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Dedica t ion  
 

Thank you, God, for the ques t ion that was raised at that Bible s tudy where my sis t er Stella said, óI 
have a p r oblem w it h the Gospel of John. The a ut hor never called himse lf John; rather, he always 
called himse lf, ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus lovedò, the ñot her dis cipleò or ñthe ot her dis ciple, whom 
Jesus loved òô. The t wo ve rses that she then quo t ed opened my eyes. This led me t o sea rch t he 

scr ipt ures, and for that I am ve ry g rat eful. Your wo rd has p reser ved many impo r t ant de t ails for us 
but I had not paid a t tent ion t o them. Than kf ully, she did. By raising t his ques t ion she inspi red me t o 
t ake a closer look at the Bible on this issue and the sea rch for trut h on this ques t ion has  resul ted in 
a g reat er app reciat ion for your wo rd.  
 

ñTeach me t hy way, O L ORD; I will walk in thy trut hò (Ps. 86:11a). 
 

* * * * *  
 

Thank you t o those who gave t heir t ime and resou rc es to help in the p rodu ct ion of t his book, 
espe cially my wi fe Kat hleen, my  mot her, my sis t ers and my fr iends. Your p raye rs, en cou ragem ent , 
assis t ance, pa t ien ce and love we re v it al t o this p roje ct and a re deeply app reciat ed.  
 

To those who se nt funds t o help p r int books and those who have recomme nded this book t o o thers, 

t hank yo u for your sup por t. Thank you also to Me r idi th and Joel for our wonde r ful cover. My deepest 
app reciat ion also goes o ut t o K at hleen, Clare, Lisa, Ellen, Dianne, Te r ry, Che rieô, Barbara, John, 
Ron, David, Jason, Rick, Tom, and Tom, for t heir help, commen ts, and sugges t ions on t his edi t ion 
and p revious edi t ions. I also need t o t hank Ja ck, David, Ma rk and Luis for their con tr ibut ions t o t his 
f if t h edi t ion. T ruly t he e f for t s of eve ryone above has wo rked t oge ther t o p rodu ce this book. May 
God bless you who helped  in t his wo rk, along wi t h all who use it t o honor Go dôs word. 
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PREFACE  

 

ñEvery word of God is pu re: he is a shield un to them that p u t t he ir tr ust  in h imò (Pr. 30:5) . 
  

ñAdd thou not un to his wo rd s, l est he reprove thee, and  thou be found a li arò (Pr. 30:6) .  
 

ñThere is a way that seeme th ri ght unt o a man, b ut t he end thereof are t he ways of dea thò  
(Pr. 16:25) .  
 

ñI t is  bet t er t o tr ust in t he L ORD t han to p ut con fiden ce in man. I t is  bet ter t o tr ust  in t he L ORD 
t han to p ut conf iden ce in p ri ncesò (Ps. 118:8 -9) .  
 

ñFor the L ORD gi veth wi sdom: o ut of hi s mo ut h comet h knowledge and unde rstandin gò (Pr. 2:6) .  
 

ñThe man that wande re th o ut o f t he w ay of unde rstanding sh al l rem ain in t he cong regat ion of 
t he dea dò (Pr. 21:16) .  
 

ñ... Man shal l not li ve by b read alone, b ut by eve ry wo rd that p roceed eth o ut o f t he mo ut h of 
Godò (Mt. 4:4b) .  
 

ñAs newborn b abes, des ir e the sin cere m ilk o f t he wo rd, t hat ye may g row thereby...ò (1 Pt. 2:2a) .  
 

ñFor the wo rd of t he L ORD is r igh t...ò (Ps. 33:4a) .  

 

ñ... he that h ath my wo rd, l et him speak my wo rd fai t hfull yò (Jer. 23:28b ) .  

 

ñA fai thfu l wi tness wil l not lie...ò (Pr. 14:5a) .  
 

ñStudy to shew thyself approved unt o God, a wo rkman that need eth not to be ashamed...ò  
(2Ti. 2:15a) .  

 

ñBlessed is t hat man that make th the L ORD his tr ust , and respe ct eth not t he p roud, nor su ch as 
turn aside to liesò (Ps. 40:4) .  
 

ñProve al l t hings; hol d fast  t hat which is good ò (1Th. 5:21) .  
 

ñI t is  t he glory of God to conceal a thi ng: b ut t he hono ur of ki ngs is t o sea rc h o ut a m at terò  
(Pr. 25:2) .  
 
 
 

I NTRODUC TION  
 

     The f irst t hree gospels all men t ion t hese t hree no table even ts of Jesusô ministr y,  his 
tr ans f igu rat ion  (Mt. 17:1 -9, Mk. 9:2 -9, Lu. 9:28 -36 ) , his Ge thsemane praye rs (Mt. 26:36 -46 , Mk. 

14:32 -42 , Lu. 22:39 -46 ) , and his raising of t he daugh ter of Jai rus (Mt. 9:18 -26, Mk. 5:22 -43, Lu. 

8:41 -56) . Only  t hree disciples  we re p resent at t hese even t s, and t he  Apos t le John  was 
one of t hem  (Mt. 17:1 & 26:37 , Mk. 5:37, 9:2  & 14:33, Lu. 8:51 & 9:28 ) . Alt hough John  was an 

eyewi t ness t o all of t hese even t s t he re is no men t ion of t hese key even t s in t he gospel 
t hat t oday bea rs Johnôs name! These even t s would su rely have been e xtr emely 
profound momen ts in Johnôs life. So what can explain t heir omission fr om t he fou r t h 
gospel, a book t hat tr adi t ion has said was wr it t en by John?  
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     Many t eachers will refer t o t he fou r t h gospel as óJohnôs eyewit ness t est imon yô, but 
does t he Bible suppo r t t his claim? A closer look shows t hat t he idea of John being t he 
author  of t he fou r t h gospel is not consis t ent  wit h t he fa ct s found in s cr ip t ure and t he 

authorôs omission of the t hree eve nt s no ted above is me rely t he t ip of t he i cebe rg. I t 
t urns o ut t hat eve ry eve nt where John is refe r red t o by name in t he f irst t hree gospels 

is missing fr om t he fou r t h gospel ï eve ry one of t hem ! 
 

     For example, Jesus t old John, ñye know not what manner of spi r it ye a re ofò when 
rebuking John and hi s b rother af t er t hey sought to ñcommand f ire t o come down fr om 
heavenò (Lu. 9:54 -55) . Jesus sent John and Pe ter t o p repa re his last Passover (Lu. 22:8) .  
Jesus ñpriva telyò answered t he ques t ions of John, Pe ter, James, and And rew on t he 

Mount of Olives (Mk.  13:3) . John and his b rother asked Jesus t o seat them, ñone on thy 
r ight hand, and t he o ther on t hy le f t hand, in t hy glo ryò (Mk. 10:35 - 41) . But t hese even t s 
will not be found in t he fou r t h gospel, be cause none  of t he even t s where John is 
named in t he f irst t hree gospels a re in t he fou r t h gospel. Does its  omission of all of t he 

óJohn eventsô support t he idea t hat t he fou r t h gospel is óJohnôs eyewit ness t est imon yô? 
If this was Johnôs eyewitness a ccount, how did he come t o ex clude all of t hese even t s? 
Are we t o believe John read t he o ther gospels f irst and t hen wr ote t his gospel in su ch a 
way as t o omit eve ry even t  whe re he was named in t hose o ther t hree gospels? Is t his 
reasonable? In t he last chap ter of t he fou r t h gospel, ve rses 21:20 and 24 let us know it 

was wr it ten by an unnamed ñdisciple whom Jesus lovedò. This author never iden t if ied 
himse lf as John. Ra ther, he used t erms like ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus lovedò, ñt he o ther 
dis cipleò, etc. t o refer t o himse lf  and his use of t hese terms t o cloak his iden t it y raises 
many ques t ions. The fou r t h gospel is t he a ut horôs t est imony, b ut s cr ip t ure can p rove 

he was not John. The idea he was John came fr om non -Bible sou rces and, t hough t here 
is not a single ve rse t hat jus t if ies teaching t he beloved dis ciple was John, t hi s case of 
mis t aken iden t it y s t ill pe rsist s. Yet whoever he was, he cannot have been John be cause 
t hat idea fo rces t he Bible t o con tr adi ct i t self, whi ch t he tr ut h canôt do. 

 
     Lest anyone mis take t he t hrust of t his s t udy, no te t hat God ôs wor d  is not in e r r or  
and no t hing he r ein sugges t s o t he r wise.  In fa ct, t his s t udy cit es no t hing b ut t he 
scr ip t ures be cause t he Bible is t he p r ima ry sou rce on  Bible issues and, if we heed t he 

details t hat have been p reserved t herein, it can help t o cor rect mis t aken ideas we may 
have . As will be shown, t he t it le Gospel of Joh n  was not wr it t en by the gospelôs aut hor. 
Others added t hat t it le t o t he a ut horôs work. But s cr ip t ure is able t o ove rcome t he 
er rors of men and t he ve rses quo ted in this s t udy do just t hat. Indeed, one should not 
be p resen t ing an idea as if it we re bibli cal if he cannot cit e a single ve rse t hat woul d 

jus t ify t eaching t hat idea. In any case, if t he Bible can disp rove an idea we have 
believed, why wouldnôt we give up that idea and s tand cor rect ed? 
 
     Act s 18:24 -28 tells of a man named Apollos. He was ñmight y in t he s cr ip t uresò, 

ñins tr uct ed in t he way of t he Lo rdò, ñfervent in t he spi r itò, and ñspake and taught 
diligen t ly t he t hings of t he Lo rdò. Yet, we know his understanding was la cking be cause 
when ñAquila and Priscilla had hea rdò his teaching, t hey ñtook himò and ñexpounded 
un to him t he way of God  mo re pe r fect lyò. [ The G reek  here says, ñmo re a ccur atelyò.]  

We a re t old, at t hat t ime, Apollos  knew of ñonly the bap tism of Johnò (i.e., John the 
Bap t ist) . B ut t he key point is Apollos revised his t eaching when t he tr ut h was 
presen ted t o him. The reaf t er, we a re told how Apollos, ñmight ily convin ced the Jewsò, 
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ñshewing by the s cr ip t ures t hat Jesus  was Ch r istò. Apollos was ñmight y in t he 
scr ip t uresò and he was st ill willing t o be taught, so, why not us?  
 

     Hist ory p roves e r rors can be come widely a ccepted as trut h:  the óPiltdown Manô 
evol ut ion hoax, t he f lat ea r t h m y th, e t c. Most people t end t o take óthe s chola rsô word 
for it on su ch issues, assuming what the óexpertsô t each is t he trut h. B ut whe re Bible 
ques t ions a re concerned we can t est if what we believe is tr ue or not. Seeking t he 

trut h requi res us t o weigh t he eviden ce wit hout p rejudi ce. If we a re t o render a fair 
ve rdict, t hen we must not t o let our judgment of t he fa ct s be dis t or t ed by ideas t hat 
we have p reviously assumed we re t rue. The re is o f t en a di f fe rence be t ween what 
people t hink t he Bible says and what it r eally says. So, t he way t o ve r ify t he trut h on 

biblical issues is t o check t o see what t he Bible i t self says. In t his case, sin ce t he fou r t h 
gospelôs aut hor iden t if ied himse lf in t erms of Jesusô love for him, it makes sense to see 
who s cr ip t ure says had t his rela t ionship wi t h Jesus. When t hese ve rses a re examined 
one will see t hat t he Bible never singles o u t John in t his manne r !  Thus, unless 

one can show t hat ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus lovedò was John, it is unbiblical t o call 
John óthe beloved dis cipleô. 
 
     The Bible has mu ch mo re for us t o consider rega rding t his ques t ion and, t hank God, 
t he iden t it y of the one whom ñJesus lovedò can be shown fr om a s t udy of t he Bible 

fact s alone. Ra ther t han quo t ing non -Bible sou rces, t he me thod used t o shed light on 
t he beloved dis ciple in t his s t udy is t o just compa re scr ip t ure wi t h s cr ip t ure and let 
Godôs word guide us t o t he tr ut h. By doing so it is hoped t hat reade rs of t his wo rk will 
gain a new app reciat ion fo r  t he de tails God has p reserved for us in t he bibli cal record.  

 
     Today many people t hink t he Bible canôt reveal  any thing ne w,  because t hey assume 
t he popular t eachers and s chola rs have al ready mined all of t he trut h o ut of Godôs 
wo rd. B ut t he eviden ce in t his s t udy will p rove o therwise and will conf irm s cr ip t ure can 

st ill p rovide ñreproofò and ñcorr ectionò (2Ti. 3: 16) . Let us not tr ust in ñent icing wo rds of 
manôs wisdomò, because our fai th ñshould not stand in t he wisdom of men, b ut in t he 
power of God ò (1Cor. 2:4 & 5 ) . What would you say to someone who asked, óWhy should 
people read t he Bible? If t he be st one can hope for is t o lea rn what t he schola rs have 

already dis cove red, t hen why not ju st t ell people t o read t he w r it ings of t he schola rs, 
rat her t han reading t he Bible and r isk misunde rst anding what it says ?ô 
 
     The goal of t his book is t o en courage a love of t he trut h. Lo rd willing, t hose who 
read t his s t udy will be led t o read t he Bible mo re, t o read it mo re carefully, and t o t est 

t he t hings t hey a re t old by ot her s, rat her t han just assuming t hem to be tr ue. 
Concerning t his issue, would it not be wise t o heed the ñprove all thingsò admonit ion 
(1Th. 5:21) , espe cially sin ce t he re a re a number of Bible fa ct s t hat do seem to a rgue 
against t he John tr adi t ion? If t he eviden ce of s cr ip t ure can disp rove t he John i dea, t hen 

t he a ut hor ity of Godôs word is s uf f icient reason for reje ct ing t he non -Bible sou rces t hat 
are used t o jus t ify t he John tr adi t ion. He rein, t he light of s cr ip t ure will expose t he 
danger of assuming that t he opinions of o t hers can se rve as a measu re for de terminin g 
what is tr ue. The trut h is not assu red by simply following t he he rd.  

 
     We know many t hings abo ut John: his name; he was t he son of Zebedee and had a 
brother named James; he was a f ishe rman; he and his b rother we re pa r t ners wi t h 
Peter, and we re t he re when Jesus healed Pe terôs wifeôs mother; he  was one of t he 
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t welve apos t les chosen by Jesus; he and his b rother asked for t he sea t s next to Jesus; 
Jesus su rnamed him and his brother , ñBoanerges, whi ch is, The sons of t hunde rò; he  
was t here at  t he raising of Jai rusô daught er, t he tr ans f igu ration, and Jesusô praye rs in 

t he ga rden; he  and his b rother wan ted t o call f ire down fr om heaven on one g roup of 
people, and Jesus rebuked t hem for i t ; he  was t he one who told Jesus, ñwe saw one 
cast ing o ut d evils in t hy name; and we fo rbad himò; etc. (Mt .  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.) . Ye t , 

amazingly, none  of t his info rma t ion abo ut John can be lea rned fr om t he gospel t hat 
popular opinion says was w r it t en by t he Apos t le John.  
 
     As will be shown, t he only de tail repo r t ed in t he fou r t h gospel t hat is spe cif ic t o 

John is a notation  about ñthe sons  of Zebedeeò being  present wi t h some fellow dis ciples 
at an eve nt men t ioned in  t he end of t he book. However, sin ce John is never named in 
t his gospel, a pe rson would have t o know befo rehand fr om ano ther sou rce t hat John 
was a son of Zebedee in o rder t o know the ph rase ñthe sons  of Zebedeeò refe r red t o 

John. The refo re,  it t urns o ut t he least help ful of t he four gospels when it comes t o 
lea rning fa ct s abo ut t he Apos t le John and t he t hings he wi t nessed, said, and did du r ing 
the minis t ry of Jesus, is t he one t hat men de cided to call The Gospel of Joh n!  
 
 

Chap ter  1 
 

TTHH EE  TTRRUUTTHH   MM AA TTTTEERRSS  
 

Gospel of  t he Disciple Whom Jesus Loved  
 
     The God - inspi red wr it er of our fou r t h gospel  was careful never t o iden t ify himse lf 
by name. Sin ce he delibe rately concealed his iden t it y, t hen pe rhaps it is not w ise t o 

ign or e his e f fo r t s in t his rega rd and un cr it ically a ccept t he idea t hat t his a ut hor  was 
t he Apos t le John , t he b rother of James, son o f Zebedee . Should we not ask why God ôs 
inspi red aut hor  used  cryp t ic ph rases like ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò to refer t o 
himse lf? Why did nôt he just use his na m e? Paul  was named repea tedly in his books and 
John  gave his name f ive t imes in t he Book of Revela t ion . 

 
     Ins t ead of simply iden t ifying himse lf by name, t his a ut hor  cloaked himse lf in a veil 
of anonymi t y. Sin ce God  did not lead t his gospel a ut hor  t o iden t ify himse lf as John , 
should we be qui ck t o follow t hose who t ell us t hat he was  t he Apos t le John ? Non -Bible 

sou rces can be wr ong. So, why wouldnôt we want t o see if t his belief lines up wit h 
scr ip t ure ï espe cially conside r ing t he fa ct t hat t he a ut hor  of t his gospel  went t o g reat 
leng ths t o hide his iden t it y? 
 

     This is not t o suggest t hat t he iden t it y of t his a ut hor  cannot be de termined. The re 
is a pe rson who does f it all t hat t he Bible  reveals abo ut t his a ut hor . Seve ral passages 
in his gospel, like 20:5  and 21:21, indi cate t his a ut hor  was a male.  Est ablishing his 
iden t it y, however, t akes a bit mo re ef fo r t . The refo re, t his s t udy will seek t o examine 

eve ry thing t he Bible  can t ell us abo ut t his individual. We will sea rch t he s cr ip t ures f or 
t he answer t o t he ques t ion t hat t he a ut horôs self-descr ip t ion poses t o t he reade rs of his 
gospel : Who was ñt he dis ciple whom Jesus love dò? 
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The In tegrit y of t he Bible 
 
     The content of t he fou r t h gospel  is tr ue and tr ust wo r t hy. This is not what is in 
ques t ion. No thing p resen ted he rein casts any doubt wha t soever on t he legi t ima cy of 

t his gospel  as inspi red scr ip t ure or i t s r igh t ful in clusion in t he New Tes tament. No one 
should t hink t hat t his s t udy in any way challenges t he wo rds of God ôs inspired wr it ers 
or t he a ccuracy of s cr ip t ure. Any su ch innuen do would plainly be a f lag rant dis t or t ion 
of what is dis cussed in t his book.  

 
     A f irm relian ce on t he Bible  as t he inspi red wo rd of God  does not p rohibit t he 
ques t ioning of t he tr adi t ions of men. Jesus himse lf was qui te willing t o challenge 
religious t eachings t hat we re based on an e r roneous unde rstanding of t he s cr ip t ures. It 

is not imp roper for us t o ques t ion t eachings or tr adi t ions, even widely a ccepted ones, if 
we dis cover eviden ce t hat sugges t s t hat some thing is amiss. If you love Jesus,  t hen 
you love t he trut h. A sea rch for trut h, ut ilizing o nly t he eviden ce contained in God ôs 
wo rd, is what you will f ind in t his s t udy . 

 

Jury  Dut y 
 
     As you read on a ct as if you a re on a ju ry and t hat t he Bible is Exhibit A. Your job is 
t o weigh t he t est imony of s cr ip t ure and de cide whe t her or not t his eviden ce is able t o 
meet t he bu rden of p roof in t wo cases, bo th involving t he iden t it y of ñthe dis ciple 
whom Jesus lovedò. You are t he one who will render t he ve rdict in t hese ma t t ers, so it 

is up t o you t o p raye r fully seek t he trut h an d conside r t he eviden ce wi t hout p rejudi ce.  
 
     In t he f irst case t his s t udy will seek t o p rove beyond a reasonable doubt  t hat t he 
Apos t le John was not ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò. Alt hough beyond a reasonable 

doubt is a ve ry high s t anda rd t he bibli cal eviden ce p resen ted in t his case should be 
suf f icient t o meet t his s t anda rd, in your judgment. The fa ct s will p rove t hat t he Apos t le 
John  and t his unnamed a ut hor  we re t wo di f fe rent individuals.  
 

     The se cond case seeks t o p rove t he iden t it y of t his he reto fo re misiden t if ied dis ciple, 
but only t o a p reponde rance of t he eviden ce. (This si mply means t he g reater weight of 
eviden ce, enough t o ótip t he s calesô or to p rove some thing is mo re likely tr ue t han not.) 
But, he re t oo, it is up t o you t o de cide if the eviden ce o ffe red on t his point is s uf f icien t . 

 

Just t he  Fact s and  Just  t he Bible 
 
     As was s t ated ea r lier, t he wr it er of t his gospel a lways des cr ibed himse lf wi t h 
ph rases t hat avoided di rect ly dis closing his iden t it y. When one t akes no te of t his, t hen 
me re dogma t ic asse r t ions rega rding t his a ut horôs ident it y will p robably sound less 
convin cing t han t hey would have o therwise sounded, given t hat his iden t it y was t he 

ve ry t hing t hat God  saw f it t o have him conceal. However, as you will soon see, t he 
scr ip t ures can reveal as well as conceal.  
 
     Those new t o t he Bible  may be unawa re t hat this gospelôs inspired aut hor  did not 

ent it le his wo rk,  The Gospel of John . That t it le (like t he chap t er and ve rse divisions) 
was not in t he a ut horôs original t ext. It was added t o his book by o the rs and it is 
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evident t hat t it le was not a p rodu ct of t he inspi red a ut hor, for t he a ut hor su rely did not 
proclaim his name in a t it le sin ce t he cumbe rsome t erms t he a ut hor used t o refer t o 
himself in t he gospel plainly indi cate he in t ended t o conceal his iden t it y.  

 
     All s cr ip t ure is inspi red by God, b ut hea rsay tr adi t ion is no t . So, t his s t udy will not 
cit e non -Bible sou rces like t he opinions of s chola rs or commen ts a t tr ibut ed t o t his -or -
t hat pe rson in the óearlyô church or t he wr it ings of men fr om t he p resent or t he pas t . 

Manôs wisdom is not Godôs wisdom, so non -Bible sou rces ought t o be viewed in light of 
scr ip t ure and not  t he o ther way a round . The refo re, only s cr ip t ure and t he logi cal 
resul t s of compa r ing s cr ip t ure wi t h s cr ip ture will be o f fe red as eviden ce in t his book .  
 

Ver ify ï According t o the S cr ipt ures 
 

     In A ct s 17:11  we a re t old t he Be reans, ñwe re mo re noble t han t hose in 
Thessaloni ca, in t hat t hey received t he wo rd wi t h all readiness of mind, and sea rc hed 
t he s cr ip t ures daily, whe ther t hose t hings we re soò and we, too, can be diligent in 
seeking t he  trut h by test ing eve ry idea against t he w or d of God.  

 
     If we read a book or hear a t eaching, t hen we can subje ct t hose ideas t o bibli cal 
scrut iny (in line wit h t he di rective ñprove all thingsò (1Th. 5:21) ). It was Paul who t aught 
t he Be reans and even t hough he was an apos t le t hey s till ñsearched t he s cr ip t uresò ï 
and t hey we re p raised for doing so! The refo re, it is fair t o hold ou r t eachers to t he 

same s tanda rd. We can be just as cons cien t ious in our pu rsuit of trut h be cause we can 
use t he Bible t o test our beliefs and t he ideas t hat a re p resen ted t o us.  
 
     Chr ist ians have no thing t o fear fr om t he trut h. B ut  sin ce new ideas challenge 

tr adi t ion, t hey a re o f t en mo cked or simply dismissed. However, unless man has 
discove red all of t he trut h in t he Bible , t hen we should always be open t o t he possibili t y 
t hat God may, at t imes, have some thing new t o t each us.  
 

