom Jesus loveddo  ( aemember that we are talking about the pre-Pentecost Apostle
John). First, let& consider the behavior of John during one of the key events in Jesus6 | i f e.
When Jesus went to the Garden of Gethsemane, he specifically asked for John6 s srip p o
Matthew 26:37 says Jesus, itook with him Peter and the two sons of Zebedee and began to
be sorrowful and very heavyo . T ésasrhadk simple request, fivatcho(mt. 26:38, Mk.14:34).
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Sadly, John and the other two couldnd even stay 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, codild ye not watch with me one hour?0 (mt. 26:40, Mk. 14:37). Jesus left to pray
again, and John let him down a second time. When Jesus came back that time, he ffound
them asleep againo (mt. 26:43, Mk.14:40). The last time that Jesus went to pray, they fell asleep
also (mt. 26:45, Mk.14:41). John acted like his fellow apostles when things were calm and the
three of them failed to stay awake and watch. So, why would he have acted differently from
them after the trouble started? The ensuing trial and crucifixion of Jesus were very traumatic
events and, during that period, the rest of the apostles (excluding Judas) would not have
been exempt from being gripped by the same crushing sense of fear that ultimately 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 much Peter, James,
and John disappointed Jesus in the Garden of Gethsemane that night. Jesus knew that
Judas had betrayed him, and that he would soon be killed. But Jesus0 rgant requests were
not able to rouse Peter, James, and John to action. Immediately following that series of
failures by the three so-called 6 i n girelebapostles, an armed and hostile mob showed up,
seized Jesus, and hauled him off to trial.

If John could not manage to fivatch @as Jesus had requested at Gethsemane, why
would we think that John abruptly changed and began to act unlike his fellow apostles after
Jesus was seized? There is no reason to believe that John acted differently from the way the
rest of the apostles acted on that night. But th e th@radisci p | e oct differehtlyahat night.
We know that he fivent in with Jesus into the palace of the high priesto(Fourth gospel 18:15). And
at the cross the following morning, scripture tells us that Jesus saw fthe disciple standing by,
whom he lovedo (Fourth gospel 19:26). S0, this disciple most likely stayed in the vicinity of Jesus in
the period of time that transpired in between these two verses.

What would an unbiased jury conclude if they compared the behavior of th e other
disci p ltodghat of John, who had been unable to stay awake for Jesus earlier on that night?

The Bible Presents a Contrast

John let Jesus down three times on the night that Jesus was arrested. But, later that
same night, th e th@rodisciple0 s howed upin aithdesus;eamd the following
morning, the disciple fvhom he | o v evasdstanding at the cross. This is a stark contrast.
Given the foregoing facts, ask yourself: Does the evidence suggest that John and th e th&ro
discipleowere the same person, or is it indicating they were more likely two different people?
When we set aside the John idea (that non-Bible sources lead everyone to take for granted)
and just compare scripture with scripture, what answer do we find the Bible pointing to?

The loyalty that the fi ther discipled exhibited sets him apart from his fellow disciples.
Moreover, Jesus entrusted his mother to this unnamed disciple at the cross (Fourth gospel 19:26-
27a), and it says, ffrom that hour that disciple took her unto his own homeo(Fourth gospel 19:27b).
(A Uta hi s traoshateda term that the author also used in 16:32, where he clearly tied it
to a change in location, so, 19:27 lets us know that they departed from the area of the cross
at that point.) On resurrection morning, he was the first man at Jesusévacant tomb; and
furthermore, when he entered into the tomb, scripture says th a t he nbthe firevedo
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disciple after the resurrection to do S0 (Fourth gospel 20:2-4 & 8). Although all of this does speak

well of th e th@radiscipleo , it does not ihatthisa pessonwasythe s\posgilg e s t
John. On the contrary, all of the facts indicate that the fother disci p| e 06 awede twbo h n
different people, because they behaved differently!

N ad they all forsook him and fledo

It is true that th e th@&rodiscipled wné the only one to exhibit courage after the
disciples fled on the night Jesus was arrested. Peter also showed up that night to follow
Jesus. However, he remained outside, warming himself by a fire (Fourth gospel 18:18, Mk. 14:54b &
14:67, Lu. 22:55-56). Then he denied Jesus (Fourth gospel 18:25, Mt. 26:70-74, Mk. 14:67-71, Lu. 22:57-60).
After denying Jesus, Peter recal | e d Jopheay 0fdthispand he fivent outd and fivept
bitterlyo(mt. 26:75, Lu. 22:62). This all occurred before Jesus was taken to Pilate; and unlike Peter
who left, it appears that th e th@raiscipledremained with Jesus that night.

Nevertheless, we do need to think of both th e th@radiscipled a n tér a®returning,
whenthey ff ol | o we dhathighs. Tihés @s because of some things that Jesus said earlier
that evening. At one point he told his disciples, fiye shall be scattered, every man to his own,
and shall leave me aloneo (Fourth gospel 16:32). On the Mount of Olives a little bit later, Jesus
said, fAll ye shall be offended because of me this nightd(mt. 26:31, Mk. 14:27). Of course, he was
correct. In Mark 14:50 we are told what happened just before Jesus was led away to the high
priest. It says, fAnd they all forsook himandfl e d . 0

So, we should be careful not to assume that Peter and th e th@&raliscipled  d ot flee n

the scene at Gethsemane, as did the rest of the disciples. And yet, we do read that these two
ff ol | owe i thal ®seainsght. Although this might appear to be a discrepancy in the
scriptures, it is not. With regard to Peter, consider the fact that the Bible tells us that Peter
followed Jesus fafar offo(Mmt. 26:58, Mk. 14:54, Lu. 22:54). This could be an indication that Peter was
keeping a safe distance between himself and Jesus. On the other hand, Peter might have
been f obfar@W nageesiiaof fleeing at first, and then returning to follow, after the
mob had taken Jesus away.

Is it plausible that Peter might vacillate like this? Well, after finding the courage to
follow Jesus, Peter soon denied even knowing Jesus. In addition, consider Peter®& vow to
Jesus earlier that eveni n g . Jesus had s aiffdnded begduse ofyne ths h a | |
nighto(mk. 14:27). But, Peter objected to this, and confidently singled himself out as being more
reliable than the rest of the disciples. His reply was very adamant: i Ahbugh all shall be
offended, yet not 10(mk. 14:29). Jesus then responded by foretelling Peter& denials that were to
come later that night (vk. 14:30). Regardless, Peter continued to insist that Jesus was wrong.
Mark 14:31 records Peter& rebuff of Jrepbacys But e [Peter] spake the more
vehemently, If | should die with thee, | will not denythee i n any reasonadedto | s
suggest that Peter might have remembered these words after fleeing? Yes. Whatever the
reason, though, it appears that Peter initially fled with the rest of the disciples, before he
followed Jesus that night. Of course, this still leaves us with this same apparent dilemma
regarding th e th@radiscipleo . D iflek orhdiel he follow? As you will see later, there is an
answer to this seeming discrepancy for th e théralisci pl eo al so.
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Courage Under Fire

When we are careful not to force the identity of John upon the text, our eyes become
opened to questions about the unique character of fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo . Why di
he behave differently (as compared to the rest of the disciples)? After the rest of the
disciples fled, how was it that this man found the courage to follow Jesus? And what gave
him the fortitude to stick with Jesus that night, when even Peter finally threw in the towel and
left? If Peter, James, and John couldnd even stay awake when Jesus asked them to pray,
what could have motivated th i sthefdascipleoto follow Jesus into his trial, and to stand by
the cross until the care of Jesus6mother was assigned to him by Jesus?

These questions raise even more questions. Is there anyone in the Bible that we could
expect to exhibit these characteristics? Does scripture give us enough evidence to explain
why th e th@radisciple, whom Jesus lovedo b e h thevveayl he did? As you will soon find
out, the Bible can provide the answers to all of these questions. First though, let us remove
any remaining doubts about whether or not John was fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo .

Chapter 417 A WRONG ASSUMPTION & MORE EVIDENCE:
THE GOSPEL OF JOHN, OR NOT?

fthedisci pl e whom Je sthedastSopperd o and

A misperception about Jesusé6 | a st P a tersledtoegive cnedesice to the idea
that John could be the author of the fourth gospel. It stems from the fact that we are told that
fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedowas the one who fieaned on his breast at supper and said,
Lord, which is he that betrayeth thee?0(Fourth gospel 21:20).

Since scripture saysth at J eomethswithithe twelveo(mk. 141277and fisatthdown o
Aihe twe | \we 28:20, Lu. 22:14), many have assumed that the beloved disciple had to be one of
fthe twelveo . C oatmyg this, there are also many Last Supper paintings that help instill an
image in our mind of Jesus seated at a table with filte twelveo |, h a vrivategsupper with
no one else in the room. These artist renditions and an erroneous assumption have led many
people to accept a faulty conclusion.

Note that the Bible never says fthe twelved & ¢he only ones present with Jesus at
that event. Nowhere is it said that they dined alone, nor is there anything to indicate that
J e s uthed disgiples were kept away. Is there any reason to believe that Jesus and fthe
twelve alined alone that last Passover? Not unless we read a constraint into the text that is
not in Matthew 26:20, Mark 14:17, or Luke 22:14. Keep in mind that it is wrong to assume
that someone is not present at an event just because a passage of scripture doesnd mention
him (see pg. 14; also cf. Fourth gospel 19:39-40, Mt. 26:59-60, Mk. 15:46, Lu. 23:53). Earlier, it was pointed out
how it would be a mistake for us to conclude that Peter was alone on the night that he
followed Jesus into the palace of the high priest, simply because we had read an account of
this event in Matthew, Mark, and/or Luke where no one else is mentioned. Peter wasnd alone
when he entered the high priest®& palace that night; and yet th e théraisciple @s omitted in
three of the gospels 1 even though he was the person who got Peter in the door.

