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Dedication

Thank you, God, for the question that was raised at that Bible study where my sister Ste | | a s a i d roblefnl
with the Gospel of John. The author never called himself John; rather, he always called himself, fthe disciple whom
Jesus Ithoewtbia disci p | eftbe other disciple, whom Jesus lovedd .  fWd werses that she then quoted
opened my eyes. This led me to search the scriptures, and for that | am very grateful. Your word has preserved
many important details for us but | had not paid attention to them. Thankfully, she did. By raising this question she
inspired me to take a closer look at the Bible on this issue and the search for truth on this question has resulted in
a greater appreciation for your word.

fi T ehame thy way, O Lorp; | will walk inthy truth 6 ( P s . 86:11la) .

* %k % % %

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

To those who sent funds to help print books and those who have recommended this book to others, thank you for
your support. Thank you also to Meridith and Joel for our wonderful cover. My deepest appreciation also goes out
to Kathleen, Clare, Lisa, Ellen, Dianne, Terry, Cheri e 0 rbaraBXhn, Ron, David, Jason, Rick, Tom, and Tom, for
their help, comments, and suggestions on this edition and previous editions. | also need to thank Jack, David, Mark
and Luis for their contributions to this fifth edition. Truly the efforts of everyone above has worked together to
produce this book. May God bless you who helped in this work, along with all who use it to honor Godd s rdw o
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A Bible Study on the Beloved Disciple

PREFACE

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

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

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

firthe man that wandereth out of the way of understanding shall remain in the congregation of the deado
(Pr. 21:16).

fi . .an sha¥l not live by bread alone, but by every word that proceedeth out of the mouth of Godomt.
4:4b).

i A s whore babes, desire the sincere milk of the word, that ye may grow there b y (1pt. 2:24.
fFor the word of the LORD is right. . (Ps. €8:4a).
fi . . that math my word, let him speak my word faithfullyo (Jer. 23:281).

fi Aaithful witness will noterisasage. . . O

=t

gudy to shew thyself approved unto God, a workman that needethnotto b e a s h@ime4dl. .

fBlessed is that man that maketh the LORD his trust, and respecteth not the proud, nor such as turn
asideto | {psess4)0

fProve all things; hold fast that which is goodo1h. 5:21).

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

INTRODUCTION

The first three gospels all mention these three notable events o f  J e stry, $iié transfiguratieon
(Mt. 17:1-9, Mk. 9:2-9, Lu. 9:28-36), his Gethsemane prayers (Mt. 26:36-46, Mk. 14:32-42, Lu. 22:39-46), and his
raising of the daughter of Jairus (Mt. 9:18-26, Mk. 5:22-43, Lu. 8:41-56). Only three disciples were present at
these events, and the Apostle John was one of them (Mt. 17:1 & 26:37, Mk. 5:37, 9:2 & 14:33, Lu. 8:51 & 9:28).
Although John was an eyewitness to all of these events there is no mention of these key events in the
gospel that today bears J o h n d!sTheeseaavemts would surely have been extremely profound
moments i n J o h nwiha cah éxplain.theiSomission from the fourth gospel, a book that tradition
has said was written by John?

Many teachers will refer to the fourth gospel as @ o h n 6 sitnessytestimony6 , ut does the Bible
support this claim? A closer look shows that the idea of John being the author of the fourth gospel is not
consistent with the facts found in scripture and the authoré s o0 mi she ithree events noted above is
merely the tip of the iceberg. It turns out that every event where John is referred to by name in the first
three gospels is missing from the fourth gospel i every one of them!
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The Disciple Whom Jesus Loved

For example, Jesus told John, fiye know not what manner of spirit ye are ofo  w treduking John and
his brother after they sought to cdimmand fire to come down fro m h e a(w.@:3-65). Jesus sent John
and Peter to prepare his last Passover (Lu. 22:8). J e s u gvatdlyp a nredwhe questions of John,
Peter, James, and Andrew on the Mount of Olives (Mk. 13:3). John and his brother asked Jesus to seat
th e m, A dhy \eghtdand, and the other on thy left hand, in thy gloryd(Mk. 10:35-41). But these events
will not be found in the fourth gospel, because none of the events where John is named in the first three
gospels are in the fourth gospel. Does its omission of all of th e 6 J o hsndé esutdpepidea that the
fourth gospelis @ o h n 6 sitnessytestimonyd? Ifthi s wa s Jwitrfess acsourd, Wawv did he come
to exclude all of these events? Are we to believe John read the other gospels first and then wrote this
gospel in such a way as to omit every event where he was named in those other three gospels? Is this
reasonable? In the last chapter of the fourth gospel, verses 21:20 and 24 let us know it was written by
an unnamedl|l adiwbom Je s u shorlneveréentfied himkeif as Jeaho. Rather, he used
terms like fthe disci pl e whom J éisewther disciveld®wate refer to himself and his use of
these terms to cloak his identity raises many questions. The fourth gospel is the authoré sestimony, but
scripture can prove he was not John. The idea he was John came from non-Bible sources and, though
there is not a single verse that justifies teaching the beloved disciple was John, this case of mistaken
identity still persists. Yet whoever he was, he cannot have been John because that idea forces the Bible
to contradict itself, which the truthca n 6t do .

Lest anyone mistake the thrust of this study, note that Goddé s ravis not in error and nothing
herein suggests otherwise. In fact, this study cites nothing but the scriptures because the Bible is the
primary source on Bible issues and, if we heed the details that have been preserved therein, it can help
to correct mistaken ideas we may have. As will be shown, the title Gospel of John was not written by the
g 0 s p euthérsOthars added that title to the authoré s rkwRut scripture is able to overcome the errors
of men and the verses quoted in this study do just that. Indeed, one should not be presenting an idea as
if it were biblical if he cannot cite a single verse that would justify teaching that idea. In any case, if the

Biblecandisprove an i dea we have bel i ethatideaand/stand corcectddd n 6t

W €

Acts 18:24-28tel | s of a man named tyAmthelsdrimtuseso fikstructedairstheiwayi g h

of the Lord offervent in the spiritd , and i sapghtkliBgendynthe things of the Lord 6. Ye't |,
that his understanding was lacking beca us e when A Aigcilla Hachheaadhdd teRicling, they
fftook himd and idinphe waydie@od mane perfectlyd [The Greek here says, fimore

accuratelyo].We are told, at that time, Apollosk n e w o fthe Ifaptis my o f J o h n dhe Baptiste .

But the key point is that Apollos revised his teaching when the truth was presented to him. Thereafter,
we aretol d how Ap diy toavingced th mmi gllke ws 0, ftlsehsermtiires ghat klgsus was
Christo. Apol | ot inthascripfuresog ta n d  htik willma te begaught, so, why not us?

History proves errors can become widely accepted as truth: the 6 Rd d wn  Ma ntidn heax,dhe
flat earth myth, etc. Most people tend to ta k ¢he gcholars 6 rdafar it on such issues, assuming what
th e & resx@gmeh is the truth. But where Bible questions are concerned we can test if what we believe
is true or not. Seeking the truth requires us to weigh the evidence without prejudice. If we are to render
a fair verdict, then we must not to let our judgment of the facts be distorted by ideas that we have
previously assumed were true. There is often a difference between what people think the Bible says and
what it really says. So, the way to verify the truth on biblical issues is to check to see what the Bible itself
says. In this case, since the fourth g o s puthdr @entifiad himself interms of Jesus b
makes sense to see who scripture says had this relationship with Jesus. When these verses are
examined one will see that the Bible never singles out John in this manner! Thus, unless one can

we

ove

show that ithedisci pl e whom Jesus | ov e dabtosalhlshn dhe befoved disti pilse du.n b i

The Bible has much more for us to consider regarding this question and, thank God, the identity of
the one whom dchrebeswnlfronvagludy of the Bible facts alone. Rather than quoting
non-Bible sources, the method used to shed light on the beloved disciple in this study is to just compare

GospelOfJohnOrNot.com 4



A Bible Study on the Beloved Disciple

scripture with scripture  and | e trd gGidedi® te themiuth. By doing so it is hoped that readers of
this work will gain a new appreciation for the details God has preserved for us in the biblical record.

Today many people think that the Bible ca n geveal anything new, because they assume that the
popular teachers and scholars have already mined all of the truthout o f  Grml.dBatshe evidence in
this study will prove otherwise and will confirm that scripture can still pro v i deproofdo a codectido n 0
(2Ti. 3:16). Letus nottru s t  itiang Wioedns o f man 6 s cawse audfaitimo i s he uthndinthe t s
wisdom of men, but in the power of Godo (1Cor. 2:4 & 5). What would you say to someone who asked,
0 Why s hou ledd the 8iblg?lIf ¢he best that one can hope for is to learn what the scholars have
already discovered, then why not just tell people to read the writings of the scholars, rather than reading
the Bible and risk misunderstanding what it says? 6

The goal of this book is to encourage a love of the truth. Lord willing, those who read this study will
be led to read the Bible more, to read it more carefully, and to test the things they are told by others,
rather than just assuming them to be true. Concerning this issue, would it not be wise to heed th e ro¥ve
allthi ngs 0 tiendima:nl), especially since there are a number of Bible facts that do seem to argue
against the John tradition? If the evidence of scripture can disprove the John idea, then the authority of
Go d 0 gd isvsufficient reason for rejecting the non-Bible sources that are used to justify the John
tradition. Herein, the light of scripture will expose the danger of assuming that the opinions of others can
serve as a measure for determining what is true. The truth is not assured by simply following the herd.