The T rut h I s Ou r Goal  
 

     God su rely knew t hat inspi r ing  t his a ut hor  t o refer t o himse lf as ñthe dis ciple whom 
Jesus loved ò would cause some t o wonder abo ut his iden t it y. So, le tôs look to t he Bible 
t o see if we can as cer t ain who t his anon ymous a ut hor was. In seeking t o answer t his 
ques t ion do not just assume t hat you can tr ust t he opinion of o t hers mo re t han your 

own. Popular opinion can be wrong. Even if it seems óeverybod yô thinks some thing is 
tr ue that does not make it so. If óallô the s chola rs said t he ea r t h is f lat and they 
r idi culed anyone who da red t o ques t ion their óaccept ed t ru t hô, t hey would neve r t heless 
be wr ong.  
 

     Letôs follow the example of t he Be reans. They didnôt just t ake Paul ôs word for it. 
They sea rched t he s cr ip t ures ï and we should do likewise when we a re t aught óñthe 
disciple whom Jesus loved ò was Johnô. The in credible t hing is t hat t he reôs not a single 
ve rse t hat would jus t ify t eaching t hat idea! In spi t e of t his, commen tar ies and t eachers 

will h abi t ually say that óJohn was the belove d discipleô and t hey s t at e t his as if it we r e 
biblical . In reali t y, however, such  asse r t ions amount t o opinion  being mis t akenly sold 
as fa ct . In t his st udy you will see for you rself what happens when t he John  tr adi t ion is 
put t o t he t est of s cr ip t ure.  
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     Commen tar ies or o t her books can be help ful, espe cially when t hey highlight some 
details we might o t herwise miss. B ut we need t o t est t he s t at emen ts t hey make and 

you should tr eat t his book likewise. Ca reful ly evalua te t he t wo cases t hat a re 
presen ted in t his s t udy and ve r ify ea ch s cr ip t ure refe rence.  While t he ve rses needed 
for t his s t udy a re quo ted he rein, looking t hem up will enable you t o conf irm t he 
eviden ce in i t s con text.  By doing so, you will be come mo re g rounded in God ôs word, 

even as you are bui lt up in bo th conf iden ce and compe tence when it comes t o 
dis cussing t his  t opic . Also, P rove rbs 3:5 -6 says, ñTrust in t he L ORD wi t h all t hine hea r t; 
and lean not un to t hine own unde rstanding. In all t hy ways a cknowledge him, and he 
shall di rect t hy pa thsò. So, rat her than cling t o our unde rstanding of t hings, we should 

tr ust in  t he L ORD and go  whe rever the tr uth in Godôs wo rd t akes us . 
 

Bible Refe rences and  Quo t es 
 
     This s t udy will quo te only t he Holy Bible  as p reviously no t ed. Yet , t he wo rding in 
your Bible may va ry on some of t hese quo tes,  sin ce t here a re many di f fe rent ve rsions 

of t he Bible . S t ill, no ma t t er whi ch Bible  ve rsion you use you will be able t o ve r ify t he 
accuracy and context of eve ry passa ge cit ed. The di f fe rences in wo rding be t ween Bible  
ve rsions wonôt alter t he ve rdict t hat is demanded by t he eviden ce.  
 
     All of t he quo tes in t his s t udy a re t aken fr om t he King James Ve rsion (KJV). While 

t he KJV can be cha llenging at t imes it remains t he most widely held Bible  ve rsion, so it 
will be the one quoted. Thus, you will f ind some wo rds t hat appear t o be misspelled, 
like ñshewedò. These are not e r rors b ut a re t he result of exa ct ly quo t ing t he KJV. 
(He rein t he ma rks ñò will be reserved solely for di rect quo tat ions of s cr ip t ure. Also, for 

clar if icat ion, t en G reek t erms a re in cluded fr om t he In t er linear G reek- English New 
Test ame nt , published by Baker Book House, 1981.)  
 

A Wo r t hwhile Pu rsuit and  a Helping Hand  
 
     Rather t han dive in to Godôs word t o see if t he John idea is tr ue or no t  some t ry t o 

dodge t he issue by asking:  óWhat d if ference does it make? ô Well, for s t ar t ers, if t he 
John idea isnôt tr ue, then p romo t ing it unde rcut s t he a ut hor it y of s cr ip t ure ( just like 
eve ry false idea t hat men as cr ibe to Godôs word). In fa ct  it w ill be sho wn t hat t he John 
tr adi t ion a ct ually makes s cr ip tur e contr adi ct i t self, which t he trut h cannot do. A mo re 

in -dep th answer t o t his ques t ion follows la t er, b ut for now let it s uf f ice t hat Jesus  
clea r ly indi cated t he trut h m at t ers (Fou r th gospel 8:32 , 14:6, 17:17, 18:37, et al. ) . 
 
     Prove rbs 2:3 -5 es tablishes t he pu rsuit of knowl edge is a wo r t hwhile endeavor and 
t he sou rce t hat we should look t o is sugges ted in t he ne xt ve rse ï ñFor the L ORD give t h 

wisdom: o ut of his mo ut h come th knowledge and unde rstandingò (Pr. 2:6) . St ill, t his 
pu rsuit is not a t ask t hat one needs t o take on al one. The Holy Spi r it  was called ñthe 
Spi r it of trut hò when Jesus told t he dis ciples, ñhe will guide you in t o all trut hò (Fou r t h 

gospel 16:13 )  and Jesus said t he Fa ther would, ñgive the Holy Spi r it  t o t hem that ask himò 

(Lu. 11:13) . So, we should ask t he Fa ther for help  if we wa nt t he Spi r it t o guide our 
st udy of s cr ip t ure.  
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ñFrom Heaven, or of M en?ò 
 
     Trut h is not a minor issue. When Jesu s said, ñno man come th un to t he Fa ther, b ut 
by meò, he did so in the context of iden t ifying himse lf as, ñthe trut hò (Fou r t h gospel 14:6) . 
He also said, ñGod is a Spi r it : and t hey t hat wo rship him must wo rship him  in spi r it and 

in trut hò (Fou r t h gospel 4:24 ) .  So, clea r ly, ñtruthò is not an opt ional i tem or a óseconda ryô 
ma t ter. Fu r t hermo re, s cr ip t ure en cou rages speaking t he trut h (Pr. 12:17 & 19, Zec. 8:16, 

Eph. 4:15 & 25) , t ies san ct if icat ion and g row th t o trut h (Fou r t h gospe l 17:17 & 19, Eph. 4:15, 2Th. 

2:13, Jam. 1:18, 1Pt. 1:22) , links t he a rmor of God and fr uit of t he spi r it t o trut h (Eph. 5:9 & 

6:14) , and Psalm 145:18 says, ñthe L ORD is nigh un to all t hem that call upon him, t o all 
t hat call upon him in trut hò. I f a rela t ionship wit h God is t o be fr ui t ful, respe ct for trut h 
seems t o be vi t al.  
 

     Those who seek t he trut h would do well t o no te t he t est of a ut hor it y t hat we see 
used by Jesus.  When t he religious leade rs ques t ioned t he a ut hor it y of Jesus, he 
poin ted to oneôs sou rc e  as a li tmus test on a ut hor it y when he responded w it h t his 
ques t ion abo ut John t he Bap t ist , ñThe bap t ism of John, was it fr om heaven, or of 

men ?ò (Lu. 20:4) .  Of course, if it was ñfrom heavenò, then his sou rce was God. So, in 
order t o avoid fa cing t he trut h t hey had t o dodge t he issue, sin ce t hey had ref used t o 
believe John (cf. Lu. 20:5 -7) , and he test if ied of Jesus. In our case, t his  t est helps one t o 
prope r ly weigh t he eviden ce by conside r ing i t s sou rce: Was it fr om heaven, or of men? 
Keep t his i n mind as you weigh t he wo rds of s cr ip t ure he rein. Many donôt take t ime t o 

consider t he sou rce, b ut t his simple test can help t o keep us focused on t he fa ct Godôs 
wo rd is tr ue and it is wo r t hy of our respe ct . We will revisit t his t est la t er and at t hat 
t im e we will consider how t he trut h is o f t en used by God t o p rove what is in t he hea r t 
of man. Those who love God will a ccept the a ut hor ity of Godôs word on issues whe re i t s 

trut h challenges t heir belief.  
 
 

The A ut horit y of Godôs Word 
 
     Jesus said, ñHe t hat is of God hea reth Godôs wordsò (Fou r t h gospel 8:47) . So, t he wo rds 

of s cr ip t ure should be enough t o move us t o st and wit h t he trut h. When t he wo rd of 
God o f fers to cor rect  us, we ought t o be humble enough t o admit t hat we we re wr ong, 
but clea r ly not all  will do so . Prove rbs 1:29 -30 t ells o f t hose who, ñhated knowledge, 
and did not choose t he fear of t he L ORD: They would none of my counsel: t hey despised 

all my reproofò and some people st ill respond i n th is way to Godôs word t oday. Sadly, 
t he react ion t o trut h in our day is far t oo o f t en p recisely like t he response t he L ORD 
descr ibed in Je remiah 19:15, ñthey have ha rdened t heir ne cks, t hat t hey might not 
hear my wo rds.ò 
 

     ñIt is  be t t er t o tr ust in t he L ORD t han to p ut conf iden ce in manò (Ps. 118:8) . So , unlike 
t hose who t ry t o defend t he John idea by u rging people t o rely on non -Bible sou rces, 
t his wo rk will quo te t he Bible only. That way t he a ut hor ity of Godôs word can p rovide 
t he boldness needed t o s t and cor rect ed and wit ness t o t he trut h, even in t he  face of 

r idi cule fr om t hose who a re wedded t o tr adi tion and donôt want to admit t hat t heir 
tr ust in non -Bible sou rces was mispla ced. ñThe fear of man b r inge th a sna re: b ut 
whoso p ut t et h his tr ust in t he L ORD shall be safeò (Pr. 29:25) . 
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Chap ter  2 
 

TTHH EE  DD II SSCCII PPLLEE  WW HH OOMM   JJEESSUUSS  LLOOVV EEDD ::     

WW HH AA TT  DD OOEESS  TTHH EE  BBII BB LLEE  SSAA YY?? 
 

ñThe D isciple W hom Je sus Lovedò 
 

     The fou r t h gospel was wr it t en by  ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò (Fou r t h gospel 21:20 

& 24) . This was how t he a ut hor  refe r red to himse lf, along wi t h the ñother dis cipleò, ñthe 
other dis cipl e, whom Jesus loved ò, etc. and his use of t hese anonymous t erms should 
prompt us t o ask ques t ions, su ch as: Other  t han who? (No t e: t his a ut hor is never 

iden t ified as an ñapostleò.) Merely de clar ing  t his was John does not make it  tr ue and it 
is a logi cal falla cy t o assume t hat t he majo r ityôs opinion must be right . So, we should 
let s cr ip t ure be t he standard by whi ch tr ut h is judged when it comes t o t he iden t it y of 
t his gospel a ut hor.  

 
     The ph rase ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò is notable for seve ral reasons b ut 
pr ima r ily be cause it means t hat his rela t ionship wi t h Jesus was unique. He is set apa r t 
fr om t he rest of t he dis ciples  of Jesus as ñthe  discipleò (singular) t hat has t he 
dis t inct ion of being iden t if ied as the one whom ñJesus lovedò. 

 
     If  you met a man who refe r red t o himse lf as óthe one my mo ther lovedô you would 
surely wonder why he did so. This ph rase sugges t s a dis t inct ive rela t ionship and, if it is 
tr ue, it would indi cate t hat his mo ther  had a unique conn ect ion wi t h him. So, when t he 

Bible calls someone ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò it should a r rest our a t t ent ion. As 
t he a ut hor  of t he fou r t h gospel used t his term  t o refe r  t o himse lf it is fair t o ask: What 
could have led him t o do s o? Sin ce t his cur ious  ph rase dis t inguishes t he a ut hor based 
on t he unique rega rd t hat Jesus had for him, should we not wonder why Godôs word 

t ook t he t ime t o highlight Jesus ô rela t ionship wit h t his a ut hor? 
 
     The designa t ion ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò different iat es t his dis ciple on t he 
basis of Jesus ô rela t ionship t o him. This is not t he same as his love for  Jesus and t he 

use of t hat t erm means Jesus ô love for this dis ciple is a dis t inguishing fa ct or or else t he 
ph rase is s tr ipped of i t s meaning.  
 
     Sin ce t he Bible  emphasizes t his rela t ionship, it is logi cal t o sea rch t he s cr ip t ures for 
eviden ce of su ch a rela t ionship in Jesus ô life. This is precisely what we will do. Let us 

begin by probing eve ry passa ge t hat men t ions t his unnamed dis ciple so we can get t o 
know him a li t t le be t ter.  
 

The ñOther D iscipleò of the  Four t h Gospel  
 
     The a ut hor f irst di f fe rent iat ed himse lf fr om t he rest of t he dis ciples when he wr ote, 

ñNow the re was leaning on Jesusô bosom one of his dis ciples, whom Jesus lovedò (Fou r t h 

gospel 13:23) . Then, when Jesus was being p ut on tr ial, t his a ut hor said t hat Pe ter and 
ñanother dis cipleò showed up, who is also called ñthat o t her dis cipleò (Four t h gospel 18:15 & 

16) . [ The li teral G reek he re reads,  ñthe o ther dis cipleò in 18:15 and, ñthe dis ciple o therò 
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in 18:16 .] Following t his, when Jesus  was on t he cross, t he a ut hor wr ot e t hat Jesus 
ñsaw his mother and t he dis ciple  st anding by, whom he  loved ò. This is t he one who t he 
aut hor also called, ñthe dis ciple ò and ñthat dis cipleò (Four t h gospel 19:26 & 27 ) . The a ut hor 

t hen wove t oge ther his t erms and used ñthe o ther dis ciple , whom Jesus loved ò, along 
wi th ñthat o t her dis cipleò, ñthe o ther dis ciple ò, and ñt hat o t her dis ciple whi ch came f irst 
t o t he sepul chreò in recoun t ing his expe r ien ces on  resu r rect ion mo rning (Fou r t h gospel 

20:2, 3, 4 & 8) . 

 
     This dis ciple was last men t ioned when t he a ut hor wr ote abo ut seven dis ciples  who 
wen t  f ishing t oge ther. Jesus visi t ed t hem and t he a ut hor says he (ñthat dis ciple whom 
Jesus loved ò) was t he f irst t o recognize Jesus (Fou r t h gospel 21:7) . A few ve rses la ter he 

was also called ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò and it was confirmed t hat he was t he 
one ñwhi ch also leaned on his b reast at supper  and said, Lo rd, whi ch is he t hat 
betr aye t h t hee ?ò (Fou r th gospel 21:20) .  The t erms  ñhimò, ñthis manò, ñheò, and ñthat 
dis cipleò were ne xt used t o refer t o him (Fou r th gospel 21:21 -23) .  The a ut hor t hen wr ote, 

ñThis is t he dis ciple whi ch t est if iet h of t hese t hings, and wr ote t hese thingsò (Fou r t h 

gospel 21:24) .  The con text reveals he is the one called ñthat dis cipleò in verse 23  and 
ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò in verse 20 . 
 
     The p receding ref erences make it clear t hat ñwhom Jesus loved ò was the most 

revealing t erm t hat t his a ut hor  used t o refe r  t o himse lf. If t he Bible  calls someone ñthe 
disciple whom Jesus loved ò it is reasonable t o expe ct t hat he was involved in mo re t han 
just Jesusô last days on this ea r t h. Given t he uniqueness of t his designa t ion he  
undoub t edly had a signi f icant role in t he li fe of Jesus . Mo reove r, he absol ut ely must 

have i nt eract ed wit h Jesus  pr ior t o t he Last Supper . Admi t tedly, t hese ref erences let us 
know t he a ut hor  was p resent for some no table momen ts of Jesus ô ministry: his last 
Passover , his cr ucif ixion, and his va cant  t omb on resu r rect ion mo rning. B ut now 
carefully  read ea ch of t he following passages and t hen consider t hem toge ther. W hat 

is missing?  
 

A Look at  t he  Scrip tures 
 
Four t h gospel  13:21 -28  (wi t h Jesus  at t he supper ) , 18:12 -18  (wi t h Jesus  at his t r ial) , 
19:25 -27  (wi t h Jesus  at t he  cross) , 20:1 -10  ( f irst man  at  Jesusô tomb  & f irst t o 

believe ) , 21:2 -24  ( f irst t o iden t ify Jesus  & author  of t his g ospel ) . For your convenien ce, 
each of t hese passages is repr in t ed he re wi t h bold t ypefa ce highligh t ing all of t he 
refe rences t o ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò. 
 
13:21 -28 : ñWhen Jesus  had t hus said, he was tr oubled in spi r it , and t est if ied, and said, 

Ver ily, ve r ily, I say un to you, t hat one of you shall be tr ay me. Then t he dis ciples  looked 
one on ano ther, doub t ing of whom he spake. Now t here was leaning on Jesusô bosom 
one of his disciples , whom Je sus loved . Simon Pe ter  t he refo re be ckoned t o him , 
t hat he  should ask who it should be of whom he spake. He then lying on Jesusô 

b r east  sai t h un to h im, Lo rd, who is i t ? Jesus answe red, He i t  is, t o whom I shall give a 
sop, when I have dipped it . And when he had dipped t he sop, he gave it  t o Judas 
Is car iot , t he son  of Simon. And a f t er t he sop Sa tan en tered in t o him. Then said Jesus  
un to h im, That t hou does t , do qui ckly. Now no man at t he t able knew for what in t ent 

he spake t his un to him.ò 
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18:12 -18 : ñThen t he band and t he captain and o f f icers of t he Jews t ook Jesus , and 
bound him, And led him awa y t o Annas f irst ; for he was fa t her in law t o Caiaphas, 
whi ch was t he high p r iest  t hat same  year. Now Caiaphas was he, whi ch gave counsel 

t o t he Jews, t hat it was expedient t hat one man should die for t he people. And Simon 
Peter  followed Jesus , and so did  ano t her disciple : t hat disciple  was known un to t he 
high p r ies t , a nd went in wi t h Jesus  in t o t he pala ce of t he high p r ies t . B ut Pe ter s t ood at 
t he door wi t hout . Then went o ut t hat o t her disciple , whi ch was known un to t he high 

pr ies t , and spake un to her t hat kept t he door, and b rought in Pe ter . Then sai th t he 
damsel t hat kept t he door un t o Peter, Ar t not t hou also one  of this manôs disciples ? He 
sai t h, I am no t . And t he se rvan t s and o f f icers s t ood t here, who had made a f ire of 
coals; for it was cold: and t hey wa rmed t hemselves: and Pe ter s t ood wi t h t hem, and 

wa rmed himse lf.ò 
 
19 :25 -27 : ñNow there s t ood by t he cross of Jesus  his mo ther, and his mo therôs sister, 
Mary t he wife of Cleophas, and Ma ry Magdalene. When Jesus t he refo re saw his mo ther, 

and t he disciple s t anding by, whom he loved , he sai t h un to his mo ther, Woman, 
behold t hy son! Then sai t h he t o t he disciple , Behold t hy mo ther ! And fr om t hat hour 
t hat disciple  t ook her un to his  own home .ò 
 
20:1 -10 : ñThe f irst day  of t he week come th Ma ry Magdalene ea r ly, when it wa s yet 

dark, un to t he sepul chre, and see th t he s t one t aken away fr om t he sepul chre. Then 
she runne th, and come th t o Simon Pe ter , and t o t he o t her disciple , whom Jesus  
loved , and sai t h un to t hem, They have t aken away t he L ord out of t he sepul chre, and 
we know not whe re t hey have laid him. Pe ter  t he refo re went fo r t h, and t hat  ot her 

disciple , and came t o t he sepul chre. So t hey ran bo th t oge ther: and t he o t her 
disciple  did o utr un Pe ter, and came f irst t o t he sepul chre. And he  st ooping down, and 
looking in , saw t he linen  clot hes lying; y et went he  not in. Then come th Simon Pe ter  
following him , and went in t o t he sepul chre, and see th t he linen  clot hes lie, And t he 

napkin, t hat was abo ut his head, not lying wi t h t he linen  clot hes, b ut w rapped t oge ther 
in a pla ce by i t self. Then went in also t hat o t her disciple , which came f i r st t o t he 
sepulch r e , and  he  saw, and believed. For as yet t hey knew not t he s cr ip t ure, t hat he 
must r ise again fr om t he dead. Then t he dis ciples  went away again un t o t heir own 

home.ò 
 
21:2 -24 : ñThere we re t oge t her Simon Pe ter , and Thomas called Di dymus, and 
Nathanael of Cana in Galilee, and t he sons  of Zebedee , and t wo o ther of his dis ciples . 
Simon Pe ter  sai t h un to t hem, I go a f ishing. They say un to him, We also go wi t h t hee. 

They went fo r t h, and en tered in t o a ship immedia tely; and t hat nigh t  t hey caught 
no thing. B ut when t he mo rning was now come, Jesus  st ood on t he sho re: b ut t he 
disciples  knew not t hat i t  was Jesus. Then Jesus sai t h un to t hem, Child ren, have ye any 
mea t? They answe red him, No. And he said un to t hem, Cast t he ne t  on t he r ight side 

of t he ship, and ye shall f ind. They cast t he refo re, and now t hey we re not able t o d raw 
it for t he mul t it ude of f ishes. The refo re t ha t  disciple whom Jesus loved  sai t h un t o 
Peter , It is  t he Lo rd. Now when Simon Pe ter hea rd t hat it was t he Lo rd, he gi r t his  
f ishe rôs coat unt o him , (for he was naked,) and did cast himse lf in t o t he sea. And t he 

other dis ciple s came in a li t t le ship; (for they we re not far fr om land, b ut as it we re t wo 
hund red cubi t s,) d ragging t he net wi t h f ishes. As soon t hen as t hey we re come t o land, 
t hey saw a  f ire of coals t he re, and f ish laid t he reon, and b read. Jesus  sai t h un to t hem, 
Br ing of t he f ish whi ch ye have now caugh t . Simon Pe ter  went up, and d rew t he net t o 
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land full of g reat f ishes, an hund red and f if t y and t hree: and for all t he re we re so 
many, yet was not t he net b roken. Jesus  sai t h un to t hem, Come and  dine. And none of 
t he dis ciples  du rst ask him, Who a r t t hou? knowing t hat it was t he Lo rd. Jesus then 

come th, and t ake th b read, and give th t hem, and f ish likewise. This is now t he t hi rd 
t ime t hat Jesus  shewed himse lf t o his dis ciples , a f t er t hat he was r isen fr om t he dead. 
So when t hey had dined, Jesus sai t h t o Simon Pe ter, Simon, son  of Jonas, lovest t hou 
me mo re t han t hese? He s ait h un to him, Yea, Lo rd; t hou knowest t hat I love t hee. He 

sai t h un t o him, Feed my lambs. He sai t h t o him again t he se cond t ime, Simon, son  of 
Jonas, lovest t hou me? He sai t h un to him, Yea, Lo rd; t hou knowest t hat I love t hee. He 
sai t h un t o him, Feed my s heep. He sai t h un to him t he t hi rd t ime, Simon, son  of Jonas, 
lovest t hou me? Pe ter was g r ieved be cause he said un to him t he t hi rd t ime, Lovest 

t hou me? And he said un to him, Lo rd, t hou knowest all t hings; t hou knowest t hat I love 
t hee. Jesus  sai t h un to him , Feed my sheep. Ve r ily, ve r ily, I say un to t hee, When t hou 
wast young, t hou gi rdedst t hyse lf, and walkedst whi t her t hou wouldes t : b ut  when t hou 
shal t  be old, t hou shalt str etc h fo r t h t hy hands, and ano ther shall gi rd t hee, and car ry 

thee  whi t her t hou wouldest no t . This spake he, signi fying by what dea t h he should 
glo r ify God . And when he had spoken t his, he sai t h un to him, Follow me. Then Pe ter , 
t urning abo ut , see t h t he disciple whom Jesus loved  following; whi ch also leaned on 
his b reast at supper , and said, Lo rd, whi ch is he t hat be tr aye th t hee? Pe ter  seeing him  
sai t h t o Jesus , Lo rd, and what shall  t his man  do? Jesus sai t h un to him, I f I will t hat he  

t ar ry t ill I come, what is t hat  t o t hee? follow t hou me. Then went t his saying ab road  
among t he b rethren, t hat t hat disciple  should not die: yet Jesus  said not un to him, 
He  shall not die; b ut , If I will t hat he  tar ry t ill I come, what is t hat  t o t hee? This is 
t he disciple w hich t esti f iet h o f t hese t hings , and w rote t hese t hings: and we know 

t hat his  t est imony is tr ue.ò 
 

A La t ecome r ? 
 