21 GospelOfJohnOrNot.com



The Disciple Whom Jesus Loved i author of the fourth gospel

Also, as you will see in a moment, Acts 1:21-22 proves that fthe twe | v er® notvitee
only ones with Jesus throughout his ministry. There are other examples, but the point has
been made. We must resist presuming too much, or building an argument from silence, lest
we miss the truth. Since the gospel writers knew how to specify a limited attendance, we
must not assume that those who are mentioned were the only ones at an event, unless the
Bible itself specifies that restriction.

Guess Whob €oming to Dinner?

The scriptures do not state that fthe twelvedo  me @lone with Jesus the entire evening
of his last Passover. The next logical question then becomes, do we find anything in the
Bible that implies that others might have been present? The answer is yes. There are several
things that suggest this. First off, consider that Jesus and his disciples were quests in
someone el ghathight. BEasliereéhat day fthe disciples came to Jesus, saying unto
him, Where wilt thou that we prepare for thee to eat the passover? And he said, Go into the
city to such a man, and say unto him, The Master saith, My time is at hand; | will keep the
passover at thy house with my discipleso (mt. 26:17-18). What is missing is any justification for
assuming that the occupants of that home were supposed to vacate the premises.

Moreover, the Bible indicates that Jesus was accustomed to dining with others. The
residents of those households where Jesus ate were included, not excluded. Mark 2:15 says,
fas Jesus sat at housermany paoblidans and ginners/sat@lsojtogether with
Jesus and his discipleso . A | s1d:37Lstatksea certain Pharisee besought him [Jesus] to
dine with him: and he went in, and sat down to meatd . We a this whensJesas was in
Bethany six days before that Passover. We are told, firhere they made him a supper, and
Martha served: but Lazarus was one of them that sat at the table with himo (Fourth gospel 12:2).

This suggests other questions. Who worked at that Passover supper? We know that
Peter and John had gone earlier in the day and fimade ready the passovero (Lu. 22:8-13). But,
who served the food and who cleaned up? Jesus and his disciples were house guests at the
time. So, isnd it likely that their host took care of these deta i | s ? prolslnlebthat theit host
would have dined with them to0? (Fourth gospel 12:2, Lu. 7:36, 11:37 & 24:29-30 suggest he would.) In light of
the fact that the Bible never states that fthe twelved & ¢he only ones present with Jesus at
that supper, why should we suppose that Jesus and fthe twelveé0 s pthatrenhtire Passover
evening by themselves?

Not Alone at the Passover

Other passages also indicate that Jesus and fthe twelved0  memd alone that night. In
Acts 1:21-26 a replacement for Judas was selected from a group that Peter qualified as
fimen which have companied with us all the time that the Lord Jesus went in and out among
us, Beginning from the baptism of John, unto that same day that he was taken up from uso
(Acts 1:21-22). Clearly then, fithe twelved0  weenot the only ones with Jesus during his
earthly ministry! This fact is rarely discussed, but these words reveal that, besides fthe
twelveo apostles, other disciples also followed Jesus throughout his ministry. So, why would
we believe that they were barred from the supper, if they were welcomed before and after it?
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Also, in identifying his traitor Jesus said, fit is one of the twelve that dippeth with me in
the disho (mk. 14:20). In the gospels fthe twelve0 i s u s etboseonanheg fapmstl e s 0

Jesus (Lu. 6:13). i Déiptesorefers to any of his followers, including some or all of fthe twelv e 0

(cf. Fourth gospel 6:66, Lu. 19:37). For example, following the supper, we see Jesus at Gethsemane
with fhis discipleso (Fourth gospel 18:1). This included the apostles minus Judas, but, it surely
would have also included the apostle candidates of Acts 1:21-22. And we know that fthe
twe | v er®notwhe only ones there with Jesus, because we are told of a fiyoung manowho
was still with Jesus when all the rest had fled (vk. 14:50-51). Immediately after the supper, he
was with Jesus and the disciples. Did he just show up, or did he arrive there with them? If he
accompanied them, then he was with them earlier; and that would imply that he had been
with them at the supper.

If fthe twelved && ¢he only ones with Jesus, then why would he need to include the
stipulati o n , fitlbentwelved? AThe twelved 1 s ting tedmi Ihno one else was there,
wouldnd Jesus have said: One of you? In fact, the only other time that Jesus used the term
fthe twe | v e 0 h ethatd It wias Wwhersithe twelved alaeed their devotion after many
A dci @ | fersook Jesus; and he responded, fHave not | chosen you twelve, and one of you
is a devil?0 (Fourth gospel 6:66-70). [In the Greek this reads, fiyou the twelve0].So, when Jesus
said the traitor was i 0 n ethe twelveoi n ot i o m@& it odicatgsdhat fthetwe | v er®
a subset of those who were present. (Moreover, he did use the term fone of youoearly on at
the supper (mt. 26:21, Mk. 14:18). S0, when Jesus went on to specify that his betrayer would be
A 0 n ethe twielved(mk. 14:20), that crucial detail was no doubt welcome news to all except fthe
twelvea)

Jesus also said, fivith my disci pl| e s 0, emthweond abbuwt whe would be joining
him (mt. 26:18, Mk. 14:14, Lu. 22:11). He did not say fthetwe | v e 0, sse shys meexcluded
those loyal disciples that Peter said, itompanied with us all the time that the Lord Jesus went
in and out among usoO (Acts 1:21). But we do find both Jesus and Peter saying things that point
toward others being present at the supper.

i fierothe Supper?

by

we

If Jesus sat down to supper with thetwe | ve dheanodne whom AJesus

them later, then he wasna one of fthe twelved .  3ehuence of events at the supper seems
to imply that this is what occurred, so w e &dkd a little time to focus on this. For example,
notice how the fourth g o s puthdr beginsdis report on the events of that night, N e
supper bei omuthgospalie2d Ended? Does the record in his gospel start at a later
point than the other gospels do when they report on that night? As you will see, the answer is
yes, but not merely by reason of this verse. (Various Bible versions translate this verse
differently because of conflicting opinions about the word tenses involved. However, instead
of trying to choose between the opposing opinions of Greek scholars, let us rather look again
to the Bible to see what it can tell us.)

Luke 22:17-19 says that Jesus ftook the cup, and gave thanks, and said, Take this,
and divide it among yourselves: For | say unto you, | will not drink of the fruit of the vine, until
the kingdom of God shall come. And he took bread, and gave thanks, and brake it, and gave
unto them, saying, This is my body which is given for you: this do in remembrance o f
Keeping this in mind, one will find that the next verse is extremely relevant to this discussion.
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Luke 22:20 continues, flLikewise also the cup after supper, saying, This cup is the new

testament in my blood which is shed for youa Did you catch when this occurre d ? | faftewa s #
suppero ! tHelGreek itre ads, theaupsafter havi ng The Biplp malides a
confirmation of this sequence of events in First Corinthians 11:25. There weread, Heal s o
took the cup when he had supped, saying this cup is the new testamentinmy bl oodo. [ A

the Greeks a 'y s, thé aup adter having suppedo].

Therefore, it can be seen that the timing of events that night (particularly what
happened fafterothe supper) has scriptural relevance. Next w e l@elarn how this pertains to
the anonymous author® gospel, and see why understanding the sequence of events helps
us to identify fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo .

Where Is the Lordb $able?

The church places great significance on the memorial custom that is referred to as
Communion and/or the Lord 6 s T a brsteCorinthiams 1B:P6 it says, fiFor as often as ye
eat this bread, and drink this cup, ye do shew the Lord 6 s thdikte co me 0 . refdrd) this
emphasis is appropriate. Moreover, whenever one thinks about the Last Supper the bread
and the cup usually come to mind first.

The gospel accounts of that night focus on that solemn event, but only in three of the
gospels. The fourth gospel makes no mention of these things! Why would the one whom
fl esus | ov étthe brdaking ef thé read and the sharing of the cup out of his gospel
account, especially since he wrote so much about that night?

While Matthew 26:20-29, Mark 14:17-25, and Luke 22:14-38 give us the details about
the supper, the fourth gospel devotes five whole chapters to the events of that night (Fourth
gospel 13:3 - 17:26) I much more than the other three gospel writers combined! Yet in spite of
that, fthe disciple whom J e s us | the dnly gospel author to omitthe Lord 6s Tabl e
Obviously, this was not because it was unimportant. So, why is it missing?

Of course, each gospel omits different things, so, the fact that the bread and the cup
are left out of the fourth gospel is not a problem. Still, this omission does add credence to the
idea that the author of this gospel wasnd one of ithetwelve6. Thi s event finay h:
out of this author& gospel simply because he was not present when it occurred; but the Bible
is not explicit about why this author omitted it, so we cannot be sure. Nevertheless, this
omission is perfectly understandable if this author began his record of that eveningd svents
at the point where he sat down with Jesus and fthe twelvedi which seems to have been
A ferotheir supper.

