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Dedica tion

Thank you, God, for the ques tion that was raised at that Bible s tudy where my sis ter Stel | a s ai

have a p roblem w ith the Gospel of John. The a uthor never called himse If John; rather, he always
called himse If, Aithe disci pl e whom Jesthe® otlier diead P, e Githeoather dis ciple, whom
Jesus loved 06 . Twoeve rses that she then quo ted opened my eyes. This led me to search the
scriptures, and for that |l am ve ry grateful. Your wo rd has p reserved many impo rtant de tails for us
butl had not paida ttention to them. Than kfully, she did. By raising this ques tion she inspi red me to
take a closer look at the Bible on thisissue and the search for trut h on this ques tion has resulted in
agreater app reciation for your wo rd.

i T «lame thyway, OL orD; | willwalkin thytruuho (Ps. 86: 11a).

* ok ok kK

Thank you to those who gave their time and resources to help in the production of this book,
especially my wi fe Kathleen, my mot her, my sis ters and my friends. Your p rayers, en couragement,
assistance, patience and love we revital to thisprojectand a re deeply app reciated.

To those who se nt funds to help p rint books and those who have recomme nded this book to others,
thank yo u for your sup port. Thank you also to Me ridith and Joel for our wonde rful cover. My deepest
appreciation also goes o ut to Kathleen, Clare, Lisa, Ellen, Dianne, Te rry, Cheri e 6 ,rbam,aJohn,
Ron, David, Jason, Rick, Tom, and Tom, for their help, commen ts, and sugges tions on this edi tion
and p revious edi tions. | also need to thank Ja ck, David, Ma rk and Luis for their con tributions to this
fifth edi tion. T ruly the efforts of eve ryone above has wo rked together to produce this book. May
God bless you who helped  in this wo rk, alongwi thallwhouseit tohonorGo dé s rd.o
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A Bible Study on the Beloved Disciple

PREFACE

fiEvery word of God is pure: he is ashield un to them thatp ut their trust in himo(pr.30:5) .
fi A dtthou notun to hiswo rds,lesthe reprove thee, and thoube foundali aro (pr.30:6) .

fiThere isaway thatseeme th right untoaman,b ut theend thereof are the ways of dea tho
(Pr. 16:25) .

filtis better to trustin the LORD than to put confidenceinman. Itis better to trust in the LORD
than to put confidencein p rinceso (pPs. 118:8 -9).

fiFor the L orD giveth wisdom: o utof hismo uth comet h knowledge and unde rstandin go (Pr. 2:6) .

fiThe man thatwande rethoutof the w ay of unde rstanding sh all remainin the congregation of
the dea do (pr. 21:16) .

fi . . an shallnot live by bread alone, b ut by eve rywo rd that p roceedeth outof the mo uth of
Godo (Mt. 4:4b) .

i As wbognbabes, desire thesin ceremilkof thewo rd, thatye mayg row there by . (1Pt 2¢a) .
fiFor the wo rd of the LORD is right. . (Ps083:4a) .

f... he thathath mywo rd, | ethimspeak mywo rd faithfull yo (Jer. 23:280 ).

fi Afaithful witness will not (bri4da) . . O
fi Budy to shew thyself approved unto God,awo rkman thatneed ethnot to be ashamed. . . 0
(2Ti. 2:15a)

fiBlessed is that man that make th the LORD his trust, and respecteth not the proud, norsu ch as
turnaside to | i(e. 800 .

fiProve all things; hol d fast that whichis good 0 (1Th.5:21) .

filtis the glory of God to conceala thing: b ut the hono urof kingsis tosearchoutam attero
(Pr. 25:2) .

| NTRODUC TION

The first t hree gospels all men tion these three notableeven ts of Je s wrg,chismi ni

transfiguration (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 the daugh ter of Jai rus (Mt. 9:18 -26, Mk. 5:22 -43, Lu.
8:41 -56) . Only three disciples were present at these even ts, and the Apostle John was
one of them (Mt 17:1 & 26:37 , Mk. 5:37, 92 & 14:33, Lu. 851 & 9:28 ). Although John was an
eyewi tness to all of these even ts there is no men tion of these key even tsin the gospel
that today bea rs Johnos! Thesenesen ts would su rely have been e xtremely
profound momen ts i n J o hn 0whatl dar explain S their omission from the fou rth
gospel, a book that tradition has said was written by John?
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The Disciple Whom Jesus Loved

Many teachers will refer to the fou rth gospelas @& o hn 6 s itreegsetestimonyd , ut b
does the Bible suppo rt this claim? A closer look shows that the idea of John being the
author of the fou rth gospel is not consistent with the fa cts found in s cripture and the
author6 s o mi s stheotinreeeve nts noted above is me rely the tip of the iceberg. It
turnsout that eve ry event where Johnis referred to by namein the first three gospels
is missing from the fou rth gospel 7 everyone of them!

For example, Jesus told John, fye know not what manner of spi rityeare ofdo when
rebuking John and hi s brother after they sought to cémmand fire to come down from
heav euwmads4 -55. Jesus sent John and Pe ter to prepare his last Passover (Lu. 22:8) .

J e s ugivaifiepy0 a n sed ¢he ques tions of John, Pe ter, James, and And rew on the
Mount of Olives (Mk. 13:3) . John and his b rother asked Jesus to seat the m, Aonhy on
right hand, and the otheron thyle ft hand, in thy glo ryo (Mk. 10:35 -41). But these even ts
will not be found in the fou rth gospel, be cause none of the even ts where John is
named in the first three gospels a re in the fou rth gospel. Does its omission of all of the
6John te& enutpipeadea that the fou rth gospelis & o h n 6 s itmeysetestimon y&?
If thi s was J omMitmedssa comynte how did he come to exclude all of these even ts?
Are we to believe John read the other gospels firstand then wrote this gospelinsu cha
way as to omit eve ry event where he was named in  those o ther three gospels? Is this
reasonable? In the last chapter of the fou rth gospel, ve rses 21:20 and 24 let us know it
was written by an unndmpdde fwhiosn Jesus Ithowvneverdden Tified
himse If as John. Ra ther, he used termslike fithedisci pl e whom J e siitheotheo
disci p | eto.,to refer to himse If and his use of these terms to cloak his iden tity raises
many ques tions. The fou rth gospel is the authord gestimony, b ut scripture can p rove
he was not John. The idea he was John came from non -Bible sou rces and, though there
is not a single ve rse that jus tifies teaching the beloved dis ciple was John, this case of
mis taken iden tity still pe rsists. Yet whoever he was, he cannot have been John be cause
that ideafo rces the Bible to contradictitself, whi ch the truthcandét do.

< »
®

oo
o c

Lest anyone mis take the thrustof thisstudy, no te that God 6 s wdoisnotine rror
and no thing he rein sugges ts otherwise. In fa ct, this study cites nothing b ut the
scriptures be cause the Bible is the primary sou rce on Bible issues and, if we heed the
details that have been p reserved therein,it can help to correct mis taken ideas we may
have . As will be shown, the title Gospel of Joh n was not written by the gos puHords a
Others added that title to the authordé s riwdut s cripture is able to ove rcome the
errors of men and the ve rses quo ted in this study do just that. Indeed, one should not
be presenting an idea as if it we re bibli cal if he cannot cite a single ve rse that woul d
justify teaching that idea. In any case, if the Bible can disp rove an idea we have
believed, why woultthatided ande tand eoerecuep?

Acts 1824 -28 tel I s of a man named Apayihoaoke.scrigtiressas
fiinstructed in the way of the Lord 0 fifervent in the spirito , and dAsptaklet and
diligen tly the things of the Lord o . Yet, we k msbanding iwas lauckinhde cause
when HAAqui FistilachaddheaPrd 6 Hheashing, they itook hi mdo and HAexpoc
unto him the way of God more perfectlyo .[The Greek here says, fimore accuratelyo].

We are told, at that time, Apollos knew of tliedapltiysm of Johno thHei . e. ,
Baptist) . But the key point is Apollos revised his teaching when the truth was
presented to him. The reafter,wearetol d how Apoltilyocenvin dednthgeh J e ws 0,
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ishewi nghe Bgriptures that Jesus was Christo . Apol | os twars thé mi gh
scriptureso and h ¢ilwling tebe taught, so, why not us?

History proves e rrors can be come widely a ccepted as trut h: the tdRiwvin Mano

evol ution hoax, the flat ea rth myth, e tc. Most people tend to ta k ethe&cholars 6 rd o

for it on su ch issues, assuming what the 6 ets @each is the trut h. B ut whe re Bible
guestions are concerned we can testif what we believe is true or not. Seeking the

trut h requires us to weigh the eviden ce without prejudi ce. If we a re to render a fair
verdict, then we must not to let our judgment of the fa cts be dis torted by ideas that

we have p reviously assumed we re true. The re is often a di fference be tween what

people think the Bible says and what it really says. So, the way to verify the trut h on

biblical issuesis to check to see what the Biblei tself says.In this case, sin ce the fou rth

g os pe utbms identified himse Ifin terms of Jesusdé | ove f or tdiseen, [
who scripture says had this relationship wi th Jesus. When these ve rses are examined
one will see that the Bible never singles o ut John in  this manne r! Thus, unless
one can show that fithe disci pl e whom Jesus | ovedo walsto dab hn,

John dhe beloveddis ci pl e 6.

The Bible has mu ch mo re forus to consider regarding this ques tion and, thank God,
the iden tity of the one whom @ Joecanube shovinv &aom a s tudy of the Bible
facts alone. Ra ther than quo ting non -Bible sou rces, the me thod used to shed light on
the beloved dis ciple in this study is to just compare scripture with scripture and let
Go d 0 srd gumle us to the truth. By doing so it is hoped that readers of this wo rk will
gain anew app reciation fo r the de tails God has p reserved forusin the bibli cal record.

Today many people think the Bible ca n ddveal anything ne w, because they assume

the popular teachers and s cholars have al ready mined all of the trut h out of Godod:

word. B ut the eviden cein this study will p rove o therwise and will confirm scripture can

stilprov i dreprd®@fdo a ncdrreti o n2oi. 3: 16). Letus not tru st I ticingi vwonrds of
manods wi s doaus®qurfdd ¢h fi s houl tdndmothe wssdom of men, b utin the
power of God 0 (1Cor.2:4&5 ). Whatwould yousay to s omeone wh dVhashduld d 0

people read the Bible? If the be st one can hope foris tolearn what the schola rs have
already dis covered, then why not ju st tell people to read the writings of the schola rs,
rather than reading the Bible and risk misunde rstanding what itsays ? 0

The goal of this book is to encourage a love of the trut h. Lo rd willing, those who
read this study will be led to read the Bible mo re, to read it mo re carefully, and to test
the things they are told by others, rather than just assuming them to be true.
Concerning this issue, would it not be wise toheed the rdve all thi ngs o didhmoni
@Th. 5:21) , espe cially sin ce there are a number of Bible fa cts that do seem to argue
against the John tradition? If the eviden ce of s cripture can disp rove the Johni dea, then
the authority of Gomddss uffvaent reason for rejecting the non -Bible sou rces that
are used to justify the John tradition. He rein, the light of s cripture will expose the
danger of assuming that the opinions of 0 thers canserve as a measu re for de terminin g
what is true. The trut his notassu red by simply following the he rd.

We know many things abo ut John: his name; he was the son of Zebedee and had a
brother named James; he was a fisherman; he and his b rother we re partners with
Peter, and we re there when Jesus healed Pe ter6s wi f €hérs hemwas one of the
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twelve apos tles chosen by Jesus; he and his b rother asked for the sea ts next to Jesus;

Jesus surnamed him and his brother i B ages @hi chis, The sons of thunde ro ;he
was there at the raising of Jai rus 6 dien ghe transfigurati o n and rdyersins 0
the garden; he and his b rother wan ted to call fire down from heaven on one g roup of
people, and Jesus rebuked them fori t; he was the onewho tol d Jesus, A we
casting out devils in thy name; and we fo rbad hi btToMt. 421, 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,etal) . Yet,

amazingly, none of this info rmation abo ut John can be lea rned from the gospel that
popular opinion says wasw  ritten by the Apos tle John.

As will be shown, the only de tail reported in the fourth gospel that is spe cific to
Johnis a notation about fithe sons o f Z e b ebdimgepdesent wi th some fellow dis ciples
at an eve nt men tioned in the end of the book. However, sin  ce John is never named in
this gospel, a pe rson would have to know befo rehand from ano ther sou rce that John
was a son of Zebedee in 0 rder to know the phra s ethefisons of Z e b erdfereed to
John. The refore, it turns out the least help ful of the four gospels when it comes to
learning fa cts abo ut the Apos tle John and the things he wi tnessed, said, and did du ring
the minis try of Jesus, is the one that mende cidedto call The Gospel of Joh n!

Chapter 1

THE TRUTH MATTERS

Gospel of the Disciple Whom Jesus Loved

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

Ins tead of simply iden tifying himse If by name, this a uthor cloaked himse If in a veil
of anonymi ty. Sin ce God did not lead this gospel a uthor to iden tify himse If as John ,
should we be qui ck to follow those who tellus that he was the Apos tle John ? Non -Bible
sources can be wrong. So, why woul dn ént tonsee ifwehis belief lines up  with
scripture i especially conside ring the fa ct that the author of this gospel went to great
leng ths to hide his iden tity?

This is not to suggest that the iden tity of this a uthor cannot be de termined. The re
is a pe rson who does fit all that the Bible reveals abo ut this a uthor. Seve ral passages
in his gospel, like 20:5 and 21:21, indi cate this author was a male. Establishing his
identity, however, takes a bit mo re effort. Therefore, this study will seek to examine
everything the Bible can tell us abo ut this individual. We will sea  rch the scriptures for
the answer to the ques tion that theauthord s I|fsdescription poses to the readers of his
gospel : Who was fithe dis ciple whom Jesus love do?

GospelOfJohnOrNot .com 6
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The Inteqgrity of the Bible

The content of the fou rth gospel is true and trustworthy. This is not what is in
guestion. No thing p resented he rein casts any doubt wha tsoever on the legi timacy of
this gospel as inspi red scripture orits rightful in clusion in the New Tes tament. No one
should think that this study in any way challenges the words of God 6 s iredswriters
or the accuracy of s cripture. Any su ch innuen do would plainly be a  flagrant dis tortion
of what is dis cussed in this book.

A firm reliance on the Bible as the inspi red word of God does not p rohibit the
guestioning of the traditions of men. Jesus himse If was qui te willing to challenge
religious teachings that we re based onan e rroneous unde rstanding of the scriptures. It
is notimp roper forus to ques tion teachings or traditions, even widelya ccepted ones, if
we dis cover eviden ce that sugges ts that some thing is amiss. If you love Jesus, then
you love the trut h. A sea rch for trut h, utilizing o nly the eviden ce contained in God 6 s
word, is what you will ~ findin this study.

Jury Duty

Asyou readona ctasifyoua reonaju ryand that the Bible is Exhibit A. Your job is
to weigh the testimony of s cripture and de cide whether or not this eviden ce is able to
meet the burden of p roof in two cases, bo th involving the iden tity of i he dis ciple
whom Jesus | ovettiedone wWimwill aender the ve rdictin these ma tters, so it
isup toyou to prayerfully seek the trut hand conside r the eviden ce without p rejudi ce.

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

The se cond case seeks toprove theiden tity of this he retofore misiden tified dis ciple,
but only to apreponde rance of the eviden ce. (This si mply means the greater weight of
eviden ce, enough to Gip thesca | e s 6o poove some thingis mo re likely true than not.)
But, he re too, itisup toyou to decide if the eviden ce offered on this pointiss ufficient.

Just the Facts and Just the Bible

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

Those new to the Bible may be unawa re that thi s g o s p erkddauthor ndel pat
entitle his wo rk, The Gospel of John . That title (like the chapter and ve rse divisions)
was not in  the authord s rigmal text. It was added to his book by others and it is
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evident that title wasnotap roductof theinspi red author, fort he author su rely did not
proclaim his name in a  title sin ce the cumbe rsome terms the author used to refer to
himself in the gospel plainly indicate he in tended to conceal his iden tity.

All scripture is inspi red by God, b ut hea rsay tradition is no t. So, this study will not
cite non -Bible sou rces like the opinions of s cholars or commen ts attributed to this-or-
that pe rsonin th e éledbahurch or the writings of men from the present or the past.
Mands wisdom is not o-diblesouwrces dughh,to ks eiewed in light of
scripture and not the other way a round. Therefore, only s cripture and the logi cal
results of compa ring s cripture with scripture will be o ffered as eviden ce in this book .

Verify 1 According to the Scriptures

In Acts 17:11 we are told the Bereans, fiwere more noble than those in
Thessaloni ca, in that they received the wo rd with all readiness of mind, and sea rched
the scriptures daily, whe ther those things we re s o0 a ntdo, wae be diligent in
seeking the trut h by testing eve ryidea against the w ord of God.

If we read a book or hear a  teaching, then we can subje ct those ideas to bibli cal
scrut iny (in line  with the directi v erovemll th i n guhos:21) ). It was Paul who taught
the Bereans and even though he was an apos tle they stil | fickesl ahe scripture s ©
and they we re praised for doing so! The refore, it is fair to hold ou r teachers to the
same s tandard. We can be just as conscientious in our pu rsuit of trut h be cause we can
use the Bible to testour beliefsand theideas thatare presented to us.

Christians have no thing to fear from the trut h. But since new ideas challenge
tradition, they are often mo cked or simply dismissed. However, unless man has
discovered all of the trut hin the Bible , then we should always be open to the possibili ty
that God may, at times, have some thingnew to teach us.

The Truth Is Our Goal

God su rely knew thatinspi ring this author to refer to himse If as fithe dis ciple whom
Jesus loved 0 w o wedusk some towonder abo ut hisiden tity. So,letd s |to bhk Bible
to see if we can as certain who this anon ymous a uthor was. In seeking  to answer this
guestion do not just assume that you can trust the opinion of o thers more than your
own. Popular opinion can be wrong. Even if irytbod g &t lenksssonte et hirgy is
true th at does not ma k B thé $cholm os.saidl fhe énath is flat and they
ridiculed anyone who da red to ques tion th e i rccepted truthd they would neve rtheless
be wrong.

Let 6 oow fthe lexample of the Bereans . T h e yjustdtioke Pautd s ra oor it.
They sea rched the scriptures i and we should do likewise when we a re taught otfe
disciple whom Jesus loved 0 wa s .Jlbenmavedible thingis that there 6s not
verse that would jus tify teaching thatidea! In spi te of this, commen taries and teachers
will h abituallysay that 6 J o hhe belogesd d i s c iapdl the§ s tate this asifitwe re
biblical . In reality, however, such assertions amount to opinion being mis takenly sold
as fact. In this study you will see for you rself what happens when  the John tradition is
put to the testofs cripture.