     The most unusual t hing abo ut t he a ut hor is t hat he seems t o appea r unex pecte dly 
fr om o ut of no where. It should a r rest our a t t ent ion when we f irst f ind o ut t hat t he re is 

no men t ion of anyone called ñt he dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò prior t o chap ter 13 of t he 
fou r t h gospel . This pe rsonôs his tory wi t h Jesus  is missing! Why? The ve r y f i r st t ime 
t hat we r ead abo u t t his one unnamed disciple whom ñJesus loved ò is at Jesusô 
last Passover . (At t hat even t  t he dis ciples  wondered who the betrayer might be and 

Peter even tually u rged the one whom ñJesus loved ò to ask Jesus which of them would 
be t he be tr ayer .) Befo re t his episode we do not f ind t he t erms ñother dis ciple ò or ñthe 
disciple whom Jesus loved ò in t he four t h gospel.  What can a ccount for t his?  
 
     It does not make sense t hat someone could suddenly appea r on t he s cene du r ing 

t he last days of Jesus ô earthly minis t ry and just ins t ant ly be come ñthe dis ciple whom 
Jesus loved ò. The ñother dis cipleò had a special relat ionship wit h Jesus  and t hat deg ree 
of f r iendship does n ot ma ter ialize o ut of thin air. So why do t he s cr ip t ural ref erences t o 
t his unnamed dis ciple  seem to begin on t he day befo re Jesus is killed? The ques t ions 

get even mo re cur ious.  
 
     The t erms ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò, ñother dis ciple ò, etc. appear in only f ive 
passages of s cr ip t ure ( t hose being t he ones just quo ted above). Why? Su rely someone 

who was close enough t o Jesus  t o be called ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò had t o 
have been in t eract ing wi t h Jesus  before t hat last Passover . Yet , we f ind no p r ior 
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me nt ion of an unnamed ñdisciple whom Jesus love dò in the book t hat he himse lf wr ote. 
So whe re should we look?  
 

Erased  fr om the Bi ble? 
 

     The bad news is t hat no o ther books  of t he Bible  contain any ref erence t o any 
person called ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò. You will not find t his ph rase o ut side of 
t his a ut horôs own gospel. As a ma t t er of fa ct , t he o ther gospel wr it ers avoided 
men t ioning t he p resen ce of this ñother dis ciple ò even when we know for cer tain t hat he 

was p resen t ! For example, all four gospels no te that Pe ter followed Jesus in t o t he 
pala ce of t he high p r iest on the night of Jesusô arrest. B ut t he f irst t hree gospels t ot ally 
igno re the ñother dis cipleò, who was  t here and who got Pe ter t hrough t he door. Sin ce 
no one else is men t ioned  in t hose  repo r t s, someone reading one or all of t hose 

accoun ts might think it safe to assume t hat Pe ter was alone when t his o ccur red. 
Wr ong!  
 
     We know t hat Pe ter  and the ñother dis ciple ò bo t h  followed Jesus  t hat nigh t  (Fou r t h 

gospel 18:15 -16) .  But t he re is no men t ion of this ñother dis cipleò in either Ma t t hew 26:58 , 
Mark 14:54,  or Luke 22:54 -55,  all of whi ch t ell only of Pe terôs following Jesus on that 
nigh t . Why would t he writers of t hose gospels purposely  omit t he p resen ce of t he 
ñother dis ciple ò? Why would ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò get no visible ment ion 
out side of his own gospel ? He was ve ry close t o Jesus  and played a role du r ing seve ral 

of t he weigh t iest momen ts of Jesusô life. He was the a ut hor  of one of t he four gospels. 
Yet , if we didnôt have his gospel, we would not  know abo u t Jesus ô unique 
r ela t ionship wi t h him nor would we have any way t o know t hat he even 
exis t ed!  Doesnôt t his seem s tr ange t o you? The fa ct t he o ther t hree gospels  never 

refer t o the one whom ñJesus lovedò, ñother dis cipleò, etc. is signi f icant. Youôll soon see 
t hat this ñother dis ciple ò was set apart fr om t he rest of t he dis ciples  in a ve ry spe cial 
way by t he a ct ions of Jesus  ï a key pie ce of eviden ce t hat will help us t o iden t ify him.  
 

A Few Mo re Ques t ions Befo re t he Answe rs 
 

     This unnamed  dis ciple did not just suddenly pop up in t he days befo re Jesus  was 
killed. So t hen why does it appear t his way in s cr ip t ure? Why did ñthe dis ciple whom 
Jesus loved ò wr it e his gospel in su ch a way t hat he seems t o come fr om o ut of 
nowhere? The s cr ip t ures suggest a reason, one t hat will also help t o p rove t he a ut horôs 

iden t it y.  
 
     What can we lea rn fr om t he  fact t hat t he f irst men t ion of t his unnamed dis ciple 
doesnôt occur un t il chap ter 13 of the fou r t h gospel? Why did t he a ut hor of the fou r t h 
gospel choose t hat point in his own gospel na r rat ive to s t ar t refe r r ing t o himsel f? 

Chap ter 13 t ells us a lot abo ut Jesusô last Passover but it does not explain ei t her t he 
t iming of, or t he reason for, t he sudden appea rance of the one whom ñJesus lovedò. 
St ill, t he re is a signi f icant event recorded in t he Bible  t hat does help to answe r each of 
t he foregoing ques t ions and that event o ccur red ju st p r ior t o t hat same Passover . We 

will fo cus on t hat episode a litt le bit la t er. Fi rst , t hou gh, le tôs take a closer look at t he 
Apos t le John.  
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Chap ter  3 
 

TTHH EE  EEVVII DD EENN CCEE  PPRROO  &&   CCOONN ::   

WW AA SS  JJOOHH NN   TTHH EE  BB EELLOOVVEEDD   DD II SSCCII PPLLEE??  
 

The Test imony of S cr ip ture Regarding John  
 
     The re is no eviden ce John ever claimed t o be t he a ut hor  of t he fou r t h gospel, so 

t he fa ct it came t o bear his name  was not his fau lt . That was caused by o thers 
er roneously a t tr ibut ing it t o him. Ce r t ainly t he Apos t le John  cannot be blamed for t he 
mis t akes of o t hers and he obviously is not available t o test ify on t his issue. But God ôs 
wo rd has p reserved a body of clear and convin cing eviden ce t hat is able t o se t  t he 

record s tr aight in t his ins t ance.  
 
     Let  us begin by looking at what t he Bible  say s abo ut John , t he b rother of James  
and son of Zebedee . We will contr ast t hose fa ct s wi t h t he fa ct s in s cr ip t ure abo ut ñthe 

disciple whom Jesu s loved ò. As we do t ime and again you will see t he eviden ce 
indi cates t hat John  and ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò were t wo di f fe rent people. We 
will be analyzing a lot of data abo ut ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò as we go through 
t his p rocess. You will also be lea rning many of t he fa ct s t hat a re needed t o es tablish 
t he tr ue iden t it y of this ñother dis cipleò as we take t he t ime t o l earn exa ct ly how t he 

eviden ce óclea rsô John. 
 

How Hum ble W as t he Apos t le John?  
 
     The belief t hat John  was t he a ut hor  of t he fou r t h gospel  is t ypi cally defended wi t h 
t his ex cuse: óJohn  didn ôt iden t ify himse lf as t he a ut hor because he wan ted to be 

humble.ô Is this reasonable? John  named himse lf five t imes  in t he Book of Revela t ion . 
Does t his mean he was mo re p r ide ful (or less  humble)? Su rely not. B ut t his cont rast 
does a rgue against t he idea t he same ma n also w rote t he fou r t h gospel ï Johnôs 
iden t it y was repea t edly no ted in t he Book of Revela t ion, while in t he fou r t h gospel t he 

iden t it y of t he a ut hor was repea tedly obs cured. Mo reover, ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus 
loved ò is not t he most humble -sounding se lf-descr ip t ion. If it we re not pa r t of s cr ipt ure 
t he a ut horôs use of this designa t ion might a ct ually seem to be qui te immodes t . Ra ther 
t han refer t o himse lf by repea tedly men t ioning t hat Jesus loved him, if t his w r it er  had 

just used his name would it really seem less humbl e? (Those who t ry t o at tr ibut e t his 
gospel t o John  of fer no  logi cal reason why John would have sought t o conceal his 
iden t it y. B ut  it t urns o ut t hat some thing recorded in s cr ip t ure abo ut t he a ct ual a ut hor 
gives us at least one reason why he mig ht avoid iden t ify ing himse lf by name.)  
 

     The no t ion that óhumilit y was t he reason t hat John  did not use his nameô has other 
sho r tc omings. Consider what t he Bible  t ells us abo ut John  and his b rother . Jesus 
named t hem, ñThe sons of t hunde rò (Mk. 3:17 ) .  We a re t old t hat t hey sought power t o 
call f ire down fr om heave n t o consume people (Lu. 9:54 ) .  They also p roposed t hat t hey  

should be t he ones si t t ing on t he r ight hand and le f t hand of Jesus  in his kingdom (Mk. 

10:3 5- 40 ) . Does t hat sound like humi lit y? Their fellow apos t les did not seem to t hink so 
for it goes on t o say, ñwhen t he t en hea rd it  t hey began t o be mu ch displeased wi t h 
James  and John ò (Mk. 10:41 ) . Clea r ly, it was not humbleness on t he pa r t of John and his 
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brother t hat caused t his indigna t ion among t he rest of ñthe t welve ò! Rather, it was a 
lack t he reof.  
 

     Of course, t his does not mean t hat John  was never humble. B ut  t he fo regoing fa ct s 
we re b rought up me rely t o show t hat t he Bible  does not give us any reason t o believe 
John  was unusually humble. P r ior t o t he day of Pen tecost  at leas t , it seems t hat 
humili t y was not John ôs str ong poin t . Al t hough t he p resen ce of t he Holy Spi r it  af t er 

Pentecost  na turally would have led t he apos t les  t o be mo re humble , t hat does not 
permit us t o a ssume unfounded a ct ions on t he pa r t of John  or a ny o ther apos t le or 
disciple. John was named f ive t imes in t he Book of Revela t ion and some of t he o ther 
wr it ers of s cr ip t ure named t hemselves in t heir books b ut t hat does not mean t hey we re 

not humble. In addi t ion, no thing in s cr ip t ure indi cates t he Apos t le John  had reason t o, 
or ever tr ied t o, conceal his iden t it y. So, t he no t ion that óthe a ut hor of t he fou r t h 
gospel  is refe r red t o as ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò just because John wan ted t o 
be humbleô turns o ut t o have absol ut ely no  scr ip t ural suppo r t wha t soever.  

 

A Gla ring Ove rsigh t ? 
 
     A simple trut h can some t imes go unno t iced, b ut when we realize i t or when it is 
poin t ed o ut t o us t hen we wonder how we could have ever missed i t . Consider, for 
example, t he o ther books of  t he Bible  t hat a re tr adi t ionally at tr ibut ed t o t he Apos t le 
John . Guess what is missing fr om all of t hem? None of t hose books ever call  t he 

Apos t le John  ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò! Neither does any o ther book in t he Bible. 
But if, as t he tr adi t ion of men claims,  t he Apos t le John  wr ote t he gospel t hat bea rs his 
name, t hen what can explain t his gla r ing contr ast ? 
 

     Those who claim t hat t he A pos t le John  wr ote t he fou r t h gospel la ck a plausible 
explana t ion as t o why t he iden t ifying t erm ñJesus loved ò and this key rela t ionship we re 
never asso ciated wi t h John by any w r it er of s cr ip t ure. Mo reover, t hose who believe 
t hat bo t h t he fou r t h gospel and t he Book of Revela t ion we re w r it t en by t he Apos t le 

John cannot explain why he named himself in one book and not t he o ther. Then a gain, 
it might just be t hat John  was not called t he one whom ñJesus loved ò anywhe re in 
scr ip t ure simply be cause John was n o t  ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò. So perhaps 
this ñother dis ciple ò was someone else, someone other t han ñthe t welve ò. 

 

Why In clude John  but Ex clude t he One Whom  ñJesus L ove dò? 
 
     The o ther gospels tr eat Joh n and ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus love dò very di f fe rent ly . 
John  and his b rother upset t he rest of t he apos t les  on at least one o ccasion (Mk. 10:41 ) . 
Yet t he o ther gospel wr iters had no p roblem in cluding John. Ex cluding refe rences t o 
John  t he Bap t ist , John was named  a t otal of t wen t y t imes in t heir gospels. (He was 

refe r red t o only on ce in t he fou r t h gospel and we will consider t his la t er.) The o ther 
gospels talk of Jesus t aking aside ñPeter  and James  and John ò (Mt. 17:1 , Mk. 14:33 , Lu. 8:51 , 

et al.)  and ea ch one men t ions o ther t hings abo ut John. Time and again t he f irst t hree 
gospels no te John ôs presen ce and/or his a ct ions at va r ious even t s. So, t he wr it ers of 

t hose gospels  we re mo re t han willing t o t alk abo ut John ôs involvement in Jesusô 
minis t ry. B ut t he re is some thing in credibly pe culiar abo ut t his. Do you see t he p roblem 
this p resen t s? 
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     The o ther t hree gospel wr it ers never refer t o t he one whom ñJesus lovedò, the 
ñother dis ciple ò, etc. As was no ted ear lier, t hey do not men t ion him even when we 
know t hat he was p r esent  (i.e. , Fou r t h gospel 18:15 -16  as contr asted wi th Mt. 26:58 , Mk. 14:54,  & 

Lu. 22:54 -55 ) . So, while t he o ther gospel wr it ers do men t ion John, ñthe dis ciple whom 
Jesus loved ò is conspi cuous by his absen ce fr om t heir books. If he was John, t hen t his 
inconsis t ent tr eatment p resen t s a p roblem. Did t he o ther t hree gospel wr it ers freely 
men t ion John, ex cept for all t hose t imes when t he four t h gospel happens t o men t ion 

ñthe disciple whom Jesus loved ò, the ñother discipleò, etc? How could t hey have known 
when t o leave him o ut?  
 
     Even if t hey  all had a copy of t he fou r t h gospel t o know when it refe r red t o t his 

unnamed dis ciple it does not follow t hat t hey would omit all men t ion of him if he was 
John. However, if t hey knew he and John  we re t wo di f fe rent people, t hen t his 
dissimilar tr eatment is unde rst andable.  
 

     Also, Ma t t hew 27:56 tells us, ñthe mo ther of Zebedeeôs child renò was present when 
Jesus died (b ut never men t ions her son John). Ye t  ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus lovedò 
was  at t he cross. So, t hose who say he was John a re inevi t ably fo rced t o believe t hat 
t his a ut hor felt t he p resen ce of Johnôs mother was wo r t hy of men t ion but her son t he 
Apost le should be le f t o ut of t he same a ccount . Is t hat reasonable? In Ma t t hew 20:20, 

ñthe mo ther of Zebedeeôs child renò was also ment ioned. B ut t he re t he a ut hor in cluded 
ñher sonsò (John and James) and their conve rsat ion wi t h Jesus (Mt. 20:20 -24) .  So, sin ce 
John was in cluded wi t h his mo ther when t his a ut hor named her ea r lier, would he have 
named h er while igno r ing John (in his a ccount of Jesusô death) if John had been t here? 

 
     Does t he wo rk of t he o ther gospel wr it ers suppo r t a conclusion t hat the ñother 
dis ciple, whom Jesus loved ò and John we re t he same pe rson? No, it does no t , and 
those who claim t hat John  was the ñother dis cipleò cannot explain t his dis crepan cy. The 

other t hree gospels  omit the one whom ñJesus lovedò, but we f ind many references t o 
John  in t hose gospels . This dis t inct tr eatment sugges t s t hat t hese we re di f fe rent 
people, not t he same individual. Conve rsely, if t hey we re t wo di f fe rent people, t hen it 
makes sense t hat we would f ind  t he gospel wr it ers tr eat ing t hem di f fe rent ly.  

 

The Rela t ions hip Be t ween Jesus a nd John  
 
     It has been t aught by some that Jesus had an óinner circ leô of disciples  because t he 
Bible records t hree t imes when on ly ñPeter and James and Johnò were pe rmi t t ed t o 
accompany J esus  (Mt . 17:1 , Mk. 13:3  & 14:33 , Lu. 8:51 ) .  These t hree  occasions we re 
men t ioned b r ief ly in t he last se ct ion. No dou bt , being sele ct ed t o be wi t h Jesus at 

t hese momen ts was a p r ivilege t hat Pe ter, James,  and John  enjoyed over t he rest of 
t he dis ciples . We need t o consider John ôs inclusion in t his so -called óinner circ leô 
because t his idea has been used by some as a rat ionale for supposing John must be 
ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò. They say this means John  had a spe cial rela t ionship 

wi t h Jesus , which t hen leads t hem to assume t he ph rase ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus 
loved ò is talking abo ut t he Apos t le John . This, u nfo r t una tely, is not good logi c nor is it 
scr ip t ural.  First , John  wasn ôt alone wi t h Jesus on t hose t hree o ccasions. Thus, if being 
included in t hose even ts does imply an óinner circleô rela t ionship,  t hen t hat is also tr ue 

for Pe ter  and James . In any case, no thing sugges t s that Johnôs rela t ionsh ip wi t h Jesus 
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put him in a class above Pe ter and James or that Johnôs rela t ionship wi t h Jesus was 
otherwise unique among t he apos t les.  
 

     Jesus did choose Pe ter  and John  t o p repa re his last Passover (Lu. 22:8 ) .  However, 
t his one ve rse is not enough t o jus t ify t eaching t hat Pe ter and John  we re t he t wo 
closest dis ciples  of Jesus. Rega rdless, many do believe t he t wo closest d isciples of 
Jesus we re Peter and John, b ut t his is be cause t hey have al ready been taught John was  

ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò. This idea is so pervasive most do not no t ice when 
circular reasoning is used t o a rgue for John being ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò ï 
e.g., óPet er and John  we re t he closest ones t o Jesus  and P eter wasnôt ñthe o ther 
disciple ò, so it mu st be John.ô While, it is tr ue Pe ter  was not ñt he dis ciple whom Jesus 

loved ò (Fou r th gospel 13:23 -24 , 20:3  & 21:20 ) , t his line of reasoning t ells us no thing abo ut 
John be cause t he whole a rgument rest s on a false p remise.  
 
     While supe r f icial a rgumen t s can help t o sell t he idea t hat John was t he on e whom 

ñJesus lovedò, the eviden ce sugges t s o t he rwise. In fa ct, t he re is no bibli cal reason t o 
assume t his anonymous dis ciple was an apos t le or t hat he was one of t he t hree men  
t hat joined Jesus on t he t hree occa sions  t hat we re dis cussed above. As you will see, 
t he a ut hor called himse lf the ñother dis cipleò for a very good reason ï because he was 
ñotherò t han ñthe twelveò. 

 

Pet er  Was Foremos t  Among t he Twelve  
 
     Peter  was t he f irst dis cip le who was fo cused on, Jesus  t old Pe ter t o feed his sheep, 
Jesus called Pe ter blessed, an angel men t ioned Pe ter by name on resu r rect ion 
mo rning, and it was Pe ter who gave an answer t o t he mo cke rs on  t he Day of Pen tecost  

(Fou r th gospel 1:42 & 21:15 -17, Mt . 16:1, Mk. 16:7, Act s 2:14 ) .  It is appa rent f rom t hese and other 
passages t hat Pe ter s t ood o ut among ñthe t welve ò. One would expe ct Pe ter  t o s t and 
out fr om t he rest of ñthe t welve ò because t hat f it s wi t h what t he s cr ip t ures reveal 
abo ut him. Ye t , t his cannot be said when it comes t o John . 

 
     When Jesus  was a r rested, his dis ciples  f led  (Mt. 26:56 , Mk. 14:50 ) .  Af t er  t ha t , Pe ter at 
least somehow found t he courage t o follow Jesus (Fou r th gospel 18:15, Mt. 26:58 , Mk. 14:54 , Lu. 

22:54 ) , al t hough his t hree denials did begin soon t hereaf ter. Among ñthe t welve ò 

apos t les it was not John b ut Pe ter who had a no table rela t ionship wi t h Jesus (b ut , as 
no ted ea r lier, Pe ter was not ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò). Before Pen tecost  John  
was not singled o ut  in t his way in s cr ip t ure, and while Jesus did t ake aside Pe ter, 
James , and John t hree times, Johnôs act ions in t he four gospels do not suggest t hat he  
was a cut above t he rest of ñthe t welve ò.  

 
     Conve rsely, t he s cr ip t ures do imply t hat ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò was  a cut 
above t he  rest of t he dis ciples,  and we will go in t o de tail abo ut t his la t er. Fu r t hermo re, 
a unique and ve ry close rela t ionship wi t h Jesus  is p recisely what t he t erm ñthe dis ciple 

whom Jesus loved ò is acknowledging. Do t he t hree t imes when Jesus t ook aside Pe ter, 
James and John p rovide a basis to claim John was the one whom ñJesus lovedò? It 
would be a huge s tr etc h t o make s uch an assump t ion b ut  wi t hout it t he case for  John  
goes nowhe re.  
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The Behavior and Cha racter o f John  
 
     Now we will compa re t he charact er of John  t o what we are told a bout t he ñother 
dis ciple, whom Jesus loved ò (and remember we a re talking abo ut t he p re-Pentecost  
Apos t le John) . Fi rst , le tôs consider t he behavior of John  du r ing one of t he key even t s in 

Jesusô life. The Bible reveals t hat when Jesus  went t o t he Ga rden of Ge thsemane,  he 
specif ically as ked for John ôs support . Ma t t hew 26:37  says Jesus,  ñtook wit h him Pe ter  
and t he t wo sons of Zebedee  and began t o be s or row ful and ve ry hea vyò. Then Jesus 
had a simple reques t ,  ñwa tchò (Mt. 26:38 , Mk.14:34 ) . 

 
     Sadly Pe ter, James and John could not even s t ay awake for Jesus  while he spent 
t ime in p rayer . When Jesus ret urned and found t hem sleeping, he made his dismay 
clear when he said t o Peter,  ñcould ye not wa tc h wi t h me one hou r?ò (Mt. 26:40 , Mk. 

14:37 ) . Jesus lef t t o p ray again,  and John  let him down a se cond t ime. When Jesus 
came ba ck t hat t ime, he ñfound t hem asleep agai nò (Mt. 26:43 , Mk.14:40 ) .  The last t ime he 
st epped away t o p ray,  t hey fell asleep also (Mt. 26:45 , Mk.14:41 ) . John a ct ed like his fellow 
apos t les when t hings we re calm and t he three of t hem failed t o s t ay awake and wa tc h. 

So, why would he have a ct ed di f ferent ly fr om t hem a ft er t he tr ouble s t ar ted? 
 