This author also does not mention that Jesus sent two disciples to repgare dhe
Passover, but the other three gospels all refer to this in varying detail, all ending with , andi
they made ready the passovero (Mt. 26:17-19, Mk. 14:12-16, Lu. 22:7-13). Yet the unnamed author®
omission of this item should not come as a surprise, since this omission is also consistent
with an account that starts at a later point that day than the other three gospels do. Now letb s
look at what this author& gospel does say.
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The Foot Washing Incident

After mentioning thatitwa s i n J o t besrdy Jesus,dhe very first thing that the
author of the fourth gospel reports about the events of that Passover night is, amazingly,
Jesusd watkehdisei p | @ 5 GHe fJesas] riseth from supper, and laid aside his
garments; and took a towel and girded himself. After that he poured water into a basin, and
began to wash the disciplesdé 0 (€o@th gospel 13:4-5).

Here again, the biblical record suggests that fthe suppero , or at |Ireochis
had ended, since this begins with Jesus rising ffrom suppero [The literal Greek re a d s ,
rises from the suppero . ] tB this,ome say they deduce just the opposite, supposing
from this passage that the supper had not yet started. They infer this because they begin
with the presupposition that Jesus would have done this foot washing before the meal. But, it
turns out that the Bible does not support this conclusion. For example, Luke 11:37 tells of a
similar situation when a Pharisee asked Jesus to fi d ithnhen: and he [Jesus] went in, and
sat down to meato .  Ttleenext verse note s , i A nttie Phdrigea saw it, he marveled
that he had not washed before dinnero(Lu. 11:38). So, keep in mind that the Bible indicates that
it may not have been customary for Jesus to wash before eating. Also, in Matthew 15:2
Jesus was asked, iWhy do thy disciples transgress the tradition of the elders? for they wash
not their hands when they eat bre a d 0 rk 7:Mputs it this way, AWhy walk not thy disciples
according to the tradition of the elders, but eat bread with unwashen hands?0 S o , i
that washing prior to eating was not their usual routine.

These passages imply that Jesus was not in the habit of always washing before
eating, and that his disciples behaved likewise. (Similar divisions exist today. Some people
learn to wash their hands before using the restroom. This differs from most Westerners, who
are more accustomed to washing their hands after using the restroom.) Thus, the foot
washing apparently occurred after the supper, not before it, given all that the Bible tells us
about that night. Jesus may have done so, but scripture never notes where he actually
washed prior to eating, hands or feet. And, since the first item in this author& gospel from
that Passover meal is the foot washing, it would seem that, once again, we find that the
evidence indicates that the account in the fourth g o s p e | aftér@heg supper. A

Finally, consider that after he had washed the disciples6é f e et thatiJdsus gssety s

down againo (Fourth gospel 13:12). [The Greeks ay s , ficklaivn endy &aAganon lderelthe
author® use of the word 1 a glearlynréveals that Jesus had already been sitting down at
some time earlier that night.

i ot of you allo

We are told that Jesus washed the feet of fthe discipleso (this was not limited to the
feet of fthe twelved (Fourth gospel 13:5). Then, after Jesus sat down again, as he said, Al speak
not of you all: | know whom | have chosenO(Fourth gospel 13:18). Here Jesus contrasts two sets,
a larger group, referred to as fiyou allo , and dhathedalkedeith,o s e(Amd we know
At he t wel veo (Fawre gospel 6:70,€f.huo633g) However, if ithe twelveo e ¢he only
ones who were present, then what distinction was Jesus making here?
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Some may think that it was meant to exclude Judas Iscariot. Yet Luke 6:13 tells us
that Jesus ftalled unto him his disciples: and of them he chose twelve, whom also he named

apostt e s 0 and tblist Jgdaseby namen (Lu. 6:16). We also find Jesus saying, i Ha v e

not chosen you twelve, and one of you is a devil?0(Fourth gospel 6:70). Therefore, we see that
Judas clwasemo. So, d¢hfoskuwmadas wwa seferiing to Wieea hessaid,
fyouallo ? 1t s eeuggestthaitr J e sds Bete amw get another indication that he
and fthe twelveowere not alone during that supper, as here again he refers to more than just
fthe twelveowhom he hadith o s e n 0

The Sequence of Last Supper Events

If fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo i srequiredtto be one of fthe twelveo then the
facts seem to imply the following scenario. Early that day, Jesus sent Peter and John to
prepare the Passover. Later, he arrived with, and sat down to supper with, fthe twelveo . fterA
the supper, where the account of the fourth gospel begins, Jesus got up and started to wash
the feet of his disciples. When he finished washing the disciples6 f e e t sat dowa agais;
and only then is the one fiwhom Jesus lovedo trbduced, sitting next to and leaning on Jesus.

The idea thatthe one whom ®Jesuss |bdthedieleed adsents
irreconcilable problems (more on this later), but the key thing to realize is that this idea is not
dictated by scripture .  MY¢oldl that Jesus ftometh witho fi/s at  d th\iimedwemeo (mt.
26:20, Mk. 14:17, Lu. 22:14). Yet honest reflection forces one to admit that these verses dond limit
attendance at the Last Supper to Jesus and ithe twelveoi and the gospel writers did know
how to specify a limited attendance, when that was what they actually intended to do (mt
14:23, Mk. 5:37 & 9:8, Lu. 8:5 offer some of the many examples of this).

A Hidden Key in the Book of Acts

A paragraph on Judas Iscariot might initially seem unrelated to this study, but the
information provided is critical to the upcoming analysis of the evidence. Besides his betrayal
of Jesus, Judas Iscariot was unique among fthe twelved f o ptheoreason. The Bible says
that Judas went to th e chigf priestso to betray Jesus (mt. 26:14-16, Mk. 14:10-11, Lu. 22:2-6).
However, in addition to becoming a traitor, Judas gained another distinction at that point.
Judaséconspiracy with th o s ehieffpriestsdo ts leim apart from fthe twelveo that those
priests got to meet Judas. Nothing in the Bible specifically indicates the high priest would
have known, or even recognized, any of fthe twelved ther than Judas. Once you realize this,
you can grasp the importance of a verse that is found in the Book of Acts. Besides the
evidence that was presented thus far, the writer of the Book of Acts recorded facts that can
help us to prove conclusively that the Apostle John was not the unnamed fi ther discipleo .

Acts 4:1-23 recounts what happened to Peter and John following the healing of a
crippled man. Peter and John were seized and brought before the fiulers, and elders, and
scribes, and Annas the high priest, a n d C adatg:hass)ssé they could be questioned
about this miracl e . Fefwongering dow this helps to prove that the Apostle John was not
th e th@rodiscipleo then pay close attention to the reaction of the high priest and those
rulers just a few verses later.
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The high priest, rulers, elders, scribes, etc . tlieged togethero and tharg an

interrogation of Peter and John (Acts 4:5-7). Peter® answer to their question is recorded in Acts
4:8-12. The very next verse describes their reaction to Peter and John. Acts 4:13 says,
speaking of the high priest and those rulers, fivhen they saw the boldness of Peter and John,
and perceived that they were unlearned and ignorant men, they marveled; and they took
knowledge of them, that they had beenwith J e.s us 0

Why did the high priest and the rest marvel? To begin with, they discovered that Peter
and John fivere unlearned and ignorant meno (Acts 4:13). [These two points in the Greek read,
A urntéred 0 a n drucieudnoiAldrey with any Galilean accent that Peter and John may
have had, it is possible that their vocabulary, clothing, and/or mannerisms would have all
contributed to the idea that Peter and John lacked a formal education. Also, the Bible
indicates that regional traits could be easily discerned by the people of that day (e.g., Mt. 26:73,
Mk. 14:70, Lu. 22:59).

Regardless, Acts 4:13 reveals that what really shocked those leaders was seeing
Peter and John (whom they judged to be funlearned and ignorantd exhibit such fb o | d n
Instead of cowering before the educated men who would judge them, Peter and John
proclaimed the truth and stood openly for the name of Jesus, charging those rulers with his
death and affirming that God had raised him from the dead, while they credited Jesus with
being responsible for the healing miracle that had occurred (Acts 4:9-10).

The thing to notice here is that those leaders were learning obvious and elementary
facts about the two men who were before them, and Acts 4:13 goes on to say that fthey took
knowledge of them [Peter and John] that they had been with Jesuso [In the Greek this reads,
fthey recognized them that with Jesus they were 0 . ] tellfale eliscoveries that were being
made by those leaders during this event make it perfectly clear that Peter and John were not
recognized by, or familiar to, these religious leaders.

What we need to get out of this passage is that it was at that point that the high priest and
the other rulers became acquainted with Peter and John for the first time. Keep in mind that
the ones who were having that reaction were Annas the high priest, and Caiaphas, etc. (Acts
4:5 & 6).

The Apostle John and the High Priest

The preceding section established that the reaction of the high priest and the other
rulers was a response to new information. It was when Acts 4 was actually happening that
the high priest and the others with him learned the things that led them to conclude that

€sso.