GospelOfJohnOrNot .com 8
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Commen taries or o ther books can be help ful, espe cially when they highlight some
details we might o therwise miss. B ut we need to test the statements they make and
you should treat this book likewise. Ca refully evalua te the two cases that are
presented in this study and ve rify each scripture reference. While the ve rses needed
for this study are quoted herein, looking them up will enable you to confirm the
eviden ce in i ts context. By doing so, you will be  come mo re grounded in God 6 s rd,o0
even as you are bui It up in bo th confidence and competence when it comes to
discussing this topic. Also, P roverbs 3:5 -6 says, fiTrustin the LorD with all thine hea rt;
and lean not un to thine own unde rstanding. In all thy ways a cknowledge him, and he
shall di rect thy path s 0. r&teerthan cling to our unde rstanding of things, we should
trustin the LorD and go whereverthe truth i n Gwrddakesus.

Bible References and Quotes

This study will quo te only the Holy Bible as previously no ted. Yet, the wo rding in
your Bible may va ry on some of these quo tes, since there are many di fferent ve rsions
of the Bible . Still, no ma tter whi ch Bible version you use you will be able to verify the
accuracy and context of eve ry passa ge cited. The di fferences in wo rding be tween Bible
versi ons wtemntbdave @ict that is demanded by the eviden ce.

All of the quo tes in this study a re taken from the King James Ve rsion (KJV). While
the KJV can be challenging at timesit remains the most widely held Bible version, so it
will be the one quoted. Thus, you will find some wo rds that appear to be misspelled,
|l i ke HAshewede.not€hrers but are the result of exa ctly quo ting the KJV.
(Herein the marks A0 wi Iréserked solely for di rect quo tations of s cripture. Also, for
clarification, ten Greek terms are included from the Interlinear G reek-English New
Testame nt, published by Baker Book House, 1981.)

A Wo rthwhile Pu rsuit and a Helping Hand

Rather than divein to Go d Ord towee if the Johnideais trueorno t some try to
dodge the issue by asking: dVhat d ifference does it make? 6 Well, for s tarters, if the
John i detue, them @ tomoting it unde rcuts the authority of s cripture (just like
every false idea that menas cribe to Go d ord). Imf@ ct it will be sho wn that the John
tradition a ctually makes s criptur e contr adict i tself, which the trut h cannot do. Amo re
in-depth answer to this ques tion follows la ter, b ut for now let it s wuffice that Jesus
clearly indi cated the trut h m atters (Fourthgospel 8:32 , 14:6, 17:17, 18:37, et al. ).

Proverbs 2:3 -5 establishes the pu rsuit of knowl edge is a wo rthwhile endeavor and
the sou rce that we should look to is sugges tedin the ne xtverse i i F atlne LORD give th
wisdom: o ut of his mo uth cometh knowledge and unde rstandi nrg a@6) . Still, this
pursuit is not a task that one needs to take on al one. The Holy Spi rit was ca |l | ahe
Spirit of truth o when tdlé she dis ciples, fihe will guide you in to all trut h O(Fourth
gospel 16:13 ) and Jesus said the Father wo ul dthe HolgSpvré to them that asKk
(Lu. 11:13) . So, we should ask the Father for help if we wa nt the Spirit to guide our
study of s cripture.
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fiFrom Heaven,orof M en?0

Trut h is not a minor issue. When Jesu s said, fcone thmato the Father, b ut
by meo, h e tde abntexbofiden tifying himse If as, fi he trut h O(Fourth gospel 14:6) .
He al so s ais aSpirifi &d dthey that wo rship him must wo rship him in spi rit and
in trut h O(Fourth gospel 4:24). So, clearly, it rhwt i s n otionaldate mo por @ndaryd
matter. Furthermore, scripture encourages speaking the trut h (pr. 12:17 & 19, Zec. 8:16,

Eph. 4:15 & 25) , ties san ctification and g rowth to trut h (Fourth gospel 17:17 & 19, Eph. 4:15, 2Th.
2:13, Jam. 1:18, 1Pt. 1:22) , links the armor of God and fruit of the spirit to trut h (Eph. 5:9 &
6:14) , and Psalm 145:18 says, fi he LORD is nigh un to all them that call upon him, to all
that call upon himin trut h 0 Ifa relationship with God is to be fruitful, respectfor trut h
seems to bevi tal.

Those who seek the trut h would do well to note the test of a uthority that we see
used by Jesus. When the religious leade rs questioned the authority of Jesus, he
pointed to o B @&ddrce as a litmus test on a uthority when he responded w ith this
question abo ut John the Bap tist, fiThe bap tism of John, was it  from heaven, or of
men ?0 (Lu. 20:4) . Of course, ifitwas @A form h e a v #hendhis sou rce was God. So, in
order to avoid fa cing the trut h they had to dodge the issue, sin ce they had refused to
believe John (cf. Lu. 205 -7), and he testified of Jesus. In our  case, this test helps one to
properly weigh the eviden ce by conside ringits source: Was it from heaven, or of men?
Keep this i n mind as you weigh  the wo rds of s cripture here i n. Ma n yaked tonre 6t o

consider the sou rce, b ut this simple test can help to keep us focusedon thefact Godods

word is true and it is wo rthy of our respect. We will revisit this test la ter and at that
time we will consider how the trut his o ftenused by God toprove whatisin the hea rt
of man. Those who love God willa ccept theauthority of Gomorsissue® whereits
trut h challenges their belief.

The Authority of God 6 srd Wo

Jesus said, fiHe thatis of God hea reth Go d 6rdsO Wwanrth gospel 8:47) . So, the wo rds
of scripture should be enough to move us to stand with the trut h. When the wo rd of
God offersto correct us, we ought to be humble enough  to admit that we we re wrong,
but clearly not all will do so . Proverbs 1:29 -30 tells of t hose who, fhated knowledge,
and did not choose the fear of the L orD: They would none of my counsel: they despised
allmy reproofo and s ome tipeesppridentlis way to Go d ord todag. Sadly,
the reaction to trut h in our day is far  too often precisely like the response the L ORD
described in Je remiah 19:15, fithey have ha rdened their ne cks, that they might not
hearmywo rds . 0

filtis better to trustin the LORD than to put confidence i n rpa ngs) . So, unlike
those who try to defend the John idea by u rging people to rely on non -Bible sou rces,
this wo rk will guo te the Bible only. That way the authority of Go ddécan pwowide
the boldness needed to stand corrected and witness to the trut h, evenin the face of
ridicule from those who a re wedded to traditi on and d o hobadmitw ehatttheir
trust in non -Bible sou rces was mispla ced. fiThe fear of man b ringeth a sna re: b ut
whoso p utteth his trustin theLorDs hal | b err.2g28)f.e O
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A Bible Study on the Beloved Disciple
Chapter 2

THE DI SCIPLE WHOM JESUS LOVED:
WHAT DOES THE BIBLE SAY?

fiThe D isciple W homJe susLo v e d o

The fou rth gospel was written by fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 (Fourth gospel 21:20
&24) . This was how the author referred to himse If, alongwi th th e thesdisci p | &tlde,
other dis ciple, whom Jesus loved 0 , tc.eand his use of these anonymous terms should
prompt us to ask ques tions, su ch as: Other than who? (No te: this author is never
identifi ed as ath e dMepetysle claring this was John does not make it true and it
is a logi cal falla cy to assume that the majo rity 6s o pi ni o nrightn.uSs,twe shauld
let s cripture be the standard by whi ch truth is judged when it comes to the iden tity of
this gospel a uthor.

The ph rase fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved o0 i stable ¢or seve ral reasons b ut
primarily be cause it means that his relationship wi th Jesus was unique. He is set apa rt
from the rest of the dis ciples of Jesus as fithe disci pl e 0 ( s ithatghad athe)
distinction of being iden tifiedas the one whom AJesus | ovedo.

If you meta manwho referred to himse If atbeodemymo ther | oveddé you
surely wonder why he did so. This ph rase sugges ts a dis tinctive relationship and, if it is
true, it would indi cate that his mo ther had a unigue connection wi th him. So, when the
Bible calls someone fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 it should a rrest our a ttention. As
the author of the fou rth gospel used this term to refer to himse Ifitis fair to ask: What
could have led him to do s 0? Since this curious phrase dis tinguishes the a uthor based
on the unique regard that Jesus had for him, should we not wonder why Goddd wo
took the time to highlight Jesus 0orelationship with this a uthor?

The designa tion fthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 fderentiates this dis ciple on the
basis of Jesus Orelationship to him. This is not the same as his love for Jesus and the

use of that termmeans Jesus 60 | o v this disociple is a dis tinguishing fa ctor or else the
phrase is s tripped of i ts meaning.

Since the Bible emphasizes this relationship, itis logi cal tosearch the scriptures for
eviden ce of su ch a relationshipinJesus 6 | i f e . reCibelysvhai we wip do. Let us
begin by probing eve ry passa ge that men tions this unnamed dis ciple so we can get to
know himali ttle be tter.

T h eOtlier Disci_p | o the Fourth Gospel

The author first di fferentiated himse If from the rest of the dis ciples when he wrote,
fiNow there was | eani ng onondefbisidsoci pbeem whom Je&smihs | 0\
gospel 13:23) . Then, when Jesus was being p  ut on trial, this author said that Pe ter and
iarnherdisci pl ed showed u pcalledvitlat oitlser déslcis @l (Eodrth gospel 18:15 &
16). [Theliteral Greek he re reads, fitheotherdisci pl e 0 i mandlf@he dliSciple othero
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in 18:16 .] Following this, when Jesus was on the cross, the author wrote that Jesus
i'saw hitheramdothe dis ciple standing by, whom he loved 6 .Thisis the one who the

aut hor also called, fithe dis cipleo a ftHbat dis ci p | (Bowrth gospel 19:26 & 27 ). The a ut hor

then wove together his terms and used fithe other dis ciple, whom Jesus loved 0 , al ong
with fithat o therdis ci p | Btlee,other dis cipled ,  afithat o ther dis ciple whi ch came first

to the sepul chre 6 rieoounting his expe riences on resurrection mo rning (Fourth gospel
20:2,3,4&8)

This dis ciple was last men tioned when the author wrote abo ut seven dis ciples who
went fishing together. Jesus visi ted them and the author says he ( fhat dis ciple whom
Jesus loved 0 ) wtles first to recognize Jesus (Fourth gospel 21:7) . A few ve rses later he
was also called fithe dis ciple whom Jesusloved 0 and iconfimnads that he was the
one fiwhich also leaned on his b reast at supper and said, Lo rd, whi ch is he that
betrayeth thee?0 (Fourth gospel 21:20) . The terms fhi mdithi s mafin & 0 , @t mad
disci p| e oe nend used to refer to him (Fourth gospel 21:21 -23). The author then wrote,
fiThis is the dis ciple whi ch testifieth of these things, and wrote these th i n g(sogrth
gospel 21:24) . The context reveals he is the one called fithatdisci pl e 0 rse 23 and
fithe dis ciple whom Jesusloved o i mse 20e.

The preceding references make it clear that fiwhom Jesus loved 0 wdl®e most
revealing term that this author used to refer to himse If. If the Bible calls someone fithe
disciple whom Jesus loved 0 i teasbmable to expe ct that he wasinvolvedinmo re than
j ust Jesusbd | aéhsstea rtha @ien dhe uniqueness of this designa tion he
undoub tedly had a signi ficant role in the life of Jesus . Moreover, he absol utely must
have i nteracted with Jesus prior to the Last Supper .Admi ttedly, these references let us
know the author was p resent for some no table momen ts of Jesus & mitry:ihs last
Passover, his crucifixion, and his va cant tomb on resurrection mo rning. B ut now
carefully read ea ch of the following passages and then consider them together. W hat
IS missing?

A Look at the Scriptures

Fourth gospel 13:21 -28 (with Jesus at the supper ), 18:12 -18 (with Jesus at his trial),
19:25 -27 (with Jesus at the cross), 20:1 -10 (first man at Jesus6 tomb & first to
believe ), 21:2 -24 (first toiden tify Jesus & author of this g ospel). For your convenien ce,
each of these passages is reprinted here with bold typefa ce highligh ting all of the
references to fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 .

13:21 -28: iWhen Jesus had thus said, he was troubled in spi rit, and testified, and said,
Verily, ve rily, I say un toyou, thatone of you shallbe tray me. Then the dis ciples looked

one on ano ther, doub ting of whom he spake. Now there was | eaning on Jes
one of his disciples , whom Je sus loved . Simon Pe ter therefore beckoned to him ,
that he should ask who it should be of whom he spake. He then |l ying on Je.

breast saithuntohim, Lo rd, whoisi t? Jesus answe red, He i t is, to whom | shall give a
sop, when | have dipped it. And when he had dipped the sop, he gave it to Judas
Iscariot, the son of Simon. And a fter the sop Sa tan en tered in to him. Then said Jesus
unto him, That thou does t, do qui ckly. Now no man at the table knew for what in  tent
he spake thisunto hi m. 0
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18:12 -18: fiThen the band and the captain and o fficers of the Jews took Jesus , and
bound him, And led him awa y to Annas first; for he was fa ther in law to Caiaphas,
which was the high p riest that same year. Now Caiaphas was he, whi ch gave counsel
to the Jews, that it was expedient  that one man should die for the people. And Simon
Peter followed Jesus , and so did ano ther disciple : that disciple  was known un to the
high p riest, and wentin wi th Jesus into the pala ce of the highp riest. But Peter stood at
the door wi thout. Then went o ut that o ther disciple , whi ch was known un to the high
priest, and spake un to her that kept the door, and b rought in Pe ter. Then sai th the
damsel that kept the door un to Peter, Artnot thoualso one of thi s ma ncipkes?de
saith, | am no t. And the servants and o fficers stood there, who had made a  fire of
coals; for it was cold: and they wa rmed themselves: and Pe ter stood wi th them, and
warmed himse If. 0

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

20:1 -10: fiThe first day of the week cometh Mary Magdalene ea rly, when it wa s yet
dark, un to the sepul chre, and see th the stone taken away from the sepul chre. Then
she runneth, and cometh to Simon Pe ter, and to the o ther disciple , whom Jesus
loved , and sai thunto them, They have taken away the Lord outof the sepul chre, and
we know not whe re they have laid him. Pe ter therefore went fo rth, and that other
disciple , and came to the sepul chre. So they ran both together: and the o ther
disciple did o utr un Peter, and came first to the sepul chre. And he stooping down, and
looking in , saw the linen clothes lying; y et went he notin. Then cometh Simon Pe ter
following him , and went in to the sepul chre, and see th the linen clothes lie, And the
napkin, that was abo ut his head, notlying wi th the linen clothes, b utw rapped together
in a pla ce by i tself. Then went in also  that o ther disciple , which came first to the
sepulch re, and he saw, and believed. For as yet they knew not the scripture, that he
must rise again from the dead. Then the dis ciples went away again un to their own
home. 0

21:2 -24: fiThere were together Simon Pe ter, and Thomas called Di dymus, and

Nathanael of Cana in Galilee, and the sons of Zebedee , and two o ther of his dis ciples.
Simon Pe ter saithunto them, I goa fishing. They say un to him, We also gowi th thee.
They went fo rth, and en tered into a ship immedia tely; and that nigh t they caught
nothing. B ut when the mo rning was now come, Jesus stood on the shore: b ut the
disciples knew not thatit was Jesus. Then Jesus sai thunto them, Child ren, have ye any

meat? They answe red him, No. And he said un  to them, Cast the net on the right side

of the ship, and ye shall  find. They cast therefore, and now they we re notable to draw
it for the mul titude of fishes. The refore that disciple whom Jesus loved saith un to
Peter, It is the Lord. Now when Simon Pe ter hea rd that it was the Lord, he gi rt his
fisheré oat unto him , (for he was naked,) and did cast himse If into the sea. And the
other dis ciples came inali ttle ship; (for they were notfar fromland,b utasitwe re two
hund red cubits,) d ragging the netwi th fishes. As soon thenas theywe re come to land,
they saw a fire of coals there, and fish laid thereon, and b read. Jesus saith unto them,
Bring of the fish whi ch ye have now caught. Simon Pe ter wentup,andd rew the net to
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land full of g reat fishes, an hund red and fifty and three: and for all there were so
many, yet was not the netb roken. Jesus saith unto them, Come and dine. And none of

the dis ciples durst ask him, Who a rt thou? knowing that it was the Lord. Jesus then
cometh, and taketh bread, and give th them, and fish likewise. This is now the third
time that Jesus shewed himse |If to his dis ciples, after that he was risen from the dead.
So when they had dined, Jesus sai th to Simon Pe ter, Simon, son of Jonas, lovest thou
me mo re than these? He s aith unto him, Yea, Lo rd; thou knowest thatl love thee. He
saith un to him, Feed my lambs. He sai  th to him again the se cond time, Simon, son of
Jonas, lovest thou me? He sai thunto him, Yea, Lo rd; thou knowest thatllove thee.He
saith un to him, Feed my s heep. He sai th unto him the third time, Simon, son of Jonas,
lovest thou me? Pe ter was g rieved be cause he said un to him the third time, Lovest

thou me? And he said un to him, Lo rd, thou knowest all things; thou knowest that | love

thee. Jesus saith unto him , Feed my sheep. Ve rily, ve rily, | say un to thee, When thou
wast young, thou gi rdedst thyse If, and walkedst whi ther thou wouldes t: b ut when thou
shalt be old, thou shalt stretch forth thy hands, and ano ther shall gi rd thee, and carry
thee whither thou wouldest no t. This spake he, signi fying by what dea th he should

glorify God. And when he had spoken this, he sai th unto him, Follow me. Then Pe ter,
turning abo ut, see th the disciple whom Jesus loved following; whi ch also leaned on

his b reast at supper , and said, Lo rd, whi chis he that be trayeth thee? Peter seeing him
saith to Jesus, Lord, and what shall this man do? Jesussai thuntohim,| flwill that he

tarry till | come, what is that to thee? follow thou me. Then went this saying ab road
among the brethren, that that disciple should not die: yet Jesus said not un to him,
He shall not die; b ut, If I will that he tarry till | come, what is that to thee? This is

the disciple  w hich testi fieth of these things ,and w rote these things: and we know
that his testimonyis true . 0

A Latecomer?

The most unusual thing abo ut the authoris that he seems to appear unex pectedly
from o ut of no where. It should a rrestoura ttention when we first find o ut that there is
no men tion of anyone called fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 ripr to chapter 13 of the
fourth gospel . This pe rs o n bistory with Jesus is missing! Why? The ve ry first time
thatwe readabo utthi s one unnamed di sci pllevedwh oins faltedsJuess u
last Passover . (At that even t the dis ciples wondered who the betrayer might be and
Peter even tually u rged the one wh o mlovedlog® asksJesus which of them would
be the be trayer.) Befo re this episode we do not find the terms ther dis cipled dite
disciple whom Jesus loved 0 the fourth gospel. What can account for this?