     The ensuing  tr ial  and crucif ixion of Jesus were ve ry tr auma t ic even t s and, du r ing 
t hat pe r iod, t he rest of t he apos t les (ex cluding Judas) would not have been exempt 
fr om being g r ipped by t he same fear t hat ul t ima tely d rove Pe ter  t o deny he even knew 

Jesus (Mt. 26:69 -74 ) . Ma t t hew 26:37 -45  and Ma rk 14:33 - 41  give us a sense of just how 
mu ch Pe ter, James, and John disappoin t ed Jesus  in t he Ga rden of G ethsemane  t hat 
nigh t . Jesus knew Judas had be tr ayed him and he knew he would soon be killed . B ut 
Jesusô urgent reques t s we re not able to rouse Pe ter, James, and John  t o a ct ion. 

Immedia tely fo llowing t hat se r ies of failu res by  t he t hree so -called óinner circ leô 
apos t les, an a rmed and hos t ile mob  showed up, seized Jesus,  and hauled him o f f t o 
tr ial.  
 

     If John  could not manage t o ñwa tchò as Jesus had reques ted at Ge thsemane, why 
would we think he  abrup t ly changed and began t o a ct unlike  his fe llow apos t les a f t er 
Jesus was seize d? The re is no  reason t o believe John a ct ed any di f fe rent ly t han t he 
way t he rest of t he apos t les a ct ed on t hat nigh t .  

 
     But the ñother dis cipleò did  act di f fe rent ly t hat nigh t . We a re t old he, ñwent in wi t h 
Jesus in t o t he pala ce of t he high p r ies tò (Fou r t h gospel 18:15)  and at t he cross t he next 
mo rning, s cr ip t ure t ells us Jesus saw ñthe dis ciple  standing by, whom he lovedò (Fou r t h 

gospel 19:26 ) .  So, t his dis ciple most likely s t ayed in t he vi cini t y of Jesus in t he pe r iod of 

t ime t hat tr anspi red in be t ween t hese t wo ve rses. What would an unbiased ju ry 
conclude if t hey compa red t he behavior of the ñother dis cipleò to t hat of t he Apos t le 
John ï who had been unable t o even s tay awake for Jesus ea r lier on t hat same nigh t ? 
 

 

The Bible  Presen ts a Cont rast  
 
     The Apos t le Jo hn  let Jesus  down t hree t imes on t he night t hat Jesus was a r rested. 
But , la t er t hat same nigh t , the ñother dis ciple ò showed up and went  in wi t h Jesus an d, 
t he following mo rning, t he dis ciple ñwhom he lovedò was standing at t he cross of Jesus. 
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This is a s t ark con tr ast . Given t he fo regoing fa ct s ask you rself, Does t he eviden ce 
really suggest John and the ñother dis ciple ò were t he same pe rson, or is it indi cat ing 
t hey we re mo re likely t wo di f fe rent men? If we set aside t he John idea ( t hat non -Bible 

sou rces lead eve ryone t o t ake for g ranted) and just compa re scr ip t ure wit h s cr ip ture,  
what answer do we f ind t he Bible poi nt ing t o? 
 
     The loyal t y exhibi t ed by  the ñother dis ciple ò sets him apa r t fr om his fellow dis ciples . 

Moreover, Jesus en tr usted his mo ther t o t his unnamed dis ciple at t he cross (Fou r t h gospel 

19:26 -27a )  and it says, ñfr om tha t hour t hat dis ciple t ook her un t o his own home ò (Fou r t h 

gospel 19:27b ) . (ñUnto his ownò tr ansla tes a t erm t hat t he a ut hor also used in 16:32, 
whe re he clea r ly t ied it t o a change in lo cat ion. So, 19:27 indi cates they depa r t ed fr om 

t he vi cini t y of t he cross at t hat poin t .)  Then on resu r rect ion mo rning t his dis ciple was 
t he f irst man  at Jesus ô tomb. Fur t hermo re, when he en tered in t o t he t omb s cr ipt ure 
tells us he, ñbelievedò ï the f irst dis ciple a f ter t he resu r rect ion t o do so  (Fou r t h gospel 

20:2 - 4 & 8 ) .  Alt hough t his does speak well of the ñother dis ciple ò, it does not in any way 

suggest he was John . On t he contr ary, t he fa ct s in eviden ce indi cate the ñother 
dis cipleò and John we re t wo di f fe rent individuals, be cause t hey behaved di f fe rent ly !  
 

ñAnd They All F orsook H im and Fledò 
 
     It is tr ue the ñother dis ciple ò was not the only one t o show some courage a f t er t he 
disciples f led on t he ni ght Jesus  was a r rested. Pe ter  also showed up t hat night t o follow 

Jesus. However, he remained o ut side, wa rming himse lf by a f ire (Fou r t h gospel 18:18, Mk. 

14: 54 b & 14:67 , Lu. 22:5 5-56 ) .  Then he denied Jesus  (Fou r t h gospel 18:25, Mt. 26:70 -74 , Mk. 14:67 -

71 , Lu. 22:57 -60 ) .  Af ter denying Jesus, Pe ter recalled Jesusô prophe cy of t his and he ñwent 
outò and ñwep t  bi t t er lyò (Mt. 26:75 , Lu. 22:62 ) . This all o ccur red befo re Jesus  was t aken t o 

Pilat e and while we a re t old Pe ter le f t  t he s cene of Jesusô tr ial, t his is never said of t he 
ñother dis ciple ò. 
 
     Neve r t heless, we do need t o t hink of bo th the ñother dis ciple ò and Peter  as 

ret urning when t hey ñfollowed Jesusò that nigh t . This is be cause of some t hing s t hat 
Jesus said ea r lier t hat evening. A t  one point he t old his dis ciples,  ñye shall be 
scat t ered, eve ry man to his own, and shall leave me aloneò (Fou r t h gospel 16:32 ) . On t he 
Mount of O lives a li tt le bit la t er he  said, ñAll ye shall be offended be cause of me t his 

nigh tò (Mt. 26:31 , Mk. 14:27 ) .  Of course, he was cor rect . In Ma rk 14:50  we a re t old what 
happened just befo re Jesus  was led away t o t he high p r ies t . It says, ñAnd t hey all 
fo rsook  him and fled.ò 
 
     So, we should be careful not t o assume t hat Peter  and the ñother dis ciple ò did not 

flee t he s cene at Ge thsemane , as did the rest of t he dis ciples , and ye t  we are told 
t hese t wo  ñfollowedò Jesus on t hat same nigh t . Al t hough t his might appear t o be a 
dis crepan cy in t he s cr ip t ures,  it is no t . Wi t h rega rd t o Peter , we a re t old he  followed 
Jesus ñaf ar o f fò (Mt. 26:58 , Mk. 14:54 , Lu. 22:54 ) . This could be an ind icat ion Pe ter was 

keeping a safe dis tance be t ween himse lf and Jesus. On t he o ther hand, Pe ter might 
have been following ñaf ar o f fò as a resul t  of f leeing at  f irst , and t hen retu rning t o 
follow,  af t er t he mob had t aken Jesus  away.  
 

     Is it plausible t hat Pe ter  might va cilla t e like t his? Well, a f t er f inding t he courage t o 
follow Jesus , Pe ter soon denied even knowing Jesus . In addi t ion, consider Pe terôs vow 
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t o Jesus  ear lier that evening. Jesus had said, ñAll ye shall be offended be cause of me 
t his nigh tò (Mk. 14:27 ) .  But , Pe ter obje ct ed t o t his, and conf iden t ly singled himse lf o ut a s 
being mo re reliable t han t he rest of the dis ciples . His reply was ve ry adaman t , 

ñAlthough all shall be o f fended, yet not Iò (Mk. 14:29 ) . Jesus t hen responded by 
fo retelling Pe terôs three denials of him that we re t o come la t er t hat night (Mk. 14:30 ) . 
Regardless, Pe ter cont inued t o insist Jesus  was wr ong. Ma rk 14:31  records Pe terôs 
rebuff of Jesusô prophe cy, ñBut  he [Pe ter] sp ake t he mo re vehemen t ly, If I should die 

wi t h t hee, I will not deny thee in any wiseò. 
 
     Is it reasonable t o suggest Pe ter  might have remembe red his boas t ful wo rds a f t er 
he f led? Yes. Wha tever t he reason, it is clear t hat a f ter he ini t ial ly f led  wi t h t he rest of 

t he dis ciples,  Peter  even tually followed Jesus  t hat nigh t . Of course, t his s t ill leaves us 
wi t h t his same appa rent dilemma rega rding the ñother dis ciple ò. Did he flee or did he 
follow? As you will see la t er, t he re is an answer t o t his seeming dis crepan cy for t he 
ñother dis cipleò also. 

 

Courage Unde r Fire 
 
     When we a re careful not t o fo rce t he iden t it y of John upon t he t ext , our eyes 
become opened t o ques t ions abo ut t he unique charact er of ñt he dis ciple whom Jesus 
loved ò. Why did he behave different ly (as compa red t o t he rest of t he dis ciples )? A f t er 
t he rest of t he dis ciples f led,  how was it t hat t his man found t he courage t o follow 

Jesus? An d what gave him t he fo r t it ude to s t ick wi t h Jesus t hat nigh t , when even Pe ter  
f inally t hrew in t he t owel and le f t ?  
 
     If Pe t er, James, and John could not even s t ay awake when Jesus asked t hem t o 

pray, what could hav e mo t iva t ed this ñother dis ciple ò to follow Jesus in t o his tr ial, and 
t o s t and by t he cross un t il t he care of Jesusô mo ther was assigned t o him by Jesus? 
These ques t ions raise even mo re ques t ions. Is t he re anyone in t he Bible  t hat we could 
expe ct t o exhibit t hese charact er ist ics? Does s cr ip t ure give us enough eviden ce t o 

explain why the ñother dis ciple, whom Jesus loved ò behaved t he way he did? As you 
will learn , t he Bible  is able to  answer all of t hese ques t ions. Fi rst t hough, le t  us remove 
any remaining doub t s abo ut whe ther or not John was ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus l oved ò. 
 

 

Chap ter  4 
 

AA  WWRROONNGG  AASSSSUUMMPPTTIIOONN  &&  MMOORREE  EEVVIIDDEENNCCEE::  

TTHHEE  GGOOSSPPEELL  OOFF  JJOOHHNN  OORR  NNOOTT?? 
 

ñThe D isciple Whom Jesus L ove dò and t he  Last S upper  
 
     A mispe rcept ion abo ut Jesus ô last Passover has tended t o give  creden ce t o t he idea 

t hat John could be  t he a ut hor  of t he fou r t h gospel. It s tems fr om t he fa ct t hat t he Bible  
says ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò was  t he one who ñleaned on his b reast at supper  
and said, Lo rd, whi ch is he t hat be tr aye th t hee ?ò (Fou r th gospel 21:20 ) . Sin ce scr ip t ure 
says Jesus ñcome th wi t h t he t welve ò (Mk. 14:17)  and ñsat downò with ñthe twelveò (Mt. 

26:20, Lu. 22:14) , many have assumed t he beloved dis ciple  had t o be  one of ñthe t welve ò. 



A Bible Study on the Beloved Disciple  

23                                                                                                                                               GospelOfJohnOrNot .com  

Compli cat ing t his, t he re a re also many Last Supper  pain t ings t hat help ins t ill an image 
in our mind of Jesus  seated at a t able wi t h ñthe t welve ò, having a priva te supper  wi t h 
no one else in t he room. These a r t ist rendi t ions and an e r roneous assump t ion have led 

many people t o a ccept a faul t y conclusion.  
 
     Note t hat t he Bible  never s ays ñthe t welve ò were t he only ones p resent wi t h Jesus  
at t hat even t . Nowhe re is it said t hat t hey dined alone, nor is t he re an y thing t o indi cat e 

that Jesusô other dis ciples we re kept away. Is t he re any reason t o believe t hat Jesus 
and ñthe twelveò dined alone that last Passove r? Not unless we read a cons tr aint in t o 
t he t ext t hat is not in Ma tt hew 26:20 , Ma rk 14:17, or Luke 22:14 . Keep in mind t hat it 
is wr ong t o assume t ha t someone is not p resent at an event just be cause a passage of 

scr ip t ure doesnôt ment ion him (see pg. 15 ; also cf.  Four th gospel 19:39 -40, Mt. 26:59 -60, Mk. 15:46, 

Lu. 23:53) . 
 
     Ear lier it was poin ted o ut how it would be a mis t ake for us t o t hink Pe t er was alone 

on t he night he followed Jesus in t o t he pala ce of t he high p r ies t  simply be cause no one 
else is named in t he repo r t s o f t his event found in Ma tt hew, Ma rk, an d/or Luke. Pe ter 
was not alone when he en tered t he pala ce of t he high p r ies t  t hat nigh t,  and yet f irst 
t hree gospels all omit the ñother dis cipleò ï even t hough he was t he one who got Pe ter 
in t he door! (Also, as will be shown in a moment, t he test imony of A ct s 1:21 -22 p roves 

ñthe twelveò were not t he only dis ciples who a ccompanied Jesus t hrougho ut his 
minis t ry.)  
 
     The re a re o ther examples b ut t he point has been made. We must resist p resuming 

t oo mu ch or building an a rgument fr om silen ce lest we miss t he trut h. Sin ce t he gospel 
wr it ers knew how t o spe cify a l imi t ed a tt endan ce, we must not assume t hat t hose who 
are men t ioned we re t he only ones at an even t , unless t he Bible i t self spe cif ies t hat 
rest r ict ion.  

 

Guess Who ôs Comin g t o Dinne r? 
 
     The s cr ip t ures do not s t ate t hat ñthe t welve ò were alone wi t h Jesus  t he en t ire 
evening of his last Passover . The ne xt logi cal ques t ion t hen be comes, do we f ind 
any thing in t he Bible implying t hat o t hers might have been p resen t ? The answer is  yes. 

The re a re seve ral t hings t hat suggest t his. Fi rst o f f, consider t hat Jesus and his 
dis ciples  we re gues ts in someone elseôs home that nigh t . Ea r lier t hat day ñthe dis ciples  
came t o Jesus, saying un to him, Whe re wilt t hou t hat we p repa re for t hee t o eat t he 
passove r? And he said, Go in t o t he cit y t o su ch a man, and say un to him, The Mas ter 
sai t h, My t ime is at hand; I will keep t he passover  at t hy house wi t h my dis ciplesò (M t. 

26 :17 -18 ) . What is missing is any jus t if icat ion for assuming t he o ccupan t s of t hat home 
we re supposed t o va cate t he p remises.  
 
     Moreover, t he Bible  let s us know Jesus  was a ccustomed t o dining wi t h o t hers. The 

residen t s of t hose households whe re Jesus  ate we re in cluded, not ex cluded. Ma rk 2:15  
says, ñas Jesus sat at meat in his [Leviôs] house, many publi cans and sinne rs sat also 
t oge ther wi t h Jesus and his dis ciples ò. Also Luke 11:37 stat es, ña cer t ain Pha risee 
besought him [Jesus] t o dine wi t h him: and he went in, and sat down t o me atò. We 

also  see t his when Jesus was in Be thany  six days befo re t hat Passover. We a re told, 
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ñThere t hey made him a supper , and Ma r t ha se rved: b ut Laza rus was one of t hem that 
sat at t he t able wi th himò (Fou r t h gospel 12:2) .  
 

     This sugges t s o t her ques t ions. Who wo rked at t hat Passover  suppe r? Scr ip t ure says 
Peter  and John  had  gone ea r lier in t he day and ñmade ready t he passove rò (Lu. 22:8 -13 ) . 
But , who se rved t he food and who cleaned up? Jesus  and his dis ciples  we re hou se 
gues t s a t  t he time. So, isnôt it likely their host t ook care of t hose de tails? And isnôt it 

also probable t heir host would have dined wi t h t hem? (Fou r t h gospel 12:2, Lu . 7:36 , 10:38 -40, 

11:37  & 24:29 -30 con firm this is the case . ) Sin ce t he Bible  never said ñthe t welve ò were t he 

only people p resent wi t h Jesus  at t hat suppe r,  why should we believe Jesus  and ñthe 
t welve ò spent that en t ire Passover evening alone by t hemselves?  
 

Not  Alone a t the Passover  
 
     Other passages likewise indi cate ñthe t welve ò were not alone wi t h Jesus  t ha t  night. 

In A ct s 1:21 -26 a repla cement for Judas was sele ct ed fr om a g roup t hat Pe ter quali f ied 
as ñmen whi ch have companied wi t h us all t he t ime t hat t he Lo rd Jesus  went in and o ut 
among us, Beginning fr om t he bap t ism of John , un to t hat same day t hat he was t aken 
up from usò (Act s 1:21 -22 ) . Clear ly t hen, ñt he t welve ò wer e no t  t he only ones wi t h 

Jesus  du r ing his ea r t hly minis t r y! This fa ct is rarely dis cussed b ut t hese wo rds 
reveal t ha t , besides ñthe twelveò apost les, o t her dis ciples also followed Jesus 
t hroughout his minis t ry. So, why would we conclude t hat t hey we re ba r red fr om t he 
supper if t hey we re wel comed befo re and a f t er i t ?  
 

     Also, in iden t ifying his tr ai t or Jesus said, ñIt is one of t he t welve  t hat dippe th wi t h 
me in the dishò (Mk. 14:20 ) .  In t he gospels ñthe t welve ò is used only of t hose named 
ñapostlesò by Jesus (Lu. 6:13) . ñDisciples ò refe rs t o any of his followe rs, in cluding some 
or all of ñthe twelveò (cf. Fou r t h gospe l 6:66, Lu. 19:37) . For example, following t he supper we 

see Jesu s at Ge thsemane wi t h ñhis dis ciplesò (Fou r t h gospel 18:1) . This in cluded t he 
apos t les, minus Judas. B ut  it su rely would have also in cluded t he apos t le candida tes of 
Act s 1:21 -22 and we know t he apos t les we re not t he only ones t here wi t h Jesus, 
because we a re t old of a ñyoung manò who was st ill wi t h Jesus after t he rest had f led 

(Mk. 14:50 -51) . Immedia tely a f ter t he supper he was wi t h Jesus and t he dis ciples. Did he 
just show up or did he a r r ive wi t h t hem? If he a ccompanied t hem, t hen he was wi t h 
t hem ea r lie r  and t hat would imply he had been wi t h t hem at t he supper.  
 

     If ñthe t welve ò were t he only  ones wi t h Jesus, t hen  why would he need t o in clude 
t he s t ipula tion, ñone of t he t welve ò? ñThe t welve ò is a limit ing t erm. If no one else 
was t here, wouldnôt Jesus have said, ñone ofò yo u ? In fa ct  t he only o t her t ime Jesus 
used t he term, ñthe twelveò, he did precisely t ha t . It was when ñthe t welve ò affirmed 
t heir commi tment a f ter many ñdisciplesò forsook Jesus and he responded, ñHave not I 

chosen you t welve , and one of you is a devi l?ò (Fou r t h gospel 6:66 -70 ) .  [In t he G reek  t his 
reads, ñyou t he t welve ò.] Thus, when he said t he tr ai tor was, ñone of the t welve ò ï not 
ñone of youò ï it  indi cates ñthe twelveò were a subset of t hose who we re t here. 
(Mo reover, Jesus used t he t erm, ñone of youò earlier at t he supper (Mt. 26:21, Mk. 14:18) . 

So when he went on t o s t ipula t e his be tr ayer would be  ñone of the t welve ò (Mk. 14:20 ) , 
t hat crucial de tail no doubt b rought relief t o t hose d isciples who we re not pa r t of ñthe 
t welve ò.) 
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     Jesus also said, ñwi t h my dis ciplesò, when he sent  wo rd abo ut who would be joining 
him (Mt. 26:18, Mk. 14:14, Lu. 22:11) .  He did not say, ñthe twelveò and no verse s ays he 
excluded t hose loyal dis ciples who  Peter said, ñcompanied wi t h us all t he t ime t hat t he 

Lord Jesus  went in and o ut among usò (A ct s 1:21) . But  we do f ind bo th Jesus and Pe ter 
saying t hings t hat point t owa rd o thers being p resent at t he s upper.  
 

ñAfterò the Supper?  
 
     If Jesus s at down t o supper wi t h ñthe twelveò and the one whom ñJesus lovedò 

joined t hem la ter, t hen he wasn ôt one of ñthe twelveò. The sequence of even t s in t he 
fou r t h gospel seems t o indi cate t hat is what o ccur red, so we  will t ake t ime t o fo cus on 
t his. For example, no t ice how t he fou r th gospelôs aut hor begins his repo r t on t he 
even t s of t hat nigh t,  ñAnd the supper being endedéò (Fou r th gospel 13:2) . Ended ? Does 

t he record in his gospel s tar t at a la t er poin t  t han t he o ther gospels do when t hey 
repo r t on t hat nigh t ? As you will see, t he answer is yes, b ut not me rely by reason of 
t his ve rse. ( Var ious Bible ve rsions tr ansla t e t his ve rse di f fe rent ly be cause of conf lict ing 
opinions abo ut t he wo rd t enses involved. However, ins t ead of  t rying  to c hoose 

bet ween t he opposing opinions of G reek s chola rs, let us rat her look again t o t he Bible 
t o see what it can tell us.)  
 
     Luke 22:17 -19 t ells us  Jesus,  ñtook t he cup, and gave t hanks, and said, Take t his, 
and divide it  among you rselves: For I say un to you, I will not d r ink of t he fru it of t he 

vine, un t il t he kingdom of God  shall come. And he t ook b read, and gave t hanks, and 
brake it , and gave un to t hem, sa ying, This is my body whi ch is given for you: t his do in 
rememb rance of meò. Keeping this in mind, one will f ind t hat t he ne xt ve rse is 
extr emely relevant t o t his dis cussion.  

 
     Luke 22:20  con t inues, ñLikewise also t he cup af ter supper , saying, This cup is t he 
new t est ament in my blood whi ch is shed for yo uò. Did you catc h when t his o ccur red? 
It was ñafter  suppe rò! [In the G reek  it reads, ñalso t he cup a f ter having suppedò.] The 

Bible  provides a con f irma t ion of t his sequen ce of even t s in Fi rst Co r in t hians 11:25 . 
The re we read, ñalso he t ook  t he cup when he had supped, saying t his cup is t he new 
t estament in my bloodò. [Again the G reek  says, ñalso the cup a f ter having suppedò.] 
Therefo re, it can be seen t hat t he t iming of even t s t hat night (pa r t icula r ly what 

happened ñafterò the supper ) has s cr ip t ural relevan ce. Ne xt weôll learn how t his 
per t ains t o t he anonymous a ut horôs gospel, and see why und erstanding t he sequen ce 
of even t s helps us t o iden t ify ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò. 
 

Whe re I s the Lordôs Table? 
 
     The chu rch pla ces g reat signi f icance on t he memo rial custom refe r red to as 

Communion and/or t he  Lordôs Table. In First Co r in t hians 11:26 it  says, ñFor as o f t en as 
ye eat t his b read, and d r ink t his cup, ye do shew t he Lo rdôs death t ill he comeò. 
Therefo re, t his emphasis is app ropr iat e. Mo reover, whenever Ch r ist ians t hink abo ut t he 
Last Supper,  t he b read and t he cup usually come t o mind  f irst. The gospel a ccoun ts of 

t hat night fo cus on t hat solemn even t , b ut only in t hree of t he gospels .  
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     The fou r t h gospel makes no men t ion of t hese t hings! Why would t he one whom 
ñJesus lovedò have left t he b reaking of t he b read and t he sha r ing of t he cup o ut of his 
gospel a ccoun t , espe cially sin ce he wr ote so mu ch abo ut t hat nigh t ? 

 
     While Ma tt hew 26:20 -29 , Ma rk 14:17 -25,  and Luke 22:14 -38 give us t he de tails 
abo ut t he supper, t he fou r t h gospel devo tes f ive whole chap ters t o t he even t s of t hat 
night (Fou r t h gospel 13:3 -  17:26)  ï mu ch mo re t han t he o ther t hree gospel wr it ers 

combined! Ye t,  in spi t e of t hat, ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus lovedò was the only gospel 
aut hor t o omi t  t he Lo rdôs Table. Obviously, this was not be cause it was unimpo r t ant . 
So, why is it missing?  
 