Peter and John: (@) werefiundinea and i gnor an th hnaedntbbJesaaon.dwi( b

We see the high priest learning things on that day that he would have already known,
if he had previously been acquainted with the men who were standing before him. Therefore,
the Bible facts can prove that the high priest did not know John (or Peter) before this
encounter. This turns out to be the key point that affirms that the Apostle John cannot be the
A ther discipled . rtlen to demonstrate how this is true, we must carefully compare Acts 4
with the information that the Bible tells us regarding the night that Jesus was arrested and
taken away to be falsely accused.
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Wede told Jesus was brought fto Annas firsto (Fourth gospel 18:13). Then we read about
two disciples that followed Jesus: nAnd Serrdobowed Besus and so did another
discipleo (Fourth gospel 18:15). [The Greek here state s fthdre followed Jesus Simon Peter
and the other disci p | e 0 . ¥ds that fellowvtbis, however, ultimate | glear6John, for they
tell us, fthat disciple was known unto the high priesta It seems that God wanted to highlight
this point, for his inspired author elected to emphasize this fact by repeating it. In the next
verse we read, fPeter stood at the door without. Then went out that other disciple, which was
known unto the high priest, and spake unto her that kept the door, and brought in Petero
(Fourth gospel 18:16). Therefore, there is no doubt that th e th@&raliscipled  wa s to the high
priest. T hthesdiséi op Icauld get into the palace, and furthermore, he was responsible for
getting Peter past the doorkeeper. Consequently, the Apostle John could not have been
th e thieodiscipled because from AktndHI8 that John was not known to the
high priest! (Since both Annas and Caiaphas were present during the events of Acts 4, this
holds up no matter which one was high priest during Jesusétrial.)

Prior to Acts 4:13, nothing in the Bible would suggest that the Jewish rulers were
acquainted with John, or were aware of his association with Jesus. In contrast to this, the
A ther disci p lwasdk n o watbe high priest, who therefore would have reason to be aware
of his association with Jesus priortoth e ni g ht trialf Morgéavey, s@n@&thing was said
on that night which clues us into the fact that th e th@&raliscipled w a s clymssaciated with
Jesus before that night began. Yet this was not true of Peter, as the question of the
doorkeeper reveals. We see that fthe damsel that kept the dooro a s k terd r&nét thou
alsooneofthi s ma ciples?0 (eburthsgospel 18:17). The word fA al s o 0 refesence e d i n
th e th@radiscipleo |, who had jthuhernFoushpospk 16:18). Therefore, we see that
even fthe damsel that kept the dooro Kk rthatwthe fother discipledwas a disciple of Jesus.
However, as you now know, Johnd s a stson withalesus was not known to the high
priest until Acts 4:13.

If Not John, Then Who?

The evidence presented so far has shown that the Apostle John was not th e thi&ro
disciple, whom Jesus lovedo . Rhatwou are aware of the relevant Bible facts, you know
that the John tradition cannot hold up under biblical scrutiny. The truth is that no biblical
evidence ever justified promoting the idea that John was fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo .
And, unless one presumed that Jesus was alone with only fthe twelveo throughout his last
Passover meal, there was never anything that required this i ther disciple0 e wdaone of
fthe twelveo | fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedd w a sthe Apostle John, then who was he?
To answer this question, we need to search the scriptures for facts that can help us to
determine who this person was. This is what we will do next. Indeed, there is much in the
Bible that points to the identity of this author, from proof of his relationship with Jesus, to
details that suggest a motive for him hiding his identity.

There is one and only one person mentioned in the Bible who can be shown to fit
reasonably with everything that we are told about thi s unn ¢heralidci ploe 0 . As
weigh the facts that reveal the identity of the author of the fourth gospel, it will be shown how
each piece of evidence regardingthe one whom 0Ofiiseoseuvery unigue & énd
very famous i Bible character.
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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 uncover proof that he did not do it, we do
not hold him in jail until we find out who did do it. We let him go. Likewise, if biblical evidence
can prove that the fi ther disciple, whom Jesus lovedd wa s n ohen wé ought to admit
our mistake and let go of that false tradition i whether or not we know who this person was.
Still, there are some who will act as though it is okay to continue promoting the John idea so
long as they object to some point in the next part of this study. But that is not okay. Whoever
the one whom fesus lovedo sy ke was not John i because that tradition actually causes
the Bible to contradict itself, as the testi mony o f rdGasdideady shown.

Chapter51 THE ONE WHOM AJESUS LOVEDO W/
THE AUTHOR OF THE FOURTH GOSPEL

What Is God Telling Us?

The author® description of himself as fithe disciple whom Jesus lovedo utp the focus
on Jesusorelationship to him. So, if we want to ascertain the identity of this individual, then it
is logical for us to begin by searching the Bible for evidence of such a relationship in the life
of Jesus. Prior to Pentecost, did Jesus have this type of relationship with anyone identified in
the Bible? Yes, he did. And, this was so clear that referring to this relationship was sufficient
to identify one particular individual T_without even mentioning his name (Fourth gospel 11:3).

We saw that the scriptures do not teach that John had this specific type of relationship
with Jesus (prior to Pentecost). Johnd gresence at three events where he was one of three
disciples taken aside by Jesus is not equivalent to the unique bond implied by the
designation fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo . T h efthd disbigel whom Jesus lovedo
indicates that Jesus had a relationship with this disciple which was notably different from his
relationships with the rest of his disciples. And, ironically, it turns out that this phrase that has
hidden the authoré glentity from so many is actually the best indicator of his identity!

Hidden in Plain Sight

In fact, there is so much evidence that points to the identity of this author that one has
to wonder how it could have all been overlooked. Consider the term fthe disciple whom
Jesus lovedo while it helped to hide the author® identity, it also is proof of Jesusérelationship
with the author. In the gospels, do we find any man besides the unnamed author who
associated with Jesus, who was also identified as being i o v g bim? Yes we do!
Incredibly, two chapters before the one whom i J e s u s islewen rmedtioned, the author of
the fourth gospel told his readers about a friend of Jesus whowas i | o v eldndi i 31:3,
where this message was sent to Jesus, Lofd, behold, he whom thou lovest is sickd and in
11:5, where we are told i J e dowesl Martha, and her sister, and Lazaru s. &xce pt thieor A
disci pl e whom J ¢he ondy mbrowhe absociated with Jesus who was singled out
as beingil ov edo lwgsLdzargsuVée are told explicitly that i J e douedldo L rax His
sisters also referred to this relationship, and wh e n i J e $Ourgp tovasing Lazarus, the
Jews that were there five e p i rhghts sisters attributeditto J e s us 6 |(oush@ospd or  h |
11:19, 33 & 36). By itself the fact that i J @sd o v dich does not prove that Lazarus was the
A tner disciple, whom Jesus lovedo However, this lead is certainly worth investigating!
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Bible Referencesto Jesusd Love

The phrase fivhom Jesus lovedd tifles the author as being the object of Jesusé
love. Since he is not called the disciple who loved Jesus, this study does not examine any
verses that deal with an i ndi vtowand desus.Alsd note that this study isn@ meant
to be a discussion on the principles of love or on the general topic of the love of God.
Instead, this study will examine what the Bible says about Jesusdé | forwretoward specific
individuals. Outside of the gospels, all of the references to Jesusdé | arevuarelated to the
identity of th e thradiscipled . thé gospels,J e s us 6 Irefevred toWittegn times (Fourth
gospel 11:3, 5 & 36, 13:1(2x), 23 & 34, 14:21, 15:9 & 12, 19:26, 20:2, 21:7 & 20, Mk. 10:21), but only two men in
the fourth gospel were explicitly identified as being the object of Jesus6 ove, Lazarus and the
one whom fJesus lovedo (Fourth gospel 11:3, 5 & 36, 13:23, 19:26, 20:2, 21:7 & 20 [Forms of two Greek words,
agapao and phileo, were translated floved these verses i and both were used to referto  ¢dhbdo nie

The first three gospels record only one time where an individual was saidtobefil ov e d 0
by Jesus. Mark 10:17-22 tells us of a meeting between Jesus and an unidentified man, and
this passage says th a t J esus fButotveepdssapei does .not state whether this
person ever had any other contact with Jesus or not. So, we will proceed to take a closer
look at Lazarus, since the fourth gospel noted both his association with Jesus and the fact
that he was Al.ovedodo by Jesus

A Sudden Appearance

flLord, behold, he whom thou lovest is sickd  svthe appeal of Martha and Mary (Fourth
gospel 11:3b), and this reveals that Jesus had this relationship with Lazarus prior to that
moment. This idea is confirmed two verses later when we read, Naiv Jesus loved Martha,
and her sister, and Lazaruso (Fourth gospel 11:5). Jesus also refers to him a s i end
Lazaruso (Fourth gospel 11:11b). Yet, in spite of all the history that this implies, the fourth gospel
makes no mention of Lazarus until his name appears in the 11th chapter. Why is this?

Nothing in the fourth gospel overtly explains the origin of this friendship. (Still, the
curious aspect of this sudden appearance is indeed parallel to what we saw regarding fthe
disciple whom Jesus lovedo .Eyen more important, the first three gospels never refer to
JesusOfriendship with Lazarus or to the miracle of Jesus raising Lazarus from the
dead. (This resembles the similar omission of fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo thase
gospels.) What makes this especially noteworthy is that the Bible tells of only three people
who were raised from the dead by Jesus: a widow& son (Lu. 7:12-15), Jairus d@aughter (mt. 9:18-
25, Mk. 5:22-24 & 35-42, Lu. 8:41-56), and Lazarus (Fourth gospel 11:14-45). The news of these astonishing
events spread quickly (Fourth gospel 11:45, Mt. 9:26, Lu. 7:16-17). All were amazing miracles, but the
raising of Lazarus was substantially different from the other two, as will be shown.