It does not make sense that someone could suddenly appea r on the scene du ring
the last days of Jesus 06 mhy minis try and just ins tantly be come fithe dis ciple whom
Jesusloved 6. T hteerdisa@i pl e 0 h acihl relat®nshep with Jesus and that deg ree
of friendship does n ot ma terialize o ut of thinair. So whydo the scriptural references to
this unnamed dis ciple seem to begin on the day befo re Jesus is killed? The ques tions
getevenmo re curious.

The terms fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 , the@radis ciple 0 , tc.eappearinonly five
passages of scripture (those being the ones just quo ted above). Why? Su rely someone
who was close enough to Jesus to be called fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved o h ad
have been in teracting wi th Jesus before that last Passover . Yet, we find no p rior
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mention of an unna mipl@whddJessis love do ithe book that he himse If wrote.
So whe re should we look?

Erased from the Bi ble?

The bad news is that no o ther books of the Bible contain any reference to any
person called fithe dis ciple whom Jesusloved 0. Y ou wind this phadse o utside of
this authoré s own .gAssapreal tter of fa ct, the other gospel writers avoided
men tioning the presence of th i sthérdis cipled0 even when weertkin ohathd or
was p resent! For example, all four gospels no te that Pe ter followed Jesus in to the
palace of the highp rieston the ni ght orrestIJBeut the Grstahree gospels totally
ignore th e thendisci pl| e 0 ,wasvtthere and who got Pe ter through the door. Sin ce
no one else is men tioned in those reports, someone reading one or all of those
accounts might think it safe to assume that Peter was alone when this o ccurred.
Wrong!

We know that Peter and th e theo dis ciple 0 both followed Jesus that nigh t (Fourth
gospel 18:15 -16). But there is no men tion of th i sthdérdis ci p| e othear Ma tehew 26:58 ,
Mark 14:54, or Luke 22:54 -55, all of whi ch tellonly of Pe terbs f ol | owi mthatl e s u
night. Why would the writers of those gospels purposely omit the presence of the
fi bher dis cipledo ? Why withe didciple whom Jesus loved 0 ge't no vitisni bl e
out side of his own gospel ? He was ve ry close to Jesus and played a role du ring seve ral
of the weigh tiestmomen ts of Jesus & {the duehor oflae ok atse four gospels.
Yet, i f we didnot have his gos pmew abo wd Jesus &l dunma ue
rela tionship wi  th him nor would we have any way to know that he even
exis ted! Doesn 0 this seem s trange to you? The fa ct the other three gospels never
refer tothe one whom A Joeg sti@sadislco p & dto. js signi ficant. Y osodnlsde
that th i s thérdis cipled was s & tfrona tha rest of the dis ciples in a ve ry spe cial
way by the actions of Jesus i akey pie ce of eviden ce thatwill helpus toiden tify him.

A Few Mo re Questions Before the Answers

This unnamed disciple did not just suddenly pop up in the days befo re Jesus was
killed. So then why does it appear this way in s cripture? Why did fithe dis ciple whom
Jesus loved 0 write his gospel in su ch a way that he seems to come from out of
nowhere? The s criptures suggest a reason, one that will also help toprove theauthord s
iden tity.

What can we lea rn from the fact that the first men tion of this unnamed dis ciple
d o e s naxur unatil chapter 13 of the fou rth gospel? Why did the author of the fou rth
gospel choose that point in his own gospel na rrative to s tart referring to himsel ?
Chapter 13 tellsus alotabo ut Jesusé6 | as't Plausitsdoes eat explain ei  ther the
timing of, or the reason for, the sudden appea rance of the one whom @AJoée.sus
Still, there is a signi ficant event recordedin the Bible that does help to answe r each of
the foregoing ques tions and that event 0 ccurred ju st prior to that same Passover . We
will fo cus on that episode a little bit la ter. First, though, le td 4ake a closer look at the
Apostle John.
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Chapter 3

THE EVIDENCE PRO & CON:
WAS JOHN THE BELOVED DI SCI PLE?

The Testimony of S cripture Regarding John

There is no eviden ce John ever claimed to be the author of the fou rth gospel, so
the fact it came to bear his name was not his fau It. That was caused by o thers
erroneously a ttributing it to him. Ce rtainly the Apos tle John cannot be blamed for  the
mis takes of o thers and he obviously is not available to testify on this issue. But God 6 s
word has preserved a body of clear and convin cing eviden ce that is able to set the
record straightin thisins tance.

Let us begin by looking at what the Bible says abo ut John, the brother of James
and son of Zebedee . We will contrast those fa cts with the fa ctsin s cripture about fi he

disciple whom Jesu s loved 0 . As wtéme dnol again you will see the eviden ce
indi cates that John and fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved o0 westwo di fferent people. We
will be analyzing a lot of data abo ut fithe dis ciple whom Jesusloved 0 as wthroulo

this process. You will also be lea rning many of the facts that a re needed to establish
the true iden tity of thi sthérdisci pl e 0 #&ake theetime to learn exa ctly how the
eviden ce cléars 6 J.o hn

How Hum ble W as the Apos tle John?

The belief that John was the author of the fou rth gospel is typically defended wi th
this ex cuse: d@ohn didnd identify himse If as the author because he wan ted to be
humb| e this réasonable? John named himse If five t imes in the Book of Revela tion.
Does this mean he was mo re prideful (or less humble)? Su rely not. B ut this cont rast
does argue against the idea the same ma n also w rote the fou rth gospel " Johnods
identity was repeatedly no ted in the Book of Revela tion, while in the fou rth gospel the
identity of the author was repeatedly obs cured. Moreover, fithe dis ciple whom Jesus
loved 0 is not the most humble -sounding se If-description. Ifitwe re notpa rtofs cripture
the authoré s u sthis dedigna tion might a ctually seem to be qui te immodes t. Rather
than refer to himse If by repeatedly men tioning that Jesus loved him, if  this writer had
just used his name would it really seem less humbl e? (Those who try to attribute this
gospel to John offer no logical reason why John would have sought to conceal his
identity. But it turns out that some thing recorded in s cripture abo ut the actual a ut hor
gives us at leastone  reason why he mig ht avoid iden tifying himse If by name.)

The notion that &6 Hywas kthe reason thatJohn di d not wuse hi shernameé

shortcomings. Consider what the Bible tells us abo ut John and his b rother. Jesus
named them, fiThe sons of thunde ro (vk.3:17 ). We are told that they sought power to
call fire down from heave n to consume people (Lu. 9:54 ). They also p roposed that they
should be the ones si tting on the right hand and le ft hand of Jesus in his kingdom  (Mk.
10:3 5-40). Does that sound like humi lity? Their fellow apos tles did not seem to think so
for it goes on to say, fiwhen the ten hea rd it they began to be mu ch displeased wi th
James and John 0 (Mk. 10:41 ). Clea rly, it was not humbleness on the pa rt of John and his
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brother that caused this indigna tion among the rest of fithe twelve 0! theg it was a
lack thereof.

Of course, this does not mean that John was never humble. B ut the fo regoing fa cts
were brought up me rely to show that the Bible does not give us any reason to believe
John was unusually humble. P rior to the day of Pen tecost at least, it seems that
humili ty was not John 6 s trosg poin t. Although the presence of the Holy Spi rit after
Pentecost naturally would have led the apos tles to be mo re humble , that does not
permit us to assume unfounded a ctions on the part of John or any other apos tle or
disciple. John was named  five times in the Book of Revela tion and some of the other
writers of s cripture named themselvesin their books b ut that does not mean they we re
not humble. In addi  tion, no thing in s cripture indi cates the Apos tle John had reason to,
or ever tried to, conceal his iden tity. So, the notion th a tthed@uthor of the fou rth
gospel is referred to as fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 | u scausebhlehn wan ted to
be humtutnedut to have absol utely no scriptural suppo rt whatsoever.

A Glaring Oversight?

A simple trut h can some times go unno ticed, b ut when we realize it or when it is
pointed out to us then we wonder how we could have ever missed i t. Consider, for
example, the other books of the Bible that are traditionally attributed to the Apos tle
John. Guess what is missing from all of them? None of those books ever call the
Apostle John fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0! tMer does any o ther bookin the Bible.
Butif, as the tradition of men claims, the Apos tle John wrote the gospel that bea rs his
name, then what can explain  this gla ring contrast?

Those who claim that the Apostle John wrote the fou rth gospel la ck a plausible
explana tion as towhy the iden tifying term fJesus loved 60 a this key relationship we re
never asso ciated wi th John by any w riter of s cripture. Mo reover, those who believe
that bo th the fou rth gospel and the Book of Revela tion we re written by the Apos tle

John cannot explain why he named himself in one book and not the other. Then a gain,
it might just be that John was not called the one whom fJesus loved 0 g where in
scripture simply be cause John was not fthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 . S ohaps e

thi sthérdiscipled6 was someone el sherthan dgiine tovehe 0 0

Why In clude John but Ex clude the One Whom fJesus L ove do?

The other gospels treat Joh n and f ke dis ciple whom Jesus love do wydlifferently.
John and his b rother upset the rest of the apos tles on at least one 0 ccasion (Mk. 10:41 ).
Yet the other gospel writers had no p roblem in cluding John. Ex cluding references to
John the Bap tist, John was named a total of twenty times in their gospels. (He was
referred to only on ce in the fou rth gospel and we will ~ consider this later.)) The o ther
gospels talk of Jesus taking aside fPeter and James and John O (Mt. 17:1 , Mk. 14:33 , Lu. 851
etal) and ea ch one men tions o ther things abo ut John. Time and again the first three
gospels no te John 6 s regence and/or his a ctions at va rious even ts. So, the writers of
those gospels were more than wiling to talk abo ut John 6 s i nvol veme ot
minis try. B ut there is some thing in credibly pe culiar abo ut this. Do you see the p roblem
this p resents?
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The other three gospel writers never refer to the one whom @AJesus,theoved
i bher dis cipleo , tc.eAs was no ted earlier, they do not men tion him even when we
know thathewasp resent (ie.,Fourthgospel18:15 -16 as contrasted with Mt. 26:58 , Mk. 14:54, &
Lu. 2254 -55). So, while the other gospel writers do men tion John, fithe dis ciple whom
Jesus loved 0 tcomspi cuous by his absen ce from their books. If he was John, then this
inconsistent treatment p resents a problem. Did the other three gospel writers freely
men tion John, ex cept for all those times when the fourth gospel happens to men tion
fithe disciple whom Jesus loved o0 the ther di s ctc?pHowe 6ould ehey have known
when toleave himo ut?

Even if they all had a copy of the fou rth gospel to know when it referred to this
unnamed dis ciple it does not follow  that they would omit all men  tion of him if he was
John. However, if they knew he and John were two different people, then this
dissimilar treatmentis unde rstandable.

Also, Ma tthew 27:56 tellsus, fthemother of Z e thiéddeenedd sw eesentpvhen
Jesus died (b ut never men tions her son John). Ye t fithe disci pl e whom Jesus
was at the cross. So, those who say he was John a re inevi tably fo rced to believe that
this author felt the presence of J o himebdveas woorthy of men tion but her son the
Apostle should be le ftoutof the same a ccount.Is that reasonable? In Ma tthew 20:20,
fithe mother of Zedhéddeernedd swa s a tiowmed. Brué there the author in cluded
fih e r sonso (John ather chraemsasion wiam Esus (Mt 20:20 -24). So, sin ce
John was in cluded wi th his mo ther when this a uthor named her ea rlier, would he have
named h erwhileigno ringJohn (inhisa ccount of J éhyilehd had mean there?

Does the wo rk of the other gospel writers support a conclusion that th e theo
disciple, whom Jesus loved 0 and \Werén the same pe rson? No, it does no t, and
those who claim that John was th e theodis ci p | carinot explain this dis crepancy. The
other three gospels omit the one whom 0fdoe utibge findbnvary references to
John in those gospels . This dis tinct treatment sugges ts that these we re different
people, not the same individual. Conve rsely, if they we re two di fferent people, then it
makes sense that we would find the gospel writers treating them di fferently.

The Rela tions hip Be tween Jesus a nd John

It has been taughtby some that Jesus hadircled o ficiplesiebecause the
Bible records three times whenon ly iPeter and James a medperdnotted éo we
accompany J esus (Mt. 17:1 , Mk. 13:3 & 14:33 , Lu. 851 ). These three occasions we re
men tioned b riefly in the last se ction. No dou bt, being sele cted to be wi th Jesus at
these momen ts was a p rivilege that Pe ter, James, and John enjoyed over the rest of
the dis ciples. We need to consider John 6 s clusion in this so-cal | ed @ircked e r
because this idea has been used by some as a rationale for supposing John must be
fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 . T h e yhis snaans John had a spe cial relationship
with Jesus, which then leads them to assume the phrase fithe dis ciple whom Jesus
loved 0 taking abo ut the Apos tle John . This, u nfortunately, is not good logi ¢ nor is it
scriptural. First, John wasn @ alone wi th Jesus on those three occasions. Thus, if being
included in thoseevents does i mpl ycird rerélationshig rthen thatis also true
for Pe ter and James . In any case, no thing sugges ts th at J orélatidonsh ip wi th Jesus
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put him in a class above Pe ter and James or th at J orblatidrship wi th Jesus was
otherwise unique among the apos tles.

Jesus did choose Pe ter and John to prepare his last Passover (Lu. 22:8 ). However,
this one ve rse is not enough to justify teaching that Peter and John were the two
closest dis ciples of Jesus. Rega rdless, many do believe the two closest d isciples of
Jesus were Peter and John, b ut thisis be cause they have al ready been taughtJohn was
fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 . Thi s 1 de\esive siostsdo nopre®  tice when
circular reasoning is used to argue for John being fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 07
e. g. eter and John were the closest ones to Jesus and Peter w a gitied ¢ ther
disciple 6, ismust be John. 6 t\éPeter wasindt ftihe dis ciple whom Jesus
loved O (Fourth gospel 13:23 -24, 20:3 & 21:20 ), this line of reasoning tells us no thing abo ut
John be cause the whole a rgument restson afalse p remise.

While supe rficial argumen ts can help to sell the idea that John was the on e whom
iJesus oOltheveeidkn ce sugges ts otherwise. In fa ct, there is no bibli cal reason to
assume this anonymous dis ciple was an apos tle or that he was one of the three men
that joined Jesus on the three occasions that we re dis cussed above. As you will see,
the author called himse If th e thendisci pl e d frpgoodareasa i because he was
i bherdothan fithe twe |l ve 0.

Peter Was Foremost Among the Twelve

Peter was the first dis ciple who was fo cused on, Jesus told Peter to feed his sheep,
Jesus called Peter blessed, an angel men tioned Peter by name on resurrection
mo rning, and it was Pe ter who gave an answer  to the mo ckers on the Day of Pen tecost
(Fourth gospel 1:42 & 21:15  -17, Mt. 16:1, Mk. 16:7, Acts 2:14). Itisappa rentf rom these and other
passages that Pe ter stood o ut among fithe twelve 0 . On eld expe ct Peter to stand
out from the rest of fithe twelve 0 bamse that fits with what the scriptures reveal
about him. Ye t, this cannot be said whenit  comes to John .

When Jesus was arrested, his dis ciples fled (mt. 26:56 , Mk. 1450 ). After that, Peter at
least somehow found  the courage to follow Jesus (Fourth gospel 18:15, Mt. 26:58  , Mk. 14:54 , Lu.
22:54 ), although his three denials did begin soon thereafter. Among fithe twelve 0
apostles it was not John b ut Peter who had a no table relationship wi th Jesus (b ut, as

noted earlier, Pe ter was not fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved o) . ®déndecost John
was not singled o ut in this way in s cripture, and while Jesus did take aside Pe ter,
James, and John three ti me s, J a@thomsdns thefour gospels do not suggest that he

was a cut above the restof fthe twelve 0.

Conve rsely, the scriptures do imply that fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 was a cut
above the rest of the dis ciples, and we will goin to de tail abo ut thisla ter. Fu rthermore,
a unique and ve ry close relationship wi th Jesus is precisely what the term fithe dis ciple
whom Jesus loved 0 i cknowledging. Do the three times when Jesus took aside Pe ter,
James and John p rovide a basis to claim John was the one whom AJo@$tus |
would be a huge s tretch to make s uch an assump tion b ut withoutit the case for John
goes nowhe re.
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The Behavior and Cha racter o f John

Now we will compare the character of John to what we are told a bout the fiother
disciple, whom Jesus loved 0 ( arermdember we a re talking abo ut the pre-Pentecost
Apostle John) . First, le td €onsider the behavior of John  during one of the key even tsin

Jesusd6 | i f e. Tekieals Bhathvhea Jesus went to the Garden of Ge thsemane, he
specifically as ked for John 6 s s wutpNadthew 26:37 says Jesus, fitook with him Pe ter
and the two sons of Zebedee and began to be s orrowful and ve ry heavyo . T Besus

had a simple request, Awatch oMt 26:38 , Mk.14:34 ).

Sadly Pe ter, James and John could not even s tay awake for Jesus while he spent
time in p rayer. When Jesus returned and found them sleeping, he made his dismay
clear when he said to Peter, ficould ye not wa tch with me one hou r?0 (Mt 26:40 , Mk.
14:37 ). Jesus left to pray again, and John let him down a se cond time. When Jesus
came ba ck that time, he ffound them asleep agai n oMt 26:43 , Mk.14:40 ). The last time he
stepped away to pray, they fell asleep also  (Mt. 26:45 , Mk.14:41 ). John a cted like his fellow
apostles when things we re calm and the three of them failed to stay awake and wa tch.
So, why would he have a  cted di fferently from them a fter the trouble s tarted?

The ensuing trial and crucifixion of Jesus were very trauma tic even ts and, du ring
that pe riod, the rest of the apos tles (ex cluding Judas) would not have been exempt
from being g ripped by the same fear thatul timately d rove Peter to deny he even knew
Jesus (Mt. 26:69 -74). Matthew 26:37 -45 and Ma rk 14:33 -41 give us a sense of just how
mu ch Peter, James, and John disappoin  ted Jesus in the Garden of G ethsemane that
nigh t. Jesus knew Judas had be trayed him and he knew he would soon be killed . But
Jesus6 rgent requests were not able to rouse Peter, James, and John to action.
Immedia tely fo llowing that se ries of failu res by the three so-called 6 i n nce&aled
apostles, an armed and hos tile mob showed up, seized Jesus, and hauled him o ff to
trial.

If John could not manage to fiwatch 0 as J e seqggestiedal Ge thsemane, why
would we think he abruptly changed and began to act unlike his fe llow apos tles after
Jesus was seize d? There is no reason to believe John a cted any di fferently than the
way the restof the apos tles acted on thatnigh t.