     The gospels ea ch repo r t  di f fe rent t hings, so t he fa ct that t his author did not in clude 
t he b read and t he cup is not a p roblem. However, his omission of t his Last Supper 
event adds creden ce t o t he idea that he was n ot one of ñthe t welve ò. This event may 
have been le f t o ut of t his a ut horôs gospel simply because he was not p resent when it 

occur red. B ut t he Bible does not tell us why t his a ut hor omi t t ed i t , so we cannot be 
sure. Neve r t heless, t his om ission is unde rstandable if t he a ut hor joined Jesus and the 
rest of dis ciples a f t er they had sha red the b read and t he cup ï and t hat would also 
explain why his repo r t of that eveningôs events begins a f ter t he supper . 
 

     This a ut hor also doesn ôt men t ion t hat Jesus  sent t wo dis ciples  to ñprepa reò the 
Passover , b ut t he o ther t hree gospels  all refer t o t his in va rying de tail, all ending wit h, 
ñand the y made ready t he passove rò (Mt. 26:17 -19 , Mk. 14:12 -16 , Lu. 22:7 -13 ) . Yet  t he 
unnamed a ut horôs omission of this  it em should not come as a su rpr ise, sin ce t his 

omission is also consis t ent wi t h an a ccoun t t hat s t ar t s at a la ter point t hat day t han 
t he o ther t hree gospels do. Now le tôs look at  wha t  t his a ut horôs gospel does say. 
 

The Foo t Washing In cident  
 
     Af ter men t ioning i t  was in Judasô heart t o be tr ay Jesus, t he f irst t hing t he a ut hor of 

t he fou r t h gospel repo r t s abo ut t he even t s of that Passover night is, amazingly, Jesusô 
washing of t he dis ciplesô feet . ñHe [Jesus] r ise th fr om supper , and laid aside his 
garmen t s; and t ook a t owel and gi rded himse lf. A ft er t hat he pou red wa ter in t o a 
basin, and began t o wash t he dis ciplesô feetò (Fou r t h gospel 13:4 -5) . Here aga in, t he 

bibli cal record is sugges t ing ñt he suppe rò, or at least a key part of i t , had ended, sin ce 
t his begins wi t h Jesus  r ising, ñfr om suppe rò. [ The li t eral G reek  reads, ñhe rises fr om 
t he suppe rò.]  
 
     Despi t e t his, some say t hey dedu ce just t he opposi te, supposing fr om t his passage 

t hat t he supper  had not yet s t ar t ed. They infer t his be cause t hey begin wi t h t he 
presupp osi t ion t hat Jesus  would have done t his foot washing befo re t he meal. B ut , it 
t urns o ut t he Bible  does not suppo r t t his conclusion. For example, Luke 11:37  tells of a 
similar si t ua t ion when a Pha r isee asked Jesus  to ñdine with him: and he [Jesus] went 

in, and sat down t o mea tò. Then the ne xt ve rse no tes, ñAnd when t he Pha r isee saw it , 
he ma rveled t hat he had not washed befo re dinne rò (Lu. 11:38 ) . So keep in mind t he 
Bible  indi cates t hat it may no t  have been customa ry for Jesus  t o wash befo re ea t ing.  
 

     Also, in Ma t t hew 15:2  Jesus wa s asked, ñWhy do t hy dis ciples  tr ansg ress t he 
tr adi t ion of t he elde rs? for t hey wash not t heir hands when t hey eat b readò. Mark 7:5  
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put s it t his way, ñWhy walk not t hy dis ciples  according  t o t he tr adi t ion of t he elde rs, 
but ea t  bread wi t h unwashen hands ?ò So it seems washing prior t o ea t ing was not their 
usual rout ine. These passages imply t hat Jesus  was not in t he habit of always washing 

befo re ea t ing, and t hat his dis ciples  behaved likewise. ( Similar divisions exis t  t oday. 
Some people wash t heir hands be fore using t he restr oom. This di f fe rs fr om others  who 
are mo re a ccustomed t o washing t heir hands a f t er using t he restr oom.)  
 

     Given what t he Bible tel ls us abo ut t hat nigh t , it is appa rent Jesus washed the 
disciplesô feet after t he supper , not befo re it. Jesus may have done so, b ut  scr ip t ure 
never no tes whe re he a ct ually washed p r ior t o ea t ing, hands or  fee t.  So, while t he f irst 
it em recorded i n t his a ut horôs gospel fr om that Passover  is t he foot washing, t his is still 

consis t ent wi t h t he o ther fa ct s t hat indi cate his a ccount of that evening begins ñafterò 
the supper . Finally, consider t hat a f t er  Jesus had washed t he fee t  of his dis ciples , it 
says he, ñset down againò (Fou r t h gospel  13:12) .  [ The G reek  says, ñhaving reclined againò.] 
ñAgainò?  Here t he a ut horôs use of the wo rd ñagainò reveals Jesus  had al ready been 

sit t ing down ea r lier t hat night ï befo re t he foot washing o ccur red.  
 

ñNot of You Allò 
 
     The Bible t ells us Jesus  washed the feet of ñthe dis ciples ò (this was not limi ted t o 
t he feet of ñthe t welve ò) (Fou r th gospel 13:5) . Then, a f t er Jesus sat down again, he said, ñI 
speak not of you all: I know whom I have chosenò (Fou r t h gospel 13:18) . Here he contr ast s 

a la rger g roup, refe r re d t o as ñyou al lò, with a subse t , whi ch he called  ñchosenò. (And 
we know ñthe twelveò were ñchosenò (Fou r t h gospel 6:70, cf. Lu. 6:13) .) However, if ñthe 
t welve ò were t he only ones who we re p resen t , t hen what dis t inct ion was Jesus  making 
here? 

 
     Some may t hink t hese wo rds we re meant t o ex clude Judas Is car iot . Yet Luke 6:13  
t ells us Jesus,  ñcalled unt o him  his dis ciples : and of t hem he chose t welve , whom also 
he named apos tlesò and it goes on to list Judas by name (Lu. 6:16 ) . We also f ind Jesus 

saying, ñHave I not chosen you t welve , and one of you is a devil ?ò (Fou r th gospel 6:70) . 
The refo re, we see Judas was ñchosenò. So, if Judas was ñchosenò, who was Jesus 
refe r r ing t o when he said, ñyou al lò? Jesusô words he re a re one mo re indi cat ion he  and 
ñthe t welve ò were not al one d ur ing t hat supper , as here again he refers t o mo re t han 

just ñthe t welve ò whom he had ñchosenò. 
 

The Sequen ce o f Last Supper  Even t s 
 
     If ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò is not requi red t o be one of ñthe t welve ò, then 
t he fa ct s seem to imply t he following s cena r io. Ea r ly t hat day, Jesus  sen t  Peter  and 
John  t o p repa re t he Passover . La ter, he ar r ived wi t h and sat  down t o supper  wi t h ñthe 

t welve ò. After t he supper, whe re t he a ccount of t he fou r t h gospel begins,  Jesus got up 
and s t ar t ed t o wash t he feet of his dis ciples . When he f inished washing t he dis ciples ô 
fee t , Jesus  sat  down again and onl y t hen is ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò intr odu ced, 
sit t ing ne xt t o and leaning on Jesus.  

 
     The idea t hat the one whom ñJesus lovedò must be one of ñthe t welve ò presen t s 
ir reconcilable p roblems (mo re on t his la t er), b ut t he key t hing t o realize is t hat t his 
idea is not di ct at ed by s cr ip t ure. Weôre t old t hat Jesus  ñcome th wi thò / ñsat downò wit h 
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ñthe t welve ò (Mt. 26:20, Mk. 14:17, Lu. 22:14 ) . Yet  honest ref lect ion fo rces one t o admit t hat 
t hese ve rses don ôt limi t at t endan ce at t he Last Supper t o Jesus  and ñthe t welve ò ï and 
t he gospel wr it ers did know how t o spe cify a limi t ed at t endan ce when t hat was what 

t hey a ct ually in t ended t o do  (Mt. 14:23, Mk. 5:37 & 9:8, Lu. 8:5 o f fer some examples of this) .  
 

A Hidden Key in t he Book o f A ct s 
 
     Besides his be tr ayal of Jesus , Judas Is car iot was unique among ñthe t welve ò for 
ano ther reason. The Bible t ells us Judas wen t  t o the ñchief p r ies t sò to be tr ay Jesus  (Mt. 

26:14 -16 , Mk. 14:10 -11, Lu. 22:2 -6) .  However, in addi t ion t o be coming a tr ai t or, Judas gained 
ano ther dis t inct ion at t hat poin t . Juda sô conspi racy wit h those ñchief p r iest sò sets him 
apa r t fr om ñthe t welve ò in that t hose p r iest s got t o meet Judas. No thing in t he Bible  
specif ically indi cates t he high p r iest  would have known, or even recognized, any of ñthe 

t welve ò other t han Judas. On ce you reali ze t his, you can g rasp t he impo r t ance of a 
ve rse t hat is found in t he Book of A ct s. Besides t he eviden ce t hat has been p resen ted 
t hus far, t he wr it er of t he Book of A ct s recorded fa ct s t hat can help us t o conclusively 
prove t he Apos t le John  was  not the unnamed ñother dis ciple ò. 

 
    Act s 4:1 -23  recoun t s what happened t o Peter  and John  following t he healing of a 
cr ippled man. Pe ter and John  we re seized and b rought b efore t he ñrule rs, and elde rs, 
and s cr ibes, and Annas t he high p r ies t, and Caiaphaséò (Acts 4:5 & 6 ) , so t hey could be 
ques t ioned abo ut t his mi racle. If youôre wonde r ing how t his helps t o p rove t hat t he 

Apos t le John  was not the ñother dis ciple ò, then pay close at t ent ion t o t he react ion of 
t he high p r iest  and t hose rule rs just a few ve rses la ter. The high p r ies t , rule rs, elde rs, 
scr ibes, e tc. ñgathered t oge therò and began their in t er roga t ion of Pe ter  and John  (Act s 

4:5 -7) . Peterôs answer to t heir ques t ion is recorded in A ct s 4:8 -12 . The ve ry ne xt ve rse 

descr ibes t heir react ion t o Peter and John .  
 
     Act s 4:13 says , speaking of t he high p r iest  and t hose rule rs, ñwhen t hey saw t he 
boldness of Pe ter  and John , and pe rceived t hat t hey we re unlea rned and igno rant men, 

t hey ma rveled; and t hey  t ook knowledge of t hem, t hat t hey had been wi th Jesusò. Why 
did t he high p r iest  and t he rest ma rve l? To begin wi t h, t hey dis cove red t hat Pe ter  and 
John  ñwe re unlea rned and igno rant menò (Acts 4:13 ) . [ These t wo poin t s in t he G reek 
read, ñunlet teredò and ñuninstr uctedò.] Along with any Galilean a ccent t hat Pe ter  and 

John  may have had, i t is also possible their vo cabula ry, clot hing, and/or manne r isms 
would have all con tr ibut ed t o t he idea t hat Pe ter  and John  lacked a fo rmal edu cat ion. 
Also, t he Bible  indi cates t hat regional tr ai t s could be easily dis cerned by t he people of 
t hat day (e.g., Mt. 26:73 , Mk. 14:70,  Lu.  22:59 ) . 
 

     Regardless, A ct s 4:13  poin t s o ut what really sho cked t hose leade rs was seeing 
Peter and John (whom they judged to be ñunlearned and igno rantò) exhibit  such 
ñboldnessò. Instead of cowe r ing befo re t he  edu cated men who would judge t hem, Pe ter 
and John p roclaimed t he trut h and s t ood openly for t he name of Jesus, charging t hose 

rule rs wi t h his dea th and af f irming God had raised him fr om t he dead, while t hey 
credi t ed Jesus wi t h being responsible for the he aling mi racle t hat occur red (Acts 4:9 -10) .  
 
     Dur ing t he en coun ter recorded in A ct s 4:5 -12  t hose leade rs we re lea rning 

elemen t ary fa ct s abo ut t he men who we re b efore t hem. A ct s 4:13  also says, ñthey 
t ook knowledge of t hem  [Pe ter  and John ] t hat t hey had been wi t h Jesus ò. [ In t he 
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Greek  t his reads, ñthey recognized t hem that wi t h Jesus t hey we reò.] So, the t ell t ale 
dis cove r ies made by t hose rule rs du r ing t his event make it clear t hat Pe t er and John 
we re not recognized by, or familiar t o, the high p r iest and his fellow religious leade rs. 

The refo re, t he bibli cal eviden ce le t s us know t he high p r iest  and t he ot her rule rs f irst 
became a cquain ted wit h Pe ter  and John  du r ing t hat inquest.  On t op of t his keep in 
mind A ct s 4:6, whi ch expli cit ly names bo th ñAnnas the hig h p r ies t , and Caiaphasò as 
being among t hose who we re p resent at the t ime . 

 

The Apos t le John and t he High P riest  
 
     In t he p receding se ct ion we saw t he react ion of t he high p r iest  and t he o ther 
religious rule rs was a response t o new info rma t ion. It was when A ct s 4 was a ct ually 
happening t hat t he high p r iest and t he o thers wi t h him lea rned t he t hings which led 

t hem to conclude Pe ter and John: (a) we re ñunlearned and igno rant menò, and (b) 
ñhad been with Jesus ò. Here we see t he high p r iest lea rning t hings whi ch he would 
have al ready known if he had been p reviously a cquain ted wi t h t he two men who we re 
st anding befo re him. So, t hese f act s o f fer conclusive proof t he high p r iest  did not 

know John  (or Pe t er ) befo re t his en coun ter.  
 
     Act s 4:13 also le ts us know John  cannot be the ñother dis ciple ò. In order t o show 
how t his is tr ue, we will compa re Act s 4 wi t h t he record of s cr ip t ure fr om  the  night 
Jesus was a r rested and t aken away t o be falsely a ccused. We a re t old Jesus  was t aken 

ñto Annas f irstò (Fou r t h gospel 18:13) . Then we read abo ut t wo dis ciples  t hat followed 
Jesus, ñAnd Simon Peter  followed Jesus and so did  ano ther dis ciple ò (Fou r t h gospel 18:15) . 
[ The G reek  here says, ñNow there followed Jesus Simon Pe ter and t he o ther dis cipleò.]  
 

     The wo rds t hat follow t his, however, ul t ima tely óclea rô John, for they t ell us, ñthat 
dis ciple  was known un to t he high p r ies tò. It seems that God  wan ted t o highlight t his 
poin t , for his  inspi red aut hor  ele cted t o emphasize t his fa ct by repea t ing i t . The ne xt 
ve rse says , ñPeter  st ood at t he door wit hout . Then went o ut t hat o t her dis ciple , whi ch 

was known un to t he high p r ies t , and s pake un to her t hat kept t he door, and b rought in 
Peterò (Fou r t h gospel 18:16) .  
 
     The re fo re, t he re is no doubt t hat the ñother dis ciple ò was known to t he high p r ies t . 

This ñother dis cipleò could get in t o t he pala ce, and fur t hermo re, he was responsible for 
get t ing Pe ter  past t he doo rkeeper. Consequen t ly, t he Apos t le John  could not 
possibly have been the ñot her disciple ò because John was no t known t o t he 
high p r ies t  (Acts 4:13) . (And sin ce bo th Annas and Caiaphas we re p resent du r ing t he 
even t s of A ct s 4, t his holds up no ma t t er whi ch one was high p r iest  du r ing Jesus ô tr ial.)  

 
     Pr ior t o A ct s 4:13, no thing in t he Bible would suggest t he Jewish leade rs we re 
acquain t ed wi t h John, or we re awa re of his asso ciat ion wi t h Jesus. In con tr ast t o t his, 
the ñother dis cipleò was ñknownò to t he high p r iest, who t herefo re would have reason 

t o be awa re of hi s asso ciat ion wi t h Jesus p r ior t o the night of Jesusô tr ial. Mo reover, 
some thing was said on t hat nigh t  whi ch indi cates the ñother dis ciple ò was publicly 
associat ed wi t h Jesus befo re t hat night. Ye t  t his was not tr ue of Pe ter,  as t he ques t ion 
of t he doo rkeeper reveals. We a re t old, ñthe damsel t hat kept t he doo rò asked Peter,  

ñArt not t hou also one  of this manôs disciples ?ò (Fou r th gospel 18:17 ) . The wo rd ñalsoò was 
a refe rence t o the ñother dis ciple ò who had just t alked wi t h her (Fou r t h gospel 18:16 ) . 
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Thus, even ñthe damsel t hat kept t he doo rò was aware the ñother dis ciple ò was 
associat ed wi t h Jesus . B ut as you now know, John ôs associat ion wi t h Jesus  was 
n o t known t o t he high p r iest un t il A ct s 4:13 .  

 

If No t John, Then Who?  
 
     The eviden ce p resen ted so far has shown t he Apos t le John  was not the ñother 
dis ciple, whom Jesus loved ò. Now that you a re awa re of t he fa ct s, you know t he John 
tr adi t ion cannot hold up under bibl ical s crut iny. The trut h is s cr ip t ure never jus t if ied 

believing John  was ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò. Also, unless one makes the 
assump t ion Jesus was alo ne wit h ñthe t welve ò througho ut his last Passover , no thing 
would requi re the one ñwhom Jesus loved ò to even be one of ñthe t welve ò. 
 

     If ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò was not the Apos t le John, t hen who was he?  The 
Bible can answer t his ques t ion if we will sea rch t he s cr ip t ures and rely on t he 
t estimony of Godôs word t o lead us. This is what we will begin t o do now. Indeed, many 
fact s poin t  t o t he iden t it y of t his a ut hor, fr om p roof of his rela t ionship wi t h Jesus, t o 

details t hat suggest a possible mo t ive for t his a ut hor hiding his iden t it y.  
 
     The re is one and only one pe rson in t he Bible  who can be shown t o reasonably f it 
wi t h eve r yt hing  scr ip t ure says abo ut this unnamed ñother dis cipleò. As we weigh the 
fact s t hat reveal t he iden t it y of the one whom ñJesus lovedò it will be shown how each 

pie ce of biblical eviden ce concerning t he a ut hor of t he fou r t h gospel points to one ve ry 
unique ï and ve ry famous ï fr iend of Jesus.  
 
     Neve r t heless recognize t he case against t he John idea is not dependent on t he case 

t hat follows. If t he re is a man in jail for a cr ime and we un cover p roof he did not do i t , 
we do no t hold him in jail un t il we f ind o ut who did do i t . We let him go. Likewise, if 
bibli cal eviden ce is able t o p rove the ñother dis ciple, whom Jesus lovedò was not John, 
then we ought t o admit our mis t ake and let go of t hat false tr adi t ion ï whe ther or not 

we know who t his pe rson was. S t ill, t he re a re some who will a ct as t hough it is okay t o 
cont inue p romo t ing t he John idea so long as t hey obje ct t o some point in t he ne xt pa r t 
of th is st udy . B ut t hat is not okay. Whoever the one whom ñJesus lovedò was, he was 
not John ï because t hat tr adi t ion a ct ually causes t he Bible t o contr adi ct i t self, as t he 

t estimony of Godôs word  has al ready shown.  
 
 

Chap ter  5 
 

TTHH EE  OONN EE  WW HH OOMM   ññJJEESSUUSS  LLOOVV EEDDòò  WW AA SS    

TTHH EE  AA UUTTHH OORR  OOFF  TTHH EE  FFOOUURRTTHH   GGOOSSPPEELL 
 

Wha t I s God Telling Us?  
 

     The a ut horôs explicit des cr ip t ion of himse lf as ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò put s 
t he fo cus on Jesus ô rela t ionship t o him. So, if we want t o as cer t ain t he iden t it y of t his 
individual, t hen it is logi cal for us t o begin by sea rching t he Bible  for eviden ce of su ch a 
rela t ionship in t he life of Jesus . Pr ior t o Pen tecost , did Jesus have t his t ype of 
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rela t ionship wi t h anyone iden t if ied in t he Bible ? Yes, he did, and t his was so clear t hat 
re fe r r ing t o t his rela t ionship was s uf f icient t o iden t ify one pa r t icular individual ï 
wit hout even men t ioning his name  (Fou r t h gospel 11:3) .  

 
     Scr ip t ure never says John  had t his spe cif ic t ype of rela t ionship wi t h Jesus  (p r ior t o 
Pentecost ). Mo reover, being t aken aside by Jesus t hree t imes wit h Peter and James 
does not say John had t he unique bond implied by t he designa t ion ñthe dis ciple whom 

Jesus loved ò. As was already no ted, t his t erm le t s us know t his dis ciple was set apa r t 
fr om t he rest of t he dis ciples based on Jesusô relat ionship t o him . I roni cally, while t his 
ph rase has ended up being a s t umbling blo ck for so many on t his a ut ho rôs ident it y, it 
act ually is t he key t o iden t ifying h im!  

 

Hidden i n Plain Sight  
 
     In fa ct , t he re is so mu ch eviden ce poin t ing t o t he iden t it y of t his a ut hor  t hat one 
has t o wonder how it could have all been ove r looked. To s t ar t  wi t h, consider t he term 
ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò, while it helped to hide t he a ut horôs ident it y it also is 

proof of Jesus ô rela t ionship wi t h t he a ut hor . In t he gospels, do we f ind any man besides 
t he unnamed a ut hor who asso ciated wi t h Jesus, who was also iden t if ied as being 
ñlovedò by him? Yes we do ! In credibly, two chap t ers be fore the one whom ñJesus 
lovedò is even ment ioned, t he a ut hor of t he fou r t h gospel t old his reade rs abo ut a 
friend of Jesus who was ñlovedò by him ï in 11:3, whe re t his message was sent t o 

Jesus,  ñLord, behold, he whom thou lovest is si ckò, and in 11:5, whe re we a re t old, 
ñJesus loved Ma r t ha, and her sis t er, and Laza rusò. 
 
     Except for ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus lovedò, the only  man who asso ciated wi t h 

Jesus who was singled o ut as being ñlovedò by Jesus was Lazarus. We a re t old expli cit ly 
that ñJesus lovedò Lazarus. His sis t ers also refe r re d t o t his rela t ionship, and when 
ñJesus weptò prior t o raising Laza rus, t he Jews t hat we re t he re ñweepingò with his 
sist ers a t tr ibut ed it to Jesusô love for him (Fou r t h gospel 11:19, 33 & 36) . By i t self t he fa ct 

that ñJesus lovedò him does not prove t hat Laza rus was  the ñother dis ciple, whom 
Jesus loved ò. However, this lead is cer t ainly wo r t h inves t iga t ing!  
 

Bible Refe rences to Jesusô Love 
 
     The ph rase ñwhom  Jesus loved ò ident if ies t he a ut hor as being t he obje ct of Jesus ô 

love. Sin ce he is not called t he dis ciple who loved Jesus , t his book does not examine 
any ve rses dealing wi th an individualôs love towa rd Jesus. Also t his s t udy is not meant 
t o be a dis cussion on t he p r inciples of love or on t he gene ral t opic of t he love of God . 
Ins tead, t his Bible  st udy will examine wha t s cr ip t ure says abo ut Jesus ô love for or 
towa rd spe cif ic individuals.  