We know many things about John: his name; he was the son of Zebedee and had a brother named
James; he was a fisherman; he and his brother were partners with Peter, and were there when Jesus
healed Peter6 s wi ftherple was mne of the twelve apostles chosen by Jesus; he and his brother
asked for the seats next to Jesus; Jesus surnamed him and his brother, fi Brges,nvhich is, The sons
of thunderd he was there at the raising of Jairu s 6 dea, thg thansfigurati o n, a n draydreisthes 6 p
garden; he and his brother wanted to call fire down from heaven on one group of people, and Jesus
rebuked them for it; he wasthe onewhoto I d J e s u sqne dastirgy ot dewils in thy name; and we
forb a d h kcne.;4:21,e10:2, 17:1, 26:37, Mk. 1:19, 1:29-31, 3:17, 5:37, 9:2, 9:38, 10:35, 14:33, Lu. 5:10, 6:14, 8:51,
9:28, 9:49, 9:54-55, et al.). Yet, amazingly, none of this information about John can be learned from the
gospel that popular opinion says was written by the Apostle John.

As will be shown in this study, the only detail reported in the fourth gospel that is specific to John is a
notation about ithe sonso f  Z e blwidgepeegent with some fellow disciples at an event mentioned in
the end of the book. However, since John is never named in this gospel, a person would have to know
beforehand from another source that John was a son of Zebedee in order to know the phra s ghe $ons
of Zebedee @eferred to John. Therefore, it turns out the least helpful of the four gospels when it comes
to learning facts about the Apostle John and the things he witnessed, said, and did during the ministry of
Jesus, is the one that men decided to call The Gospel of John!

Chapter 1
THE TRUTH MATTERS

Gospel of the Disciple Whom Jesus Loved

The God-inspired writer of our fourth gospel was careful never to identify himself by name. Since he
deliberately concealed his identity, then perhaps it is not wise to ignore his efforts in this regard and
uncritically accept the idea that this author was the Apostle John, the brother of James, son of Zebedee.
Should we not ask why God6é s  red authar used cryptic phrases like fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo
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The Disciple Whom Jesus Loved

to refer to himself? Why di dtosg his naree? Paul was named repeatedly in his books and John
gave his name five times in the Book of Revelation.

Instead of simply identifying himself by name, this author cloaked himself in a veil of anonymity.
Since God did not lead this gospel author to identify himself as John, should we be quick to follow those
who tell us that he was the Apostle John? Non-Bible sources can be wrong. So,wh'y wo ul d mtdot we
see if this belief lines up with scripture 7 especially considering the fact that the author of this gospel
went to great lengths to hide his identity?

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

The Inteqrity of the Bible

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

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

Jury Duty

As you read on act as if you are on a jury and that the Bible is Exhibit A. Your job is to weigh the
testimony of scripture and decide whether or not this evidence is able to meet the burden of proof in two
cases, both involving the identity of filte disci pl e whom Je s u thé ane who will render u a
the verdict in these matters, so it is up to you to prayerfully seek the truth and consider the evidence
without prejudice.

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

The second case seeks to prove the identity of this heretofore misidentified disciple, but only to a
preponderance of the evidence. (This simply means the greater weight of evidence, enough to 4ig the
sca | e std prave that something is more likely true than not true.) But, here too, it is up to you to
decide if the evidence offered on this point is sufficient.

Just the Facts and Just the Bible

As was stated earlier, the writer of this gospel always described himself with phrases that avoided
directly disclosing his identity. When one takes note of this, then mere dogmatic assertions regarding
this authord s titydwell probably sound less convincing than they would have otherwise sounded, given
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that his identity was the very thing that God saw fit to have him conceal. However, as you will soon see,
the scriptures can reveal as well as conceal.

Those new to the Bible may be unaware thatth i s g o s pred adtBor didmet entitle his work,
The Gospel of John. That title (like the chapter and verse divisions) was not in the author6 srigioal text.
It was added to his book by others and it is evident that title was not a product of the inspired author, for
the author surely did not proclaim his name in a title since the cumbersome terms the author used to
refer to himself in the gospel plainly indicate he intended to conceal his identity.

All scripture is inspired by God, but hearsay tradition is not. So, this study will not cite non-Bible
sources like the opinions of scholars or comments attributed to this-or-that person in th e rdy@&church
or the writings of men from the present or the past. Mands wisdom i s monBibl&
sources ought to be viewed in light of scripture and not the other way around. Therefore, only scripture
and the logical results of comparing scripture with scripture will be offered as evidence in this book.

Verify I According to the Scriptures

In Acts 17:11 we are told the Bereans, fivere more noble than those in Thessalonica, in that they
received the word with all readiness of mind, and searched the scriptures daily, whether those things
were s adwe,doo0, can be diligent in seeking the truth by testing every idea against the word of God.

If we read a book or hear a teaching, then we can subject those ideas to biblical scrutiny (in line with
the directi v erovéigll th i n @®.&:21)). It was Paul who taught the Bereans and even though he was
an apostle they stil | rihedetlze scripture sidand they were praised for doing so! Therefore, it is fair to
hold our teachers to the same standard. We can be just as conscientious in our pursuit of truth because
we can use the Bible to test our beliefs and the ideas that are presented to us.

Christians have nothing to fear from the truth. But since new ideas challenge tradition, they are often

mocked or simply dismissed. However, unless man has discovered all of the truth in the Bible, then we
should always be open to the possibility that God may, at times, have something new to teach us.

The Truth Is Our Goal

God surely knew that inspiring this author to refer to himself as fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo
would cause some to wonder about his identity. So, letd s  todhe Bible to see if we can ascertain who
this anonymous author was. In seeking to answer this question do not just assume that you can trust the
opinion of others more than your own. Popular opinion can be wro n g . Even i frybody6thiaks
something istruethat does not mdthd scholars said the earthfis flat and they ridiculed
anyone who dared to question th e i acept&dtruthé they would nevertheless be wrong.

Let 6s the edarhptewf the Bere an s . T h qust take iPauld & t rdnfar it. They searched the
scriptures i and we should do likewise when we are taught 6tlfie disciple whom Jesus lovedd wa s .
The incredible thing isthatthere 6 s n ot ese that wogld jestifwteaching that idea! In spite of this,
commentaries and teachers will habitually sayth at 6 J ahHe belowed d i s c ang they étate this as
if it were biblical. In reality, however, such assertions amount to opinion being mistakenly sold as fact.
In this study you will see for yourself what happens when the John tradition is put to the test of scripture.

Commentaries or other books can be helpful, especially when they highlight some details we might
otherwise miss. But we need to test the statements they make and you should treat this book likewise.
Carefully evaluate the two cases that are presented in this study and verify each scripture reference.
While the verses needed for this study are quoted herein, looking them up will enable you to confirm the
evidence in its context. By doing so, you will become more grounded in Godd s rdye@ven as you are
built up in both confidence and competence when it comes to discussing this topic. Also, Proverbs 3:5-6
says, flrust in the LORD with all thine heart; and lean not unto thine own understanding. In all thy ways
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The Disciple Whom Jesus Loved

acknowledge him, and he shall direct thy path s 0 . ratBeothan cling to our understanding of things, we
should trust in the LORD and go wherever the truth i n VBoddaées us.

Bible References and Quotes

This study will quote only the Holy Bible as previously noted. Yet, the wording in your Bible may vary
on some of these quotes, since there are many different versions of the Bible. Still, no matter which
Bible version you use you will be able to verify the accuracy and context of every passage cited. The
differences in wording between Bible vers i o n s teothe &drdictatat is demanded by the evidence.

All of the quotes in this study are taken from the King James Version (KJV). While the KJV can be
challenging at times it remains the most widely held Bible version, so it will be the one quoted. Thus, you
will find some words that appearto b e mi sspel | ed, | rehoeerrérsbotane the résult
of exactly quoting the KJV. (Herein the marks 0 w i riedervell solely for direct quotations of scripture.
Also, for clarification, ten Greek terms are included from the Interlinear Greek-English New Testament,
published by Baker Book House, 1981.)

A Worthwhile Pursuit and a Helping Hand

Rather than dive into G o d éddo seedf the John idea is true or not some try to dodge the issue by
asking: &Vhat difference does it make?6Well, for starters, ifth e J o h n itrdegethen pramoting it
undercuts the authority of scripture (just like every false idea that men ascribe to Go d &k In fact it
will be shown that the John tradition actually makes scripture contradict itself, which the truth cannot do.
A more in-depth answer to this question follows later, but for now let it suffice that Jesus clearly
indicated the truth matters (Fourth gospel 8:32, 14:6, 17:17, 18:37, et al.).