But th e thepodis ci p | ddoact di fferently that nigh t. We a re told he, fiwentinwi th
Jesus into the pala ce of the high p riest0 (Fourth gospel 18:15) and at the cross the next
morning, s cripture tells us Jesus saw fithe disciple standi ng by, wh o nFouhte
gospel 19:26 ). So, this dis ciple most likely s tayed in the vi cinity of Jesus in the pe riod of
time t hat transpired in be tween these two ve rses. What would an unbiased ju ry
conclude if they compared the behavior of th e theo dis ci p | te ahat of the Apos tle
John 7 who had been unable to even s tay awake for Jesus ea rlieron that same nigh t?

The Bible Presents a Contrast

The Apos tle John let Jesus down three times on the night that Jesus was a rrested.
But, later that same nigh t, th e thevdis cipled showed uptiawithJesesran d,
the following mo rning, thedisci plweh ofim he | o v etandingwed she sross of Jesus.
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This is a s tark contrast. Given the foregoing fa cts ask you rself, Does the eviden ce
really suggest John and th e theo dis ciple0 weethe same pe rson, or is it indi cating
they we re mo re likely two di fferent men? If we set aside the John idea ( that non -Bible
sources lead eve ryone to take for g ranted) and just compare scripture with scripture,
what answer do we find the Bible poi nting to?

The loyal ty exhibi ted by th e thevndis cipled ®séim apa rt from his fellow dis ciples..
Moreover, Jesus en trusted his mo ther to this unnamed dis ciple at the cross (Fourth gospel
19:26 -27a) and it says, fifrom that hour that dis ciple took her un to his own home 0 (Fourth
gospel 19:27b ). (A Uto hi s toamslades a term that the author also used in 16:32,
where he clearly tiedit toa change inlo cation. So, 19:27 indi cates they depa rted from
the vi cinity of the cross at that poin t.) Then on resurrection mo rning this dis ciple was
the first man at Jesus 6tomb. Furthermore, when he entered into the tomb s cripture
tell s us he,i thebferdt dieoipke é fter the resurrection to do so (Fourth gospel
20:2 -4 & 8). Although this does speak well of th e theo dis ciple 0 , it does not in
suggest he was John . On the contrary, the facts in eviden ce indi cate th e theo
disci pl e 0 a merelwolinfferentindividuals, be cause they behaved di fferently!

i Ad They All Forsook Him and Fledo

Itis true th e thendis cipled wa s the only one to show some courage after the
disciples fled on the ni ght Jesus was arrested. Pe ter also showed up that night to follow
Jesus. However, he remained o utside, wa rming himse If by a fire (Fourth gospel 18:18, Mk.
14: 54b & 14:67 , Lu. 22:5 5-56). Then he denied Jesus (Fourth gospel 18:25, Mt. 26:70  -74, Mk. 14:67 -
71, Lu. 22:57 -60). After denying Jesus, Pe terrecal | ed Jrepheicy 6f this and he fwent
outo a Awkpt bitterlyo (Mt 26:75 , Lu. 22:62 ). This all o ccurred befo re Jesus was taken to
Pilate and while we a re told Peterle ft thescene of (ttial,sthisi®never said of the
i bher dis ciple 0 .

Nevertheless, we do need to think of bo th th e ther dis cipleo a n dter Rag
returning when they Af ol | o we d thatenghu ts ©his is be cause of some thing s that
Jesus said earlier that evening. A t one point he told his dis ciples, fiye shall be
scattered,eve ryman to hi s own, and s hal kFouldthgyapst B:32 meOnatheo n e 0
Mount of O lives ali ttle bit la terhe s ai d, nAIl I yfendesd b talise &f ene othis
nigh to (mt. 26:31 , Mk. 14:27 ). Of course, he was correct. In Ma rk 14:50 we are told what
happened just befo re Jesus was led away to the high p riest. It says, fAnd they all
forsook himand fl ed. 0

So, we should be careful not to assume that Peter and th e theodiscipled di d not

flee the scene at Ge thsemane , as did the rest of the dis ciples, and ye t we are told

these two Af ol | o we d don thatsame nigh t. Although this might appear to be a
discrepancy in the scriptures, itis no t. With regard to Peter, we a re told he followed

Jesus fafar o ffo (Mt. 26:58 , Mk. 14:54 |, Lu. 22:54 ). This could be an ind ication Peter was

keeping a safe dis tance between himse If and Jesus. On the other hand, Pe ter might

have been f afarlodf@i ragregsalt of fleeing at first, and then retu rning to

follow, after the mob had taken Jesus away.

Is it plausible that Pe ter might va cillate like this? Well, a fter finding the courage to
follow Jesus , Peter soon denied even knowing Jesus . In addi tion, consider Pe terbs v ow
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to Jesus earlier that evening. Jesus had sftended,be 6afse bf mge s ha
this nigh to (mk. 14:27 ). But, Peter obje cted to this, and confidently singled himse Ifoutas

being mo re reliable than the rest of the dis ciples. His reply was ve ry adaman t,

i Ahough all shall be o ffended, yet not [0 (Mk. 14:29 ). Jesus then responded by
foretelling Peter6s t hr ee de nthatlwe redd coind lanter that night (Mk. 14:30 ).
Regardless, Pe ter continued to insist Jesus was wrong. Ma rk 14:31 records Peterd s

rebuff of J eophe syp fiBpt he [Pe ter] sp ake the mo re vehemen tly, If | should die

with thee, Iwillnotdeny thee i n any wiseo.

Is it reasonable to suggest Pe ter might have remembe red his boas tful wo rds after
he fled? Yes. Wha tever the reason, itis clear that a fter he ini tially fled with the rest of
the dis ciples, Peter eventually followed Jesus that nigh t. Of course, this still leaves us
with this same appa rent dilemma regarding th e theo dis ciple 0 . Di tlee bralid he
follow? As you will see la ter, there is an answer to this seeming dis crepancy for the
fi bherdisci pl ed al so.

Courage Unde r Fire

When we a re careful not to force the iden tity of John upon the text, our eyes
become opened to ques tions abo ut the unique character of fithe dis ciple whom Jesus
loved 0 . Why di d h éferenéhh(asv @mmhired to the rest of the dis ciples)? After
the rest of the dis ciples fled, how was it that this man found the courage to follow
Jesus? And what gave him  the fo rtitude to stick wi th Jesus that nigh t, when even Pe ter
finally threwin the towelandle ft?

If Peter, James, and John  could not even s tay awake when Jesus asked them to
pray, what could hav e mo tivated th i s theér dis ciple 0 to follow Jesus in to his trial, and
to stand by the cross until the care of Jmotheswas assigned to him by Jesus?
These ques tions raise even mo re ques tions. Is there anyone in the Bible that we could
expe ct to exhibit these characteristics? Does s cripture give us enough eviden ce to
explain why th e theo dis ciple, whom Jesus loved o b e h atheewdy he did? As you
will learn, the Bible is able to answer all of these ques tions. Fi rst though, le t us remove
any remaining doub ts abo ut whether or not Johnwas fithe dis ciple whom Jesus| oved o .

Chapter 4

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

fiThe D isciple Whom Jesus L ovedo a bhhé& LastS upper

A mispe rceptionabo utJesus® | ast P a stemledeto give acsedence to the idea
that John could be the author of the fou rth gospel. Ilts tems from the fa ct that the Bible
says fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 was the one who fleaned on his b reast at supper
and said, Lo rd, whi ch is he that be trayeth thee?0 (Fourth gospel 21:20 ). Sin ce scripture
says Jeaamesh with the twelve 0 (Mk. 1417 and fAsat dho fwte & w ewli v @1to
26:20, Lu. 22:14) , many have assumed the beloved dis ciple had to be one of fithe twelve 0 .
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Compli cating this, there are also many Last Supper pain tings that help ins till an image
in our mind of Jesus  seated ata table wi th fi he twelve 6, h a v irivgte suppg with
no one else in the room. These a rtist renditions and an e rroneous assump tion have led
many people to acceptafaul ty conclusion.

Note that the Bible never s ays fithe twelve 0 weethe only ones p resent wi th Jesus
at that even t. Nowhe reisitsaid that theydined alone, noris  there anything to indi cate
that J e shardi@ ciptes we re kept away. Is there any reason to believe that Jesus
and fithe twel ve 0 di n ¢ehdtlast Passowe r? Not unless we read a constraintin to
the text thatis notin Ma tthew 26:20 , Mark 14:17, or Luke 22:14 .Keepinmind thatit
is wrong to assume that someoneis notp resentatan eventjustbe  cause a passage of
scripture d o e s n 6 ttionrhienn (see pg. 15 ;also cf. Fourth gospel 19:39 -40, Mt. 26:59 -60, Mk. 15:46,
Lu. 23:53) .

Earlier it was poin ted out how it would be  a mis take forus to think Pe ter was alone
on the night he followed Jesus in  to the pala ce of the high p riest simply be cause no one
else is named in  the reports of t his event found in Ma tt hew, Ma rk, an d/or Luke. Pe ter
was not alone when he en tered the pala ce of the high p riest that nigh t, and yet first
three gospels allomit th e thendis ci p | ieewven though he was the one who got Pe ter
in the door! (Also, as will be shown in a moment, the testimony of A cts 1:21 -22 proves
fithe twe |l v e ore moe the only dis ciples who a ccompanied Jesus througho ut his
minis try.)

There are other examples b ut the point has been made. We must resist p resuming
too mu ch or buildingana rgument from silen ce lestwe miss the trut h. Sin ce the gospel
writers knew how to spe cify al imited attendan ce, we must not assume that those who
are men tioned we re the only ones at an even t, unless the Bible i tself spe cifies that
restriction.

Guess Who 6 £omin gt o Dinne r?

The scriptures do not s tate that fithe twelve 0 weesalone wi th Jesus the entire
evening of his last Passover . The ne xt logi cal ques tion then be comes, do we find
anything in the Bible implying that o thers might have beenp resent? The answeris yes.
There are several things that suggest this. First off, consider that Jesus and his
disciples wereguests i n someone dhasngd s Earlemiéat day fithe dis ciples
came to Jesus, saying un to him, Whe re wilt thou that we p repare for thee to eat the
passove r? And he said, Go in to the city to such a man, and say un to him, The Mas ter
saith, My time is at hand; | will keep the passover at thy house wi th my dis cipleso (mt.
26:17 -18). What is missing is any jus tification for assuming the occupants of that home
were supposed to vacate the p remises.

Moreover, the Bible lets us know Jesus was a ccustomed to dining wi th others. The
residen ts of those households whe re Jesus ate we re included, not ex cluded. Ma rk 2:15

says, ias Jesus sat at meat i n Wwpubli cnk and sindes fs sdt alaos e , n
together wi th Jesus and his dis cipleso . Al s o L ulstates] fia: c@rtain Pharisee
besought him [Jesus] to dine wi th him: and he went in, and sat down to me ato . We

also see this when Jesus was in Be thany six days befo re that Passover. We a re told,
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fiThere they made him a supper , and Ma rtha se rved: b ut Laza rus was one of them that
satat the table wi th h i (Fawrth gospel 12:2)

This sugges ts other ques tions. Who wo rked at that Passover supper? Scripture says
Peter and John had gone ea rlierin the day and fimade ready the passove ro (Lu.22:8 -13).
But, who se rved the food and who cleaned up? Jesus and his dis ciples were hou se
guests at the ti me . So, i s rtheeit host ttook icdceedf yhose detai | s? And
also probable their host would have dined wi th them? (Fourth gospel 12:2, Lu . 7:36 , 10:38 -40,
11:37 & 24:29 -30 confirm this is the case.) Since the Bible never said fthe twelve 0 westhe
only people p resent wi th Jesus at that supper, why should we believe Jesus and fithe
twelve 0 s p that &n tire Passover evening alone by  themselves?

Not Alone a t the Passover

Other passages likewise indi  cate fithe twelve 0 e&e not alone wi th Jesus that night.
In A cts 1:21 -26 a replacement for Judas was sele cted fromag roup that Pe ter quali fied
as fimen whi ch have companied wi thusall the time that the Lord Jesus wentinand o ut
among us, Beginning  from the bap tism of John , unto that same day that he was taken
up from u @@s 1:21 -22). Clearly then, fithe twelve 6 we not the only ones wi th
Jesus during his ea rthly minis try! This fa ct is rarely dis cussed b ut these wo rds
reveal that, besides fithe twel v e 0 tles,pother dis ciples also followed Jesus
throughout his minis try. So, why would we conclude that they we re barred from the
supper if they we re wel comed befo re and a fterit?

Also, in iden tifying his traitor Jesus said, Tfiltis one of the twelve that dippe th with
me in th e di@akhi@20 ). In the gospels fthe twelve 0 i s us e d thase mamed o f
faptdseso by wdeass uB Drcigleso refers to any of his followe rs, in cluding some
or all of fithe twe | v (efGourthgospe | 6:66, Lu. 19:37) . For example, following  the supper we
see Jesus at Ge thsemane wi th fihis dis ci p | emudth gospel 18:1) . This in cluded the
apostles, minus Judas. B ut it su rely would have also in  cluded the apos tle candida tes of
Acts 1:21 -22 and we know the apos tles we re not the only ones there with Jesus,
because we a re toldofa iy oung man o wtilavi tivdesus after the rest had fled
(Mk. 1450 -51). Immedia tely a fter the supper he was wi th Jesus and the dis ciples. Did he
just show up or did he a  rrive wi th them? If he a ccompanied them, then he was wi th
them ea rlier and that would imply he had been wi th them at the supper.

If Aithe twelve 0 weethe only ones wi th Jesus, then why would he need to include

the stipulati on, i othee twele 0? fiThe twelve 0 i s f@ng kermmif no one else
was there , woul dndét Jesus [hoayee? Insfaadt dhe oniy @ rntleer tame Jesus
used the term, fithe twel veo, hrecisety itlat. ft was when fithe twelve 60 ffarmed

their commi tmenta fter man yci f d ossook Jesus and he responded, fHave not |
chosen you twelve , and one of you is a devi |?0 (Fourth gospel 6:66 -70). [In the Greek this

reads, fiyou the twelve 6. ] Thus ,esachthetrditor was, fihe welveddfi not
ifone oub i ytoindicates fithe twe |l v e e avaibset of those who we re there.
(Moreover, Jesus used the term, i oneuoo feliagad the supper (Mt 26:21, Mk. 14:18)

So when he went on  to stipula te his be trayer would be fi o n e the twelve 0 (Mk. 14:20 ),
that crucial de tail no doubt b rought relief to those d isciples who we re not pa rt of fithe
twelve 0 . )
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Jesus also said, fwithmydis ci pl es 0, whewordmbo uswhawould be joining
him (Mt. 26:18, Mk. 14:14, Lu. 22:11) . He did not say, fthe twel ve 0 an dse sapgs he e
excluded those loyal dis ciples who Pete r s acdordpanied wi th us all the time that the
Lord Jesus wentinand o ut a mo n g(Acts s20) . But we do find bo th Jesus and Pe ter
saying things that point toward others being p resentat the supper.

nAfter 0 the Supper?

If Jesus s at down to supper wi th fithe twel ve 6 thaendone whom HAJesus
joined them la ter, then he wasn G one of fithe twel veo. T h ee okesen uxim the
fourth gospel seems to indi cate thatis what o ccurred, so we will take time to fo cus on
this. For example, no tice how the fourth g o s p athdr segias his report on the
events of thatnight, A Anthe supper b e i nFyurttegosble3)é O Ended ? Does
the record in his gospel s tart at a la ter poin t than the other gospels do when they
report on that nigh t? As you will see, the answer is yes, b ut not me rely by reason of
this ve rse. (Various Bible ve rsions translate this ve rse differently be cause of conflicting
opinions abo ut the word tenses involved. However, ins tead of trying to c hoose
between the opposing opinions of G reek s cholars, let us rather look again to the Bible
to see whatit can tell us.)

Luke 22:17 -19 tells us Jesus, fitook the cup, and gave thanks, and said, Take this,
and divide it among you rselves: For | say un to you, | will notd rink of the fruit of the
vine, un til the kingdom of God shall come. And he took b read, and gave thanks, and
brake it, and gave un to them, sa ying, This is my body whi  chis given for you:  thisdoin
rememb rance o f me 0 . tKie & pmind, gone will find that the ne xt verse is
extremely relevant to this dis cussion.

Luke 22:20 continues, fiLikewise also the cup after supper , saying, This cup is the
new testament in my blood whi  ch is shed foryo uo . Di dcatghownen this occurred?
I t wafser suppero ! fhe Greek it reads, fthatupafter having supped?o
Bible provides a confirmation of this sequen ce of even ts in First Corinthians 11:25
Therewe read, fha toskothe cup when he had supped, saying this cup is the new
testa me nt i n my bl otbedGreek § Agaj nthatupafter having suppe
Therefore, it can be seen that the timing of even ts that night (pa rticularly what
happenaftlerofthe supper ) has s criptural relevan ce. Ne xt we 0 Irn how etlads
pertains to the anonymous a uthor6s gospel, a ond erstanéing w heysequen ce
of even ts helps us toiden tify fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 .

Wherels the Lord 6 s bl§?a

The church places great signi ficance on the memo rial custom referred to as
Communion and/or the Lord 6 s T a b IrstCorinthians 11:26it says, fiForas o ften as
ye eat this bread, and d rink this cup, ye do shew the Lord 6 s tH e¢ilahe co me 0.
Therefore, this emphasis is app ropriate. Mo reover, whenever Ch ristians think abo ut the
Last Supper, the bread and the cup usually come to mind first. The gospel a ccounts of
that nightfo cuson thatsolemneven t,butonlyin three of the gospels .
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The fourth gospel makes no men tion of these things! Why would the one whom
NfJesus | ov efd the hraakieg off €he bread and the sha ring of the cup o ut of his
gospel a ccount, espe cially sin ce he wrote so mu ch abo ut that nigh t?

While Ma tt hew 26:20 -29, Mark 14:17 -25, and Luke 22:14 -38 give us the de tails
about the supper, the fou rth gospel devo tes five whole chapters to the even ts of that

night (Fourth gospel 13:3 - 17:26) T much more than the other three gospel writers
combined! Ye t, in spite of that, ihe disci pl e whom Jesusthdoolygosgpél was
author toomit theLord6s Tabl e. (s wasmat bel gause it was unimpo rtant.

So, why is it missing?

The gospels ea ch report different things, so the fa ctthat this author did notin  clude
the bread and the cup is not a p roblem. However, his omission of this Last Supper
event adds credence to the idea that he was n ot one of fithe twelved. Thi s event
have been le ft out of thisauthor6s gospel causenpelwgs ndt p resent when it
occurred. B ut the Bible does not tell us why this a uthor omi tted it, so we cannot be
sure. Neve rtheless, this om ission is unde rstandable if the a uthor joined Jesus and the
rest of dis ciples a fter they had sha red the bread and the cup i and that would also
explain why his  reportof that eveni ntghegnsa fter nhe supper .