 
     Out side of t he gospels, all of t he refe rences t o Jesus ô love are un rela t ed to t he 
iden t it y of the ñother dis ciple ò. In the gospels,  Jesusô love was refe r red t o f if t een t imes 
(Fou r th 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) , b ut 

only t wo men  in t he fou r t h gospel we re expli cit ly iden t if ied as being t he obje ct of 
Jesusô love, Lazarus and  the one whom ñJesus lovedò (Fou r t h gospel  11:3, 5 & 36, 13: 23 , 19:26, 

20:2, 21:7 & 2 0 [ Forms of t wo G reek wo rds, agap ao and phileo ,  we re tr ansla ted ñloveò in t hese ve rses ï and 

both we re used t o refer to óbothô men]) . 
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     The f irst t hree gospels record only one t ime whe re an individual was said t o be 
ñlovedò by Jesus. Mark 10:17 -22 t ells us of a mee t ing be t ween Jesus a nd an 

uniden t if ied man, and t his passage says that Jesus ñloved himò. But t he passage does 
not s t at e whe ther t his pe rson ever had any o ther con tact wi t h Jesus or not. So, we will 
proceed t o t ake a closer look at Laza rus,  sin ce t he fou r t h gospel no t ed bo th his 
associat ion wi t h Jesus and t he fa ct that he was ñlovedò by Jesus. 

 

A Sudde n Appea rance 
 
     ñLord, behold, he whom thou lovest is si ckò was the appeal of Ma r t ha and Ma ry 
(Fou r th gospel 11:3b) , and t his reveals Jesus had t his rela t ionship wi t h Laza rus p r ior t o t hat 
momen t . This is con f irmed t wo ve rses la t er when we read, ñNow Jesus loved Ma r t ha, 

and her sis t er, and Laza rusò (Fou r t h gospel 11:5) . Jesus also ref ers t o him  as, ñOur fr iend 
Lazarusò (Fou r th gospel 11:11b) . Ye t , in spi te of t his his t ory, t he fou r t h gospel makes no 
men t ion of La zarus un t il his name appea rs in t he 11 t h chap ter . Why is t his?  
 

     Nothing in t he fou r t h gospel  ove r t ly explains t he o r igin of t his fr iendship. (S t ill, t he 
cur ious aspe ct of t his sudden appea rance is indeed pa rallel t o what we saw rega rding 
ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò.) Even more impo r t ant, t he f i r st t h r ee gospels 
never ref er t o Jesus ô fr iendship wi t h Laza r us  or t o t he mi r acle of Jesus r aising 
Laza r us  fr om t he dead . (This  resembles t he similar omission of ñthe dis ciple whom 

Jesus loved ò in those gospels.) What makes t his espe cially no tewo r t hy is t hat t he Bible  
t ells of only t hree people who we re raised from t he dead by Jesus : a wido wôs son (Lu. 

7:12 -15 ) , Jai rusô daughter (Mt. 9:18 -25 , Mk. 5:22 -24  & 35 -42 , Lu. 8:41 -56) , and Laza rus (Fou r t h 

gospel 11:14 -45 ) . The news of t hese as tonishing even t s sp read qui ck ly (Fou r t h gospel 11:45, 

Mt. 9:26 , Lu. 7:16 -17 ) . All we re amazing mi racles, b ut  t he raising of Laza rus  was 
subs tant ially di f fe rent fr om t he o ther t wo, as will be shown.  
 

Jesusô Frien d Becomes a  Celeb rit y 
 
     The fa ct t he t hree o ther gospel wr it ers avoid any men t ion of t he raising of Laza rus  

is pa r t icula r ly s tr iking be cause of what happened af ter  Lazarus was raised  fr om t he 
dead. ñThen many of t he Jews whi ch came t o Ma ry, and had seen t he t hings whi ch 
Jesus did, believed on himò (Fou r th gospel 11:45 ) . (Keep in mind t hey we re eyewi t nesses.) 
Now, compa re t his t o what happened six days la ter when Jesus  was again in Be thany, 

ñMuch people of t he Jews t he re fo re knew t hat he was t here: and t hey came not for 
Jesus sake only, b ut t hat t hey might see Laza rus also, whom he had raised fr om t he 
deadò (Fou r th gospel 12:9 ) .  So, s cr ip t ure reveals t he people we re a t tr acted t o Laza rus in 
t he a f t erma th of t his mi racle. This caused su ch a s t ir ñthe chief p r ies t s consu lt ed t hat 
t hey might p ut Laza rus also  t o dea th: Be cause t hat by reason of him many of t he Jews 

went away, and believed on Jesus ò (Fou r t h gospel 12:10 -11 ) . 
 
     Is t his a t estament t o t he allu re of fame or t o t he wi t ness of Laza rus or pe rhaps 
both? We la ck fu r t her de tails as t o why these people we re d rawn t o Laza rus, b ut i t  is 

clear t he publi c was awa re of him and of t he mi racle Jesus did for him. Consider t he 
event people commonly call t he T r iumphal En t ry  (Fou r t h gospel 12:12 -18 ) . Did you know 
t he raising of Laza rus played a key role in t erms of t he crowdôs at tendan ce on t hat 
day? We read of t he g reet ing Jesus  received fr om a chee r ing crowd as he rode in t o 
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t own on a donkey (Fou r t h gospel 12:12 -15 ) . No t ice, however, t hat s cr ip t ure also t ells us 
abo ut t he crowdôs mot iva t ion. Al t hough one might assume it was t he t eachings of 
Jesus or t he realiza t ion he was t he Son of God  t hat b rought o ut t he crowd on t hat day, 

t he a ut hor of t he fou r t h gospel  highligh ted a pa r t icular reason for t he crowdôs 
par t icipa t ion in t hat even t . 
 
     This a ut hor poin t s o ut t he raising of Laza rus helped b r ing o ut  t he crowd at t hat 

Tr iumphal En t ry.  ñThe people t he refo re t hat was wi t h him [Jesus ] when he called 
Lazarus out of his g rave, and raised him fr om t he dead, ba re record. For t his cause t he 
people also met him, for t hat t hey hea rd t hat he had done t his mi racleò (Fou r t h gospel 

12:17 -18 ) . Thus, t he crow dôs presen ce on t hat day was linked t o t heir having hea rd t he  

repo r t s abo ut Jesus  raising Laza rus fr om t he dead, ñFor t his cause  t he people also met 
himò (Fou r th gospel 12:18 ) , and t hey had me rely ñheardò. 
 
     The dis ciples of Jesus wi t nessed t he raising of Laza rus, whi ch was su rely an 

ele ctr ifying and u nf orget t able expe r ien ce! Ye t , for some reason, t he wr it ers of t he f irst 
t hree gospels d id  not men t ion a wo rd abo ut it. What is mo re, we a re t old t he fo rme r ly 
dead Laza rus had su ch an ef fect on t he people t hat t he p r ies t s t ook t he e xtr eme s tep 
of plo t t ing t o have him killed. Laza rus was b ig  news . So why is it t hat t he o ther 
gospels  fail t o men t ion any of t his? If t his seems odd t o you, just t hink abo ut how t his 

parallels t he way t he f irst t hree gospels also omit ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus lo vedò. 
 

The T ransi t ion  
 
     Even s tr anger t han t he silen ce of t he o ther gospels  on all of t hese Laza rus ma t t ers 
is his a brupt disappea rance fr om t he fou r t h gospel. In 12:9 it tells us t he people came 

t o see Laza rus and 12:11 says he had a s tr ong i n f luenc e on t he Jews. B ut  af t er 12:17 
refer s t o his retu rn fr om t he dead, t he fou r t h gospel never men t ions Laza rus again!  
 
     The fou r th gospelôs presen tat ion of Laza rus reveals t wo key  fact s. The f irst is he  is 

named in only eleven ve rses of t he fou r t h gospel, six in chap ter 11 and f ive in chap ter 
12. The re is no men t ion of him b efore chap ter 11 ve rse 1  and aft er chap ter 12 ve rse 
17  he seems t o vanish. B ut even mo re in t erest ing is t his fr iend whom ñJesus lovedò is 
last me nt ioned in chapt er 12 ï just befo re t he obs cure and unnamed dis ciple whom 

ñJesus lovedò is f irst  me nt ioned in t he ve ry ne xt chapter  (Fou r t h gospel  13:23 ) .  If you t hink 
t his tr ansi t ion may  be simply an unimpo r t ant coin ciden ce t hen just wai t , for t he re is 
mu ch mo re eviden ce t o come. S t ill, one has t o admit t his p resen t s us wi t h a s tr iking 
parallel. The one man asso ciat ed wi t h Jesus wh o was also sin gled o ut as being ñlovedò 
by Jesus  ab r up t ly vanishes  fr om t he text , and t hen t he only dis ciple t o be sin gled 

out as being ñlovedò by Jesus ab r up t ly appear s in t his same gospel.  
 
     The sequen ce of t hese t hings in t he Bible  is no a cciden t ! Fu r t hermo re, t his newly 
evident dis ciple plays an impo r t ant role in t he even t s t hat follow. Some may want t o 

disp ut e t he t hesis t hat the ñot her dis ciple, whom Jesus lovedò was Lazarus be cause it 
might seem in consis t ent for him to  hide  his ide nt it y as aut hor  while men t ioning his 
name seve ral t imes in t he book. However, as will be shown a li tt le la t er, by compa r ing 
scr ip t ure wi t h s cr ip t ure one is able t o see a pe r fect ly logi cal and bibli cally sound reason 

as t o why Laza rus may have done p recisely t ha t . O t hers may point o ut t he Bible  does 
not call Laza rus a ñdiscipleò and we will also deal with t his po tent ial di f f icul t y.  
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     For no w, t hough, let us look at t he secon d reason why t he o rder of t hese even t s is 
signi f icant . As no ted above, t his aut hor did not employ t he t erm ñthe dis ciple whom 

Jesus loved ò unt il af t er Laza rus is raised fr om t he dead in t he te xt  and t hat mi racle 
was cer t ainly a powe r ful a ct of love t owa rd Laza rus. Du r ing his ea r t hly minis t ry Jesus  
did not elimina te suf fe r ing and dea th for eve ryone and t he Bibl e t ells of only t hree 
people Jesus  raised fr om t he dead while he was he re. Laza rus was de f ini t ely p r ivileged 

in t his rega rd. This is also e xtr emely relevan t  t o t he s equenc e of gospel even t s 
becau se a f t er Laza r us  was r aised fr om t he dead he would never be and could 
never be t he same again.  
 

Dead Man Walking  
 

     The raising of Laza rus is no fai ry t ale . It is not f ict ion. It was an impo r t ant eve nt in 
his t ory. So, le tôs consider t he reali t y of t his si t ua t ion. Laza rus had a close rela t ionship 
wi t h Jesus  befo re he was raised fr om the dead. Their rela t ionship was close enough 
t hat when he was si ck, his sis t ers sent for Jesus  wi t h t he message, ñLord, behold, he 

whom thou lovest is si ckò (Fou r t h gospel 11:3 ) . We a re no t  t old abo ut t his rela t ionship b ut  
it must have exis t ed for some t ime and his sis t ers felt that ñhe whom thou loves tò 
applied t o Laza rus, as their message didnôt even ment ion Lazarusô name. Given t hat 
Lazarus had a close relat ionship wi t h Jesus befo re Jesus raised him fr om t he dead, 
what would Lazarus have been like af te r t hat e xper ienc e? How would Laza rus have 

been changed by t hat one -of-a-kind gi f t fr om Go d? 
 
     Is it reasonable t o believe t hat Laza rus simply said óThanks, Jesus!ô and went  back 
t o his usual, daily rout ine ï spending his t ime on t he care s of t his wo r ld, just like his 

fellow cit izen s? It would be laughable t o think Laza rus could have just b rushed o f f t he 
t omb dust and ret urned t o his no rmal life. Pause and t ake t ime t o consider t hat 
mi racle. It would su rely be t he most p rofound event in anyoneôs life. But  for one who  
was al ready close t o Jesus t he e f fect of t his mi racle mus t  have been e xtr emely 

tr ansfo rming. How would Laza rus have been di f fe rent af t er t ha t ? 
 
     Later, when Jesus came t o Be thany again, ñthey made him a suppe rò (Fou r t h gospel 

12:1 -2) . Yet  no one would believe that ña supperò was the full e xt ent of Laza rusô effor t 

t o show his grat it ude or his loyal t y. Pe ter  once said,  ñLord, t o whom shall we go? t hou 
hast t he wo rds of e ternal lifeò (Fou r t h gospel 6:68) .  Whe re would Laza rus have gone? He 
had not only hea rd t he wo rds of Jesus, he had expe r ien ced t heir power f irst hand, in a 
way t hat few ever did. In light of t his, whi ch of t he fol lowing is most likely?  
A.  Lazarus lived  in  fear of dea th for t he rest  of his  t ime on ear t h because he knew  

what i t  wa s like t o die and dreaded having t o do it  again . 
B.  Lazarus ret urned  t o what he was doing befo re he got si ck. He remained a no rma l 

guy , t r ied t o be  a good pe rson , obse rved  t he Sabba th, et c. 
C. Lazarus wa s t ho roughly and radi cally changed in response t o t hat  rare and p recious 

gif t fr om God . 
 

Like Whi t e o n Ri ce!  
 
     If we take t he t ime t o t hink upon t hese t hings we realize t ha t , sin ce Laza rus  
already had a spe cial rela t ionship wi t h Jesus,  his response t o t hat gi f t fr om God would 
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not have been limi t ed t o me re g rat it ude. Wi t hout a doub t , he would have been 
mo t iva ted t o be even closer and mo re loyal t o his fr iend Jesus  t han he had p reviously 
been. In fa ct , fr om t hat day fo rwa rd, Laza rus,  mo re t han anyone else, would h ave 

reason t o s t ick close t o Jesus  ï óLike white on r ice!ô, as the old saying goes. Also, not 
surpr isingly, close t o Jesus is exa ct ly whe re we ne xt f ind Laza rus. When Jesus  returned 
to Be thany we read, ñThere t hey made him a supper , and Ma r t ha se rved: b ut Laza rus  
was one of t hem that sat at t he t able wi th himò (Fou r t h gospel 12:2) .  This ve rse and 11:44 

are t he only ve rses t hat depi ct Laza rus, so t his is t he last t ime t hat Laza rus is depi ct ed 
in t he Bible . ( Lazarus is la t er men t ioned in 12:9, 10,  and 17,  but he is  not depi ct ed as 
being p resen t .) Sin ce t his is his last appea rance, what s t ands o ut abo ut  t his ve rse? 
 

     Whe re we f ind Laza rus in his f inal expli cit appea rance is t he key t hing t o no te. The 
last  t ime t hat Laza rus is seen he is si tt ing wi t h Jesus  at a supper  t able  and t he f irst  
t ime t hat t he one whom ñJesus loved ò is seen he is leaning on Jesus at a supper  
t able  (Fou r th gospel 12:2  & 13:23) .  Is t his simply ano ther rema rkable coin ciden ce or is it 

par t of a la rger pa t t ern of eviden ce? You will have t o de cide, b ut  for now let us look at 
ano ther o ccasion when someone seemed t o s t ick close t o Jesus . The nigh t Jesus was 
ar rested, the ñother dis ciple ò followed Jesus and ñwen t  in wi t h Jesus  in t o t he pala ce of 
t he high p r ies tò (Fou r t h gospel 18:15 ) . Later, when Jesus  was on t he cross, he looked down 
and ñsaw his mother, and t he dis ciple s tanding by, whom he lovedò (Fou r t h gospel 19:26 ) . 

We do not f ind ñthe t welve ò at t he foot of t he cross, ye t  t his  dis ciple was t here. Why 
him and not t he rest ? What gave him  t he courage and s tamina t o s t ick wi t h Jesus  un t il 
he was assigned t o t he mo ther of Jesus and ñtook her un to his own home ò? 
 

     The evening p r ior, Pe ter , James, and John let Jesus  down by falling asleep three 
t imes. Then, t he dis ciples  f led  when Jesus  was seized. Pe ter  and the ñot her dis ciple ò 
reappea red and followed Jesus. B ut , while this ñother dis cipleò went ñin wi t h Jesus ò, 
Peter  st ayed o ut by t he f ire, denied knowing Jesus, and soon le f t. By contr ast , as Jesus 

was on t he cross, t he dis ciple ñwhom he lovedò was  close enough for t he crucif ied 
Jesus t o speak t o him. So, why did t his beloved dis ciple behave in a way t hat se t  him  
apa r t as being a cut above t he rest of t he dis ciples?  
 

Been The re. Done Tha t . 
 

     Given t heir rela t ionship, Laza rus must have known abo ut Jesus ô many miracles. 
Then, on t op of hea r ing abo ut or pe rhaps even seeing mi racles, Lazarus personally 
expe r ien ced coming ba ck fr om t he dead. What p r ior it y would Laza rus have p ut on se lf-
preserva t ion a f t er he was raise d? Su rviva l is a ve ry po tent human ins t inct , b ut it is s t ill 
fai r ly easy t o g rasp why t he raised Laza rus might not  have behaved like t he rest of t he 

disciples . God  t aught him, in t he most empha t ic way possible, t hat dea th isn ôt 
necessa r ily f inal and, mo re impo r t ant , that Jesus could give life. The reaft er, fai t h in 
Jesus would not have been just a men tal concept for him. He had be come living p roof 
of t he power of Jesus, and eve ry t ime he awoke, he was likely t o recall t he moment of 

t hat mi racle.  
 
   Regarding dea th,  Lazarus had óBeen there. Done t hat.ô, though he would su rely not 
have been cavalier abo ut i t . Imagine t he e f fect t his mi racle had on his life. Su ch an 

expe r ien ce could reasonably be expe ct ed t o have had a signi f icant ef fect on his fear of 
dea th. (Pos sibly even ov ercome i t ?) 
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The Cou rage Eviden ce 
 
     A close call w it h dea th can cause a pe rson t o change d rast ically. Being dead for 
four days, along wi t h his in t eract ions wi t h t hose who came t o see him a f ter his ret urn 

(Four th gospel 12:9  & 17 ), wouldôve given Lazarus a wholly unique  out look on life. Could 
t his lead t o t he t ype of courage and charact er t he Bible  at tr ibut es t o t he unnamed 
ñother dis ciple ò?  
 

     The ñother dis ciple ò went ñwi th Jesus  in t o t he pala ce of t he high p r ies tò, and we 
have seen  t hat he was a known asso ciate of Jesus (Fou r t h gospel 18:15 -17 ) . Unlike t he rest 
of t he dis ciples , he didnôt act in a way t hat exhibi t ed a concern for p reserving his own 
life. Neve r t heless, t his is pe r fect ly unde rstand able if t his individual was Laza rus. 

 
     Also, if the ñother dis ciple ò was Lazarus, t hen he was tr uly at r isk when he en tered 
t he ñpala ce of t he high p r ies tò, because the ñchief p r ies tsò wan ted t o kill Laza rus t oo  
(Fou r th gospel 12:10 ) .  We a re not t old if Laza rus knew abo ut t he plot t o kill him at t hat 

t ime or if he lea rned abo ut it at a la t er point. Rega rdless, the  unique behavior of t he 
ñother dis ciple ò st ill be f it s a raised - fr om - the-dead Laza rus (i.e., one who would s t ick 
wi t h Jesus even when his own life was at r isk) . Some may ask, óI f the ñother disciple ò 
was Laza rus, t hen why didn ôt t hey kill him t hat ni ght? ô Well, t hey ha d planned t o kill 
Lazarus because  he had caused people t o believe on Jesus. So if t hey killed Jesus, 

whi ch t hey we re in t he p rocess of doing, t hen t hey had no  reason t o bo ther wi t h 
Lazarus. B ut  t he Bible  does not speak t o this, therefore, we cannot be t ot ally su re.  
 

Wha t I s a Discipl e? 
 
     Some may t ry t o argue against t he t heo ry the ñother dis ciple ò was Laza rus by 

poin t ing o ut he was not called a ñdiscipleò in scr ip ture. This is tr ue, b ut t hat does not 
mean he wasnôt a disciple. It is clear he was a fr iend of Jesus  and  t he apos t les,  for 
Jesus ref er red to him as, ñOur fr iend Laza rusò (Fou r t h gospel 11:11) .  So Laza rus must have 
spent t ime wi t h t hem. However, t he que st ion for us is: Would it be cor rect t o refer t o 

Lazarus as a ñdiscipleò? ñDisciple ò was not a rank like Eagle S cout . One didnôt pass a 
test t o be come a ñdiscipleò. In the Bible,  dis ciples  come and dis ciples  go (cf. Fou r th gospel 

6:66, A ct s 6:1 ) . This t erm is used in many ve rses, abo ut a wide va r iet y of people. [ In t he 
Greek t his simply means  a ñlea rnerò or ñpupi lò.] 

 
     While it is not p recisely clear what made one a ñdiscipleò, t o contend Laza rus was 
not a ñdiscipleò merely be cause he is not expli cit ly called a  ñdiscipleò is unreasonable in 
light of what we know abo ut his appea rances in t he Bible . The reason t he f irst  t hree 
gospels  do not call Laza rus a ñdiscipleò is simple, t hey never men t ion him at all  ï 

not his  fr iendship wi t h Jesus,  not even the mi racle of his being raised fr om t he dead. 
The one gospel t hat t ells us abo ut Laza rus also does not call him  a ñdiscipleò, but t his 
woul d f it wi t h Laza rus using t he t erm ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò to cloak his 
iden t it y as a ut hor of t his gospel. (Ano ther possibili t y is Lazarus may have g radua ted 

fr om fr iend t o dedi cated follower of Jesus only in t he a f t erma t h of what Jesus did for 
him and, if so, t hat may be why t he a ut hor refe r red to himself as a ñdiscipleò only after 
he repo r t ed t hat mi racle.)  
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     The a ut hor wr ot e, ñthese a re wr it t en, t hat ye might believe t hat Jesus  is t he Ch r ist , 
t he Son of God ò (Fou r t h gospel 20:31 ) .  We will revisit t his ve rse la t er when we dis cuss his 
mot ive for hiding his iden t it y. For now t hough, let us realize t he a ut hor  was only 

including t hings t hat he believed would a ccomplish t his goal. As we will see, t his was 
reason enough for him  not t o call Laza rus a ñdiscipleò. ( Not iden t ifying Laza rus  as a 
ñdiscipleò may well be the key reason t he a ut horôs effor t at anonymi t y was so 
ef fect ive.) Finally, to  suppose Laza rus never be came a ñdisciple ò is not reasonable. We 

know he was ñlovedò by Jesus. He was raised fr om t he dead by Jesus. He had supper  
wi t h Jesus . Is it fair t hen t o infer t hat Laza rus would have lea rned  fr om his expe r ien ces 
and his rela t ionship wi t h Jesus ? Yes, it is.  
  

The Cha ract er Eviden ce 
 

     Coming ba ck fr om t he dead would cer t ainly a f fect oneôs charact er. Thus, it is 
reasonable t o t hink t hat Laza rus might exhibit a high deg ree of courage and unusual 
fai thf ulness t owa rd Jesus, in a way t hat  would set him apa r t fr om ñthe t welve ò and the 
rest of t he dis ciples. Do we see Laza rus behaving t his wa y? Well, if Laza rus  was t he 

ñother dis ciple ò, then su rely he did manifest t hese tr ai t s. So, we will consider t he 
act ions of the ñother dis cipleò to see if he behaved like a raised - fr om - the-dead Laza rus 
would a ct .  
 
     Not ice ho w the one whom ñJesus lovedò was set apart fr om t he rest of t he dis ciples 

by his react ion at  t he supper. The t opi c of t he be tr ayer came up seve ral t imes t hat 
evening. Fi rst , befo re t he b read and t he cup, when Jesus  said t he tr ai tor was ñone of 
youò (Mt. 26:21b, Mk. 14:18b ) , t he dis ciples we re ñsorrowful, and began eve ry one of t hem 
to say un to him, Lo rd, is it I ?ò (Mt. 26:22;  cf. Mk. 14:19 ) .  That isn ôt t he same as óWho is 

it ?ô, since to ask t he ques t ion was t o doubt t heir own charact er ! Ye t , t hat ended when 
Jesus ruled o ut all b ut ñthe twelveò by saying, ñI t is  one of t he t welve t hat dippe th wi t h 
me in the dishò (Mk. 14:20 ) . 
 