Proverbs 2:3-5 establishes the pursuit of knowledge is a worthwhile endeavor and the source that we
should look to is suggested in the next verse i i F ¢he LORD giveth wisdom: out of his mouth cometh
knowledge and understa n d i (Ar.e:6). Still, this pursuit is not a task that one needs to take on alone.
The Holy Spirit was ca | | thedSpifit of truth 6 w h e n told thesdisaiples, fhe will guide you into all
truth @Fourth gospel 16:13) and Jesus said the Fath e r w0 u Itlek HolyfSpiiit to¢hemth at a s (ku.
11:13). So, we should ask the Father for help if we want the Spirit to guide our study of scripture.

fFrom Heaven, or of Men?0

Thes

hi

mo

Truth i s not a minor i s s u e .comath ento thé Eather,sbuts abiyd , mefion,o0 hnea r
in the context of identifying himself as, filte truth @Fourth gospel 14:6). He al s o issa&pird:andi Go d
they that worship him must worship him in spirit and in truth @Fourth gospel 4:24). So, clearly, At m &t i s

an optional ite m o r coadargbs ettea Furthermore, scripture encourages speaking the truth (pr. 12:17
& 19, Zec. 8:16, Eph. 4:15 & 25), ties sanctification and growth to truth (Fourth gospel 17:17 & 19, Eph. 4:15, 2Th.
2:13, Jam. 1:18, 1Pt. 1:22), links the armor of God and fruit of the spirit to truth (Eph. 5:9 & 6:14), and Psalm
145:18 says, filte LORD is nigh unto all them that call upon him, to all that call upon him in truth oIf a
relationship with God is to be fruitful, respect for truth seems to be vital.

Those who seek the truth would do well to note the test of authority that we see used by Jesus.
When the religious leaders questioned the authority of Jesus, he pointed to 0 nseuWree as a litmus
test on authority when he responded with this question about John the Baptist, iThe baptism of John,
was it from heaven, or of men?0 (Lu. 20:4). Of course, ifitwas i ® m h e a thenhis source was God.
So, in order to avoid facing the truth they had to dodge the issue, since they had refused to believe John
(cf. Lu. 20:5-7), and he testified of Jesus. In our case, this test helps one to properly weigh the evidence by
considering its source: Was it from heaven, or of men? Keep this in mind as you weigh the words of
scripture here i n . Ma nake ticheta éonsider the source, but this simple test can help to keep us
focused on the fact Go dré s true and it is worthy of our respect. We will revisit this test later and at
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that time we will consider how the truth is often used by God to prove what is in the heart of man. Those
who love God will accept the authority o f G addmissueswshere its truth challenges their belief.

The Authorityof Go d 6 ssd Wo

Jesus said, fHe that is of God heareth G o d ®&dso (Feuoh gospel 8:47). So, the words of scripture
should be enough to move us to stand with the truth. When the word of God offers to correct us, we
ought to be humble enough to admit that we were wrong, but clearly not all will do so. Proverbs 1:29-30
tells of those who, fhated knowledge, and did not choose the fear of the LORD: They would none of my
counsel: they despised all my reproofd0 and s o maill rgsgondpin tieis way to Go d 6 sd today.
Sadly, the reaction to truth in our day is far too often precisely like the response the LORD described in
Jeremiah 19:15, fthey have hardened their necks, that they might not hear my word s . 0

fit is better to trust in the LORD than to put confidence i n (Raaws:®). So, unlike those who try to
defend the John idea by urging people to rely on non-Bible sources, this work will quote the Bible only.
That way the authority o f G oddcéngrovide the boldness needed to stand corrected and witness
to the truth, even in the face of ridicule from those who are wedded to traditi o n  and dmoadrbit
that their trust in non-Bible sources was misplaced. firhe fear of man bringeth a snare: but whoso
putteth his trust in the LORD shallb e s @rf2®&28).

Chapter 2

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

il he Disciple Whom JesusLo v e d O

The fourth gospel was written by fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo (Fourth gospel 21:20 & 24). This was
how the author referred to himself, along with th e th@rodisci p | fth@ other disciple, whom Jesus
lovedo , tc. and his use of these anonymous terms should prompt us to ask questions, such as: Other
than who? (Note: this author is never identifi e d a s th e Mérdlypdectaring this was John does not

make it true and it is a logical fallacy to assume that the majority 8 s o p i n i oght. So,we shoultl e

let scripture be the standard by which truth is judged when it comes to the identity of this gospel author.

The phrase fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedd i t&ablerioo several reasons but primarily because it
means that his relationship with Jesus was unique. He is set apart from the rest of the disciples of Jesus

asfthedisci pl e 0 (that haggthe ldistinc)ion of being identifedasth e one whom AJesus

If you met a man who referred to himself sheonémymother | oved&é rglyowondevehyl d

he did so. This phrase suggests a distinctive relationship and, if it is true, it would indicate that his
mother had a unique connection with him. So, when the Bible calls someone fthe disciple whom Jesus
lovedoit should arrest our attention. As the author of the fourth gospel used this term to refer to himself
it is fair to ask: What could have led him to do so? Since this curious phrase distinguishes the author
based on the unique regard that Jesus had for him, should we not wonder wh y G o drdteok thetime
to highlight Jesusérelationship with this author?

The designation fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo ffdréntiates this disciple on the basis of Jesuso

relationship to him. This is not the same as his love for Jesus and the use of that term means Jesuso
love for this disciple is a distinguishing factor or else the phrase is stripped of its meaning.
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Since the Bible emphasizes this relationship, it is logical to search the scriptures for evidence of such
a relationship in Jesus6 | i f e recisElp what we sill dp. Let us begin by probing every passage that
mentions this unnamed disciple so we can get to know him a little better.

T h eOthér Disci p lofah@ Fourth Gospel

The author first differentiated himself from the rest of the disciples when he wrote, iNow there was
l eaning on Jesuso6 cbplse®s, owlo mfFutisgws ticas Trern when Jesus
was being put on trial, this author said that Pete r a n dherfiiachn pl e 0 s howed u©glled who
fthat other disci p I(Feudh gospel 18:15 & 16). [The literal Greek here reads, fthe other disci pl e 6 i n 1 ¢
and, fthe disciple othero i n .] E@lawihd this, when Jesus was on the cross, the author wrote that
Jesus A s dherafdithe disciple standing by, whom he lovedd This is the one who the author also
called, fthe discipled  afihat disci p I(Feudh gospel 19:26 & 27). The author then wove together his terms
and used fthe other disciple, whom Jesus lovedo , a | tb fihgt otar disci p | fihe gther discipleo
and fthat other disciple which came first to the sepulchre 0 reicounting his experiences on resurrection
morning (Fourth gospel 20:2, 3, 4 & 8).

This disciple was last mentioned when the author wrote about seven disciples who went fishing
together. Jesus visited them and the author says he ( that disciple whom Jesus lovedo ) tha fist to
recognize Jesus (Fourth gospel 21:7). A few verses later he was also called fthe disciple whom Jesus
lovedd a n d corffirmedahat he was the one fivhich also leaned on his breast at supper and said,
Lord, which is he that betrayeth thee?0 (Fourth gospel 21:20). The terms th i nfth,i s nitae &, fiteatin d
disci p | eré&next/@sed to refer to him (Fourth gospel 21:21-23). The author then wrote, fiThis is the disciple
which testifieth of these things, and wrote these th i n (Fairth gospel 21:24). The context reveals he is the
one called fthat disci p | e d&se R3randvitke disciple whom Jesus lovedd i ree 20.e

The preceding references make it clear that fivhom Jesus lovedo  wtAesmost revealing term that
this author used to refer to himself. If the Bible calls someone fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo i t i s
reasonable to expect that he was involved in morethan j ust JesuthiéeaithaGitentdeay s o
uniqueness of this designation he undoubtedly had a significant role in the life of Jesus. Moreover, he
absolutely must have interacted with Jesus prior to the Last Supper. Admittedly, these references let us
know the author was present for some notable moments of Jesusé  mtryn hisslast Passover, his
crucifixion, and his vacant tomb on resurrection morning. But now carefully read each of the following
passages and then consider them together. What 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 Jesusétomb & first to believe), 21:2-24 (first to identify Jesus &
author of this gospel). For your convenience, each of these passages is reprinted here with bold
typeface highlighting all of the references to fihe disciple whom Jesus lovedo .