This a uthor also doesn @ men tion that Jesus sent two dis ciples to fiepare othe
Passover , but the other three gospels all refer to thisin va rying de tail, all ending with,
i a nthey made ready the passove ro (Mt 26:17 -19, Mk. 14:12 -16, Lu. 22:7 -13). Yet the
unnamed a uthoré6 s o mi s sthi® temoshould not come as a su rprise, sin ce this
omission is also consistent wi th an a ccount that s tarts at a la ter point that day than
the other three gospelsdo. Nowle t6s | ¢ whHat thisauthor6s gospel does say

The Foo t Washing In _cident

After mentioningi twas 1 n Jund &oshétraly &aus, the first thing the author of
the fou rth gospel reports about the eventsof that Passover night i s, an
washing of the disci p| e std fiHe dJesus] riseth from supper , and laid aside his
garments; and took a towel and gi rded himse If. After that he pou red water into a
basin, and began to wash the disciplesd  ftde (eourth gospel 13:4 -5). Here again, the
bibli cal record is sugges ting fithe suppe ro |, or at | e at®ftit, had éndey, sip ace
this begins wi th Jesus rising, fifrom suppe ro .[The literal Greek re ad s, rigeh &om
the suppe ro . ]

Despite this, some say they dedu ce just the opposi te, supposing from this passage
that the supper had not yet s tarted. They infer this be cause they begin wi th the
presupp osition that Jesus would have done this foot washing befo re the meal. B ut, it

turns out the Bible does not suppo rt this conclusion. For example, Luke 11:37 tells of a
similar si tuation when a Pha risee asked Jesus to i di bhehimwand he [Jesus] went
in, and sat down tomeato. T bhemextversenote s, i A n dthenPhaerisee saw it,

he ma rveled that he had not washed befo re dinne ro (Lu. 11:38 ). So keep in mind the
Bible indi cates thatitmay no t have been customary for Jesus to wash befo re eating.

Also, in Ma tthew 15:2 Jesus was asked, fWhy do thy dis ciples transgress the
tradition of the elde rs? for they wash not their hands when theyeatb re a d 0 .rk Wba
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puts it this way, fAWhy walk not thy dis ciples according to the tradition of the elde rs,
buteat bread wi thunwashenhands ?0 So it s e e msiorwoaesathingwagnop their
usual routine. These passages imply  that Jesus was notin the habit of always washing
before eating, and that his dis ciples behaved likewise. (Similar divisions exis t today.
Some people wash their hands before using the restroom. This di ffers from others who
are mo re accustomed towashing their hands a fterusing the restroom.)

Given what the Bible tel Is us abo ut that nigh t, it is appa rent Jesus washed the
disci p | e s éaftdr e¢he tsupper , not befo re it. Jesus may have done so, b ut scripture
never no tes whe re he a ctually washed p rior to eating, hands or feet. So, while the first
item recordedinthisauthord s g ofsgmethat Passover is the foot washing, thisis still
consistent wi th the other fa cts that indi cate his a ccountof that eveni ngaftéh@ gi ns
the supper . Finally, consider that a fter Jesus had washed the feet of his dis ciples, it
says he, Aset (Fdudtmybspelal®ld)i. hThe Greek s ay s, i hezlviimegd agai n
i Ag ad?nHere the authoré s u sthe vofrd @ a g aeveals Jesus had al ready been
sitting down ea rlier that night 7 before the foot washing o ccurred.

ifNot oafAlloY

The Bible tells us Jesus washed th e f e e the disfciplgsd thHis was not limi ted t o

the feet of fAthe twelve 0 )(Fourth gospel 13:5) . Then, a fter Jesus sat down again, he said, fil
speak not of you all: | know whom | have ch o s e (AoOrth gospel 13:18) . Here he contrasts
alargergroup, referred toas fiyou al |0 , thwa subse t, whi ch he called ichos e n o . ( An

we know tWelheed wer e (Foucth gospeesitod cf. Lu. 6:13) .) However, if  fthe
twelve 0 weethe only ones who we re present, then what dis tinction was Jesus making
here?

Some may think these wo rds we re meant to exclude Judas Is cariot. Yet Luke 6:13
tells us Jesus, ficalled unto him his dis ciples: and of them he chose twelve , whom also

he named apos tl es 0 and i tolisgdudas bymame (Lu. 616 ). We also find Jesus
saying, A Hav e Ichoseo you twelve, and one of you is a devil  ?0 (Fourth gospel 6:70)
Therefore , we see Jucthadasewas 8o, i fchdseas, wawbo i was

referring to when he said, fyou allo ? J e s uds be revare one mo re indi cation he and
fithe twelve 0 weenot al one d uring that supper , as here again he refers to more than
just fithe twelve © whom hechbadnd.

The Sequen ce of Last Supper Events

If fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved O na required to be one of fithe twelve 0 ,then
the fa cts seem to imply the following s cenario. Early that day, Jesus sent Peter and
John to prepare the Passover . Later, he arrived wi th and sat down to supper with fithe
twelve 0 . ftek the supper, whe re the account of the fou rth gospel begins, Jesus got up
and started to wash the feet of his dis ciples. When he finished washing the dis ciples 6
feet, Jesus sat down againand onl y thenis fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 troduced,
sitting ne xt to and leaning on Jesus.

The idea that the one whom #iJoesmwsstl obvee tbentevelved resents
irreconcilable p roblems (mo re on this later), b ut the key thing to realize is that this
ideaisnotdi ctated by s cripture .  Wetéld that Jesus ficomethwitho / FfAsat thdowno
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fithe twelve 0 (Mt. 26:20, Mk. 14:17, Lu. 22:14 ). Yet honest reflection fo rces one to admit that
these ve rses don @ limi t attendan ce at the Last Supper to Jesus and fithe twelve 07 and
the gospel writers did know how to specify a limi ted attendan ce when that was what
they a ctually in tended to do (Mmt. 14:23, Mk. 5:37 & 9:8, Lu. 8:5 0 ffer some examples of  this) .

A Hidden Keyin the Book o f Acts

Besides his be trayal of Jesus , Judas Is cariot was unique among fithe twelved f or
another reason. The Bible tells us Judas wen t to th e chief p riestsoto betray Jesus (mt
26:14 -16, Mk. 14:10 -11, Lu. 22:2 -6). However, in addi tion to be coming a traitor, Judas gained
another dis tinction at that poin t. Juda séconspiracy with th o s ehiefip riestso ssd&im
apart from fithe twelve 0 ithat those p riests got to meet Judas. No thing in the Bible
specifically indi cates the high p riest would have known, or even recognized, any of fithe
twelve 0 tleer than Judas. On ce you realize this, you can grasp the impo rtance of a
verse thatis found in the Book of A cts. Besides the eviden ce that has been p resented
thus far, the writer of the Book of A cts recorded fa cts that can help us to conclusively
prove the Apos tle John was not th e u n n a méel disficple 0 .

Acts 4:1 -23 recounts what happened to Peter and John following the healing of a
crippled man. Pe ter and John were seized and b rought b efore the i wlers, and elde rs,
and s cribes, and Annas the high p riest, and Cai aptdua &e)p so they could be
questioned abo ut this mi racl e . | fe wgndeuring how this helps to prove that the
Apostle John was not th e theo dis ciple 0 ,then pay close attention to the reaction of
the high p riest and those rulers just a few ve rses later. The high p riest, rulers, elde rs,
scribes, e tc .  thgrad togethero and btbeeg amnerrogation of Pe ter and John (Acts
45-7). Peter6 s a n sowthkeir ques tionis recordedin A cts 4:8 -12. The ve ry ne xt ve rse
describes their reaction to Peter and John .

Acts 4:13 says , speaking of the high p riest and those rulers, fiwhen they saw the
boldness of Pe ter and John , and pe rceived that they we re unlea rned and igno rant men,
they ma rveled; and they took knowledge of them, that they had beenwi th J e s Wiyo
did the high p riest and the rest ma rvel? To begin wi th, they dis covered that Pe ter and
John fiwere unlea rned and igno ra nt meant04:13 ). [ These two poin ts in the Greek
read, fitare dé and triucted & s A lthoamygGaliean a ccent that Pe ter and
John may have had, i tis also possible their vo cabulary, clothing, and/or manne risms
would have all contributed to the idea that Pe ter and John lacked a fo rmal edu cation.
Also, the Bible indicates that regional traits could be easily dis cerned by the people of
that day (e.g., Mt. 26:73 , Mk. 14:70, Lu. 22:59 ).

Regardless, A cts 4:13 points out what really sho cked those leade rs was seeing
Peter and John (whom they judged to be fArmmedlaadaigno ranto ) e X hsiich i
fib ol dnes seadof cowsring befo re the educated men who would judge them, Pe ter
and John p roclaimed the trut h and s tood openly for the name of Jesus, charging those
rulers with his dea th and affirming God had raised him from the dead, while they
credited Jesus wi th being responsible for the he aling mi racle that occurred (Acts 4:9 -10).

During the encounter recorded in A cts 4:5-12 those leade rs were learning
elemen tary fa cts about the men who we re before them. A cts 4:13 also says, fithey
took knowledge of them [Peter and John ] that they had been wi th Jesuso .[In the
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Greek this reads, fithey recognized them that wi th Jesus they we re 0 . | ti®aelltale
discoveries made by those rulers during this event make it  clear that Pe ter and John

were not recognized by, or familiar to, the high p riest and his fellow religious leade rs.
Therefore, the bibli cal eviden ce lets us know the high p riest and the other rulers first
became a cquain ted with Peter and John during that inquest. On top of this keep in

mind A cts 4:6, whi ch expli citly names bo th A An thakigh priest, and Cai aphas?o
being among those whowe re presentat the time.

The Apos tle John and the High P riest

In the preceding se ction we saw the reaction of the high p riest and the other
religious rulers was a response to new info rmation. It was when A cts 4 was a ctually
happening that the high p riest and the others with him lea rned the things which led
them to conclude Peter and John: (a) we re i un Irmrechand igno rant me n o, and
Ahad bethdesuwd. relwe see the high p riest lea rning things whi ch he would
have al ready known if he had been p reviously a cquain ted wi th the two men who we re
standing befo re him. So, these facts offer conclusive proof the high p riest did not

know John  (or Pe ter) befo re this en counter.

Acts 4:13 also le ts us know John cannot be th e theo dis cipleo . Irder to show
how this is true, we will compare Acts 4 wi th the record of s cripture from the night
Jesus was arrested and taken away to be falsely a ccused. We a re told Jesus was taken
fito Annas firsto (Fourth gospel 18:13) . Then we read abo ut two dis ciples that followed
Jesus, AAnd Sitenféollioweld desus and so did another dis ciple O (Fourth gospel 18:15)
[The Greek here says, f Ntbewe followed Jesus Simon Pe terand theotherdisci pl e 0. ]

The wo rds that follow this, however, ul timate | yleaéé J o h nthey ftell us, fithat
disciple was known un to the high p riesto . I t shaté&ods wanted to highlight this
point, for his inspired author elected to emphasize this fa ct by repeating it. The ne xt
verse says, fiPeter stood at the door without. Then went o ut that o ther dis ciple, whi ch
was known un to the high p riest, and s pake un to her that kept the door, and b roughtin
Peter o (Fourth gospel 18:16)

Therefore, there is no doubt that th e thevdis cipled6 was rktmdhs highp riest.
Thi sthefidis ci p | coud getin to the pala ce, and furthermore, he was responsible for
getting Peter past the doo rkeeper. Consequen tly, the Apos tle John could not
possibly have been th e fiher disciple 0 because wasmd hnknown to the
high p riest (Acts 413) . (And sin ce both Annas and Caiaphas we re present du ring the
events of A cts 4, this holds up no ma tterwhi ch one was high p riest during Jesus Otrial.)

Prior to Acts 4:13, no thing in the Bible would suggest the Jewish leade rs were
acquain ted wi th John, or we re awa re of his asso ciation wi th Jesus. In contrast to this,
the thevdisci pl| e 0 fikwaosw nodthe high p riest, who therefore would have reason
to be awa re of hi s asso ciation wi th Jesus p rior tothe ni ght drfial. Mcersoves, 6
some thing was said on that nigh t which indi cates th e theo dis cipled0 was ciyubl i
associated wi th Jesus before that night. Ye t this was not true of Pe ter, as the ques tion
of the doo rkeeper reveals. We a re told, fithe damsel that kept thedooro as k ea&, Pe
fi At not thoualso one of thi s maiscipkes ?0 (Fourth gospel 18:17 ). Thewo rd fial so0 wa
a reference to the thes discipled who h a dalkegd wisth her (Fourth gospel 18:16 ).
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Thus, even fithe damsel that kept the dooro was reatha they discipled was
associated wi th Jesus. But as you now know, John 6 s a s stiorcwi ath Jesus was
notknown to thehighp riestun tilA cts4:13

If No t John, Then Who?

The eviden ce presented so far has shown the Apostle John was not th e theo

disciple, whom Jesus loved 0 . Ntdhat you a re awa re of the fa cts, you know the John
tradition cannot hold up under bibl ical scrutiny. The trut his s cripture never jus tified
believing John was fthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 . Al so, unl esdheone

assump tion Jesus was alo ne with fithe twelve 0 througho ut his last Passover , no thing
would require th e o nwlomilesus loved 0to evenbe one of fthe twelve 0 .

| fthefdis ciple whom Jesusloved 06 wa s the Apos tle John, then who was he? The
Bible can answer this ques tion if we will sea rch the scriptures and rely on the
testi mony of Gotd ead usvhis is what we will begin to do now. Indeed, many
facts point to the iden tity of this author, from p roof of his relationship wi th Jesus, to
details that suggest a possible mo  tive for this a ut hor hiding his iden tity.

There is one and only one pe rson in the Bible who can be shown to reasonably fit
with eve ryt hing scripture says abo utthi s unnatherdisd gl eo. As the wei
facts that reveal theiden tityof the one whom fJoesius wioviedbe chhown
pie ce of biblical eviden ce concerning the author of the fou rth gospel points to one ve ry
unique T andve ryfamous 1 friend of Jesus.

Neve rtheless recognize the case against the John idea is not dependent on the case
that follows. If  there is a man in jail for a crime and we un cover p roof hedid notdoi t,
we do no t hold him in jail un til we find o ut who did doi t. We let him go. Likewise, if
bibli cal eviden ce is able to prove th e theodisci pl e, whom Jesus | ovedo
then we ought to admit our mis take and let go of that false tradition i whe ther or not
we know who this pe rson was. S till, there are some who willa ctas thoughitis okay to
continue p romoting the Johnidea solongas they obje ct to some pointin the ne xt part
of th is study. But that is not okay. Whoever the one whom AJesus | evedo
not John T because that tradition a ctually causes the Bible to contradict itself, as the
testi mony of &bhdad readpshown.

Chapter 5

THE ONE WHOM AJESUS LOVEDO WAS
THE AUTHOR OF THE FOURTH GOSPEL

What |s God Telling Us?

The authord s eck geb cription of himse If as fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 ups
the fo cus on Jesus 6relationship to him. So, if we want to ascertain the iden tity of this
individual, thenitislogi calforus to beginbysea rching the Bible for eviden ce of su cha
relationship in the life of Jesus . Prior to Pentecost, did Jesus have this type of
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relationship wi th anyone iden tified in the Bible ? Yes, he did, and this was so clear that
referring to this relationship was s ufficient to iden tify one pa rticular individual 7
without even men tioning his name  (Fourth gospel 11:3)

Scripture never says John had this spe cific type of relationship wi th Jesus (prior to
Pentecost). Mo reover, being taken aside by Jesus three times wit h Peter and James
does not say John had  the unique bond implied by the designa tion fithe dis ciple whom
Jesusloved 6. As meady noatéd, this term le ts us know this dis ciple was set apa rt
from the restof thedisciples based o n atdbeskip sothimr. erbnically, while this
phrase has ended up being as tumbling blo ck for so many on thisauthordé s itityein
actually is the key toiden tifying h im!

Hidden i n Plain Sight

In fa ct, there is so mu ch eviden ce poin ting to the iden tity of this a uthor that one
has to wonder how it  could have all been ove rlooked. To s tart with, consider the term
fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 , whi | e tothideh ehé puehbrd s  itityet mlso is
proof of Jesus Orelationship wi th the author.In the gospels, dowe find any man besides
the unnamed a uthor who asso ciated with Jesus, who was also iden tified as being
il ovedom?Y¥es weido ! Incredibly, two chapters before the one whom AJe
| ovedo i s téomed,nthemeeuhhor of the fou rth gospel told his readers about a
fri end of Jesus who wa$ inll:3) whedre thisyneshagemwas sent to
Jesus, fi Lrd, behold, he whom thou lovest is si ck 0, and iwheré& Wwe &bre told,
i J e slaved Ma rtha, and her sis ter,and Laza ru s.0

Except for fithe disci pl e whom Jesths onlyo mandvba asso ciated with
Jesus who was singledo _utasbeing Al ovedo by Je snus Wavars told expliacitly
th at AJlecswed o rud. &lig ais ters also referred to this relationship, and when
fiJesustowdmpto raising Laza rus, the Jews that we re there iwe e pi n dlohiswi

sisters attributedit to Jesuso® | o w®@rthbospet 11:19,i330@ 36) . By itself the fa ct
th at AJleswesdo hi m drove ghatrLaza rupwas th e theo dis ciple, whom
Jesus loved 0 . H o w ehisdend,is certainly wo rth inves tigating!

Bible Referencesto Jesusod Love

The ph rase fiwhom Jesus loved 0 indfees the author as being the obje ct of Jesus 6
love. Sin ce he is not called the dis ciple who loved Jesus , this book does not examine

any ve rses dealing with  an i ndi vi towartl $esus. Alsov this study is not meant
to be a dis cussion on the principles of love or on the gene ral topic of the love of God
Instead, this Bible study will examine wha t scripture says abo ut Jesus6 | ove for

toward spe cific individuals.

Outside of the gospels, all of the references to Jesus6 | onreanrelated to the
identity of th e theodis cipled . thengospels, J esus b | oefeeredwa Hfteen times
(Fourth gospel 11:3,5& 36, 13:1  (2x),23 & 34 ,14:21 , 159 & 12,19:26, 20:2, 21:7 & 20, Mk. 10:21) , but
only two men in the fou rth gospel we re expli citly iden tified as being the obje ct of
Jesusd | owsand thazane whom A Joersutthsyospkl AN &36,13: 23, 19:26,
20:2,21:7& 2 O [Forms of two Greek wo rds, agap ao and phileo , were translated fil o these ve rees i and
bothwereused torefer to dGhd me
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The first three gospels record only one time whe re an individual was said to be
il ovedo by rkel®:u7s-22 tMdlls us of a mee ting be tween Jesus a nd an
uniden tified man, and this passage says that Jesus @l ouv#he passagendoes B
not s tate whe ther this pe rson ever had any o ther contact wi th Jesus or not. So, we will
proceed to take a closer look at Laza rus, since the fou rth gospel no ted both his
association wi th Jesusand thefactthat he was Al ovedd by Jesus

A Sudde n Appearance

fiLord, behold, he whom thou lovest is si ckd wale appeal of Ma rtha and Ma ry
(Fourth gospel 11:3b) , and this reveals Jesus had this relationship wi th Lazarus prior to that
momen t. This is confirmed two ve rses later whenwe re a d, i N o wlovédeMa utha,
and her sis ter, and Laza ru s (Fourth gospel 11:5) . Jesus also refers to him a s , ffiQemd
Lazaru s @Fourth gospel 11:11b) . Yet, in spi te of this his tory, the fou rth gospel makes no
men tion of La zarus until his name appea rsin the 11 th chapter. Whyis this?