     Then, a f ter t he b read and t he cup, t he issue came up again. B ut  Jesus had al ready 
ruled o ut all b ut ñt he twelveò, so this t ime t he response t akes t he form of a disp ut e 
abo ut which apos t le it would be, ñthey began t o e nqui re among t hemselves, whi ch of 
t hem  it was t hat should do t his thingò (Lu. 22:23 ) .   

 
     St ill, t he react ion of one pe rson did s t and o ut fr om t he rest , and we see t his la t er 
t hat evening, a f ter t he foot washing, whe n Jesus sat down ñagainò (Four t h gospel 13:12) .  
At t hat poin t , he on ce again raised t he issue of t he tr ai t or (Fou r t h gospel 13:21) , and it 
says, ñthen t he dis ciples  looked one on ano ther, doub ting of whom he spakeò (Fou r t h 

gospel 13:22) .  Peter t hen t ook a s t ep t o p robe fur t her, just not di rectly. ñNow there was 
leaning on Jesus ô bosom one of his disciples , whom Jesus loved . Simon Pe ter  t he refo re 
beckoned t o him, t hat he should ask who it should be of whom he [Jesus ] s pakeò (Fou r t h 

gospel 13:23 -24) . 

 
     Why didn ôt Pe ter  ask his own ques t ion? Was he one of t hose who doub t ed t heir own 
loya lt y? Peter was an a pos t le b ut he s t ill chose t o go t hrough the one whom ñJesus 
loved ò to ask t his ques t ion. What was t he re abo ut t his dis ciple t hat made Pe ter  t urn t o 

him , ins t ead of  just asking Jesus di rect ly? ( Would Pe ter have gone t hrough John t o ask 
Jesus a ques t ion? Ma rk 10:41 sugge st s t hat he would no t .)  
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     Anyone at t he t able was close enough t o ask Jesus a ques t ion, ye t  Peter chose t o 
prompt the one whom ñJesus loved ò to do i t . In any case, when Pe ter signaled him t o 

ask whi ch one of ñthe twelveò would be the tr ai t or, he didn ôt hesi t at e or exhibit se lf-
doubt like t he rest had. ñHe t hen lying on Jesus ô breast sai t h un to him, Lo rd, who is 
it ?ò (Fou r t h gospel 13:24 -25 ) .  Indeed, his ease in posing t he ques t ion be f it s t he raised 
ñfriendò whom ñJesus lovedò, since Laza rus would have known whoever t he be tr ayer 

would b e, it could not be him! We see t he one whom ñJesus lovedò did not ask, óIs it I?ô  
 
     Unlike Pe ter, he appea rs t o have no qualms abo ut asking Jesus  t he ques t ion. He 
seems su re of himse lf and his physi cal posi t ion even sugges t s t his, for t he a ut hor t ells 

us t hat he was leaning on Jesus . Th ree t imes t he a ut hor  descr ibes his posi t ion at t his 
event (Fou r th gospel 13:23  & 25 , 21: 20 ) .  This wasnôt just to record t he sea t ing a r rangemen ts. 
His posi t ion at t he t able t hat night gives us insight in t o how close he was t o Jesus  
personal ly. He could lean on Jesus be cause t hey had a close rela t ionship. No one else 

is said t o have ñleanedò on Jesus. This bond did not mater ialize o ut of t hin air on t hat 
nigh t , and it seems t o be di f fe rent fr om t he bond t hat Jesus  had wi t h t he rest of his 
dis ciples , in cluding Pe ter.  The quali t y and deg ree of cama rade r ie t hat is revealed in t his 
act ion imply a se cure fr iendship and an obvious devo t ion.  
 

     Regardless, t he fa ct is t hat Pe terôs choi ce t o use t he one whom ñJesus loved ò to ask 
abo ut t he be tr aye r t ells us that he was not one of ñt he twelveò, for surely Pe ter would 
not have used any of t he apos t les t o ask this questio n because Jesus had al ready said 
one of t hem  would be t he tr ai t or (Mk. 14:20 ) . One of t he apos t les could not be tr usted 

and Pe ter wan ted t o know who it was. If he was going t o get someone t o ask for him, it 
would have been someone who was n ot  one of ñthe twelveò. 
 

Does the Eviden ce Fit ? 
 
     Is it reasonable t o suppose t hat Laza rus may have been p r ivileged t o enjoy an 

espe cially close fr iendship wi t h Jesus  at t he t ime of t his even t ? Yes, it is. Would su ch a 
rela t ionship help exp lain some of t he a ct ions of the one ñwhom Jesus lovedò on the 
night of t he suppe r? Does t he eviden ce f it Laza rus? If you have not yet been 
persuaded, t hen pe rhaps t he eviden ce fr om t he mo rning t hat Jes usô vacant t omb was 

discove red will convin ce you.  
 

Resur rect ion Morning  
 
     Take a close look at t he unnamed a ut horôs account of even t s on resu r rect ion 
mo rning. It is not just a conf irm at ion of t he va cant  t omb. If t hat was all God  wan ted, 
t hen t he a ut hor  might well have been inspi red t o use fewer wo rds. So, keep an eye o ut 

for t he d etails t hat his wo rds contain, be cause t hey can a ct ually p rovide us wi t h qui t e a 
bit of revealing da ta rega rding the ñother dis ciple ò (and all  of it ends up suppo r t ing t he 
case for Laza rus) . 
 

     ñThe f irs t day  of t he week come th Ma ry Magdalene ea r ly, when it was yet da rk, 
un to t he sepul chre, and see t h t he s t one t aken away fr om t he sepul chre. Then she 
runne th, and come t h t o Simon Pe ter , and t o t he o ther dis cip le, whom Jesus loved , and 
sai t h un t o t hem, They have t aken away t he Lo rd o ut of t he sepul chre, and we know 
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not where t hey have laid him. Pe ter t he refo re went fo r t h, and t hat o t her dis ciple , and 
came t o t he sepul chre. So t hey ran bo th t oge ther: and t he o ther dis ciple did o utr un 
Peter, and came f irst t o t he sepul chreò (Fou r t h gospel 20:1 - 4) . 

 
     Pause and consider t hat last sen tence. Of course, itôs possible the a ut hor  wan t ed t o 
record t his fa ct me rely in o rder t o tell us t hat he ( the ñother dis ciple ò) was the be t t er 
at hlet e. Or pe rhaps t he a ut hor  was simply being a ccur ate. The re is, however, ano ther 

possibili t y t hat we should consider. Ask you rself : O ther t han sheer a t hle t ic abili t y, what 
could have caused the ñother dis ciple ò to ñoutr un Pe terò? (The answer to t his, it tu rns 
out , also sugges t s why t his point was even no tewo r t hy.)  
 

     The answer is ad renaline. The ñother dis ciple ò might well have outr un Pe ter simply 
because he had a mo re in t ense desi re to see t hat  t omb. If so, then he would have 
pushed himse lf ha rder t o get t he re mo re qui ckly. As you consider t his, reme mber t hat 
it was the one whom ñJesus lovedò who wr ote t his and t ook t he t ime t o des cr ibe t his 

seemingly tr ivial de tail fr om t hat day. Also, no te it is highly likely t he idea t hat Jesus ô 
body was not in t he t omb would have had a spe cial impa ct on Laza rus ï who had 
recent ly va cated a t omb of his own.  
 
     Now, le tôs pick up whe re we le f t o f f. ñAnd he [the ñother dis cipleò] stoopin g down, 

and looking in , saw t he linen  clot hes lying; yet went he not in. Then come th Simon 
Peter  following him, and went in t o t he sepul chre, and see th t he linen  clot hes lie, And 
t he napkin, t hat was abo ut his head, not lying wi t h t he linen  clot hes, b ut wr apped 
t oge ther in a pla ce by i t self. Then went in also t hat o t her dis ciple , whi ch came f ir st t o 

t he sepul chre, and he saw, and believed. For as yet t hey knew not t he s cr ip t ure, t hat 
he must r ise again fr om the deadò (Fou r t h gospel 20:5 -9) .  
 
     In our day óthe wi t ness of t he emp t y tombô is a term used by t hose who say t he 

emp t y t omb i t self is p roof of Jesusô resu r rect ion . While it may be well in t ent ioned, t his 
is n ot s tr ict ly bibli cal. Fi rst , realize t hat t he t hings Pe ter  and the ñother dis ciple ò saw in 
the t omb  t hat morning did not harmonize wi t h t heir unde rstandi ng of s cr ip t ure. We 
know t his be cause we read, ñas yet they knew not t he s cr ip t ure, t hat he [Jesus ] must 

r ise again fr om the deadò (Fou r t h gospel 20 :9) .  This poi nt is signi f icant be cause t hese t wo 
men react di f fe rent ly . In addi t ion, no t ice t he Bible  makes it clea r  t he t omb was not 
em pt y.  Even t hough t he t omb no longer contained t he body of Jesus , it did con tain 
some ve ry impo r t ant pie ces of eviden ce. 
 

The Eviden ce I nsid e t he Tomb  
 

     Mary Magdalene t old Pe ter  and the ñother dis ciple ò the body of  Jesus was missing , 
whi ch p romp ted t hem to rush t o t he tomb. It says, ñSo they ran bo th t oge ther: and 
t he o ther dis ciple  did o utr un Pe ter, and came f irst t o t he sepul chreò. When the ñother 
dis cipleò got there he s tooped down and ñsaw the linen  clothesò lying inside, at which 

point he s t opped and ñwent he not inò. When Pe ter got t he re, however, he did not 
st op. He went r ight in . The ñother dis ciple ò was out side un t il t hat point, b ut ñthenò he 
ñwent in alsoò (cf. Fou r t h gospe l 20:2, 4, 5, 6 & 8 ) .  
 

     Why do you t hink the ñot her dis cipleò stopped when he ñsaw the linen  clothesò? 
After Pe t er  went in, the ñother dis ciple ò did too. Why didn ôt he go in when he a r r ived? 
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He ran, so he must have felt a sense of u rgen cy. Despi t e t his, he seems t o fr eeze just 
out side t he en tr ance un t il Pe ter passes by him and en ters t he t omb. So, why did t he  
sight of ñthe linen  clothesò cause him t o s t op in his tr acks? In a moment you will see 

t here is a reason why t his cur ious behavior of the ñother dis ciple ò is fur ther eviden ce 
t hat he was Laza rus. B ut f irst let us look at t he di f fe rence in t he react ions of Pe ter  and 
the ñother dis ciple ò to t he i t ems t hey saw in t he t omb on t hat mo rning ï one of t hem 
ñbelieve dò! 

 
     ñThen we nt in also t hat o t her dis ciple , whi ch came f irst t o t he sepul chre, and he 
saw, and believedò (Fou r t h gospel 20:8 ) . The ñother dis cipleò was the one who believed, 
but no t ice when t his o ccur red. It happened only a f ter he en tered t he t omb and saw 

ñthe napkin, t hat was abo ut his [Jesus ô] head, not lying with t he linen  clot hes, b ut 
wr apped t oge ther in a pla ce by i t selfò (Fou r t h gospel 20:7) .  
 

The Fi rst  Disciple t o Believe  
 
     When he wi t nessed t hose ñlinen  clothesò and ñthe napkin t hat  was abo ut his 

[Jesus ô] headò in the t omb, the ñother dis ciple ò suddenly ñbelievedò. Why? The a ut hor  
t akes t he t ime t o depi ct t hese items p recisely, and he unde rscores t he ñlinen  clothesò 
by repea t ing t his ph rase t hree t imes (Fou r t h gospel 20:5 -7) . This is impo r t ant . We can 
lea rn some thing abo ut t his a ut ho r / ñot her dis ciple, whom Jesus loved ò fr om the 
emphasis t hat he  pla ced on t hese t hings and t he e f fect  t ha t  they had on him, ñhe saw, 

and believedò. This is the f irst t ime t he wo rd ñbelievedò is used after t he resu r rect ion 
and it pe r t ains t o the ñother dis cipleò! This is no small poin t . His being t he f irst pe rson 
who ñbelievedò is extr emely sig nif icant . (The Appendix will expound on t his point la t er.)  
 

     Does s cr ip t ure indi cate t he Apos t le John  had any reason t o react in a unique way t o 
t hose i t ems t hat we re in t he t omb ? No, it does no t . Fu r t hermo re, no te t he Bible  does 
not s t at e t hat Pe ter  ñbelievedò (at that point in t ime). The author here makes it clear 
t he va cant  tomb, ñthe linen  clothesò, and ñthe napkinò did not have the same impa ct 

on Pe ter.  
 
     However, t he sight of ñthe linen  clothesò likely would have stopped Laza rus in his 
tr acks and t he sight of ñthe napkinò would have had a unique effect  on him. The 

signi f icance of t hese i tems would not have been lost on Lazarus, for he had 
expe r ien ced waking up a f t er he had been d ressed him in ñlinen ò, the ma ter ial t hat was 
used t o wr ap dead bodies ! 
 

The ñLinenò Effect  
 
     ñAnd he [Lazarus] t hat was dead came fo r t h, bound hand and foot wi t h 

grave clot hes: and his fa ce was bound abo ut wi th a napkinò (Fou r t h gospel 11:44 ) .  I tôs no 
accident t hat t he a ut hor  t ook t he t ime to men t ion  t he seemingly tr ivial de tail of t he 
ñnapkinò with rega rd t o Laza rus also. Mo reover, it was only a f t er t he sight of t he 
ñnapkinò that the ñother dis ciple ò react ed ï t hen  ñhe saw, and believedò. While t he 

aut hor did not repo r t what Laza rusô ñgrave clothesò were made of, he no ted t hat t he 
Jews used ñlinenò to bu ry t he bodies in t hose days, ñThen t hey t ook t he body of Jesus , 
and wound it in  linen  clot hes wi t h t he spi ces, as t he manner of t he Jews is t o bu ryò 
(Fou r th gospel 19:40) . So, t his indi cates t hat ñlinen ò was likely used for Lazarusô body also.  
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     Letôs take a qui ck look at t he usage of ñlinen ò in the New Tes tamen t . The English 
wo rd ñlinen ò was used to tr ansla te seve ral di f fe rent G reek wo rds, b ut only t wo of these 

Greek wo rds involve dead bodies. These t wo wo rds we re bo t h used t o des cr ibe t he 
ma ter ial t hat cove red t he body of Jesus , so t hey may well be synonyms (cf. Fou r t h gospel 

19:40 compared t o Mt. 27:59; and Lu. 23:53  compared t o Lu. 24:12 ) . One of t hese wo rds always 
refe rs t o t he clot h cove r ing a corpse . Likewise, t he o ther always refe rs t o t he clot h 

cove r ing a corpse, wi t h one  exception. Weôll discuss t his cur ious ex cept ion a li tt le bit 
lat er. What we need t o t hink abo ut at t his jun ct ure is how Laza rus would have react ed 
t o t he sight of t he i t ems whi ch had been cove r ing t he body of Jesus. 
 

     What was t he f irst t hing Laza rus saw when he came ba ck fr om t he dead? 
Signi f icantly, it would have been the ñnapkinò that cove red his own fa ce! In t he 
momen t s a f ter Jesus called him ba ck t o lif e, Laza rus came o ut of his cave -grave s t ill 
wr apped in his g rave clothes and Jesus  gave t he ins tr uct ion, ñLoose him, and let him 

goò (Fou r t h gospel 11:44 ) . It is unlikely Laza rus ever fo rgot being loosed. The refo re, it is 
logi cal t o suggest t hat t he sight of Jesus ô abandoned gr ave clo t hes would have 
had a powe r f ul and wholly unique e f fe ct on Laza r us . The ñother dis ciple ò ran t o 

Jesusô tomb and s t ooped down t o go in, b ut ins t ead he s t opped when he saw ñthe linen  
clothesò (Fou r t h gospel 20:3 -5) . When he did go in momen ts la ter, this ñot her dis cipleò 

became t he f irst pe rson t o believe on the r isen Lo rd, ñhe saw, and believedò (Fou r t h 

gospel 20:8 ) . In light of t his eviden ce, pa r t icula r ly given his react ions t o ñthe linen  
clothesò and ñthe napkinò, can we conclude t hat t he behavior of the ñot her dis ciple ò 
would be f it Laza rus? The fa ct s t hat we re recorded abo ut t his event f it t oge ther logi cally 

and comple tely if the ñother dis ciple ò was Lazarus.  
 

The Fishing T rip  
 
     Af ter resu r rect ion mo rning ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò is next seen when he 
and f ive o thers volun teer t o a ccompany Pe ter, who announ ced t hat he was going 

f ishing. ñThere we re t oge ther Simon Pe ter , and Thomas called Didymus, and Na thanael 
of Cana in Galilee, an d t he sons of  Zebedee , and t wo o ther of his dis ciples . Simon Pe ter 
sai t h un t o t hem, I go a f ishing. They say un to him, We also go wi t h theeò (Fou r th gospel 

21:2 -3a) . They caug ht no thing t hat nigh t , and t he ne xt mo rning ñJesus stood on t he 

sho re: b ut t he dis ciples  knew not t hat it was Jesus ò (Fou r t h gospel 21:3b - 4) . He s poke wi t h 
t hem and said t o, ñCast the net on t he r ight side of the shipò, and when t hey did t hey 
could not pull in t he net be cause of ñthe mul t it ude of fishesò (Fou r t h gospel 21:5 -6) . In t he 
next ve rse t he a ut horôs presen ce is revealed when we read, ñTherefo re t hat dis ciple 
whom Jesus loved  sai t h un to Peter , It is the Lo rdò (Fou r t h gospel 21:7) .  

 
     So we see ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò was t he f irst dis ciple t o recognize Jesus  
t hat day. Mo re impo r t ant , however, is t he a ut horôs list of who was in a t t endan ce, for 
r ight af t er he me nt ioned ñthe sons of  Zebedeeò (James and John), he noted t hat two 

unna m ed dis ciples we re p resent. This ref erence t o an unnamed dis ciple f it s wit h t he 
aut horôs pat tern of concealing his ide nt it y at t his point in his gospel. S t ill, it should 
grab our a t t ent ion when we see t hat t he a ut hor g r ouped John in wi t h t he f ive 
apo st les  whom he chose t o iden t ify in t he f irst pa r t of his lis t ; b ut  t hen, in contr ast 

wi t h t hat set of apo st le names, he lumped t oge ther t he t wo unnamed dis ciples and 
t acked t hem on t o t he end of his list  (Fou r th gospel 21:2) .  
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     The a ut hor lis t ed ñthe sons of  Zebedee ò with t he apos t les, yet he refe r red t o 
himse lf anon ymously (as ñt hat dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò) moments la t er in ve rse 7 ï 

and t his a rgues against his being John. The a ut hor consis t ent ly used anonymous t erms  
t o refer t o himself sin ce he f irst did so in his record of Jesusô last Passover and he 
cont inued t hat p ract ice in t his ve ry passage. So, it would be con tr ary t o t hat e f fo r t for 
t he a ut hor t o have in cluded himself wi t h the g roup he ele ct ed t o name in ve rse 2.  

 

The Fi rst Er ror  
 
     Later du r ing t hat even t , t he dis ciples  came t o sho re and dined wi t h Jesus (Fou r t h 

gospel 21:7 -14 ) . Following t ha t , Jesus had a conve rsat ion wi t h Pe t er  (Fou r t h gospel 21:15 -19 ) . 
Immedia tely t he reaf ter we read, ñThen Pe ter , t urning abo ut , see th t he dis ciple whom 

Jesus loved  following, whi ch also leaned on his b reast at supper , and said, Lo rd, whi ch 
is he t hat be tr aye t h t hee? Pe ter  seeing him sai t h t o Jesus, Lo rd, and what shall  t his 
man do?ò (Fou r t h gospel 21:20 -21 ) . To t his Jesus  replied, ñIf I will t hat he t ar ry t ill I come, 
what is t hat  t o t hee? follow thou meò (Fou r t h gospel 21:22 ) .  Next  we see a ve ry s tr ange 

refe rence t o t he unnamed dis ciple . ñThen went this  saying ab road among t he b rethren, 
t hat t hat dis ciple should not die: yet Jesus  said not un to him, He shall not die; b ut If I 
will t hat he t ar ry t ill I come, what is t hat  t o t hee ?ò (Fou r t h gospel 21:23) . Here t he  aut hor 
repo r t s, and seeks t o cor rect , an e r ror t hat was circula ting ñamong the b rethrenò. So, 
the f irst e r ror abo ut t his dis ciple o ccur red long befo re he was mis t akenly called John , 

wh en some we re falsely t aught he wouldn ôt die!  
 
     How should one respond t o a false t eaching ? The me thod used by t his God - inspi red 
aut hor was t o no te what was not said and t o emphasize what was act ually  said. He 

poin ted out t hat Jesus  did not say what the rumor said (ñHe shall not dieò) and then he 
again quo ted Jesusô words ve rbat im ( ñIf I will t hat he t ar ry t ill I come, what is t ha t  t o 
t hee ?ò). This aut hor of fe red no fu r t her commen tary on Jesusô words, b ut rat her chose 
simply t o bear wit ness t o t he wo rds of Jesus and let t hem speak for t hemselves. He 

clea r ly expe ct ed his reade rs could unde rstand t he wo rds of Jesus. B ut if t hey we re 
suf f icient for t he reade rs of his gospel, why we re t hey misin t erpreted by t hose who 
spread t he false no t ion t hat he  would ñnot dieò? 
 

A Tell t ale Rumor  
 

     The fou r th gospelôs aut hor  tr ied t o cor rect t he error  t hat had been circula t ing 
among ñthe b rethrenò. We are not told if Jesusô words we re misin t erpreted by one or 
mo re of t he men t hat we re on t he f ishing tr ip, or if t he ñnot dieò idea sprang up la t er, 
af t er o t he rs had been t old abo ut t his tr ip. B ut rega rdless of who s t ar t ed t he rumor, t he 
fact is t hat t he b rethren a ccepted t he no t ion t hat t he one whom ñJesus lovedò would 

ñnot dieò. This begs the ques t ion, What could have caused t his ? The wo rds spoken by 
Jesus on t hat day did not di ct at e such a  conclusion, for t he a ut hor t w ice quo ted Jesusô 
wo rds ve rbat im (Fou r th gospel 21:22 & 23 ) . So he knew the ñnot dieò idea did not 
cor respond t o t he wo rds of Jesus b ut, rather, it was w rongly sub st itut ed for  his words .  

 
     The re is a di f fe rence be t ween t hose who had hea rd Jesusô words recoun ted by t he  
men who we re on t he f ishing tr ip and t hose who would la t er read t hose wo rds in t his 
aut horôs book. The former g roup would have had a key pie ce of info rma t ion t hat t he 



A Bible Study on the Beloved Disciple  

43                                                                                                                                               GospelOfJohnOrNot .com  

aut hor wi t hheld fr om his reade rs, and in t erest ingly, t his would help t o explain why t he 
ñnot dieò idea was ever believed in the f irst pla ce. The knowledge of t he iden t it y of ñthe 
disciple whom Jesus loved ò is what dif ferent iates t hese t wo g roups. The a ut horôs 

iden t it y was concealed fr om t he reade rs of his gospel. The dis ciples  of Jesus, on t he 
other hand, knew ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus lo vedò. His ident it y was not a mys tery t o 
t hem and, ini t ially at leas t , t hey would have in cluded t his info rma t ion in t heir 
t est imony of what happened on t he f ishing tr ip.  