13:21-28: AWhen Jesus had thus said, he was troubled in spirit, and testified, and said, Verily, verily, |
say unto you, that one of you shall betray me. Then the disciples looked one on another, doubting of

whom he spake. Nowthere was | eani ng oone ol kisdissiples bwheno Jasus loved.
Simon Peter therefore beckoned to him, that he should ask who it should be of whom he spake. He
then | yi ng «aaast daghsunts ldim, bord, who is it? Jesus answered, He it is, to whom | shall

give a sop, when | have dipped it. And when he had dipped the sop, he gave it to Judas Iscariot, the son
of Simon. And after the sop Satan entered into him. Then said Jesus unto him, That thou doest, do
quickly. Now no man at the table knew for what intent he spake thisunto hi m. 0

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

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

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

21:2-24: fAirhere were together Simon Peter, and Thomas called Didymus, and Nathanael of Cana in
Galilee, and the sons of Zebedee, and two other of his disciples. Simon Peter saith unto them, | go a
fishing. They say unto him, We also go with thee. They went forth, and entered into a ship immediately;
and that night they caught nothing. But when the morning was now come, Jesus stood on the shore: but
the disciples knew not that it was Jesus. Then Jesus saith unto them, Children, have ye any meat? They
answered him, No. And he said unto them, Cast the net on the right side of the ship, and ye shall find.
They cast therefore, and now they were not able to draw it for the multitude of fishes. Therefore that
disciple whom Jesus loved saith unto Peter, It is the Lord. Now when Simon Peter heard that it was
the Lord, he girt his fisheré soat unto him, (for he was naked,) and did cast himself into the sea. And the
other disciples came in a little ship; (for they were not far from land, but as it were two hundred cubits,)
dragging the net with fishes. As soon then as they were come to land, they saw a fire of coals there, and
fish laid thereon, and bread. Jesus saith unto them, Bring of the fish which ye have now caught. Simon
Peter went up, and drew the net to land full of great fishes, an hundred and fifty and three: and for all
there were so many, yet was not the net broken. Jesus saith unto them, Come and dine. And none of the
disciples durst ask him, Who art thou? knowing that it was the Lord. Jesus then cometh, and taketh
bread, and giveth them, and fish likewise. This is now the third time that Jesus shewed himself to his
disciples, after that he was risen from the dead. So when they had dined, Jesus saith to Simon Peter,
Simon, son of Jonas, lovest thou me more than these? He saith unto him, Yea, Lord; thou knowest that |
love thee. He saith unto him, Feed my lambs. He saith to him again the second time, Simon, son of
Jonas, lovest thou me? He saith unto him, Yea, Lord; thou knowest that | love thee. He saith unto him,
Feed my sheep. He saith unto him the third time, Simon, son of Jonas, lovest thou me? Peter was
grieved because he said unto him the third time, Lovest thou me? And he said unto him, Lord, thou
knowest all things; thou knowest that | love thee. Jesus saith unto him, Feed my sheep. Verily, verily, |
say unto thee, When thou wast young, thou girdedst thyself, and walkedst whither thou wouldest: but
when thou shalt be old, thou shalt stretch forth thy hands, and another shall gird thee, and carry thee
whither thou wouldest not. This spake he, signifying by what death he should glorify God. And when he
had spoken this, he saith unto him, Follow me. Then Peter, turning about, seeth the disciple whom
Jesus loved following; which also leaned on his breast at supper, and said, Lord, which is he that
betrayeth thee? Peter seeing him saith to Jesus, Lord, and what shall this man do? Jesus saith unto
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him, If | will that he tarry till | come, what is that to thee? follow thou me. Then went this saying abroad
among the brethren, that that disciple should not die: yet Jesus said not unto him, He shall not die; but,
If 1 will that he tarry till | come, what is that to thee? This is the disciple which testifieth of these
things, and wrote these things: and we know that his testimony istru e . 0

A Latecomer?

The most unusual thing about the author is that he seems to appear unexpectedly from out of
nowhere. It should arrest our attention when we first find out that there is no mention of anyone called
fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedd rigr to chapter 13 of the fourth gospel. This pers o nhistry with Jesus
is missing! Why? The very first time that we read aboutthi s one wunnamed disciple
loveddo i s abd DU easts PAtdmteevestthe disciples wondered who the betrayer might be
and Peter eventually urgedthe one whom dtbeaskudesus which efdhem would be the
betrayer.) Before this episode we do not find the terms thieodiscipled  dhe disciple whom Jesus
lovedd therfourth gospel. What can account for this?

It does not make sense that someone could suddenly appear on the scene during the last days of
JesusO rthlg ministry and just instantly become fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo . T thex disGiop | e 0
had a special relationship with Jesus and that degree of friendship does not materialize out of thin air.

So why do the scriptural references to this unnamed disciple seem to begin on the day before Jesus is
killed? The questions get even more curious.

The terms fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo , thdi discipleo , tc. appear in only five passages of
scripture (those being the ones just quoted above). Why? Surely someone who was close enough to
Jesus to be called fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedd  hta lthve been interacting with Jesus before that
last Passover. Yet, we find no prior mentionof a n u n n aipfeemiomilesiisdovedo therbook that
he himself wrote. So where should we look?

Erased from the Bible?

The bad news is that no other books of the Bible contain any reference to any person called fthe
disciple whom Jesus lovedo . Y o u fimdithis phrasecotitside of this author6 s o wn . As a mgiter |
of fact, the other gospel writers avoided mentioning the presence of th i stherfidscipled even when
know for certain that he was present! For example, all four gospels note that Peter followed Jesus into
the palace of the high priestonth e ni ght rekt. Bitdhe first threeagospels totally ignore the
fi ther disci p | e owas thelecand who got Peter through the door. Since no one else is mentioned in
those reports, someone reading one or all of those accounts might think it safe to assume that Peter
was alone when this occurred. Wrong!

We know that Peter and th e th@raliscipledoboth followed Jesus that night (Fourth gospel 18:15-16). But
there is no mention of th i sthefidisci p | e ¢her Matthesvi26:58, Mark 14:54, or Luke 22:54-55, all of
which tell only of Peter6 s f o | | o withagnighk. &vhyuwouldahe writers of those gospels purposely
omit the presence of th e th@rodiscipled ? Wh y fhedistiple whom Jesus lovedd g et no Vi
mention outside of his own gospel? He was very close to Jesus and played a role during several of the
weightiest moments o f  Jfe Beuwadthelauthor of one of the four gospels. Yet,i f we di dnobt
his gospel, we would not know about Jesus6 u n iretptiomship with him nor would we have any
way to know that he even existed! D o e sthi$iseem strange to you? The fact the other three gospels
never refertothe one whom &) thal dissi d loedisdigmficant. Youodl | thdti®sn se
i ther discipled wa s & fram the pest of the disciples in a very special way by the actions of Jesus
T a key piece of evidence that will help us to identify him.

A Few More Questions Before the Answers
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This unnamed disciple did not just suddenly pop up in the days before Jesus was killed. So then why
does it appear this way in scripture? Why did fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedowrite his gospel in such a
way that he seems to come from out of nowhere? The scriptures suggest a reason, one that will also
help to prove the authord ®lentity.

What can we learn from the fact that the first mention of this unnamed disci p | e d ocarsumtib t 0
chapter 13 of the fourth gospel? Why did the author of the fourth gospel choose that point in his own
gospel narrative to start referring to himself? Chapter 13 tells us a lot about Jesus6 | ast IRukits s o
does not explain either the timing of, or the reason for, the sudden appearance ofthe one whom
lovedo . till, $here is a significant event recorded in the Bible that does help to answer each of the
foregoing questions and that event occurred just prior to that same Passover. We will focus on that
episode a little bit later. First, though, letd take a closer look at the Apostle John.

Ve
nJ

Chapter 3

THE EVIDENCE PRO & CON:
WAS JOHN THE BELOVED DISCIPLE?

The Testimony of Scripture Regarding John

There is no evidence John ever claimed to be the author of the fourth gospel, so the fact it came to
bear his name was not his fault. That was caused by others erroneously attributing it to him. Certainly
the Apostle John cannot be blamed for the mistakes of others and he obviously is not available to testify
on this issue. But Godd s rdahas preserved a body of clear and convincing evidence that is able to set
the record straight in this instance.

Let us begin by looking at what the Bible says about John, the brother of James and son of Zebedee.
We will contrast those facts with the facts in scripture about filte disciple whom Jesus lovedd . As we d
time and again you will see the evidence indicates that John and fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo e
two different people. We will be analyzing a lot of data about fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedd as we (¢
through this process. You will also be learning many of the facts that are needed to establish the true
identity of this theodisci p | e 0 takeghe tine to learn exactly how the evidence cléars 6 J o hn

How Humble Was the Apostle John?

The belief that John was the author of the fourth gospel is typically defended with this excuse: dohn
didnd identify himself as the author because he wanted to be h u mb | ¢his deasbnable? John named
himself five times in the Book of Revelation. Does this mean he was more prideful (or less humble)?
Surely not. But this contrast does argue against the idea the same man also wrote the fourth gospel 1
J o h n 6 sity ad repeatedly noted in the Book of Revelation, while in the fourth gospel the identity of
the author was repeatedly obscured. Moreover, fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedd i ghe mast humble-
sounding self-description. If it were not part of scripture the authoré s  u stlds designation might
actually seem to be quite immodest. Rather than refer to himself by repeatedly mentioning that Jesus
loved him, if this writer had just used his name would it really seem less humble? (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 something recorded in scripture about the actual author gives us at least one reason
why he might avoid identifying himself by name.)