J e s kreeridd Becomes a Celebrity

The fact that the other gospel writers avoid any mention of the raising of Lazarus is
particularly striking because of what happened after Lazarus was raised from the dead, for
we are told irhen many of the Jews which came to Mary, and had seen the things which
Jesus did, believed on himo (Fourth gospel 11:45). (Keep in mind that they were eyewitnesses.)
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Now, compare this to what happened six days later 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, but that they might see Lazarus also, whom he had raised from the deado (Fourth
gospel 12:9). So, the people were attracted to Lazarus in the aftermath of this miracle. This
caused such a stir that ithe chief priests consulted that they might put Lazarus also to death:
Because that by reason of him many of the Jews went away, and believed on Jesuso (Fourth
gospel 12:10-11). Is this a testament to the allure of fame, or to the witness of Lazarus, or
perhaps both? We lack further details as to why these people were drawn to Lazarus, but itd s
clear that the public was well aware of Lazarus and of the miracle that Jesus did for him.

Consider an event that people often call the Triumphal Entry (Fourth gospel 12:12-18). Did
you know that the raising of Lazarus played a key role in terms of the cro w d &tendamce on
that day? We read of the wonderful 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 about the cro wd 0 stivatioiw. Although one might tend to assume that it was the
teachings of Jesus or a realization that he was the Son of God that brought out the crowd on
that day, the author of the fourth gospel highlighted a particular reason for the cro wd 6 s
participation in that event. The Bible reveals that the raising of Lazarus helped bring out the
crowd at that Triumphal Entry. iThe people therefore that was with him [Jesus] when he
called Lazarus out of his grave, and raised him from the dead, bare record. For this cause
the people also met him, for that they heard that he had done this miracleo (Fourth gospel 12:17-
18). Thus, we see that the crowd 6 sesepce on that day was linked to their having heard the
reports about Jesus raising Lazarus from the dead; fFor this cause the people also met himo
(Fourth gospel 12:18). And they had mere | y ré & k a

The disciples of Jesus witnessed the raising of Lazarus, which was surely an
electrifying and unforgettable experience. Yet, for some reason, the writers of the other
gospels decided that they should not mention a word about it. Whaté s ranwede told that
the formerly dead Lazarus had such an effect on the people that the priests took the extreme
step of plotting to have him killed. Lazarus was big news. So why is it that the other gospels
fail to mention any of this? If this seems odd to you, just think about how this parallels the
way that the other gospels also omit fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo .

The Transition

Even stranger than the silence of the other gospels on all of these Lazarus matters is
his abrupt disappearance from the fourth gospel. In 12:9 it says that the people came to see
Lazarus, and 12:11 notes that he had a strong influence on the Jews. But after 12:17 tells of
his return from the dead, the fourth gospel never mentions Lazarus again! The fourth
g 0 s p eréséngatiop of Lazarus reveals two notable facts. The first is that Lazarus is hamed
in only eleven verses of the fourth gospel, six in chapter 11 and five in chapter 12. There is
no mention of him before chapter 11 verse 1, and after chapter 12 verse 17, he seems to
vanish. But what is even more interesting is that this friend wh o m # Jle® weésdast
mentioned in chapter 12 1 just before the obscure and unnamed disciplewh om fAJesas | o
is first mentioned in the very next chapter (Fourth gospel 13:23).

If you are inclined to think that this transition might be simply an unimportant
coincidence, then just wait, for there is much more evidence to come.
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Still, one has to concede that this presents a striking parallel. The one man associated
with Jesus who was also singled outas beingfi ov e d 0 Hagrupllewwanishes from the
text, and then the only disciple to be singled out as being flovedo  begus abruptly appears
in this same gospel. The sequence of these things in the Bible is no accident! Furthermore,
this newly evident disciple plays an important role in the events that follow.

Some may want to dispute the idea that Lazarus was th e u n n a ther discipleg
whom Jesus cduseviterdght sdera inconsistent that Lazarus hid his identity as
author of this gospel while his name appears several times in the book. However, as will be
shown a little later, by comparing scripture with scripture one is able to grasp a perfectly
logical and biblically sound reason as to why Lazarus may have done precisely that. Others
may point out that the Bible does not call Lazarus a  ficiple 6 , and we wthihis
potential difficulty.

For now, though, let us look at the second reason why the order of these events is
significant. As noted above, this gospel does not use the term fthe disciple whom Jesus
lovedountil after Lazarus is raised from the dead in the text. And that miracle was certainly a
powerful act of love toward Lazarus. During his earthly ministry, Jesus did not eliminate
suffering and death for everyone; and the Bible tells of only three people that Jesus raised
from the dead while he was here. Lazarus was definitely privileged in this regard. This is also
extremely relevant to the sequence of gospel events, because after Lazarus was raised
from the dead, he would never be, and could never be, the same again.

Dead Man Walking

The raising of Lazarus is no fairy tale. It is not fiction. It was an important event in
history. So, letd sake the time to consider the reality of this situation. Lazarus had a close
relationship with Jesus before he was raised from the dead. Their relationship was close
enough that when he was sick, his sisters sent for Jesus with the message, iiLord, behold, he
whom thou lovest is sicko (Fourth gospel 11:3). We are not told about this relationship, but it must

al

have existed for some time; and the message reveals that his sisters feltth at A h ehowh o m

lovestoapplied to Lazarus, as their message didn& even mention his name.

Given that Lazarus had a close relationship with Jesus before Jesus raised him from
the dead, what do you think that relationship would have been like after that experience?
How would Lazarus have been changed by that one-of-a-kind gift from God? Is it reasonable
to believe that Lazaruss i mp | y s asjJdsus!§@nd wennblack to his usual, daily routine
I spending his time on the cares of this world, just like his fellow citizens?

It is laughable to suppose that Lazarus could have just brushed off the tomb dust and
returned to his normal life. Pause and take time to consider that miracle. It would surely be
the most prof ound event i but iratheylite rofeobes that wa$ alrpady close to
Jesus, the effect of the miracle must have been extremely transforming. How would Lazarus
have been different after that? Later, when Jesus came to Bethany again, ithey made him a
suppero (Fourth gospel 12:1-2). Yet no one would believe th a t i aro s wiagfall extent of
Lazaru s @forteo show his gratitude or his loyalty.
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Peter once said, fiLord, to whom shall we go? thou hast the words of eternal life0(Fourth
gospel 6:68). Where would Lazarus have gone? He had not only heard 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 death for the rest of his time on earth, because he knew what it
was like to die and dreaded having to do it again.

B. Lazarus returned to what he was doing before he got sick. He remained a normal guy,
tried to be a good person, observed the Sabbath, etc.

C. Lazarus was thoroughly and radically changed in response to that rare and precious gift
from God.

Like White on Rice!

If we take the time to think upon these things we realize that, since Lazarus already
had a special relationship with Jesus, his response to that gift from God would not have been
limited to mere gratitude. Without a doubt, he would have been motivated to be even closer
and more loyal to his friend Jesus than he had previously been. In fact, from that day
forward, Lazarus, more than anyone else, would have reason to stick close to Jesus i 6 Lei k
white on rice ! 0 the adssaying goes. And, not surprisingly, close to Jesus is exactly where
we next find Lazarus. We read, when Jesus went to Bethany again, firhere they made him a
supper, and Martha served: but Lazarus was one of them that sat at the table with himo(Fourth
gospel 12:2). This verse and 11:44 are the only verses that actually depict Lazarus, so this is
the last time that Lazarus is depicted in the Bible. (Lazarus is later mentioned in 12:9, 10,
and 17, but he is not depicted as being present.) Since this is his last appearance, what
stands out about this verse?

Where we find Lazarus in his final explicit appearance is the key thing to note. The
last time that Lazarus is seen, he is sitting with Jesus at a supper table; and the first time
that fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedd i s s e demning breJesius at a supper table
(Fourth gospel 12:2 & 13:23). Is this simply another remarkable coincidence or is it part of a larger
pattern of evidence ? Y o u 0tb decide.a8Butefor now, letd s | o o ther actasianwben
someone seemed to stick close to Jesus. The night that Jesus was arrested, th e thi&éro
discipledo f ol | o we diwedténsvithslesasrintb the palace of the high priesto(Fourth gospel
18:15). Later, when Jesus was on the cross, he looked down and saw his mother, and the
disciple standing by, whom he lovedo (Fourth gospel 19:26). We do not find fthe twelved tamding
at the foot of the cross, yet this disciple was there. Why him and not the rest? What gave
this disciple the courage and stamina to stick with Jesus until he was assigned to the mother
of Je s uoek harmmo his own homed?

The evening prior, Peter, James, and John let Jesus down by falling asleep three
times. Then, the disciples fled when Jesus was seized. Peter and th e th@rodiscipleo
reappeared and followed Jesus. But, while th i stherfidisci p | e 0 finwihnlesuso , teP e
stayed out by the fire, denied knowing Jesus, and soon left. By contrast, as Jesus was on the
cross, the disci pl e f wh o mwab @osel enough dobthe crucified Jesus to talk to him.
So, why did this beloved disciple behave in a way that set him apart as being a cut above the
rest of the disciples?
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Been There. Done That.