 
     What was i t abo ut t his pa r t icular dis ciple t hat caused some  t o jump t o t he wr ong 
conclusion and led t hem to assume t hat they could in t erpret Jesus ô words, ñIf I  will t hat 
he t ar ry t ill I comeò as meaning, ñthat dis ciple should not dieò? The e r roneous idea t hat 

he ñshould not dieò was not caused by wh at Jesus  said. Ra ther, it a rose be cause of 
whom Jesus had been t alking abo ut ! What if t he men on t he f ishing tr ip, and t hose 
who hea rd abo ut t his even t , knew that Jesusô words refe r red t o Laza rus? Sin ce he had 
already died and been b rought ba ck fr om t he dead, a reason for t he e r roneous rumor 

becomes evident. One can see why some of t hem might jump t o t he conclusion Jesusô 
wo rds meant, ñhe should not dieò. Jesus had displayed  his willingness t o have his 
ñfriendò Lazarus loosed fr om t he bonds of dea th, even a f ter four day s (and t hat mi racle 
t ook pla ce not all t hat long befo re t his misunde rstanding o ccur red). This was a ve ry 
special blessing, one not g ranted t o a ll of Jesusô disciples, nor t heir families and 

fr iends. Laza rus was one of t he few individuals who had ever been chosen t o receive 
t his one -of -a-kind gi ft and óeveryoneô knew it (Fou r t h gospel 12:9 , 11  & 18 ) . If t he one whom 
ñJesus lovedò was Lazarus,  t hen, as no ted, t he re is a logi cal explana t ion for t he o r igin 
of t he false rumor. Sin ce Jesus had al ready raised his fr iend Laza rus fr om t he dead, 

t hose who knew t hat Laza rus  was t he subje ct of Jesus ô words had mis t akenly infe r red 
he  would b e exemp ted fr om having t o unde rgo a se cond physi cal dea th.  
 
     The ñnot dieò rumor may also have a r isen due t o people reading a false meaning 

in t o t hese wo rds ï ñhe that believe th in me, t hough he we re dead, yet shall he live: 
And whosoever live th and b elieve th in me shall never dieò (Fou r t h gospel 11:25 -26 ) . Jesus 
said t his t o Ma r t ha in t he context of his raising of Laza rus and she likely men t ioned t his 
when she t alked abo ut t hat event. So, the ñnot dieò idea could also be linked t o a 

misappli cation of Jesusô words ñshall never dieò. Once again, it t urns o ut t he fa ct s 
sur rounding t his dis ciple  per fect ly f it Laza rus. This t ell t ale rumor ha rmonizes  wi t h all of 
t he o ther bibli cal da ta if Laza rus was t he one whom ñJesus lovedò. We will be 
conside r ing s t ill mo re eviden ce in suppo r t of t his conclusion b ut f irst let us  t ry t o 
answer t his  ques t ion: Why did t his a ut hor  conceal his iden t it y? 

 
 

Chap ter  6 
 

WW HH YY  DD II DD   TTHH EE  AA UUTTHH OORR  WW RRII TTEE  TTHH EE  GGOOSSPPEELL??    

&&   MM OORREE  EEVVII DD EENN CCEE  OOFF  HH II SS  II DD EENN TTII TTYY 
 

The Mot ive ? 
 

     The fou r th gospelôs anonymous aut hor  t ook t he t ime t o record his pu rpose for 
wr it ing his book, and t hat pu rpose  may be linked t o t he reason t hat he hid his iden t it y. 
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He wr ote, ñAnd many other signs tr uly did Jesus  in t he p resen ce of his dis ciples , which 
are not wr it t en in t his book: B ut t hese a re wr it t en, t hat ye might believe t hat  Jesus is 
t he Ch r ist , t he Son of God , and t hat believing ye might have life t hrough his nameò 

(Fou r th gospel 20:30 -31) .  The a ut ho rôs intent, t he refo re, was t o fo cus t he a t t ent ion of his 
reade rs on Jesus  and t o p rovide info rma t ion t hat would help t hem to ñbelieve t hat 
Jesus is t he Ch r ist , t he Son of Go dò. While t his may appear t o be me rely his goal for 
his gospel, it t urns o ut t hat t his obje ct ive also p rovided a mo t ive for t his a ut hor  t o 

cloak his iden t it y. ( All of t his was under  the inspi rat ion  of God,  of course, but God  does 
use individuals in t heir exis t ing circums tances t o de clare His will and car ry it o ut .)  
 
     As t he a ut horôs intent was t o point people t o Jesus , he would  have avoided doing 

anyt hing t hat might have in t er fe re d wi th t hat goal. Also, t he re is eviden ce Laza rus 
would have had reason t o believe his iden t it y could have in ter fe red wi t h t hat obje ct ive . 
If we t hink abo ut what happened a ft er Laza rus was raised fr om t he dead, t hen we can 
unde rstand t he p roblem that Laza rus had t o fa ce; he had be come a óceleb r it yô. If he 

was t he a ut hor of  the fou r th gospel, t his may have p resen ted a dilemma for Laza rus, 
in the form of a poten t ial con f lict wi t h t hat s t ated goal . 
 

The Fame Problem  
 
     In chap ter 12, whi ch is t he last pla ce t hat t he a ut hor  men t ions Laza rus, we get a 
feel for just how famous he be came. Fo r ins t ance, it says, ñthey came not for Jesusô 

sake only, b ut t hat t hey might see Laza rus also, whom he had raised fr om the deadò 
(Fou r th gospel 12:9 ) . Consider t he impli cat ions of t hat ï ñt hey came not for Jesus ô sake 
onl y ò!  How do you t hink t hat would have a f fect ed Laza rus? Would he have enjoyed 
t he spo t light and basked in t he glo ry t hat t his b rought t o him? The re is no eviden ce 

that Jesusô ñfriendò Lazarus t ook advan tage of t his si t ua t ion or milked it for his own 
ego. (A ct ually, t he sudden disappea rance of Laza rus fr om t he pages of t he fou r t h 
gospel  indi cates qui t e t he con tr ary.)  Pr ior t o Pen tecost  we do not read of people 
wan t ing t o see Pe t er  or any of t he apos tles ñalsoò, even t hough t hey helped feed t he 

crowds (Mt. 14:19 , 15:36 , et c.), and displayed power over ñdevilsò (Lu. 10:17 ) . The fo cus of 
t he people had always been Jesus . They came t o confr ont , see, t ouch, lis t en t o, or be 
healed by Jesus. B ut  af ter Laza rus was raised fr om t he dead in fr ont of many 
eye wit nesses, t he people came to see him ñalsoò. Therefo re, t he ñfriendò whom ñJesus 

lovedò faced a pe culiar dilemma.  
 
     We read, ñby reason of him [ Lazarus] many of t he Je ws went away, and believed 
on Jesusò (Fou r t h gospel 12:11) . Moreover, t he raising of Laza rus was a key reason t hat t he 
crowd met Jesus  when he rode in t o Je rusalem on a donkey. ñFor t his cause t he people 

also met him [Jesus], for t hey hea rd t hat he had done t his mi racleò (Fou r t h gospel 12:18 ) . 
This may lead some t o suggest t hat Laza rusô new found fame was a good thing, 
because it could help t o d raw mo re people, who would t hen get t o hear Jesus speak . 
However, t he re is good reason t o suspe ct t his would not have a chieved a las t ing resul t , 

sin ce t he crowd at t hat T r iumphal En t ry was not cheering for Jesus just a few days 
lat er, when t he choi ce for pa rdon was Jesus or Barabbas.  
 
     The re is no reason t o believe t hat t he raised Laza rus was an y thing b ut loyal t o his 

fr iend Jesus . Neve r t heless, h e be came a novel t y t hat people sought in addi t ion t o 
Jesus (Fou r t h gospel 12:9 ) . We should recognize t his would have p resen ted Laza rus wi t h 
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an unusual p roblem. John  t he Bap t ist a r t icula t ed t he idea, ñHe [Jesus] must  increase, 
but I  mu st  decreaseò (Fou r t h gospel 3:30 ).  One obvious way Laza rus could avoid d raw ing 
any a t t ent ion away fr om Jesus  would be to ódisappearô (by obscuring his iden t it y or 

becoming anonymous).  The fou r th gospelôs aut hor  expli cit ly said he did not repo r t 
eve ry thing Jesus did (Fou r t h gospel 20:30 ) .  His book sought t o a chieve a s t at ed goal ï that 
it s reade rs, ñmight believe that Jesus  is t he Ch r ist , t he Son of God ò and that t hey 
would, ñhave life through his nameò (Fou r t h gospel 20:31 ) . The a uthor  had a reason for 

cloaking  his iden t it y. If he was Laza rus, t hen he may have hidden his iden t it y to 
prevent his no tor iet y fr om in t er fe r ing wi t h t he s t at ed goal of t he gospel . Is t his in fa ct 
what led t he a ut hor t o hide his iden t it y? While we cannot know fo r su re, t his is at least 
a reasonable and bibli cally sound possibili t y.  

 

Wha t about Him ? 
 
     Even t he dis ciples  we re not immune to t he dis tr act ion e f fect , as can be seen when 
six of t hem a ccompanied Pe t er on a f ishing tr ip and Jesus p aid t hem a visi t . While 
seven dis ciples  we re p resent, t he resu r rect ed Jesus  t ook t he t ime t o fo cus on Pe ter 

(Fou r th gospel 21:15 -19) .  Moreover, t his was only, ñt he t hi rd t ime t hat Jesus  shewed 
himse lf t o his dis ciples , a f t er t hat he was r isen fr om the deadò (Fou r th gospel 21:14 ) . Yet , 
in spi te of Jesusô focus on him, it seems as  if Pe terôs att ent ion was easily dis tr act ed ï 
by t he p resen ce of ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò! ñThen Pe t er, t urning abo ut see t h 
t he dis ciple whom Jesus loved  following; whi ch also leaned on his b reast at supper  and 

said, Lo rd, whi ch is he t hat be tr aye th t hee? Pe ter  seeing him sai t h t o Jesus , Lo rd, and 
what shall  t his man do?ò (Fou r t h gospel 21:20 -21 ) . 
 
     Ins t ead of responding t o t he wo rds t hat Jesus  had just s poken t o him, Pe ter  

appea rs t o change t he subje ct . I tôs not likely that he did t his simply be cause ñthe 
disciple whom Jesus loved ò happened to fall in his l ine of sigh t . So, what do you t hink 
could have p romp t ed Pe ter  t o ask t his ques t ion? Fu r t hermo re, seve ral dis ciples  we re 
presen t , so what mo t iva ted Pe ter  t o fo cus on ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò? Verses 

20 and 21 do refer t o him ñfollowingò and Peterôs ñseeing himò, but t he me re fa ct t hat 
he was nea rby would not have been a s uf f icient reason for Pe ter t o single out t his one 
par t icular dis ciple fr om t he rest who we re t here. At t hat ins t ant , Pe ter  delibe rately 
refe r red t o t his one dis ciple only. Wh y? Well  let us consider t he possibili t y Pe ter  may 

have asked spe cif ically abo ut ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus lovedò at that moment 
because of who t his disciple was , sinc e he  would have known t his man as Laza rus! 
One o ther t hing t o t ake in t o a ccount is the point at whi ch Pe terôs at tent ion t urned t o 
the one whom ñJesus lovedò. This is notewo r thy be cause t he t opic of conve rsat ion had 
just changed, and at t hat momen t  Jesus was speaking  abo ut Pe terôs dea th!  

 

Jesus Fo ret ells Pete rôs Death 
 
     ñThis spake he [Jesus ] signi fy ing by what dea th he [Pe ter ] should glo r ify God ò 
(Fou r th gospel 21:19 ) .  Wit hout ge t t ing in t o t he pa r t icula rs of Jesusô words in ve rse 18 , no t e 
we a re t old t hat he raised  t he t opic of Pe terôs death. Then Jesus had t wo mo re wo rds 

for Pe ter,  ñFollow meò (Fou r t h gospel 21:19 ) . When t he ma t t er of his dea th was raised, 
Peter  seemed t o change t he subje ct , whi ch might be dismissed by some as a t ypi cal 
react ion t o anxie t y. B ut bear in mind t hat t he one speaking t o Pet er  was t he 
resu r rect ed Jesus,  who had ove rcome dea th. When Jesus  t old Pe ter, ñby what dea th he 
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should glo r ify Go dò what did Peter do? ñThen Pe ter, t urning abo ut , see th t he  dis ciple 
whom Jesus loved é Peter  seeing him sai th t o Jesus, Lo rd, and what shall  t his man do?ò 
(Fou r th gospel 21:20 -21) .  [ The li t eral G reek  reads, ñLord, b ut of t his one wha tò.] Why, upon 

lea rning ñby what dea th he should glo r ify Go dò, did Peter  feel compelled t o refer t o one 
par t icular dis ciple? Was Pe ter  me rely concerned for t his dis ciple or is t he re a mo re 
rat ional expl ana t ion t hat might be t t er a ccount for his ques t ion?  
 

     Of course, if the one whom ñJesus lovedò was Lazarus, t hen we can see logi c in 
Peterôs quest ion. Pe ter  knew Laza rus had been raised fr om t he dead, so he may have 
been asking if Laza rus would have t o die again ï especially since he likely heard Jesus 
say, ñhe that believe th in me, t hough he we re dead, yet shall he live: And whosoever 

live th and believe th in me shall never dieò prior to raising Lazarus (Fou r t h gospel 11:25 -26 ) . 
But  rega rdless of why Pe ter asked his ques t ion we can consider t he dis tr act ing e f fect 
the one ñwhom Jesus lovedò seemed to have on Peter.  
 

     Dea t h is a weigh t y ma t t er. S t ill, when Jesus  brought up Pe terôs death, Pe ter  t urned 
his at t ent ion fr om Jesus t o ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò. However, the key he re is 
not t he t opi c of dea th or Pe terôs at tent ion sh if t ing f rom Jesus , it i s his t iming. He 
focused on the one whom ñJesus lovedò as soon as the t opic be came dea th. Would 
Peterôs mind have associat ed Laza rus wi th t his t opic?  Naturally.  

 
     This event was only ñthe t hi rd t ime t hat Jesus  shewed himse lf t o his dis ciples , a f t er 
t hat he was r isen fr om the deadò (Fou r t h gospel 21:14 ) .  Even so, Jesus  was not t he sole 
focus of Pe terôs att ent ion. The a ut hor  (kno wn t o us as ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò) 

proved t o be a dis tr act ion for Pe ter, just as he la t er be came a dis tr act ion t o t hose w ho 
spread t he rumor t hat he would not die. Being a dis tr act ion would su rely conf lict wi t h 
t he a ut horôs object ive (cf. Fou r th gospel 20:31 ) . We have al ready dis cussed how t his 
potent ial con f lict would have p rovided a mo t ive for t he a ut hor  t o remain ano ny mous. 

The ques t ion for you is: Do t he fa ct s suppo r t t he conclusion t ha t t his was Lazarus,  
wr it ing ano ny mously t o avoid any hind rance t o his goal?  
 

The Hum bleness Ques t ion  
 
     The idea t hat Laza rus would fo rgo using his name t o avoid be coming a dis tr act ion 

t o o t hers would be in line wi t h t he a ut horôs expressed in t ent . A ft er he was raised fr om 
t he dead, Laza rus be came an att ract ion for people (Fou r t h gospel 12:9 ) . If he was also t he 
God- inspi red wr it er of t he fou r t h gospel, t hen Laza rus would have been mo re t han 
willing t o avoid claiming a ut ho rship, rat her t han t aking t he r isk of in t er fe r ing wi t h t he 
reade rôs focus on Jesus . 

 
     ñThe dis ciple whom Jesus loved ò may not be a very humble sounding t erm b ut we 
know it is an a ccurate des cr ip t ion, since it was wr it t en under t he inspi rat ion  of God ï 
and no te t he t iming he re als o. The a ut hor  began refe r r ing t o himse lf by t his t erm only 

af t er he repo r t ed that ñthey came not for Jesus  sake only, b ut t hat t hey might see 
Lazarus alsoò. It is common t o hear people claim John  was humble be cause of t he 
aut horôs anony mi t y. B ut t his a ut hor was not John, so any a ttr ibu tes t hat one may want 
t o infer about  t his a ut hor do not apply t o John . If t his a ut horôs effor t t o remain 

anonymous is an indi cat ion he was humble, t hen t his quali t y pe r t ains t o t he a ut hor 
whoever  he was, in cluding Laza rus. 
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     Likewise, ano ther fa ct may also impl y humili t y on t he pa r t of Laza rus . This gospel  
t ells of t he raising of Laza rus and t he subsequent public response, b ut no t ice t hat t he 

au t hor  d idn ôt r eco r d a single wo r d t hat was spoken by Laza r us . We have no way 
t o know if humili t y was t he reason for ei t her t his or his ano ny mi t y. S t ill, it is 
wo r t hwhile t o no te t hese t hings so t hat you can weigh all of t he da ta rega rding t he 
aut horôs charact er (i.e., Laza rusô charact er).  

 

Name s in S cr ip t ure 
 
     The belief t hat a man might fo rgo his name isnôt foreign t o t he Bible . The dis ciples 
of Jesus  we re qui t e willing t o change t heir names. Simon be came Pe ter  (Lu. 6:14 ) , Saul 
became Paul  (Act s 13:9 ) , e t c. Fu r t her, t his p ract ice was not new. Ab ram be came 

Abraham way ba ck in Genesis 17:5 . In addi t ion, t he Bible  of ten uses mul t iple names 
for people. James  and John  we re su rnamed, ñBoanergesò (Mk. 3:17 ) ,  Thomas was, 
ñcalled Didymusò (Fou r t h gospel 21:2 ) , a nd ñJudasò (not Iscariot) was also called, 
ñThaddaeusò (cf. Lu.  6:16 , Mk .  3:18) . 

  
     Thus, it is at least compa t ible wi t h s cr ip t ure t o suggest t hat Laza rus may have 
st opped using his name. Did he do t his? If he was t he unnamed a ut hor  of t he fou r t h 
gospel,  t hen, in so far as t his gospel is concerned, t he answer is yes. As t he ju ry y ou 
must de cide, f irst , if s cr ip t ure can p rove that t his a ut hor was not John. If so, t hen your 

next job is t o de cide if t he bibli cal eviden ce indi cates t hat t his a ut hor was Laza rus. 
Hop efully you have been convin ced, b ut we will look at one f inal pie ce of eviden ce t hat 
might help t o pe rsuade anyone who is s t ill unsu re.  
 

The O ther Mu rder Plot  
 

     Lazarus had an e f fect on ñmany of the Jewsò, for weôre t old t hat ñby reason of him 
[Laza rus] many of t he Je ws went away, and believed on Jesus ò (Fou r th gospel 12:11 ).  Of 
course, t his may have been due solely to t he fa ct t hat he had been raised fr om t he 
dead. B ut  it is also t rue if Laza rus had been a known f igu re in t he communi t y, t hen 

t hat would have ampli f ied t he e f fect of t he news of him being raised and seve ral t hings 
hint at t his idea. For example, a f ter he died ñmany of the Jewsò came to comf ort his 
sist ers (Fou r t h gospel 1 1:19) , and even a f t er four days ñthe Jewsò were s t ill seen ñweepingò 
(Fou r th gospel 11:33) .  In addi t ion t o his well a t t ended memo rial se rvi ce, t he body of 

Lazarus was in a cave t omb wi t h a rock door (Four t h gospel 11:38) , which sounds ve ry 
mu ch like t he kind of t omb we see asso ciated wi t h a r ich man, Joseph of A r imat hea (Mt. 

27:57 -60) .  More over, on ce when Laza rus and his sis t ers t hrew a supper for Jesus, his 
sist er Ma ry anoi nt ed Jesus wi th ña poundò of ñve ry cost lyò ointment (Fou r t h gospel 12:1 -3) . 
This, t oo, may be ano ther indi cat ion t hat t hei r  household had  no sho r t age of money.  

 
     Regard less, ñthe chief p r iest s consu lt ed t hat t hey might p ut Laza rus also t o dea th; 
because t hat by reason of him many of the Jews went away, and believed on Jesusò 

(Fou r th gospel 12:10 -11 ) .  We can see t hat in t he t ime be t ween t he raising of Laza rus and 

t he plot  t o kill him, a g round swell of response t o t his mi racle s t ar t ed t o develop 
among t he people (cf. Fou r t h gospel 12:18 ) .  Also, as wo rd of t he raising of Laza rus sp read, 
t he religious leade rs would have had even mo re reason t o want t o dispose of him.  
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     Lazarus was t he only one  besides Jesus who was t he obje ct of a mu rder plot by t he 
ñchief p r ies t sò pr ior t o Pen tecost. The ñchief p r ies t sò did not plot to kill all of t he 
disciples  of Jesus,  and t hey did not t arget just any random ñfr ien dò of Jesus. These 

men wan ted t o get r id of Laza rus spe cif ically.  
 
     The t hing t o consider is t hat the ñchief p r ies t sò knew that Laza rus had been raised 
fr om t he dead ï and t hey knew of t he publi côs fascina t ion wi t h h im and t he impa ct t hat 

he was having on t he people (Fou r t h gospel 11:46 -47 , 12:9 -11  & 18) . The ñchief p r ies t sò may 
have known Laza rus as a f igu re in t hat communi t y befo re Jesus raised him from t he 
dead, b ut af t er he was raised t hey knew him as t he man t hat t hey wan ted t o kill (Fou r t h 

gospel 12:10 ) . These fa ct s fr om t he biblical record a re relevant be cause t hey reveal t hat 

Lazarus was known un to the ñchief p r ies tsò. 
 

Whi ch Dis ciple Was Known?  
 
     Now, remember t hat t he a ut hor t w ice t ells us the ñother dis ciple ò was ñknown unt o 
t he high p r ies tò (Fou r t h gospel 18:15 & 16) .  As shown ea r lier, t his helps t o p rove John  could 

not be the ñother dis ciple, whom Jesus loved ò. The case for John fa ces a tr uly 
insu rmou nt able p roblem he re. On t he o ther hand, if this ñother dis cipleò was Lazarus,  
t hen t his fa ct  can be reconciled wi t h t he bibli cal eviden ce. He re t oo, as wi t h all of t he 
other Bible fa ct s t hat we re weighed in t his s t udy, it can be shown t hat t he s cr ip tures 
harmonize compl et ely wi t h Laza rus being ñthe o ther dis ciple, whom Jesus loved ò. 

 

ñAdd Thou Not un t o His Wordsò 
 
     Ear lier it was  no ted t he t it le The Gospel of John  was not in t he o r iginal t ext. Sin ce 
t his t it le was added la t er and sin ce t he wo rds of t he God - inspi red w r it ers of s cr ip t ure 
can show t he John idea is not tr ue, then we have a compelling reason t o avoid 

promo t ing t he idea t hat the one whom ñJesus lovedò was John. Therefo re, in t his s t udy 
t he book  wr it ten by ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus lovedò has not been refe renced by t he 
misleading t it le John/ Gospel of John , for doing so se rves t o perpetua te a false  idea.  
 

     Ins t ead t he wo rk of t his anonymous gospel a ut hor was refe renced as t he four t h 
gospel, whi ch is a simple, tr ue, and easy - t o-unde rst and way t o refer t o his book by  it s 
locat ion in t he New Tes tament. Those who reje ct t he unbibli cal John tr adi t ion (and who 
refer to t he gospel in a way t hat does not p romo te t hat e r roneous tr adi t ion) will no 

doubt have t o endu re r idi cule and s cornful looks fr om t hose who will not a ccept t he 
bibli cal eviden ce on t his issue. Neve r t heless, t hose who a re careful t o refer t o t he 
gospel of ñthe dis ciple whom Jesus lovedò by a term that does not p romo te t he John 
er ror a re jus t if iably en couraged by t he ve rse, ñProve all t hings; hold fast t hat whi ch is 
goodò (1 Th. 5:21) , for t hey a re holding fast t o t he tr ut h revealed in s cr ip t ure.  

 
     Inspi red s cr ip t ure is what we a re t o rely on, not t he t hings t hat men may add t o it. 
ñEvery wo rd of God is pu re: he is a shield un to t hem that p ut t heir tr ust in him. Add 
t hou not un to his wo rds, lest he reprove thee, and t hou be found a lia rò (Pr. 30:5 -6) . 

 
 
 
 