The notion th a t 6thwamihé rieason that Johndi d no't use hthesshanteomiegd. h a s
Consider what the Bible tells us about John and his brother. Jesus named them, fiThe sons of thundero
(Mk. 3:17). We are told that they sought power to call fire down from heaven to consume people (Lu. 9:54).

13 GospelOfJohnOrNot.com



The Disciple Whom Jesus Loved

They also proposed that they should be the ones sitting on the right hand and left hand of Jesus in his
kingdom (Mk. 10:35-40). Does that sound like humility? Their fellow apostles did not seem to think so for it
goes on to say, fivhen the ten heard it they began to be much displeased with James and Johno (Mk.
10:41). Clearly, it was not humbleness on the part of John and his brother that caused this indignation
among the rest of fthe twelveo ! th&rait was a lack thereof.

Of course, this does not mean that John was never humble. But the foregoing facts were brought up
merely to show that the Bible does not give us any reason to believe John was unusually humble. Prior
to the day of Pentecost at least, it seems that humility was not Johno strorgy point. Although the
presence of the Holy Spirit after Pentecost naturally would have led the apostles to be more humble,
that does not permit us to assume unfounded actions on the part of John or any other apostle or
disciple. John was named five times in the Book of Revelation and some of the other writers of scripture
named themselves in their books but that does not mean they were not humble. In addition, nothing in
scripture indicates the Apostle John had reason to, or ever tried to, conceal his identity. So, the notion
th a the adithor of the fourth gospel is referred to as fihe disciple whom Jesus lovedd | ucsuse Joha
wantedto b e h tumdbouteéothave absolutely no scriptural support whatsoever.

A Glaring Oversight?

A simple truth can sometimes go unnoticed, but when we realize it or when it is pointed out to us then
we wonder how we could have ever missed it. Consider, for example, the other books of the Bible that
are traditionally attributed to the Apostle John. Guess what is missing from all of them? None of those
books ever call the Apostle John fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo ! théredbes any other book in the
Bible. But if, as the tradition of men claims, the Apostle John wrote the gospel that bears his name, then
what can explain this glaring contrast?

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

Why Include John but Exclude the One Whom fJesus Lovedd?

The other gospels treat John and fihe disciple whom Jesus lovedd ry differently. John and his
brother upset the rest of the apostles on at least one occasion (Mk. 10:41). Yet the other gospel writers
had no problem including John. Excluding references to John the Baptist, John was named a total of
twenty times in their gospels. (He was referred to only once in the fourth gospel and we will consider this
later.) The other gospels talk of Jesus taking aside fPeter and James and Johno (Mt. 17:1, Mk. 14:33, Lu.
8:51, et al.) and each one mentions other things about John. Time and again the first three gospels note
Johnd srespnce and/or his actions at various events. So, the writers of those gospels were more than
willing to talk about John6 s i nv ol v e nmfe nmirynBostthdre is sosnething incredibly peculiar
about this. Do you see the problem this presents?

The other three gospel writers never refertotheonewh om fA J e s @ith e Itheéraiscipled |, tc. As
was noted earlier, they do not mention him even when we know that he was present (i.e., Fourth gospel
18:15-16 as contrasted with Mt. 26:58, Mk. 14:54, & Lu. 22:54-55). So, while the other gospel writers do mention
John, fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo dorsspicuous by his absence from their books. If he was John,
then this inconsistent treatment presents a problem. Did the other three gospel writers freely mention
John, except for all those times when the fourth gospel happens to mention fthe disciple whom Jesus
lovedo th e thiileor d i ste?iHpM ceufdl theyéhave known when to leave him out?
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Even if they all had a copy of the fourth gospel to know when it referred to this unnamed disciple it
does not follow that they would omit all mention of him if he was John. However, if they knew he and
John were two different people, then this dissimilar treatment is understandable.

Also, Matthew 27:56 tells us, the moth er of Zehidedae wssent when Jesus died (but
never mentions her son John). Yet ithe disci p| e wh o m Jweas at the drogsv Sodthibse who say
he was John are inevitably forced to believe that this author felt the presence o f J othenwas mo
worthy of mention but her son the Apostle should be left out of the same account. Is that reasonable? In
Matthew 20:20, the mother of Zehitldeedee Omsa s tohesl. But thera the author included
fther sonso ( J ohn trein donversatiore with Jeaus @vt. 20:20-24). So, since John was
included with his mother when this author named her earlier, would he have named her while ignoring
John (inhisaccount of JheifsJehs liad kkendhere?

Does the work of the other gospel writers support a conclusion that th e th@&radisciple, whom Jesus
lovedd a n d wereotlhersame person? No, it does not, and those who claim that John was th e th&ro
disci p Icaniot explain this discrepancy. The other three gospelsomitth e one whom déd Juebus
we find many references to John in those gospels. This distinct treatment suggests that these were
different people, not the same individual. Conversely, if they were two different people, then it makes
sense that we would find the gospel writers treating them differently.

The Relationship Between Jesus and John

It has been taught by somethat Jesus hairdleda ro tiplediesause the Bible records
three times when only fPeterand Jame s and Jegpérmithed to accompany Jesus (Mt. 17:1, Mk. 13:3
& 14:33, Lu. 851). These three occasions were mentioned briefly in the last section. No doubt, being
selected to be with Jesus at these moments was a privilege that Peter, James, and John enjoyed over
the rest of the disciples. We need to consider Johnd s clusion in this so-ca | | e d cirzledn wlaese this
idea has been used by some as a rationale for supposing John must be fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo .
They say this means John had a special relationship with Jesus, which then leads them to assume the
phrase fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedd talldng about the Apostle John. This, unfortunately, is not
good logic nor is it scriptural. First, John wasna& alone with Jesus on those three occasions. Thus, if
being included in those events does i mp Iciscl ediatiorship then that is also true for Peter
and James. In any case, nothing suggests th at J eelationsiep with Jesus put him in a class above
Peterand Jamesorth at J mlationdhép with Jesus was otherwise unique among the apostles.

Jesus did choose Peter and John to prepare his last Passover (Lu. 22:8). However, this one verse is
not enough to justify teaching that Peter and John were the two closest disciples of Jesus. Regardless,
many do believe the two closest disciples of Jesus were Peter and John, but this is because they have
already been taught John was fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo . Thi s i dasiae niost dosnat p e
notice when circular reasoning is used to argue for John being fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedoi e.g.,
6 &er and John were the closest ones to Jesus and Pete r w aithenadher discipled , itsmust be
John. 6 Whue Pater was mot fihes disciple whom Jesus lovedo (Fourth gospel 13:23-24, 20:3 & 21:20),
this line of reasoning tells us nothing about John because the whole argument rests on a false premise.

While superficial arguments can help to sell the idea that Johnwasthe one whom athe sus
evidence suggests otherwise. In fact, there is no biblical reason to assume this anonymous disciple was
an apostle or that he was one of the three men that joined Jesus on the three occasions that were
discussed above. As you will see, the author called himself th e th@&radisci p| e 0 r§ good reasorvie
beca u s e h ethenddhan ftheotwe | v e 0 .

Peter Was Foremost Among the Twelve

Peter was the first disciple who was focused on, Jesus told Peter to feed his sheep, Jesus called
Peter blessed, an angel mentioned Peter by hame on resurrection morning, and it was Peter who gave
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an answer to the mockers on the Day of Pentecost (Fourth gospel 1:42 & 21:15-17, Mt. 16:1, Mk. 16:7, Acts 2:14).

It is apparent from these and other passages that Peter stood out among fthe twelved . One watul d €
Peter to stand out from the rest of fthe twelve6 dawse that fits with what the scriptures reveal about

him. Yet, this cannot be said when it comes to John.

When Jesus was arrested, his disciples fled (Mt. 26:56, Mk. 14:50). After that, Peter at least somehow
found the courage to follow Jesus (Fourth gospel 18:15, Mt. 26:58, Mk. 14:54, Lu. 22:54), although his three
denials did begin soon thereafter. Among fthe twelved atfe®iswas not John but Peter who had a
notable relationship with Jesus (but, as noted earlier, Peter was not fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo ) .
Before Pentecost John was not singled out in this way in scripture, and while Jesus did take aside Peter,
James, and John threeti me s,  Jctohsrindthe foar gospels do not suggest that he was a cut above
the rest of fthe twelvea

Conversely, the scriptures do imply that fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedowas a cut above the rest of
the disciples, and we will go into detail about this later. Furthermore, a unique and very close
relationship with Jesus is precisely what the term fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo iclksowkedging. Do
the three times when Jesus took aside Peter, James and John provide a basis to claim John was the
one whom i Jd&Iswowd bé @hugedtretch to make such an assumption but without it the case
for John goes nowhere.

The Behavior and Character of John

Now we will compare the character of John to what we are told about the fother disciple, whom Jesus
lovedo ( eemamber we are talking about the pre-Pentecost Apostle John). First, leté sonsider the
behavior of John during one of the key events in Jesus6 | i f e . reve&lsthaBahdn lJesus went to
the Garden of Gethsemane, he specifically asked for Johné s s rtt Matthew 26:37 says Jesus, ftook
with him Peter and the two sons of Zebedee and began to be sorrowful and very heavyo . Then Jes
had a simple request, fivatch @Mt. 26:38, Mk.14:34).