Given their relationship, Lazarus must have known about Jesus6 ma n ylesniihana
on top of hearing about or perhaps even seeing miracles, Lazarus personally experienced
coming back from the dead. What priority would Lazarus have put on self-preservation after
he was raised? Survival is a very potent human instinct, but it is still fairly easy to grasp why
the raised Lazarus might not have behaved like the rest of the disciples. God taught him, in
the most emphatic way possible, that death isn@ necessarily final and, more important, that
Jesus could give life. Thereafter, faith in Jesus would not have been just a mental concept for
him. He had become living proof of the power of Jesus, and every time that he awoke, he
was likely to recall the moment of that miracle. Regarding death, Lazarus ha d 0 Bere n
Done that. Gh,ou gh h e 06 ddly beewv eavalleraabout it. Imagine the effect that the
miracle had on his life. Such an experience could reasonably be expected to have had a
significant effect on his fear of death. (Possibly even overcome it?)

The Courage Evidence

A close call with death can cause a person to change drastically. Being dead for four
days, along with his interactions with those who came to see him after his return (Fourth gospel
129&17), Wwo ul d 6 v erusgiwkiodlynunigue owtlook on life. Could this lead to the type
of courage and character that the Bible attributes to the unnamed fi ther discipled ?

T h e thdr discipled  w éwitht Jesus into the palace of the high priesto and we have
seen that he was a known associate of Jesus (Fourth gospel 18:15-17). Unlike the rest of the
disciples, he did not act in a way that exhibited a concern for preserving his own life.
Nevertheless, this is perfectly understandable if this individual was Lazarus. Also, if the
A ther discipled wa s rud, thenae was truly at risk when he entered the fpalace of the
high priestdo because th e chigf priests @anted to kill Lazarus too (Fourth gospel 12:10). Wede not
told if Lazarus knew of the plot to kill him at that time or if he learned about it at a later point.
Regardless, the unique behavior of th e throdiscipleo still befits a raised-from-the-dead
Lazarus (i.e., one who would stick with Jesus even when his own life was at risk). Some may
ask: df th e 0 o tsdipked wla s rud, thenavhy didnd they kill him that night?éWell, they
had planned to kill Lazarus because he caused had people to believe on Jesus. So, if they
killed Jesus, which they were in the process of doing, then they had no reason to bother with
Lazarus. But, the Bible does not speak to this, so we cannot be totally sure.

What Is a Disciple?

Some try to argue against the theory that th e th@raiscipledwas Lazarus by pointing
outthathe was notca | | e d ci g lifesdtriptsire. This is true, but that doesn@ mean that he
wasnd a disciple. It is clear that he was a friend of Jesus and the apostles, for Jesus referred
to hi m afsendiL@zaruso (Fourth gospel 11:11). SO, Lazarus must have spent time with
them. However, the question for us is: Would it be correct to referto Lazarusa s aci fpd ie ?

A Daiped was not a r aouk One idid pot dass @ ltest toSbecome a
A dai P | etlde.Bible, disciples come and disciples go (cf. Fourth gospel 6:66, Acts 6:1). This term is
used in numerous verses, about a wide variety of people. [In the Greek this word simply
means a flearnero  fpupilo . ]
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While itisnG exactlycl ear what maadpkeq to coetendthail ldhzams wasnd
a discipled  mely because the Bible doesnd label him as such is unreasonable in light of
what we know about his appearances in the Bible. The reason the first three gospels do not
call Lazaru s a cipfedl i smple, they never mention him at all 7 not his friendship with
Jesus, nor even the miracle that raised him from the dead. Moreover, while it is true that the
one gospel that does mention Lazarus also never calls him a  ficiphledsthis isnd proof that
Lazarus wasnd a disciple. Surely, if Lazarus was the author of this gospel and wanted to use
the term fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedoto hide his identity, then the absence of the label
Ada Pl e 0 rusinrthelfoarth gospel is entirely consistent with that effort.

The author of the fourth gospel wrote, fthese are written, that ye might believe that
Jesus is the Christ, the Son of Godo (Fourth gospel 20:31). We will revisit this verse later when we
discuss his motive for hiding his identity. For now though, realize that the author was only
including things that would accomplish this goal. As we will see, this was reason enough for
him to avoid calling Lazaru s aci fpd (Hab identifying Lazarusa s acipiedi sma the
key reason that the author® effort at anonymity was so effective.) Finally, the proposition
that Lazarus wasnd a ficgbleos f the lbge test. We know that Lazarus was i ov e d
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 experiences and his relationship with Jesus? Yes, itis.

The Character Evidence

Coming back from the dead would certainly affect o0 nchadaster. Thus, it is
reasonable to think that Lazarus might exhibit a high degree of courage and unusual
faithfulness toward Jesus, in a way that would set him apart from fthe twelved  atlnedest of
the disciples. Do we see Lazarus behaving this way? Well, if Lazarus was th e th@&ro
discipled then surely he did manifest these traits. So, we will consider the actions of the
A ther disci p ltoesée if he behaved like a raised-from-the-dead Lazarus would act.

Notice howthe one whom A Jeset@amrtfromythe kg of thedisciples by
his reaction on the night of the supper. The topic of the betrayer came up several times that
evening. First, before the bread and the cup, when Jesus said thetraitor was A o mte
26:21b, Mk. 14:18b), the disciples were isorrowful, and began every one of them to say unto him,
Lord, is it 1?0 (mt. 26:22, cf. Mk. 14:19). That isnd the same as &Vho is it?§ since to ask the
guestion was to doubt their own character! Yet, that ended when Jesus ruled out all but fihe
twel ve o b yltissoneyof thegtwelveaithat dippeth with me in the disho (vk. 14:20). Then,
after the bread and the cup, the issue came up again. But, Jesus had already ruled out all
but thditwe | v e this timg the response takes the form of a dispute about which apostle it
would be: ithey began to enquire among themselves, which of them it was that should do
this thingo(Lu. 22:23). Still, the reaction of one person did stand out from the rest, and we see
this later that evening, after the foot washing, when Jesus sat down fi a g @Foutth gospel 13:12).
At that point, he once again raised the issue of the traitor (Fourth gospel 13:21), and it says fthen
the disciples looked one on another, doubting of whom he spakeo (Fourth gospel 13:22). Peter
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then took a step to probe further, just not directl y .  fihnddeowas leaningon Jesus6 b os om

one of his disciples, whom Jesus loved. Simon Peter therefore beckoned to him, that he
should ask who it should be of whom he [Jesus] spakeo (Fourth gospel 13:23-24).
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Why didnd Peter ask his own question? Was he one of those who had doubted their

own loyalty? Peter was an apostle but he still chose to go throughthe one whom

lovedoto ask this question. What was there about this disciple that made Peter turn to him,
instead of just asking Jesus directly? (Would Peter have gone through John to ask Jesus a
guestion? Mark 10:41 suggests that he would not.)

Anyone at the table was close enough to ask Jesus a question, yet Peter chose to
prompt the one whom Jésus lovedoto do it. In any case, when Peter signaled him to ask
which one of thetwe | v e 0 wtleedrditdr, hb @dnd hesitate or exhibit self-doubt like the
rest had. i H#en lying on Jesusd rehst saith unto him, Lord, who is it?0(Fourth gospel 13:24-25).
Indeed, his ease in posing the question befits the raised ffri e nd 0 wh o m @ Jircs
Lazarus would have known, whoever the betrayer would be, it could not be him! We see that
theonewh om #J e s a s ddtaskdsdI?6Unlike Peter, he appears to have no qualms
about asking Jesus the question. He seems sure of himself and his physical position even
suggests this, for the author tells us that he was leaning on Jesus.

Three times the author describes his position at this event (Fourth gospel 13:23 & 25, 21:20).
This wasnd just to record the seating arrangements. His position at the table that night gives
us insight into how close he was to Jesus personally. He could lean on Jesus because they
had a close relationship. No one else is said to have i e ane d 0 orhis bare slid sot
materialize out of thin air on that night, and it seems to be different from the bond that Jesus
had with the rest of his disciples, including Peter. The quality and degree of camaraderie that
is revealed in this action imply a secure friendship and an obvious devotion.

Regardless, the fact is that Peter® choice to use the one whom fiJesus lovedoto ask
about the betrayer tells us that he was not one of ithe twe | yvfer durely Peter would not
have used any of the apostles to ask this question i because Jesus had already said that
one of them would be the traitor (mk. 14:20). One of the apostles could not be trusted and Peter
wanted to know who it was. If he was going to get someone to ask for him, it would have
been someone who was not one of fthe tw e | \apostles.

Does the Evidence Fit?

Is it reasonable to suppose that Lazarus may have been privileged to enjoy an
especially close friendship with Jesus at the time of this event? Yes, it is. And, once again,
we find that Lazarus fits with the information that the scriptures present regarding the one
fwhom Jesus loveda Does the evidence fit Lazarus? If you havend yet been persuaded, then
perhaps the evidence from the morning that Jesuso vacant tomb was discovered will
convince you.

Resurrection Morning

Take a close look at the unnamed author® account of events on resurrection morning.
This isnd just a confirmation of the vacant tomb. If that was all God wanted, then the author
might well have been inspired to use fewer words. So, keep an eye out for the details that his
words contain, because they can actually provide us with quite a bit of very revealing data
regarding th e theraiscipleo ( allrofdt ends up supporting the case for Lazarus).
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Arhe first day of the week cometh Mary Magdalene early, when it was yet dark, unto
the sepulchre, and seeth the stone taken away from the sepulchre. Then she runneth, and
cometh to Simon Peter, and to the other disciple, whom Jesus loved, and saith unto them,
They have taken away the Lord out of the sepulchre, and we know not where they have laid
him. Peter therefore went forth, and that other disciple, and came to the sepulchre. So they
ran both together: and the other disciple did outrun Peter, and came first to the sepulchreo
(Fourth gospel 20:1-4). Pause for a moment and consider that last sentence. Of course, it is
possible that the author recorded this fact merely in order to tell us that he (th e th&ro
discipleo ) thalsetter athlete. Or perhaps, the author was simply being accurate. There is,
however, another possibility that we should consider. Ask yourself: Other than sheer athletic
ability, what could have caused th e th@raliscipleoto uiron Petero ¥The answer to this, it
turns out, also suggests why this point was even noteworthy.)