Nothing in the fou rth gospel overtly explains the origin of this friendship. (S till, the
curious aspe ct of this sudden appea rance is indeed pa rallel to what we saw regarding
fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 . ) E v genimpootant, the first three gospels
never ref er toJesus 6friendshipwi thlaza rus or to the mi racle of Jesus raising
Laza rus from the dead . (This resembles the similar omission of fithe dis ciple whom
Jesus loved 0 those gospels.) What makes this espe cially no teworthy is that the Bible
tells of only three people who we re raised from the dead by Jesus :awido wé s gLo.n
7:12 -15), Jairu s 6  d tewu @th9:18 -25, Mk. 5:22 -24 & 35-42, Lu. 8:41 -56), and Laza rus (Fourth
gospel 11:14 -45). The news of these as tonishing even ts spread qui ckly (Fourth gospel 11:45,
Mt. 9:26 , Lu. 7:16 -17). All we re amazing mi racles, b ut the raising of Laza rus was
substantially di fferent from the other two, as will be shown.

J e s usedd Becomes a Celebrity

The fa ct the three other gospel writers avoid any men tion of the raising of Laza rus
is particularly striking be cause of what happened after Lazarus was raised from the
dead. fiThen many of the Jews whi ch came to Mary, and had seen the things whi ch
Jesus d i d, bel i ev edairth@apel 11:45m0(Keep in mind they we re eyewi tnesses.)
Now, compare this to what happened six days la ter when Jesus was again in Be thany,
fiMuch people of the Jews therefore knew that he was there: and they came not for
Jesus sake only, b ut that they might see Laza rus also, whom he had raised from the
d e a drourth gospel 12:9 ). So, scripture reveals the people we re attracted to Lazarus in
the aftermath of this mi racle. This caused su ch a s tir fithe chief p riests consulted that
they might p ut Lazarus also to death: Be cause that by reason of him many of  the Jews
went away, and believed on Jesus O (Fourth gospel 12:10 -11).

Is this a testament to the allu re of fame or to the witness of Laza rus or pe rhaps
both? We la ck further de tails as to why these people we re drawn to Lazarus, butit is
clear the publi c was awa re of him and of the mi racle Jesus did for him. Consider the
event people commonly call the Triumphal En try (Fourth gospel 12:12 -18). Did you know
the raising of Laza rus played a key role in terms of the cro wd 6 stendan ce on that
day? We read of the greeting Jesus received from a cheering crowd as he rode into
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town on a donkey  (Fourth gospel 12:12 -15). Notice, however, that s cripture also tells us
about the cro wd 6 s tivat@mn. Al though one might assume it was the teachings of
Jesus or the realiza tion he was the Son of God that b rought o ut the crowd on that day,

the author of the fou rth gospel highligh ted a pa rticular reason for the crowd 6 s
participationin that even t.

This a ut hor poin ts out the raising of Laza rus helped b ring o ut the crowd at that
Triumphal En try. fiThe people therefore that was wi th him [Jesus ] when he called
Lazarus outof hisg rave, and raised him from the dead, ba re record. For this cause the
people also met him, for that they hea rd that he had done this mi racl e @ourth gospel
12:17 -18). Thus, the crow d 6 sresence on that day was linked to their having hea rd the
reports abo ut Jesus raising Laza rus from the dead, fiFor this cause the people also met
h i m@®ourthgospel 12:18 ), and theyhad me re | y iidhoe.a

The dis ciples of Jesus wi tnessed the raising of Laza rus, whi ch was su rely an
electrifying and u nforgettable expe rience! Yet, for some reason, the writers of the first
three gospels d id not men tion awo rd abo utit. Whatis mo re, we a re told the formerly
dead Laza rus had su ch an effect on the people that the priests took the e xtreme s tep
of plo tting to have him killed. Laza rus was big news . So why is it that the other
gospels fail to men tion any of this? If this seems odd to you, just think abo ut how this
parallels the way the first three gospels also omit  fithe dis ciple whom Jesuslo vedo .

The T ransition

Even s tranger than the silen ce of the other gospels on all of these Laza rus matters
is his a brupt disappea rance from the fou rth gospel. In 12:9 it tells us the people came
to see Laza rus and 12:11 says he had a s trong i nfluenc e on the Jews. But after 12:17
refer s to his retu rn from the dead, the fou rth gospel never men tions Laza rus again!

The fou rth g 0 s p eeked tatiop of Laza rus reveals two key facts. The firstis he is
named in only eleven ve  rses of the fou rth gospel, six in chapter 11 and five in chapter
12. The re is no men tion of him b efore chapter 11 ve rse 1 and after chapter 12 ve rse
17 he seems to vanish. B ut even mo re interestingis this friend whom AJ ¢ ®w il 0
last me ntioned in chapter 12 71 just befo re the obs cure and unnamed disciple whom
iJesus oOlsdinstendentionedin the ve ry ne xt chapter (Fourthgospel 13:23). If you think
this transition may be simply an unimpo rtant coincidence then just wai t, for there is
mu ch mo re eviden ce to come. S till, one has to admit this presents us wi th a s triking
parallel. The one man asso ciated wi th Jesus wh o was also sin gledoutasbeing Al ovedo
by Jesus abruptly vanishes from the text, and then the only dis ciple to be sin gled
outasbeing Al ovedo b wbrapety wppear s in this same gospel.

The sequen ce of these things in the Bible is no a ccident! Furthermore, this newly
evident dis ciple plays an impo rtant role in the even ts that follow. Some may want to
dispute the thesis that the thesdisci pl e, whom Jesus Irusbecdude itwa s
might seem in consistent for him to hide his ide ntity as aut hor while men tioning his
name seve ral times in the book. However, as will be shown a li ttle later, by compa ring
scripture with scripture one is able to see a pe rfectly logi cal and bibli cally sound reason
as to why Laza rus may have done p recisely that. Others may point o ut the Bible does
not callLazarusa ficdipd ed and we with thispoltenoal diféiaullty. wi
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For now, though, let us look at the second reason why the order of these even tsis
signi ficant. As no ted above, this author did not employ the term fthe dis ciple whom
Jesus loved 0 tilnafter Lazarus is raised from the dead in the text and that mi racle
was certainly a powe rful act of love toward Lazarus. Du ring his ea rthly minis try Jesus
did not elimina te suffering and dea th for eve ryone and the Bibl e tells of only three
people Jesus raised from the dead while he was he re. Laza rus was de finitely p rivileged
in this regard. This is also e xtremely relevant to the sequenc e of gospel even ts
becau se after Laza rus was raised from the dead he would never be and could
never be the same again.

Dead Man Walking

The raising of Laza rus is no fai ry tale. Itis not fiction. It was an impo rtant eve ntin
history. So, le t6 <onsider the reality of this situation. Laza rus had a close relationship
with Jesus before he was raised from the dead. Their relationship was close enough
that when he was si  ck, his sis ters sent for Jesus with the message, fiLord, behold, he
whom thou lovest is si ck OFourth gospel 11:3 ). We are not told abo ut this relationship b ut
it must have exis ted for some time and his sis ters felt th a't i h e thoo doves to
applied to Lazarus, as their message di dtiordlL azarenameiE@van that
Lazarus had a close relationship wi th Jesus before Jesus raised him from the dead,
what would Lazarus have been like after that e xperience? How would Laza rus have
been changed by thatone -of-a-kind gi ft from Go d?

Isit reasonable to believe thatlLazarussi mply sai d o T Hha naknsd, barddeens u s
to his usual, daily routine i spending his time on the cares of this wo rld, just like his
fellow citizens? It would be laughable to think Laza rus could have just b rushed o ff the
tomb dust and returned to his no rmal life. Pause and take time to consider that
miracle. It would su rely be the mostp rof ound event i n atnfgromeewvwhs | i f
was al ready close to Jesus the effect of this miracle must have been e xtremely
tr ansfo rming. How would Laza rus have been di fferent after that?

Later, when Jesus came to Bethany again, fithey made him a suppe ro (Fourth gospel
12:1 -2). Yet no one would Dbelieve th at Aa r& uwahe full e xtent of Laza ru s &ffore
to show his gratitude or his loyal ty. Peter once said, fiLord, to whom shall we go? thou

hast the wo rds of e terna | | (Fodrt@ gbspel 6:68) . Where would Laza rus have gone? He
had not only hea rd the wo rds of Jesus, he had expe rienced their power firsthand, in a
way that few ever did. In light of this, whi ch of the fol lowing is most likely?

A. Lazarus lived in fear of dea th for the rest of his time on earth because he knew
whati t was like todie and dreaded having to doit again.

B. Lazarus returned to what he was doing befo re he got si ck. He remained a normal
guy, tried to be agood pe rson, observed the Sabba th, etc.

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

Like Whi te on Rice!

If we take the time to think upon these things we realize that, since Lazarus
already had a spe cial relationship wi th Jesus, his response to that gi ft from God would
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not have been Ilimited to mere gratitude. Wi thout a doub t, he would have been
motivated to be even closer and mo re loyal to his friend Jesus than he had p reviously
been. In fa ct, from that day fo rward, Laza rus, more than anyone else, would h ave
reason to stick close toJesus i 0L i k ete amhrice ! 6 , theaokl saying goes. Also, not
surprisingly, close to Jesusis exa ctly whe re we ne xt find Laza rus. When Jesus returned
to Be thany we read, fiThere they made him a supper , and Ma rtha served: b ut Laza rus
was one of them thatsatat the table wi th h i (Fa@rthgospel 12:2) . This ve rse and 11:44
are the only ve rses that depictLazarus, so thisis thelast time that Laza rus is depi cted
in the Bible . (Lazarus is la ter men tioned in 12:9, 10, and 17, but heis not depi cted as
being p resent.) Sin ce thisis his last appea rance, whats tands o ut abo ut this ve rse?

Where we find Laza rus in his final expli cit appea rance is the key thing tonote. The
last time that Laza rusisseenheis sittingwi thJesus atasupper table and the first
time that the one whom AlJesusloved 6 i s s e elpanifgen Jesus at a supper
table (Fourth gospel 12:2 & 13:23) . Is this simply ano ther remarkable coincidence or is it
part of ala rger pa ttern of eviden ce? You will have to de cide, b ut for now let us look at
another o ccasion when someone seemed to stick close to Jesus. The nigh t Jesus was
arrested, th e thendiscipled f ol | owe d fend inwitlaJesus into the pala ce of
the high p riesto (Fourth gospel 18:15 ). Later, when Jesus was on the cross, he looked down
and fisaw ther, and nloe disciplestandi ng by, w h 0 nFoukttegospel mo:g6e )d O
We do not find fithe twelve 0 at the foot of the cross, ye t this disciple was there. Why
him and not the rest? What gave him the courage and s tamina to stick wi th Jesus until
he was assigned tothemother of J e sooksheram tb hiiown home 0?

The evening p rior, Pe ter, James, and John let Jesus down by falling asleep three
times. Then, the dis ciples fled when Jesus was seized. Pe ter and th e theo dis ciple o
reappea red and followed Jesus. B ut, while thi s théradisci pl e 0 fimevnth Jesuso ,
Peter stayed o ut by the fire, denied knowing Jesus, and soon le ft. By contr ast, as Jesus
was on the cross, the disci pl e Awhom hwas d¢losevenaugh for the crucified
Jesus to speak to him. So, why did  this beloved dis ciple behave in away that se t him
apartas beinga cutabove the restof the dis ciples?

Been The re. Done Tha t.

Given their relationship, Laza rus must have known abo ut Jesus® ma n yaclesi
Then, on top of hea ring abo ut or pe rhaps even seeing mi racles, Lazarus personally
expe rienced coming ba ck from the dead. What p riority would Laza rus have p uton se If-
preservation a fter he was raised? Surviva |l isave ry potenthumanins tinct,butitiss till
fairly easy tograsp why the raised Laza rus might not have behaved like the restof the
disciples. God taught him, in the most empha tic way possible, that dea th isnda
necessarily final and, mo re impo rtant, that Jesus could give life. The reafter, faith in
Jesus would not have been just a men tal concept for him. He had be  come living p roof
of the power of Jesus, and eve ry time he awoke, he was likely to recall the moment of
that mi racle.

Regarding dea th, Lazarus had 0 BleeeenDone that. &hough he would su rely not
have been cavalier abo ut it. Imagine the effect this mi racle had on his life. Su ch an
expe rience could reasonably be expe cted to have had a signi ficant effect on his fear of
death. (Pos sibly even ov ercomeit?)
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The Cou rage Eviden ce

A close call with death can cause a pe rson to change d rastically. Being dead for
four days, along wi  th his in teractions wi th those who came to see him a fter his return
(Fourth gospel 12.9 & 17), woul déve pus a ehollyuraqgmea  outlook on life. Could
this lead to the type of courage and character the Bible attributes to the unnamed
fi oher dis ciple o ?

T h e therodis cipled  wefiwith Jesus into the pala ce of the high p riesto , and we
have seen that he was a known asso ciate of Jesus (Fourth gospel 18:15 -17). Unlike the rest
of the dis ciples, h e dictdnnravay dhat exhibi ted a concern for p reserving his own

life. Neve rtheless, thisis pe rfectly unde rstandable if this individual was Laza rus.

Also, if th e theodis cipled wa s rusathem he was truly at risk when he en tered
the fipalace of the high p riesto , chuee th e chief p riests owanted to kill Laza rus too
(Fourth gospel 12:10 ). We are not told if Laza rus knew abo ut the plot to kill him at that
time or if he lea rned abo ut it at a la ter point. Rega rdless, the unique behavior of the
i bher dis ciple 0 tiB be fits a raised -from-the-dead Laza rus (i.e., one who would s  tick
with Jesus even when his own life was at risk) . Some mayftlaes kiiot®hcegpleod di
was Laza rus, then why didn @ they kill him that ni ght? 6 Well, they ha d planned to kill
Lazarus because he had caused people to believe on Jesus. So if they killed Jesus,
which they we re in the process of doing, then they had no reason to bother wi th
Lazarus. B ut the Bible does not speak to this, therefore, we cannotbe totally su re.

What |Is a Disciple?

Some may try to argue against the theory th e theo dis ciple 0 was Laza rus by
pointingouthewasnot cal | ed ca pi @ iocsipture. Shisis true, b ut that does not
mean he was oigetltisn ctbar e was a friend of Jesus and the apos tles, for
Jesus referredto hi m a sfriendil@zaarru s @Fourthgospel 11:11) . So Laza rus must have
spent time wi th them. However, the que stion for us is: Would it be correct to refer to
Lazarus as a ciipli s 0 ZipldioDivwsa s mank likeaEagle S cout. One didnot p
test tobeco me a ciipli e dhe Bible, disciples come and dis ciples go (cf. Fou rth gospel
6:66, A cts 6:1 ). This term is used in many ve rses, abo uta wide va riety of people. [In the
Greek this simply means a filearnerd  d@pupilo . ]

While itis not precisely cl ear what ma d eci p h eoocaentefddLaza rus was
not acipfedi snaly be cause he is notexpli citly calleda i dciged | geasomable in
light of what we know about his appea rances in the Bible . The reason the first three
gospels do not call Lazarus a cipleld si s s theynever,men tion him at all |
not his friendship wi th Jesus, not even the mi racle of his being raised from the dead.
The one gospel that tells us abo ut Lazarus also does not callhim a fAdipd eul thisb
woul d fit wi th Lazarus using the term fthe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 to cloak his
identity as a uthor of this gospel. (Ano ther possibili ty is Lazarus may have g raduated
from friend to dedi cated follower of Jesus only in the aftermath of what Jesus did for
him and, if so, thatmaybewhy theauthor referredto hi msel f ciapl @0 ffekn sy a
he reported that mi racle.)
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The author wrote, fithese are written, that ye might believe  that Jesus is the Christ,
the Son of God 0 (Fourth gospel 20:31 ). We will revisit this ve rse later when we dis cuss his
mot ive for hiding his iden tity. For now though, let us realize the author was only
including things that he believed would a  ccomplish this goal. As we will see, this was
reason enough for him not to call Lazarus a ciiipli éNbtiden tifying Laza rus as a
Andcispl eo may thee ke rdason the author6 s ffoet at anonymi ty was so
effective.) Finally, to suppose Laza rus never be ca me a cipldd si s reasonable. We
know he was il oved o b yHe Wwassnaised from the dead by Jesus. He had supper
with Jesus . Isitfair then toinfer that Laza rus would have learned from his expe riences
and his relationship wi th Jesus ? Yes, it is.

The Character Eviden ce

Coming ba ck from the dead would certainly a ffect o n ehdracter. Thus, it is
reasonable to think that Laza rus might exhibit a high deg  ree of courage and unusual
faithf ulness toward Jesus, inaway that would set himapa rt from fithe twelve 0 a bhd
rest of the dis ciples. Do we see Laza rus behaving this wa y? Well, if Laza rus was the
i bher dis ciple 0 ,then su rely he did manifest these traits. So, we will consider the
actions of th e theodis ci p | te see if he behaved like a raised -from -the-dead Laza rus
would a ct.

Noticehowthe one whom fAJesus | otvfrooh dhe westof the dis ciplgsa
by his reaction at the supper. The topic of the be trayer came up seve ral times that
evening. Fi rst, befo re the bread and the cup, when Jesus said the traitor was fione
y O U(Rit. 26:21b, Mk. 14:18b ), the dis ciples we re  fArsowful, and began eve ry one of them
to say un to him, Lo rd, isit | ?0 (Mt. 26:22; cf. Mk. 14:19 ). That isn @ the same as dNho is
it?6 , ce torask the ques tion was to doubt their own character! Yet, that ended when
Jesus ruledo utallb ut Ahe twel ve o by Isia gneofgthe tivelve thatdippe th with
mein the dinha&o ).

Then, a fter the bread and the cup, the issue came up again. B ut Jesus had al ready
ruled out all b ut the twe |l v e 0this sinbe the response takes the form of a disp ute
about which apos tle it would be, fithey began to enquire among themselves, whi ch of
them itwas thatshould do this th i n @uoz2:23 ).