Sadly Peter, James and John could not even stay awake for Jesus while he spent time in prayer.
When Jesus returned and found them sleeping, he made his dismay clear when he said to Peter, fcould
ye not watch with me one hour?0 (mt. 26:40, Mk. 14:37). Jesus left to pray again, and John let him down a
second time. When Jesus came back that time, he ffound th e m a s | e e(pit. 2@4g Bki14¥@. The
last time he stepped away to pray, they fell asleep also (Mt. 26:45, Mk.14:41). John acted like his fellow
apostles when things were calm and the three of them failed to stay awake and watch. So, why would he
have acted differently from them after the trouble started?

The ensuing trial and crucifixion of Jesus were very traumatic events and, during that period, the rest
of the apostles (excluding Judas) would not have been exempt from being gripped by the same fear that
ultimately drove Peter to deny he even knew Jesus (Mt. 26:69-74). Matthew 26:37-45 and Mark 14:33-41
give us a sense of just how much Peter, James, and John disappointed Jesus in the Garden of
Gethsemane that night. Jesus knew Judas had betrayed him and he knew he would soon be killed. But
Jesusd rgant requests were not able to rouse Peter, James, and John to action. Immediately following
that series of failures by the three so-called 6 i nairded atjesy an armed and hostile mob showed up,
seized Jesus, and hauled him off to trial.

If John could not manage to fivatch 6 a s J eequested lataGdthsemane, why would we think he
abruptly changed and began to act unlike his fellow apostles after Jesus was seized? There is no
reason to believe John acted any differently than the way the rest of the apostles acted on that night.

But th e therodisci p Idil @ct differently that night. We are told he, fivent in with Jesus into the
palace of the high priesto (Fourth gospel 18:15) and at the cross the next morning, scripture tells us Jesus
saw fthe disciplestandi ng by, w h(Fournth gdspel 19.b6p 8Boe thi® disciple most likely stayed in
the vicinity of Jesus in the period of time that transpired in between these two verses. What would an
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unbiased jury conclude if they compared the behavior of th e th@ralisci p ltoehat of the Apostle John i
who had been unable to even stay awake for Jesus earlier on that same night?

The Bible Presents a Contrast

The Apostle John let Jesus down three times on the night that Jesus was arrested. But, later that
same night, th e th@rodiscipled0 s howed upin with desusyend, the following morning, the
disci plwhoif he | ovtending atwtlhescross of Jesus. This is a stark contrast. Given the
foregoing facts ask yourself, Does the evidence really suggest John and th e th@radiscipled & ¢he
same person, or is it indicating they were more likely two different men? If we set aside the John idea
(that non-Bible sources lead everyone to take for granted) and just compare scripture with scripture,
what answer do we find the Bible pointing to?

The loyalty exhibited by th e th@raliscipled ts l@m apart from his fellow disciples. Moreover, Jesus
entrusted his mother to this unnamed disciple at the cross (Fourth gospel 19:26-27a) and it says, ffrom that
hour that disciple took her unto his own homeo(Fourth gospel 19:270). (i U@ h i s traaskatea term that
the author also used in 16:32, where he clearly tied it to a change in location. So, 19:27 indicates they
departed from the vicinity of the cross at that point.) Then on resurrection morning this disciple was the
first man at Jesus6tomb. Furthermore, when he entered into the tomb scripturet el | s us hie, i b
the first disciple after the resurrection to do so (Fourth gospel 20:2-4 & 8). Although this does speak well of
the i ther discipleo |, it does not i n any Owtheyonganygthedacts in bvielensea s  J ¢
indicate th e th@ralisci p| e 0 awemr twd different individuals, because they behaved differently!

i Ad They All Forsook Him and Fledo

It is true th e th@radiscipled w a sthe mrdytone to show some courage after the disciples fled on
the night Jesus was arrested. Peter also showed up that night to follow Jesus. However, he remained
outside, warming himself by a fire (Fourth gospel 18:18, Mk. 14:54b & 14:67, Lu. 22:55-56). Then he denied Jesus
(Fourth gospel 18:25, Mt. 26:70-74, Mk. 14:67-71, Lu. 22:57-60). After denying Jesus, Peter recal | ed Je s u
prophecy of this and he fivent outd  afivapt bitterlyd(Mmt. 26:75, Lu. 22:62). This all occurred before Jesus
was taken to Pilate and while we are told Peter left the sce ne o f tridletlsisuisn®ver said of the
fi ther discipleo .

Nevertheless, we do need to think of both th e th@rodiscipled a n tkr a® eturning when they

if ol | owe dhathighs. Thisds because of some things that Jesus said earlier that evening. At one
point he told his disciples, fiye shall be scattered, everymanto hi s own, and s hFrautl | ea
gospel 16:32). On the Mount of Olives a little bit laterhes ai d , A Al | ffepded becausd of melttes o

nighto (Mt. 26:31, Mk. 14:27). Of course, he was correct. In Mark 14:50 we are told what happened just
before Jesus was led away to the high priest. It says, fAnd they all forsook himandfl e d . o

So, we should be careful not to assume that Peter and th e thgradiscipled d i flee the dcene at
Gethsemane, as did the rest of the disciples, and yet we are told these two if ol | o we dodnthat e sus
same night. Although this might appear to be a discrepancy in the scriptures, it is not. With regard to
Peter, we are told he followed Jesus fafar offo (Mt. 26:58, Mk. 14:54, Lu. 22:54). This could be an indication
Peter was keeping a safe distance between himself and Jesus. On the other hand, Peter might have
been f olbfaroffdi nagsesila of fleeing at first, and then returning to follow, after the mob had
taken Jesus away.

Is it plausible that Peter might vacillate like this? Well, after finding the courage to follow Jesus, Peter
soon denied even knowing Jesus. In addition, consider Peter6 s  toalagus earlier that evening. Jesus
had said, fi Affehded/becausenad hd thistnightogmk. 14:27). But, Peter objected to this, and
confidently singled himself out as being more reliable than the rest of the disciples. His reply was very
adamant, thodh all shall be offended, yet not 10 (Mk. 14:29). Jesus then responded by foretelling
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Peterb s t hr ee d ¢hatwerd ts corne lateh thainight (Mk. 14:30). Regardless, Peter continued to
insist Jesus was wrong. Mark 14:31 records Peter6 sebuff o f  JapleaysiBut he [Peter] spake the
more vehemently, If | should die with thee, | willnotdenythee i n any wi seo.

Is it reasonable to suggest Peter might have remembered his boastful words after he fled? Yes.
Whatever the reason, it is clear that after he initially fled with the rest of the disciples, Peter eventually
followed Jesus that night. Of course, this still leaves us with this same apparent dilemma regarding the
A ther discipleo . D iflek orhd he follow? As you will see later, there is an answer to this seeming
discrepancy forth e th@ralisci pl e 0 al so.

Courage Under Fire

When we are careful not to force the identity of John upon the text, our eyes become opened to
guestions about the unique character of fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo . Why di d fferenthb e hav
(as compared to the rest of the disciples)? After the rest of the disciples fled, how was it that this man
found the courage to follow Jesus? And what gave him the fortitude to stick with Jesus that night, when
even Peter finally threw in the towel and left?

If Peter, James, and John could not even stay awake when Jesus asked them to pray, what could
have motivated th i stheridescipledto follow Jesus into his trial, and to stand by the cross until the care
of J emothes Was assigned to him by Jesus? These questions raise even more questions. Is there
anyone in the Bible that we could expect to exhibit these characteristics? Does scripture give us enough
evidence to explain why th e th@radisciple, whom Jesus lovedd b e h thevveay he did? As you will
soon find out, the Bible is able to answer all of these questions. First though, let us remove any
remaining doubts about whether or not John was fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo .

Chapter 4

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

T he Disciple Whom Jesus Lovedo athedlLast Supper

A misperception about Jesus6 | ast P aterslan vogyive credence to the idea that John could
be the author of the fourth gospel. It stems from the fact that the Bible says fthe disciple whom Jesus
lovedowas the one who fleaned on his breast at supper and said, Lord, which is he that betrayeth thee?0
(Fourth gospel 21:20). Since scripture s ay s cdneeth wvish thd twelved(Mk. 1417 ) and fAsat thd own ¢
filte twe | yme 26:20, Lu. 22:14), many have assumed the beloved disciple had to be one of fthe twelveo .
Complicating this, there are also many Last Supper paintings that help instill an image in our mind of
Jesus seated at a table with file twelveo , h a vrivategsupper with no one else in the room. These
artist renditions and an erroneous assumption have led many people to accept a faulty conclusion.

Note that the Bible never says fthe twelved m& @éhe only ones present with Jesus at that event.
Nowhere is it said that they dined alone, nor is there anything to indicate that Jes u stider disciples were
kept away. Is there any reason to believe that Jesus and ftihe twe | v e 6 d i that ldst Rassavere
Not unless we read a constraint into the text that is not in Matthew 26:20, Mark 14:17, or Luke 22:14.
Keep in mind that it is wrong to assume that someone is not present at an event just because a passage
of scripture d 0 e s n Gibn himésee pg. 12; also cf. Fourth gospel 19:39-40, Mt. 26:59-60, Mk. 15:46, Lu. 23:53).