The answer is adrenaline. The fother discipled might well have outrun Peter simply
because he had a more intense desire to see that tomb. If so, then he would have pushed
himself harder to get there more quickly. As you consider this, remember that it was the one
whom A Je sa swwiratethes dnd took the time to describe this seemingly trivial detail
from that day. Also, note that it is very likely that the idea that Jesusd dy wasnd in the tomb
would have had a special impact on Lazarus i who had recently walked out of his own tomb.

Now, letd s ck pip where we left off. i A ntd e hhéradisci p | seo@ping down, and
looking in, saw the linen clothes lying; yet went he not in. Then cometh Simon Peter following
him, and went into the sepulchre, and seeth the linen clothes lie, And the napkin, that was
about his head, not lying with the linen clothes, but wrapped together in a place by itself.
Then went in also that other disciple, which came first to the sepulchre, and he saw, and
believed. For as yet they knew not the scripture, that he must rise again from the deado(Fourth
gospel 20:5-9).

These days, dhe witness of the empty to mb 6s cbna to mean that the empty tomb
itself is proof of the resurrection of Jesus. Although it may be well intentioned, this is not
strictly biblical. First, realize that the things that Peter and th e th@&rodiscipled s that
morning did not seem to harmonize with their understanding of the scriptures. We know this
because this passage te | | s u s they Rnavs notythee scripture, that he [Jesus] must rise
again from the deado (Fourth gospel 20:9). This point is especially significant because these two
men react differently. In addition, notice that the Bible declares that the tomb wasn& empty!
Although the tomb no longer contained the body of Jesus, it did contain some very important
pieces of evidence.

The Evidence inside the Tomb

Mary Magdalene told Peter and th e th@&radiscipledthat the body of Jesus had been
removed, which prompted them to rush to the to mb . | t theyyas both fo§ether: and
the other disciple did outrun Peter, and came first to the sepulchre 6 \When the other
disciple @ot there hestooped down thea hndn cidte @ w0 | y i n gvhich poini
he stopped and five n t h e WhentPetar god there, however, he did not stop; he went
rightin. T htleer dis@pled0 w aisideauntil that point, but ith e n 0 fivédniin alsoo (cf. Fourth
gospel 20:2, 4, 5, 6 & 8).
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Why do you think th e th@radiscipledo topped wh e n h e thdilinea wloth e s ofter A
Peter went in, th e th@raliscipled  doo.dVhy didnd he go in when he arrived? He ran, so he
must have felt a sense of urgency. Despite this, he seems to freeze just outside the entrance
until Peter passes by him and enters the tomb. So, why did the sight of fthe linen cloth e s 0
cause him to stop in his tracks?

Il n a mo me n tthatytlwere éslalreaserewhy this curious behavior of th e th&ro
discipled further evidence that he was Lazarus. But first, letd s | ahe kliffeeebce in the
reactions of Peter and th e th@raiscipledto the things that they saw when they entered the
tomb that morning i one of them fibelievedo! AiThen went in also that other disciple, which
came first to the sepulchre, and he saw, and believedo (Fourth gospel 20:8). T h e thét disci p | e 0
was the one who believed, but notice when this occurred. It happened only after he entered
the tomb and saw fthe napkin, that was about his [Jesusd head, not lying with the linen
clothes, but wrapped together in a place by itselfO(Fourth gospel 20:7).

The First Disciple to Believe

When he witnessed those flinen cloth e s 0 fteemdpkin that was about his [Jesuso ]
headd thentomb, th e th@radiscipled s udd e n | y WIliyd Ehe author ¢akles the time
to depict these items precisely, and he underscores the flinen cloth e s 0 repdeating this
phrase three times (Fourth gospel 20:5-7). This is important. We can learn something about this
author/f ther disciple, whom Jesus lovedofrom the emphasis that he placed on these things
and the effect that they hadonhim:ihe saw, and believedo.

This is the first time that the word f b el i e v eafter the resurtestiendand it
pertains to th e th&radisci p ! Tdis is no small point. The fact that he was the first person
wh o fibel ixeemelysgnificamt. (A&n appendix will expound on this later.)

Does scripture indicate that the Apostle John would have any reason to have reacted
in that way to the things that were in the tomb? No, it does not. Furthermore, note that the
Bible does not state that Peter i b e | i e \thatgaint i§ tante). The vacant tomb, fthe linen
cloth e s 0 ,fth  n ¢h a pldailyrdid not have the same impact on Peter. However, the sight
of fthe linen cloth e s 0 | i k e | y topped Ldzarus imaig wacks, and the sight of fithe
napking would have had a unique effect on him. The significance of these items would not
have been lost on Lazarus; for he had experienced waking up after others had dressed him
in linendi the material that was used to wrap dead bodies!

T h ei niiel fifect E

A An d Ldzarus][that was dead came forth, bound hand and foot with graveclothes:
and his face was bound about with a napkino (Fourth gospel 11:44). It is no accident that the
author took the time to mention the seemingly trivial detail of th e fi n a ptkriegard tow i
Lazarus also. Moreover, it was only after the sight of the ndpkin dhat the other discipleo
reacted: then fhe saw, a n dlthdugh Ithe ewtlrorddid not report what Lazaru s 6
i g r elothee svere made of, he noted that the Jewsu s e d  fitd buny the bindies in those
days: fiThen they took the body of Jesus, and wound it in linen clothes with the spices, as the
manner of the Jews is to buryo(Fourth gospel 19:40). S0, this would indicate that flinenowas likely

usedforLazaru s & body al so
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Letd &ake a quick look at the usage of flineno therNew Testament. The English word
fAinend wa s toutsamksldte several different Greek words, but only two of these Greek
words involve dead bodies. These two words were both used to describe the material that
covered the body of Jesus, so they may well be synonyms (cf. Fourth gospel 19:40 compared to Mt.
27:59; and Lu. 23:53 compared to Lu. 24:12). One of these words always refers to the cloth covering a
corpse. Likewise, the other always refers to the cloth covering a corpse, with one exception.
We 6 | tuss dhis urious exception a little bit later. What we need to think about at this
juncture is, how would Lazarus have reacted to the sight of these items which had been
covering the body of Jesus?

Consider that the first thing that Lazarus must have seen when he came back from
the dead was the inside of th e /i n athmatkciovered his own face! In the moments after
Jesus called him back to life, Lazarus came out of his cave-grave still wrapped in his
graveclothes, and Jesus gave the instruction, flLoose him, and let him goo(Fourth gospel 11:44).

It is not likely that Lazarus ever forgot being loosed. Therefore, it is logical to suggest
that the sight of Jesus6 a b a n dravaciktties gould have had a powerful and wholly
unique effect on Lazarus. T h e thet discipled  rtaaJasus6tomb and stooped down to go in,
but instead he stopped when he saw fthe linen clotheso (Fourth gospel 20:3-5). When he did go in
moments later, th i stheidsci p | ecame kthe first person to believe on the risen Lord: fi h e
saw, and believedo (Fourth gospel 20:8). In light of this evidence, particularly given his reactions
to fthe linen cloth e s 6 fth B d n a pc&ni we &conclude that the behavior of th e th@ro
disciple6  w o ufit dazabus? The facts that were recorded about this event fit together
logically and completely if th e th@ralisciple0 wa srud a z a

The Fishing Trip

After resurrection mornin g the disciple whom Jesus lovedd i @ seenavhen he and
five others volunteer to accompany Peter, who announced that he was going fishing. fiThere
were together Simon Peter, and Thomas called Didymus, and Nathanael of Cana in Galilee,
and the sons of Zebedee, and two other of his disciples. Simon Peter saith unto them, | go a
fishing. They say unto him, We also go with theeo (Fourth gospel 21:2-3a). They caught nothing
that night, and the next morn i n g fstbadoutke shore: but the disciples knew not that it
was Jesuso(Fourth gospel 21:3b-4). He spoke with them and said to fi C atketnet on the right side
ofthe s hi pvben theyrdid they could not pull in the net because of fthe multitude of
fisheso (Fourth gospel 21:5-6). In the next verse the author® presence is revealed when we read,
Arherefore that disciple whom Jesus loved saith unto Peter, It is the Lordo(Fourth gospel 21:7).

We see that fihe disciple whom Jesus lovedd  wthesfirst disciple to recognize Jesus
that day. More important, however, is the author& list of who was in attendance, for right
after he menti o n ¢hd sofis of Zebedee0 ( J a me s aha doted that twd ynnamed
disciples were there. This reference to an unnamed disciple fits with the author& pattern of
concealing his identity at this point in his gospel. Still, it should grab our attention when we
see that the author grouped John in with the five apostles whom he chose to identify in
the first part of his list; but then, in contrast with that set of apostle names, he lumped
together the two unnamed disciples and tacked them on to the end of his list (Fourth gospel 21:2).
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The author listed fthe sons of Zebedeeo thvthe apostles, then just moments later he
referred to himself anonymously: in verse 7 he called himself fthat disciple whom Jesus
lovedo . Tffeis & kep argument against the idea that this author was John. Some try to
claim that J o hsmpré&sence on this trip is a reason why he could be the beloved disciple, but
the author® effort to remain anonymous at this point in his gospel refutes the idea th a t
suddenly act in a way that was in direct opposition to that effort.