Still, the reaction of one pe rson did s tand o ut from the rest, and we see this la ter
that evening, a fter the foot washing, whe n Jesus s a't down {Farghaospé#l 18:12)
At that poin t, he on ce again raised the issue of the traitor (Fourth gospel 13:21) , and it
says, fithen the dis ciples looked one on ano ther, doub ti ng of whom hreurths p ak €

gospel 13:22) . Peter then took a s tep to probe further, just notdi rectl y . it Neo ewvas
leaningonJesus 6 bosom o0 ne cigéds, wimomslesdsilosed . Simon Pe ter therefore
beckoned to him, that he should ask who it should be of whom he [Jesus ]sp ak graurth

gospel 13:23 -24).

Why didn G Peter ask his own ques tion? Was he one of those who doub ted their own
loyalty? Peter was an a postle but he s till chose to go throughthe one whom AJe
loved 0 to ask this ques tion. What was there abo ut this dis ciple that made Pe ter turn to
him , ins tead of just asking Jesus di rectly? (Would Pe ter have gone through John to ask
Jesus a ques tion? Mark 10:41 sugge sts that he would no t.)
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Anyone at the table was close enough to ask Jesus a ques tion, ye t Peter chose to
prompt the one wh oslovédlodsdoit.Inany case, when Pe ter signaled him to
ask whi ch one of fithe twel ve 0 wothe thaitorehe didn @ hesi tate or exhibit se If-
doubt like the re st h a dthenfiyidigeon Jesus 06 rdast saith unto him, Lo rd, who is
it?0 (Fourth gospel 13:24 -25). Indeed, his ease in posing the ques tion be fits the raised
Afiendo whom AJes we Lataous evoauldl havesknawn whoever the be trayer

would b e, it could not be him! We see theone whom AJesud diod emot ask,

Unlike Pe ter, he appea rs to have no qualms abo ut asking Jesus the ques tion. He
seems su re of himse If and his physi cal posi tion even sugges ts this, for the author tells
us that he was leaning on Jesus . Three times the author describes his posi tion at this
event (Fourthgospel13:23 &25,21: 20). Thi s wa s ndrecorduhe seating a rrangemen ts.
His posi tion at the table that night gives us insight in to how close he was to Jesus
personal ly. He could lean on Jesus be cause they had a close relationship. No one else
issaid tohave il eanedo on Jesus. T h itesialize o0 otdbf thin dir om othat
night, and it seems to be di fferent from the bond that Jesus had wi th the rest of his
disciples, in cluding Pe ter. The quali ty and deg ree of camaraderie thatis revealedin this
action imply a se cure friendship and an obvious devo  tion.

Regardless, the factis that Pe teré €hoice to use the one whom fAJesus loved 0 to ask
about the betrayertellsus that he was nthe twern e edf, réfy Patersvauld
not have used any of the apos tles to ask this questio n because Jesus had al ready said
one of them would be the traitor (Mk. 14220 ). One of the apos tles could not be trusted
and Pe ter wan ted to know who it was. If he was going to get someone to ask for him, it
would have been someone who was not one thétwel veo.

Does the Eviden ce Fit?

Is it reasonable to suppose that Laza rus may have been p rivileged to enjoy an
espe cially close friendship wi th Jesus at the time of this even t? Yes, itis. Would su cha
relationship help exp lain some of the actions of the one HAwhom Joe saile
night of the suppe r? Does the eviden ce fit Lazarus? If you have not yet been
persuaded, then pe rhaps the eviden ce from the mo rning that Jesus6 caat tomb was
discovered will convin ce you.

Resurrection Morning

Take a close look at the unnamed a uthor6 s cceunt of even ts on resurrection
mo rning. It is not just a confirmation of the va cant tomb. If that was all God wanted,
then the a uthor might well have been inspi red to use fewer wo rds. So, keepaneyeo ut
for the d etails that hiswo rds contain, be cause they can actually p rovide uswi th qui te a
bit of revealing da ta regarding th e theodis cipled ( aalt @f it ends up suppo rting the
case for Laza rus).

fiThe first day of the week cometh Mary Magdalene ea rly, when it was yet da  rk,
unto the sepul chre, and see th the stone taken away from the sepul chre. Then she
runne th, and cometh to Simon Pe ter, and to the other dis ciple, whom Jesus loved , and
saith unto them, They have taken away the Lord out of the sepul chre, and we know
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not where they have laid him. Pe ter therefore went fo rth, and that o ther dis ciple, and
came to the sepul chre. So they ran both together: and the other dis ciple did o utrun
Peter,and came first to the sepul chre QFourth gospel 20:1 -4).

Pause and consider thatlast sen tence. Of course, it 6 s theauthorbWwaeted to
record this fa ct me rely in o rder to tell us that he ( th e theo dis cipled ) wthesbe tter
athlete. Or pe rhaps the author was simply being a ccurate. The re is, however, ano ther
possibili ty that we should consider. Ask you rself: O ther than sheer a thletic abili ty, what
could have caused th e theodis cipledoto fitoun Petero ? ( T h e btontkisyie turns
out, also sugges ts why this point was evenno teworthy.)

The answerisad renal i ne.theftiscip@®@ mi ght we litdun Peder &mply
because he had a mo re intense desi re to see that tomb. If so, then he would have
pushed himse If harder to get there mo re qui ckly. As you consider this, reme mber that
itwas the one whom A Joe swhaootle thisertl took the time to describe this
seemingly trivial de tail from that day. Also, no te it is highly likely  the idea that Jesus 6
body was not in the tomb would have had a spe cial impa ct on Laza rus i who had
recently va cated a tomb of his own.

Now, le td s ckpup whe re we le ft o ff. i An dth b ethep dis ci p | etoogpin gsdown,
and looking in , saw the linen clothes lying; yet went he not in. Then come th Simon
Peter following him, and went in to the sepul chre, and see th the linen clothes lie, And
the napkin, that was abo ut his head, not lying wi  th the linen clothes, b ut wrapped
togetherin a pla ce by i tself. Then wentin also  that o ther dis ciple, whi ch came first to
the sepul chre, and he saw, and believed. For as yet they knew not the scripture, that
he must rise again from th e d e @odrth gospel 20:5 -9).

In our day dhe witness of the empty to mb 6 itesm wsed by those who say the
empty tombitselfisproof of Jressrueston. While it may be wellin  tentioned, this

isnotstrictly bibli cal. First, realize that the things Pe ter and th e thevdis cipled saw i n
the tomb that morning did not harmonize wi th their unde rstanding of s cripture. We
know this be cause we re a d, i atbey kn@emnot the scripture, that he [Jesus ] must

rise again from th e d e @odrén gospel 20 :9) . This poi nt is signi ficant be cause these two
men_react di fferently. In addi tion, no tice the Bible makes it clear the tomb was not
em pty. Even though the tomb no longer contained the body of Jesus , it did contain
some ve ryimpo rtant pie ces of eviden ce.

The Eviden ce Inside the Tomb

Mary Magdalene told Peter and th e theo dis ciple 0 the body of Jesus was missing
which prompted them to rush to the to mb . |t s alyeg ran BoSlo together: and
the other dis ciple did o utr un Peter, and came first to the sepul chre 0 When th e theo
disci pl e 0thegwhe stooped down athedined scbthe s 0 | yi ng whicks i de,
point he s topped and fwe nt h e nWhen Perted got there, however, he did not
stop. He went right in . T h eheritlis ciple0 wauwtside un til that point, b ut theno he
fiwe nt i n(cfadu Sh@mpe | 20:2,4,5,6&8 ).

Why do you think th e theo dis cipled0 tapped when he thelmem clothes o ?
After Peter wentin, th e theodis cipled dtioa Why didn @ he goin when he a rrived?

39 GospelOfJohnOrNot .com



The Disciple Whom Jesus Loved

He ran, so he must have felt a sense of u rgency. Despi te this, he seems to freeze just
outside the entrance until Peter passes by him and en ters the tomb. So, why did the
sight of fithe linen cloth e saause him to stop in his tracks? In a moment you will see
there is a reason why this curious behavior of th e theo dis cipled fusther eviden ce
that he was Laza rus. But firstlet us look at the di fference in the reactions of Pe ter and
th e theodis cipledoto theitems they sawin the tombon that mo rning i one of them
fibelieve do !

fiThen we nt in also that o ther dis ciple, whi ch came first to the sepul chre, and he

saw, and b @duitheogpe 2b6 ). T h e therdiscipl e 0 theame who believed,
but no tice when this o ccurred. It happened only a fter he en tered the tomb and saw
fithe napkin, that was abo ut his [Jesus 0 ] head, n oth thé §nénn glothes, b ut

wrapped togetherinapla cebyi tselfo (Fourth gospel 20:7)

The First Disciple to Believe

When he wi tnessed those fiinen cloth e s 0 #&ithed napkin that was abo ut his
[Jesus 6] ¢toe aithe tomb, th e thevdiscipled suddenl y Ahg? Theeavutlbro .
takes the time to depi ct these items p recisely, and he unde rscores the flinen cloth e s 0
by repeating this ph rase three times (Fourth gospel 20:5 -7). This is impo rtant. We can
learn some thing abo ut this author/f bher dis ciple, whom Jesus loved 0 from the
emphasis that he placed on these things and the effect thatthey had on hi m, it
and bel i evedhe.firsTtimestheiwerd fAbel i ev e dabteritlee ressreedtion
and it pe rtains to th e theodis ci p I! Bhis is no small poin  t. His being the first pe rson
who f#Abel i extrendelysig sificant. (The Appendix will expound on this point la ter.)

Does s cripture indi cate the Apos tle John had any reason to reactin a unique way to
those items that we re in the tomb ? No, it does no t. Furthermore, no te the Bible does

not s tate that Peter Aib el i e v etlhbpoift amt time). The author here makes it clear
the va cant to mb ,theflinen clothes o, thed napki ndo di tthe sancetimph xtv e
on Peter.
However, the sight of fthe linen clothes o | i kel y wapped dazahrasvirehis s
tracks and the sight of fthe napki no woul d havdfechandhimaThaini g u e
signi ficance of these items would not have been lost on Lazarus, for he had

expe rienced waking up a fter he had beend ressed himin filinen 0 the ma terial that was
used to wrap dead bodies !

Theimle nffectE

iAnd h e rug]L shatawas dead came fo rth, bound hand and foot wi th
grave clothes: and his fa ce was bound abo utwith a n a préuithng@spel 11:44 ). It6s no
accident that the author took the time to men tion the seemingly trivial de tail of the
inapki thoregard to Lazarus also. Mo reover, it was only a fter the sight of the
i napkthat dh e theo dis cipled reacted i then fhe saw, and. Whike | thee vedo
author did not report what Laza ru s 6 ravegloth e s 0 rewmade of, he no ted that the
Jews used tabuiynhe batiesin those days, fiThen they took the body of Jesus ,
and wound it in  linen clothes wi th the spi ces, as the manner of the Jews is to buryo
(Fourth gospel 19:40) . So, thisindi cates that filinend was | i kel y muséd bfoary llad s
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Letd gake a qui ck look at the usage of flineno ithe New Tes tamen t. The English
word flinen 0 wa s twodrarslate seve ral different G reek wo rds, b ut only two of these
Greek wo rds involve dead bodies. These two wo rds we re both used to describe the
material that covered the body of Jesus , so they may well be synonyms (cf. Fou rth gospel
19:40 compared to Mt. 27:59; and Lu. 23:53 compared to Lu. 24:12 ). One of these wo rds always
refers to the cloth covering a corpse. Likewise, the other always refers to the cloth
covering a corpse, wi th one excepti on.  Wecdss Ithis dcur®us ex ception a li ttle bit
later. What we need to think abo ut at this jun cture is how Laza rus would have reacted
to the sight of theitems whi ch had been covering the body of Jesus.

What was the first thing Laza rus saw when he came ba ck from the dead?
Signi ficantly, it would have been the finaptkat wavered his own fa ce! In the
momen ts after Jesus called him ba ck to lif e, Laza rus came o ut of his cave-grave s till
wr apped in his g raveclothes and Jesus gave the ins truction, fiLoose him, and let him
g 0 QFourth gospel 11:44 ). It is unlikely Laza rus ever fo rgot being loosed. The refore, it is
logical to suggest that the sight of Jesus 6 abando navedclo ghes would have
had a powe rful and wholly unique e ffecton Laza rus. T h e therodis ciple 0 ran to
Jesus6tomb and s tooped down togoin, b utinstead he s topped when he saw fithe linen
cloth e s (Bourth gospel 20:3 -5). When he did go in momen ts later, thi s thérdais ci p |

eo

became the first pe rson to believe on the risen Lord , ARhe saw, a n(Eburtio e |

gospel 20:8 ). In light of this eviden ce, particularly given his reactions to fithe linen

clothes o d@ma n aplcannve ,conclude that the behavior of th e theo dis cipleo
would be fit Laza rus? The fa cts that we re recorded about this event fit together logi cally
and comple telyif th e theodis ciple0 was rusaz a

The Fishing T rip

After resurrection mo rning f he dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 next seen when he
and five others volun teer to accompany Pe ter, who announ ced that he was going
fishing. fiThere we re together Simon Pe ter, and Thomas called Didymus, and Na thanael
of Cana in Galilee, an d the sons of Zebedee ,and two o ther of his dis ciples. Simon Pe ter
saith unto them, 1 goa fishing. They say un to him, We also go wi th th e e (Bourth gospel
21:2 -3a). They caught no thing that nigh t, and the next morni ng i ktesws the
shore: b ut the dis ciples knew not that it was Jesus O (Fourth gospel 21:3b -4). He spoke wi th
them and said to, i Ca she neton the rightside of the s hi p ahen aheydid they
could not pull in  the net be cause of fithe mul titude of fi s h eFsueth gospel 21:5 -6). In the
next ve rse the authord s regence is revealed when we read, fiTherefore that dis ciple
whom Jesus loved saith unto Peter, Itis the Lord OFourth gospel 21:7)

So we see fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 w ahe first dis ciple to recognize Jesus
that day. Mo re impo rtant, however, is the authoré s | iwho was ih a ttendan ce, for
right after he me nti o n etde stnsof Zebedeed (James anted that two)
unna med dis ciples we re present. This reference to an unnamed dis ciple fits with the
author6 s tgemn of concealing his ide ntity at this point in his gospel. S till, it should
grab our a ttention when we see that the author grouped John in wi th the five
apo stles whom he chose to iden tify in the first part of his lis t; b ut then, in contr ast
with that set of apo stle names, he lumped together the two unnamed dis ciples and
tacked themon to the end of hislist  (Fourth gospel 21:2)
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The author lis ted fithe sons of Zebedee 6 thithe apos tles, yet he referred to
himse If anon ymously (as fithat dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 ) mo bsdarterinve rse7 i
and this a rgues against his being John. The a uthor consistently used anonymous terms
to refer to himself sin ce he first did so in his record of Jesusd | ast
continued that p ractice in this ve ry passage. So, it would be contrary to that e ffort for
the author to have in cluded himselfwi th the group he ele cted to name inve rse 2.

The First Error

Later du ring that even t, the dis ciples came to shore and dined wi th Jesus (Fourth
gospel 21:7 -14). Following that, Jesus had a conve rsation wi th Peter (Fourth gospel 21:15 -19).
Immedia tely thereafter we read, fiThen Peter, turning abo ut, seeth the disciple whom
Jesus loved following, whi ch also leaned on his b  reast at supper , and said, Lo rd, whi ch
is he that be trayeth thee? Peter seeing him sai th to Jesus, Lo rd, and what shall this
man do?0 (Fourth gospel 21:20 -21). To thisJesus rep |l i ed, fiHatfhe Itarrw till I | come,
what is that to thee? follow th o u  m®oorth gospel 21:22 ). Next we see a ve ry strange
reference to the unnamed dis ciple. i T h e n whe rsdying ab road among the brethren,
that that dis ciple should not die: yet Jesus said not un to him, He shall not die; b ut If |
will that he tarry tilll come, what is that to thee ?0 (Fourth gospel 21:23) . Here the author
reports, and seeks to correct, an e rror that was circulati ng 0 a mhe bigethre n o .
the first error abo ut this dis ciple o ccurred long befo re he was mistakenly called John ,
when some we re falsely taught he wouldn & die!

How should one respond to afalse teaching ? The me thod used by this God -inspired
author was to note what was not said and to emphasize what was  actually said. He
pointed out that Jesus did notsaywhat therumor sai dhéahHenot ttenhbed
againquo ted J e s udse riadim ( Alf I will that he tarry till| come, what is that to
thee?0 ) . Tuthos offared no fu rther commen tary on J e sdssbdut nather chose
simply to bear witness to the wo rds of Jesus and let them speak for themselves. He
clearly expe cted his readers could unde rstand the wo rds of Jesus. B ut if they we re
sufficient for the readers of his gospel, why we re they misin terpreted by those who
spread the false no tion that he woul d fAmdt di e

A Telltale Rumor

The fourth g os p aithdrstried to correct the error that had been circulating
amonghedrethreno. Yenotato | d i f Jrelsswesedmisim aerpreted by one or
more of the men that we re on the fishing trip,orif the Ainot di e drang updaaters
after others had been told abo ut this trip. B ut regardless of who started the rumor, the

Pass

) an

p

factis that the brethren accepted the no tion that theone whom fAJesus | ovedo

Anot di eo. tHelgues tiob, &/gas could have caused this? The wo rds spoken by

Jesus on that day did not di ctate such a conclusion, for the author twice quoted Jesusao

words ve rbatim (Fourth gospel 21:22 & 23). So he knew the inot di eo i
correspond to the wo rds of Jesus b ut, rather, itwasw rongly substitut ed for his words .

There is a di fference between those who had hea rd J e s ud® resoonted by the
men who we re on the fishing trip and those who would la ter read those wo rds in this
author6 s b o ok .rmdrlg eoupfwould have had a key pie ce of info rmation that the
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author wi thheld from his readers, and in terestingly, this would help to explain why the
Afinot dieo i dea wasthe firstpladeerheikeowledde of nthe iden tity of fithe

disciple whom Jesus loved 0 i s wfferéntiates these two groups. The a uthord s
identity was concealed from the readers of his gospel. The dis ciples of Jesus, on the
other hand, knew fithe dis ciple whom Jesus lo vedo . Hi dityiwdsenot a mys tery to

them and, ini tially at leas t, they would have in cluded this info rmation in their
testimony of what happened on the fishing trip.