Earlier it was pointed out how it would be a mistake for us to think Peter was alone on the night he
followed Jesus into the palace of the high priest simply because no one else is named in the reports of
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this event found in Matthew, Mark, and/or Luke. Peter was not alone when he entered the palace of the
high priest that night, and yet first three gospels all omit th e th@radisci p Ii ewen though he was the
one who got Peter in the door! (Also, as will be shown in a moment, the testimony of Acts 1:21-22
proves fthe twe | v er@notwhe only disciples who accompanied Jesus throughout his ministry.)

There are other examples but the point has been made. We must resist presuming too much or
building an argument from silence lest we miss the truth. Since the gospel writers knew how to specify a
limited attendance, we must not assume that those who are mentioned were the only ones at an event,
unless the Bible itself specifies that restriction.

Guess Who6 €oming to Dinner?

The scriptures do not state that fthe twelved  re elone with Jesus the entire evening of his last
Passover. The next logical question then becomes, do we find anything in the Bible implying that others
might have been present? The answer is yes. There are several things that suggest this. First off,
consider that Jesus and his disciples were guests i n s o me 0 n e that highe Baslier bhat mhagy
fthe disciples came to Jesus, saying unto him, Where wilt thou that we prepare for thee to eat the
passover? And he said, Go into the city to such a man, and say unto him, The Master saith, My time is
at hand; | will keep the passover at thy house with my discipleso (Mt. 26:17-18). What is missing is any
justification for assuming the occupants of that home were supposed to vacate the premises.

Moreover, the Bible lets us know Jesus was accustomed to dining with others. The residents of those
households where Jesus ate were included, not excluded. Mark 2:15 says, fas Jesus sat at meat in his

[ Levi 6s] h o ucars,and mianery satpalsd tbgether with Jesus and his discipleso . Al s
11:37 states, fa certain Pharisee besought him [Jesus] to dine with him: and he went in, and sat down to
meatd . We athiswhenslesgs was in Bethany six days before that Passover. We are told, fiThere

they made him a supper, and Martha served: but Lazarus was one of them that sat at the table with  h i
(Fourth gospel 12:2).

This suggests other questions. Who worked at that Passover supper? Scripture says Peter and John
had gone earlier in the day and fimade ready the passovero (Lu. 22:8-13). But, who served the food and
who cleaned up? Jesus and his disciples were house guests at theti me . So, itreinhibgt todk t
care of thosedeta i | s ? A n do prolsablétheir host wauld kave dined with 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 twelve0 & ¢he only
people present with Jesus at that supper, why should we believe Jesus and fthe twelved s ptlean
entire Passover evening alone by themselves?

Not Alone at the Passover

Other passages likewise indicate fihe twelved & @ot alone with Jesus that night. In Acts 1:21-26 a
replacement for Judas was selected from a group that Peter qualified as fimen which have companied
with us all the time that the Lord Jesus went in and out among us, Beginning from the baptism of John,
unto that same day that he was taken up fro m uAset1:21-22). Clearly then, fithe twelved  weenot the
only ones with Jesus during his earthly ministry! This fact is rarely discussed but these words reveal
that, besides fihe twe | v e dlesaopher glisciples also followed Jesus throughout his ministry. So, why
would we conclude that they were barred from the supper if they were welcomed before and after it?

Also, in identifying his traitor Jesus said, fit is one of the twelve that dippeth with me inth e d (mis
14:20). In the gospels fthe twelved0 i s u s etldo en | rya rodlde sfica ploysu. d18).sAWDKipEeso
refers to any of his followers, including some or all of fthe twe | \c& Bburth gospel 6:66, Lu. 19:37). For
example, following the supper we see Jesus at Gethsemane with fhis disci p | (Bosrtb gospel 18:1). This
included the apostles, minus Judas. But it surely would have also included the apostle candidates of
Acts 1:21-22 and we know the apostles were not the only ones there with Jesus, because we are told of
afyoung man 0 tillwitloJeswsaafter the rest had fled (Mk. 14:50-51). Immediately after the supper
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he was with Jesus and the disciples. Did he just show up or did he arrive with them? If he accompanied
them, then he was with them earlier and that would imply he had been with them at the supper.

If fthe twelved ke ¢he only ones with Jesus, then why would he need to include the stipulati o n ,e f o
of the twelved? fiThe twelved i s ting termi Ifrmo one else was there, woul dndét Jesus
of oyou? In fact the only other time Jesus used the term, fthe twe | v e 0, rebisely tHat. & was when

fthe twelveo ffiamed their commitment afte r  ma ncy p A fdrsoek Jesus and he responded, fHave

not | chosen you twelve, and one of you is a devil?0 (Fourth gospel 6:66-70). [In the Greek this reads, fyou
thetwelvedo . 1] T h u ® saidwhk ®aito rh wa s , théitewelvedi n 6t f o m@ it odicatgsdthe

twe | v er®a swbset of those who were there. (Moreover, Jesus used the term, i oned obkaaty o
the supper (Mt. 26:21, Mk. 14:18). So when he went on to stipulate his betrayer would be fi 0 n ethe twelved

(Mk. 14:20), that crucial detail no doubt brought relief to those disciples who were not part of fthe twelved . )

n
h e

Jesus also said, fiwith my disci p| e s 0, wtlwerd abéuewhas veould be joining him (Mt. 26:18, Mk.
14:14, Lu. 22:11). He did not say, fthetwe | v e 0 anmsealsayn loe excleded those loyal disciples who
Pete r s eomphnied fvith us all the time that the Lord Jesus wentin and out a mo n(gets 12H. But
we do find both Jesus and Peter saying things that point toward others being present at the supper.

MAfter othe Supper?

If Jesus sat down to supper with thetwe | v e theanodhe whom @ J e sthes laterother d 0 |

he wasn@ one of ithetwe | v e 0. Tde ef eversgnutee mourth gospel seems to indicate that is what
occurred, so we will take time to focus on this. For example, notice how the fourth g o s puthbré6s a
begins his report on the events of that night, A Anlde s upper b e jFary gospenistop BEneled?
Does the record in his gospel start at a later point than the other gospels do when they report on that
night? As you will see, the answer is yes, but not merely by reason of this verse. (Various Bible versions
translate this verse differently because of conflicting opinions about the word tenses involved. However,
instead of trying to choose between the opposing opinions of Greek scholars, let us rather look again to
the Bible to see what it can tell us.)

Luke 22:17-19 tells us Jesus, ftook the cup, and gave thanks, and said, Take this, and divide it
among Yyourselves: For | say unto you, | will not drink of the fruit of the vine, until the kingdom of God
shall come. And he took bread, and gave thanks, and brake it, and gave unto them, saying, This is my
body which is given for you: this do in remembrance o f me 0 .this Khening, one will find that the
next verse is extremely relevant to this discussion.

Luke 22:20 continues, fLikewise also the cup after supper, saying, This cup is the new testament in
my blood which is shed for youo . D i ctchywben this occurre d ? | taftensapperdi! tHe Gmeek
itreads, theadpsafte r having s upppeavides a comfinmatiorBaf this sequence of
events in First Corinthians 11:25. There we re a d , he éobkghe cup when he had supped, saying this
cup is the new testa me n t i n my bthedGoedkds. a y[sA gthai anip sfte r having sup,
Therefore, it can be seen that the timing of events that night (particularl y wh a't hadterdptlen e d  f
supper) has scriptural relevance. Next  w e @nl hbw thisepartains to the anonymous author6 s gospel
and see why understanding the sequence of events helps us to identify fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo .

Where Is the Lord 6 s bleP a

The church places great significance on the memorial custom referred to as Communion and/or the
Lord 6 s T a brét €orintHians 1E:26 it says, fiFor as often as ye eat this bread, and drink this cup, ye
do shew the Lord 6 s thdti#t e co me 0 . refofe) this emphasis is appropriate. Moreover, whenever
Christians think about the Last Supper, the bread and the cup usually come to mind first. The gospel
accounts of that night focus on that solemn event, but only in three of the gospels.
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The fourth gospel makes no mention of these things! Why woudthe one whom fiJesus |
left the breaking of the bread and the sharing of the cup out of his gospel account, especially since he
wrote so much about that night?

While Matthew 26:20-29, Mark 14:17-25, and Luke 22:14-38 give us the details about the supper, the
fourth gospel devotes five whole chapters to the events of that night (Fourth gospel 13:3 - 17:26) T much
more than the other three gospel writers combined! Yet, in spite of that, ite disci pl e whom Jesus
was the only gospel authorto omittheLord 6 s T a b | e . thisvas/nbt bacauseyt was unimportant.
So, why is it missing?