The First Error

Later during that event, the disciples came to shore and dined with Jesus (Fourth gospel
21:7-14). Following that, Jesus had a conversation with Peter (Fourth gospel 21:15-19). Immediately
thereafter we read, fithen Peter, turning about, seeth the disciple whom Jesus loved
following, which also leaned on his breast at supper, and said, Lord, which is he that
betrayeth thee? Peter seeing him saith to Jesus, Lord, and what shall this man do?0 (Fourth
gospel 21:20-21). To this Jesus re p | i e d, thdt hd tarrly tillwcomé, what is that to thee?
follow thou meo (Fourth gospel 21:22). Next, there is a strange reference to the unnamed disciple.
Arhen went this saying abroad among the brethren, that that disciple should not die: yet
Jesus said not unto him, He shall not die; but If | will that he tarry till | come, what is that to
thee?0 (Fourth gospel 21:23). Here the author reports, and seeks to correct, an error that had
been circulating famong the brethre n 0 . the&fast error about this disciple occurred long
before he was mistakenly called John, when some were falsely taught that he wouldnd die!

How should one respond to a false teaching? The method used by this God-inspired
author was to note what was not said and to emphasize what was actually said. He pointed

he

out that Jesus did not say whattheru mor s as dal A Hn o tthed heagan quotadn d

J e s u srds vesbatim (Af | will that he tarry till | come, what is that to thee?0 ) . Uithor
offered no further commentary o n J erdsyulmutératherochose simply to bear witness to
the words of Jesus and let them speak for themselves. The author clearly expected that his
readers could understand the words of Jesus. But if those words were sufficient for the
readers of his gospel, why were they misinterpreted by those who spread the false notion
thatthisauthor woul d& Anot di e

A Telltale Rumor

The fourth gospel sbauthor tried to correct the misunderstanding that had been
circulati n g a rthe brgthrgin We are nottold if J e s wds veeremisinterpreted by one
or more of the men that were on the fishing trip, orifthe i n ot d isprabg up thteraafter
others had been told about this trip. But regardless of who started the rumor, the fact is that
the brethren accepted the notion that the one whom i dsus lovedowould nat die OThis begs
the question: What could have caused this? The words of Jesus were not the cause of the
problem; for the fourth gospel s@uthor twice quoted Je s uvgois in a way that indicates that
this author knew that the fnot d i e 0 isdGedeawnwiram those words, but imposed upon
them (Fourth gospel 21:22 & 23). There is a difference between those who had heard J e s uds
recounted by the men who were on the fishing trip and those who would later read those
words in this authordé book. The former group would have had a key piece of information that
the author withheld from his readers, and interestingly, this would help to explain why the
Anot di e0 i Heliemed imdhe firg place. The knowledge of the identity of fihe
disciple whom Jesus lovedo i s ifferestiates these two groups.
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The author®& identity was concealed from the readers of his gospel. The disciples of
Jesus, on the other hand, knew fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo . Hi tky wasdnetma
mystery to them. And initially at least, they would have included this information in their
testimony of what happened on the fishing trip. What was it about this particular disciple that
caused some to jump to the wrong conclusion, and led them to assume that they could
interpret Jesus6 ndx Af | will that he tarry till | co me 0, a s fthae dasoiplersigould not
d i 2 The erroneous idea that he is houl d n o tnotaaused by what Jesus said.
Rather, it arose because of whom Jesus had been talking about!

What if the men on the fishing trip, and those who heard about this event, knew that
J e s u srds refeoed to Lazarus? Since he had already died and been brought back from
the dead, a reason for the erroneous rumor becomes evident. One can see why some of
them might jump to the conclusionth at J e sdesmedntiveos houl d not di eo.

Jesus had displayed his willingness to have his ffri e n d 0 rusLl@oged from the
bonds of death, even after four days (and that miracle took place not all that long before this
misunderstanding occurred). This was a very special blessing, one not granted to all of
J e s uisciples, nor their families and friends. Lazarus was one of the few individuals who
had ever been chosen to receive this one-of-a-kind gift andy dree/@® Krbuh\gbspel t
12:9, 11 & 18). If the one wh o m # J e s uwas lazanug thén, as noted, there is a logical
explanation for the origin of the false rumor. Since Jesus had already raised his friend
Lazarus from the dead, those who knew that Lazarus was the subject of Jesusé ngohad
mistakenly inferred that he would be exempted from having to undergo a second physical
death. Here again, we see that the facts surrounding this disciple perfectly fit Lazarus. This
telltale rumor easily harmonizes with all of the other biblical data, if Lazarus was the one
whom fJesus lovedo We will be considering still more evidence that supports this conclusion,
but first letd seeksto answer this question: Why did this author conceal his identity?

Chapter 617 WHY DID THE AUTHOR WRITE THE GOSPEL?
& MORE EVIDENCE OF HIS IDENTITY

The Motive?

The fourth g o s p e | 0 8s aathowotook threotime to record his purpose for writing
his book, and that purpose may be linked to the reason that he hid his identity. He wrote,
A And mthen signsaruly did Jesus in the presence of his disciples, which are not written
in this book: But these are written, that ye might believe that Jesus is the Christ, the Son of
God, and that believing ye might have life through his nameo (Fourth gospel 20:30-31).

The author® intent, therefore, was to focus the attention of his readers on Jesus and
to provide information that would help them to fbelieve that Jesus is the Christ, the Son of
Godo While this may appear to be merely the author®& goal for his gospel, it turns out that
this objective also provided a motive for this author to cloak his identity. (All of this was under
the inspiration of God, of course. And God uses individuals in their existing circumstances to
declare His will and carry it out.)
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As the author® intent was to point people to Jesus, he would have avoided doing
anything that might have interfered with that goal. And there is evidence that Lazarus would
have had reason to believe that his identity could have interfered with that objective. If we
think about what happened after Lazarus was raised from the dead, then we can understand
the problem that Lazarus had to face ; dhbecd me celebrday6é However, if he was in fact
the author the fourth gospel, then this would have presented a dilemma for Lazarus and a
conflict with the author® stated goal.

The Fame Problem

In chapter 12, which is the last place that the author mentions Lazarus, we get a feel
for just how famous he became. For instance, it says, fthey camenot f or Jesusd s
but that they might see Lazarus also, whom he had raised from the deado (Fourth gospel 12:9).
Consider the implications of that i fithey came not for Jesus6é s a ky®! How o you
think that would have affected Lazarus? Would he have enjoyed the spotlight and basked in
the glory that this brought to him? There is no evidence th a t J drs @ B 0 OrusLt@ok a
advantage of this situation or milked it for his own ego. (Actually, the sudden disappearance
of Lazarus from the pages of the fourth gospel indicates quite the contrary.)

Prior to Pentecost we do not read of people wanting to see Peter or any of the
apostles fi a |, ®wethough they helped feed the crowds (mt. 14:19, 15:36, etc.), and displayed
power o0V @&rui1dig. &heifotus of the people had always been Jesus. They came to
confront, see, hear, touch, or be healed by Jesus. But after Lazarus was raised from the
dead in front of many witnesses, the people came to see him afso0 Therefore, this fri e n d 0
whomfi J e § 0¥ e ckda peauliar dilemma.

Weré told, iby reason of him [Lazarus] many of the Jews went away, and believed on
Jesuso (Fourth gospel 12:11). Moreover, the raising of Lazarus was a key reason that the crowd
met Jesus when he rode in on a donkey: ifFor this cause the people also met him [Jesus], for
they heard that he had done this miracleod (Fourth gospel 12:18). This may lead some to suggest
that Lazarus6 new f ound f athing, because it aould leelp tb draw more people,
who would then get to hear Jesus speak. However, there is good reason to suspect that this
would not have achieved a lasting result, since the crowd at that Triumphal Entry was not
cheering for Jesus just a few days later, when the choice for pardon was Jesus or Barabbas.

There is no reason to believe that the raised Lazarus was anything but loyal to his
friend Jesus. Nevertheless, he became a novelty that people also sought in addition to Jesus
(Fourth gospel 12:9). We should immediately recognize that this would have presented Lazarus
with a huge problem. John the Baptist articulated the idea, fHe [Jesus] must increase, but |
must decrease O(Fourth gospel 3:30). And one sure way that Lazarus could avoid drawing
attention away from Jesus would be to 6 d i sGaQbgceriag his identity or becoming
anonymous could help accomplish this. The unnamed author tells us that he did not report
everything that Jesus did (Fourth gospel 20:30). His book sought to achieve a stated goal i that
its readers i mi g h tthathleslisiisehe €hrist, the Son of Godo  atimatthey would i h a v e
life through his nameo(Fourth gospel 20:31). The author had a reason for cloaking his identity. If
he was Lazarus, then he may have concealed his identity out of fear that his notoriety could
interfere with that stated goal. Is this in fact what led the author to hide his identity? While we
cannot know for sure, this explanation is at least a reasonable and biblically sound possibility.
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