What was i t abo ut this pa rticular dis ciple that caused some to jump to the wrong
conclusion and led them toassume that they couldin terpretJesus 6 wds, filfl will that
he tarry tilll come 6 as mefithatdisig ,pl € s houl dTheextonedus idea ?that
he ishoul d not d i ;adsed by wh at desus said. Ra ther, it a rose be cause of
whom Jesus had been talking abo ut! What if the men on the fishing trip, and those
who hea rd abo ut this even t, knew that Je sndsr@ferwen to Lazarus? Since he had
already died and been b rought ba ck from the dead, a reason for the erroneous rumor
becomes evident. One  can see why some of them might jump to the concl usi on Jesu
word s me ahd s hdiul d n odesusdhae displayed his wilingness to have his
fi fi rendo rdsdoasad from the bonds of dea th, evena fterfourday s (and that mi racle
took pla ce not all that long befo re this misunde rstanding o ccurred). This was a ve ry
special blessing, one not g ranted to all of J e s udis@iples, nor their families and
friends. Laza rus was one of the few individuals who had ever been chosen to receive
this one -of-a-kind gi ft a n d ryboenveed Kk I(F& nh gospél 12:9 ,11 & 18). If the one whom
AfJesus | ovedrnus, thans as bated thereis alogi cal explana tion for the o rigin
of the false rumor. Since Jesus had al ready raised his friend Laza rus from the dead,
those who knew that Laza rus was the subje ct of Jesus 6 wde had mis takenly infe rred
he would b e exemp ted from having to unde rgo a se cond physi cal dea th.

The A notrumdrimayoalso have a risen due to people reading a false meaning
into these wo rds i fi h ¢hat believe th in me, though he we re dead, yet shall he live:
And whosoever live thandb elieveth i n me s hal | Fourtkgssper 11:7 i 2&) .0Jesus
said this to Marthain the contextof his raising of Laza rus and she likely men tioned this
when she talked abo ut that event. So, the fnotidea icald also be linked to a

misappli cati on o f J edssu s i®s hweol | n e \ce agairg it eturns oh the facts
surrounding this dis ciple perfectly fit Laza rus. This telltale rumor ha rmonizes with all of
the other bibli cal data if Laza rus was the one whom HfAJesudd. | Mee wi | |

conside ring still mo re eviden ce in suppo rt of this conclusion b ut first let us try to
answer this question: Why did this a uthor conceal his iden tity?

Chapter 6

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

The Motive?

The fourth gospel 6s ambhorytmak utbe teme to record his pu rpose for
writing his book, and  that pu rpose may be linked to the reason that he hid his iden tity.
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He wrote |, i And thersigns druly did Jesus in the presence of his dis ciples, which
are not writtenin this book: B ut these are written, that ye might believe that Jesus is
the Christ, the Son of God , and that believing ye might have life through his

(Fourth gospel 20:30 -31). The authord s tentn therefore, was to focus the attention of his
readers on Jesus and to provide info rmation that would help them to fbelieve that
Jesus is the Christ, the Son of Go do .While this may appear to be me rely his goal for
his gospel, it turns out that this obje ctive also p rovided a mo tive for this author to
cloak his iden tity. (All of this was under the inspi ration of God, of course, but God does
use individuals in  their exis ting circumstances to de clare Hiswilland carryito ut.)

As the authord s tentrwas to point people to Jesus, he would have avoided doing
anything that might have in terfered with that goal. Also, there is eviden ce Lazarus
would have had reason to believe his iden tity could have in terfered wi th that obje ctive.
If we think abo ut what happened a fter Laza rus was raised from the dead, then we can
unde rstand the problem that Laza rus had to face; he had be co me eelebxityd . I
was the author of the fou rth gospel, t his may have p resented a dilemma for Laza rus,
in the form of a poten  tial conflict wi th that s tated goal .

The Fame Problem

In chapter 12, whi chis the last pla ce that the author mentions Laza rus, we get a

feel for just how famous he be came. Fo r ins tance , It theyycamefi not for

name

h e

Je

sake only, b ut that they might see Laza rus also, whom he had raised from the deado
(Fourth gospel 12:9 ). Consider the impli cations of that i fithey came not for Jesus 60 sake

onl yo! How do you think that would have a ffected Laza rus? Would he have enjoyed
the spo tlight and basked in  the glo ry that this b rought to him? The re is no eviden ce
th at J efisfiurs ®d 0 rus aaolaadvan tage of this situation or milked it for his own
ego. (A ctually, the sudden disappea rance of Laza rus from the pages of the fou rth
gospel indicates quite the contrary.) Prior to Pentecost we do not read of people
wanting to see Peter or any of the apostl es f,eVes daliough they helped feed the

crowds (Mt 14:19 , 15:36 , etc.), and di splayed powe noi7o)y Ehe fodud efvi | s C

the people had always been Jesus . They came to confront, see, touch, lis ten to, or be
healed by Jesus. B ut after Lazarus was raised from the dead in front of many
eyewitnesses, the people came to see hi m Areforeothe AfriTdedd whom
| o v e dced afpa culiar dilemma.

We read, fiby reason of him [Lazarus] many of the Jews went away, and believed
on Je saush@ospel 12:11) . Moreover, the raising of Laza rus was a key reason that the
crowd met Jesus when he rodeint o Jerusalem on a donkey. fiFor this cause the people
also met him [Jesus], for they hea rd that he had done this mi racl e (Bourth gospel 12:18 ).
This may lead some  to suggest that Lazarus6 new f omemwds af good thing,
because it could help to draw mo re people, who would then get to hear Jesus speak
However, thereis good reason to suspe ct this would not have a chieved a las ting result,
since the crowd at that T riumphal En try was not cheering for Jesus just a few days
later, when the choice for pa rdon was Jesus or Barabbas.

There is no reason to believe that the raised Laza rus was an ything b ut loyal to his
friend Jesus . Neve rtheless, h e became a novel ty that people sought in addi tion to
Jesus (Fourth gospel 12:9 ). We should recognize this would have p resented Laza rus with
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an unusual p roblem. John the Bap tist a rticulated the idea, fiHe [Jesus] must increase,
but | must decre a s @raurth gospel 3:30 ). One obvious way Laza rus could avoid d raw ing
any attention away from Jesus would be to &6 di srdp p eaycurimg lEs iden tity or
becoming anonymous). The fourth g o s p eithd@ sexplacitly said he did not report
everything Jesus did (Fourth gospel 20:30 ). His book sought to achieve as tated goal i that
its readers , imi ght thatelésuse i éhe Christ, the Son of God 0 a it they
woul d, fi h éhvoeu glhi fhei s (RAuatingespel 20:31 ). The a uthor had a reason for
cloaking his iden tity. If he was Laza rus, then he may have hidden his iden tity to
prevent his no toriety fromin terfering wi th the stated goal of the gospel . Is thisin fa ct
what led the author to hide his iden tity? While we cannot know fo rsure, this is at least

a reasonable and bibli cally sound possibili ty.

What about Him?

Even the dis ciples were not immune to the dis traction e ffect, as can be seen when
six of them a ccompanied Pe ter on a fishing trip and Jesus p aid them a visi t. While
seven dis ciples were present, the resurrected Jesus took the time to focus on Pe ter
(Fourth gospel 21:15 -19). Moreover, this was only, fithe third time that Jesus shewed
himse If to his dis ciples, after that he was risen from th e d e @odrénh gospel 21:14 ). Yet,
inspite of Jecusiom &im,fit sgeems as if Peterd s ttemtion was easily dis tracted i
by the presence of fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 !fiThen Pe ter, turning abo ut see th
the dis ciple whom Jesus loved following; whi ch also leaned on his b reast at supper and
said, Lo rd, whi ch is he that be trayeth thee? Peter seeing him sai th to Jesus, Lord, and
what shall this man do? QFourth gospel 21:20 -21).

Instead of responding to the words that Jesus had just s poken to him, Pe ter
appears to change the subje ct. It s n ot tHat Healild y this simply be cause fithe
disciple whom Jesus loved 0 h a p p ¢onfal ¢h his | ine of sigh t. So, what do you  think
could have p rompted Peter to ask this ques tion? Furthermore, seve ral dis ciples were
present, so what mo tivated Peter to focus on fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 ? r¥es
20and 21 do refer tohim Af ol | owi ngteroan di skRe i n gt theimmoe,facbthat
he was nea rby would not have been as  ufficient reason for Pe ter to single out this one
particular dis ciple from the rest who we re there. At that ins tant, Peter delibe rately
referred to this one dis ciple only. Wh y? Well let us consider the possibili ty Peter may
have asked spe cifically abo ut fithe disci pl e whom Jes usthalt momend 0
because of who t his disciple was , since he would have known this man as Laza rus!
One other thing to take in to account is the point at whi ch Peterd s ttemtion turned to
the one whom fAJesus Iteweahllde caubeh ihes topicsof nomve rsation had
just changed, and at that momen t Jesus was speaking aboutPeter6 sleath!

Jesus Foretells Pete r6 s [bhe a

fiThis spake he [Jesus ] signi fying by what dea th he [Pe ter] should glo rify God 0
(Fourth gospel 21:19 ). Without ge tting in to the particulars of J e sdsis\@ rsed8,note
we are told that he raised the topic of Pe ter6 s theThen Jesus had two mo re wo rds
for Peter, AFo | | o w (FamehQyospel 21:19 ). When the ma tter of his dea th was raised,
Peter seemed to change the subje ct, whi ch might be dismissed by some as a typi cal
reaction to anxie ty. B ut bear in mind that the one speaking to Peter was the
resurrected Jesus, who had ove rcome dea th. When Jesus told Peter, fiby what dea th he
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should glo rify Godo what teridd? Mbken Peter, turning abo ut, seeth the disciple
whom Jesus loved €& Rer seeing himsai th to Jesus, Lo rd, and what shall this man do?0
(Fourth gospel 21:20 -21). [The literal Greek reads, fiLord, b ut of this one wha to . Why, upon

learning fiby what dea th he should glo rify Godo , d itet fe® eompelled to refer to one
particular dis ciple? Was Pe ter merely concerned for this dis ciple or is there a mo re
rational expl anation that might be tter accountforhis question?

Of course, if the one whom fJoeswass rlsathat we can see logi ¢ in
Peter6 s qgtiore Be ter knew Laza rus had been raised from the dead, so he may have
been asking if Laza rus would have to die again 1 especially since he likely heard Jesus
say, thahkelieve thin me, though he we re dead, yet shall he live: And whosoever
liveth and believe th i n me shall never di eo0 (Rurthgosgel 11:26 -26.ai S i I
But regardless of why Pe ter asked his ques tion we can consider the dis tracting e ffect
the one Awhom Je swese mdave erdPeter.

Death is a weigh ty ma tter. Still, when Jesus broughtup Pe teré s thePa&ter turned
his attention from Jesus to fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 . Ho weaheday he reis
not the topic of dea th or Pe terd sattention sh ifting f rom Jesus , it i s his timing. He
focused on the one whom AJesus | otheetdpic ba camesdeaoth. Wawd
Peter6 s mi nd h aiated Laza raiowi th this topic? Naturally.

This event was only  fithe third time that Jesus shewed himse If to his dis ciples, after
that he was risen from th e d e @oadroh gospel 21:14 ). Even so, Jesus was not the sole
focus of Pe terd stt ention. The a uthor (kno wn to us as fithe dis ciple whom Jesus loved 0 )
proved to be a dis traction for Pe ter, just as he la ter be came a dis traction to those w ho
spread the rumor that he would not die. Being a dis traction would su rely conflict with
the authord s actvp ecf. Fourth gospel 20:31 ). We have al ready dis cussed how this
potential conflict would have p rovided a mo tive for the author to remain ano ny mous.
The ques tion for you is: Do  the fa cts suppo rt t he conclusion that t his was Lazarus,
writing ano ny mously to avoid any hind rance to his goal?

The Hum bleness Ques tion

The idea that Laza rus would fo rgo using his name to avoid be coming a dis traction
to others would be inline wi th theauthoré s eessed in tent. After he was raised from
the dead, Laza rus be came an attraction for people (Fourthgospel 12:9 ). If he was also the
God-inspired writer of the fou rth gospel, then Laza rus would have been mo re than
willing to avoid claiming a uthorship, rather than taking the risk of in terfering wi th the
readerd s cus on Jesus .

fiThe dis ciple whom Jesusloved 0 may n ot ryohembi@ sounging term b ut we
know it is an a ccurate description, since it was written under the inspi ration of God i
and no te the timing he re also. The a uthor began referring to himse If by this term only
after he reported th a tthej came not for Jesus sake only, b ut that they might see
Lazarus a | s dtos common to hear people claim John was humble be cause of the
authoré s aymoty. B ut this a ut hor was not John, so any a  ttr ibutes that one may want
to infer about this author do not apply to John. If this authord s ffoet to remain
anonymous is an indi cation he was humble, then this quali ty pe rtains to the author
whoever he was, in cluding Laza rus.
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Likewise, ano ther fa ct may also impl y humili ty on the part of Laza rus. This gospel
tells of the raising of Laza rus and the subsequent public  response, b ut notice that the
author didn & recordasinglewo rd thatwas spoken by Laza rus . We have no way
to know if humili ty was the reason for ei ther this or his ano nymity. Still, it is
worthwhile to note these things so that you can weigh all of the data regarding the
authoré sharacter (i.e., Laza rusé6character).

Name sin S cripture

The belief thatamanmightfo rgo hi s n a meeign tonlietBiblé oThe dis ciples
of Jesus were quite willing to change their names. Simon be came Pe ter (Lu. 6:14 ), Saul
became Paul (Acts 13:9), etc. Further, this practice was not new. Ab ram be came
Abraham way ba ck in Genesis 17:5 . In addi tion, the Bible often uses mul tiple names
for people. James and John were surna me d, Ay @ & we 3:17 ), Thomas was,
fical | ed Di drgumiu gospel 21:2 ), an d iJudas 0 carfof) ovas alss called,
AT hadd a €gctiLs. (6:16 , Mk . 3:18) .

Thus, it is at least compa tible wi th scripture to suggest that Laza rus may have

stopped using his name. Did he do this? If he was the unnamed a uthor of the fou rth
gospel, then, in so far as this gospel is concerned, the answer is yes. As thejuryyou
must de cide, first, if s cripture can prove that this a ut hor was not John. If so, then your

next job is to decide if the bibli cal eviden ce indi cates that this author was Laza rus.
Hop efully you have been  convin ced, b ut we will look at one final pie ce of eviden ce that
might help to pe rsuade anyone whois s tillunsu re.

The Other Mu rder Plot

Lazarus had ane ffect on A mameg Dbd ws 0, re tolrthawfiy reason of him
[Laza rus] many of the Jews went away, and believed on Jesus O (Fourth gospel 12:11 ). Of
course, this may have been due solely to the fa ct that he had been raised from the
dead. B ut itis also true if Laza rus had been a known  figure in the communi ty, then
that would have ampli  fied the e ffect of the news of him being  raised and seve ral things
hint at this idea. For example,a fter he di ed theadyg eamd to comfort his

sisters (Fourthgospel 1 1:19) , and evena fter fourdays fihe J e wgeistilveeen iwe e pi ng o

(Fourth gospel 11:33) . In addi tion to his well a ttended memo rial service, the body of
Lazarus was in a cave tomb wi th a rock door (Fourth gospel 11:38) , which sounds ve ry
mu ch like the kind of tomb we see asso ciated with a rich man, Joseph of Arimat hea (Mt
27:57 -60) . Moreover, on ce when Laza rus and his sis ters threw a supper for Jesus, his
sister Mary anoi nted Jesuswi th fi a ¢@o0o udvery costlyd dmemt (Fourthgospel 12:1 -3).
This, too, may be ano therindi cation that their household had no sho rtage of money.

Regardless, fithe chief p riests consulted that they might p ut Lazarus also to death;
because that by reason of him many of the Jews went away, and
(Fourth gospel 12:10 -11). We can see that in the time be tween the raising of Laza rus and
the plot to kill him, a g round swell of response to this miracle started to develop
among the people (cf. Fourth gospel 12:18 ). Also, as wo rd of the raising of Laza rus sp read,
the religious leade rs would have had even mo  re reason to want to dispose of him.
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The Disciple Whom Jesus Loved

Lazarus was the only one besides Jesus who was the obje ct of a mu_rder plot by the

fichief p riestso prior to Penteco st . ThHeé p riestso0  di d n oto killpall oft the

disciples of Jesus, and they did not target just any random ffriendd o f Jesus.

men wan ted to get rid of Laza rus spe cifically.

The thing to consideris that th e chief p riestso k n &hat Laza rus had been raised
from the dead 7 and they knew of the publi c6 s dinatsonwi thhimand the impa ct that

he was having on  the people (Fourth gospel 11:46 -47, 12:9 -11 & 18) . T hchief fi riestso0 may

have known Laza rus as a figure in that communi ty befo re Jesus raised him from the
dead, b ut after he was raised they knew himas the man that they wan ted tokill (Fourth
gospel 12:10 ). These fa cts from the biblical record are relevant be cause they reveal that
Lazarus was known un to th e chief p riestso .

Whi ch Dis ciple Was Known?

Now, remember that the author twice tellsus th e theodis cipleo was dAknown wu

the high p riesto (Fourth gospel 18:15& 16) . As shown ea rlier, this helps to prove John could
not be the theo dis ciple, whom Jesus loved 0 . Tdase for John fa ces a truly
insurmou ntable p roblem he re. On the other hand, if thi sthérdisci pl eo waus,
then this fa ct can be reconciled wi th the bibli cal eviden ce. Here too, as wi th all of the
other Bible fa cts that we re weighed in this study, it can be shown that the scriptures
harmonize compl etely wi th Laza rus being fithe o ther dis ciple, whom Jesus loved 0 .

i A dThou Notun to His Word s O

Earlier it was noted the title The Gospel of John was notin the original text. Sin ce
this title was added la ter and sin ce the wo rds of the God -inspired writers of s cripture
can show the John idea is not true, then we have a compelling reason to avoid

Laza

promoting theidea that the one whom AJesus | Therefar® inwlaissstudy hn .

the book written bthedisci pl e whom Jesus | ov ereférenbed by the t

misleading title John/ Gospel of John , for doing so se rves to perpetuate a false idea.

Instead the wo rk of this anonymous gospel a uthor was referenced as the fourth
gospel, whi chis a simple, true, and easy -to-understand way to refer to his book by its
location in the New Tes tament. Those who reject the unbibli cal John tradition (and who
refer to t he gospel in a way that does not p romote that e rroneous tradition) will no
doubt have to endu re ridicule and s cornful looks from those who will not a ccept the
bibli cal eviden ce on this issue. Neve rtheless, those who a re careful to refer to the
gospelthedisciipl e whom Jesus tefnotha dogs nbtyp ramote the John
error are jus tifiably en couraged by the vers e, ro¥eRll things; hold fast that whi chis
good@® Th 521) , for they are holding fast to the truth revealed in s cripture.

Inspi red scripture is what we a re to rely on, not the things that men may add toit.

i E wyewo rd of God is pure: he is a shield un to them that p ut their trustin him. Add
thou notun to hiswo rds, lesthe reprove thee, and thou be found alia ro (Pr.30:5 -6).
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