The gospels each report different things, so the fact that this author did not include the bread and the
cup is not a problem. However, his omission of this Last Supper event adds credence to the idea that he
was not one of fthe twelved . Thi s event froatyofthsaumrolse g slp e lcausehenp | y
was not present when it occurred. But the Bible does not tell us why this author omitted it, so we cannot
be sure. Nevertheless, this omission is understandable if the author joined Jesus and the rest of
disciples after they had shared the bread and the cup 7 and that would also explain why his report of
that e v en itsbgghsafter thesupper.

This author also doesnd@ mention that Jesus sent two disciples to r@pgare dhe Passover, but the
other three gospels all refer to this in varying detail, all ending with ,  ftreeyyndade ready the passovero
(Mt. 26:17-19, Mk. 14:12-16, Lu. 22:7-13). Yet the unnamed authord6 s o mi dhesiitemmshoold not come as a
surprise, since this omission is also consistent with an account that starts at a later point that day than
the other three gospels do. Now letd s | tavbakthissauthord s @la@ep say.

The Foot Washing Incident

After mentioningitwa s i n J u thaardy Jdsus ahe first thing the author of the fourth gospel
reports about the events ofthat Passover night i s, dhe discii mig é tyiHe e e u
[Jesus] riseth from supper, and laid aside his garments; and took a towel and girded himself. After that
he poured water into a basin, and began to wash the disciples6 o Eoerth gospel 13:4-5). Here again, the
biblical record is suggesting fthe suppero , or at |reochis had endeld, sigce this begins with
Jesus rising, ifrom suppero [The literal Greek re a d s , riseB finoen the suppero . ]

Despite this, some say they deduce just the opposite, supposing from this passage that the supper
had not yet started. They infer this because they begin with the presupposition that Jesus would have
done this foot washing before the meal. But, it turns out the Bible does not support this conclusion. For
example, Luke 11:37 tells of a similar situation when a Pharisee asked Jesus to i d itmhén: amd he
[Jesus] went in, and sat down to meato . Tthe enext verse note s i A n tthe Pldrisea saw it, he
marveled that he had not washed before dinnerd (Lu. 11:38). So keep in mind the Bible indicates that it
may not have been customary for Jesus to wash before eating.

Also, in Matthew 15:2 Jesus was asked, iWhy do thy disciples transgress the tradition of the elders?
for they wash not their hands when they eat bre a d 0 rk 7:Blguts it this way, AWhy walk not thy
disciples according to the tradition of the elders, but eat bread with unwashen hands?6 So it S ece
washing prior to eating was not their usual routine. These passages imply that Jesus was not in the habit
of always washing before eating, and that his disciples behaved likewise. (Similar divisions exist today.
Some people wash their hands before using the restroom. This differs from most Westerners, who are
more accustomed to washing their hands after using the restroom.)

Given what the Bible tells us about that night, it is apparent Jesus washed the disci p | e safter thee e t
supper, not before it. Jesus may have done so, but scripture never notes where he actually washed prior
to eating, hands or feet. So, while the first item recorded in this authoré6 s g drenptbat Passover is
the foot washing, this is still consistent with the other facts that indicate his account of that evening
b e g i afteroth@® supper. Finally, consider that after Jesus had washed the feet of his disciples, it says
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he, iset drouwmgosmel g3ad). iThe Greeks ay s , ficclaivi endy & & g 80P ldere]the
authordé s u she woodf i a geweala desus had already been sitting down earlier that night i before
the foot washing occurred.

A Not oucAfio Y

The Bible tells us Jesus washed th e f e thé disoiglesofithié was not limited to the feet of fthe
twelveo )Fourth gospel 13:5). Then, after Jesus sat down again, he said, il speak not of you all: | know
whom | have ch o0 s gRauéth gospel 13:18). Here he contrasts a larger group, referred to as fiyou allo , thwii
a subset, which he called th o s en o . (And twel Kend ww dint doerth godped6s7® di. Qu.
6:13).) However, if fthe twelved  ®@ ¢he only ones who were present, then what distinction was Jesus
making here?

Some may think these words were meant to exclude Judas Iscariot. Yet Luke 6:13 tells us Jesus,
frcalled unto him his disciples: and of them he chose twelve, whom also he named apostl e s 0 and it
on to list Judas by name (Lu. 6:16). We also find Jesus saying, i Ha v e cHosemyou twelve, and one of
you is a devil?0 (Fourth gospel 6:70). Therefore |, we see &huadsaesn owa sSoi, d¢chfoskuwmdas
who was Jesus referring to when he said, fiyou allo ? J e srdsshére aseoone more indication he and
fthe twelved @ ot alone during that supper, as here again he refers to more than just fthe twelveo
whom hechlbaéni.

The Sequence of Last Supper Events

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

The idea thatthe one whom ©Jeaesuss I|bofihediveleed adsents irreconcilable
problems (more on this later), but the key thing to realize is that this idea is not dictated by scripture.
Weré told that Jesus fcometh with 6 / A s ath fthd tovelvedimt. 26:20, Mk. 14:17, Lu. 22:14). Yet honest
reflection forces one to admit that these verses dond limit attendance at the Last Supper to Jesus and
fthe twelvedi and the gospel writers did know how to specify a limited attendance when that was what
they actually intended to do (Mt. 14:23, Mk. 5:37 & 9:8, Lu. 8:5 offer some of the many examples of this).

A Hidden Key in the Book of Acts

Besides his betrayal of Jesus, Judas Iscariot was uniqgue among fthe twelved f other r@asan. The
Bible tells us Judas went to th e chidf priestsd to betray Jesus (Mt. 26:14-16, Mk. 14:10-11, Lu. 22:2-6).
However, in addition to becoming a traitor, Judas gained another distinction at that point. Judaso
conspiracy with th o s ehieffpriestsd ts @m apart from fthe twelved that those priests got to meet
Judas. Nothing in the Bible specifically indicates the high priest would have known, or even recognized,
any of fthe twelved ther than Judas. Once you realize this, you can grasp the importance of a verse
that is found in the Book of Acts. Besides the evidence that has been presented thus far, the writer of
the Book of Acts recorded facts that can help us to conclusively prove the Apostle John was not the
U n n a medher discipled .

Acts 4:1-23 recounts what happened to Peter and John following the healing of a crippled man. Peter
and John were seized and brought before the fiulers, and elders, and scribes, and Annas the high
priestt, and Ca i(ratpasls aey, éodthey could be questioned about this miracl e . fefwonyeoing 6
how this helps to prove that the Apostle John was not th e th@raliscipled then pay close attention to the
reaction of the high priest and those rulers just a few verses later. The high priest, rulers, elders, scribes,
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etc . thegedtogetherdo a n d thedr qt@rnogation of Peter and John (Acts 4:5-7). Peter6 s a nts we r
their question is recorded in Acts 4:8-12. The very next verse describes their reaction to Peter and John.

Acts 4:13 says, speaking of the high priest and those rulers, fivhen they saw the boldness of Peter
and John, and perceived that they were unlearned and ignorant men, they marveled; and they took
knowledge of them, that they had been with J e .sWihg @id the high priest and the rest marvel? To
begin with, they discovered that Peter and John fivere unlearned and ignora nt  rret4a3). [These
two points in the Greekre a d , ttéra d b e a n drucfieudndi. n| s #lamy Gglileam iaccent that Peter
and John may have had, it is also possible their vocabulary, clothing, and/or mannerisms would have all
contributed to the idea that Peter and John lacked a formal education. Also, the Bible indicates that
regional traits could be easily discerned by the people of that day (e.g., Mt. 26:73, Mk. 14:70, Lu. 22:59).

Regardless, Acts 4:13 points out what really shocked those leaders was seeing Peter and John
(whom they judgedto b e fhedrahddgaorantd ) etsuth bl d n e geadof cowenng before
the educated men who would judge them, Peter and John proclaimed the truth and stood openly for the
name of Jesus, charging those rulers with his death and affirming God had raised him from the dead,
while they credited Jesus with being responsible for the healing miracle that had occurred (Acts 4:9-10).

During the encounter recorded in Acts 4:5-12 those leaders were learning elementary facts about the
men who were before them. Acts 4:13 also says, fthey took knowledge of them [Peter and John] that
they had been with Jesuso [In the Greek this reads, fthey recognized them that with Jesus they were 0 . ]
So, the telltale discoveries made by those rulers during this event make it clear that Peter and John
were not recognized by, or familiar to, the high priest and his fellow religious leaders. Therefore, the
biblical evidence lets us know the high priest and the other rulers first became acquainted with Peter
and John during that inquest. On top of this keep in mind Acts 4:6, which explicitly names both fiAnnas
the highpriest,tand Cai aphasd aheseWwhs iverggpresent atrihg time.

The Apostle John and the High Priest

In the preceding section we saw the reaction of the high priest and the other religious rulers was a
response to new information. It was when Acts 4 was actually happening that the high priest and the
others with him learned the things which led them to conclude Peter and John: (a) were i u n finexl and
ignora n t men o0, and (thblgsusd h aecHive bee ¢ha high priest learning things which he
would have already known if he had been previously acquainted with the two men who were standing
before him. So, these facts offer conclusive proof the high priest did not know John (or Peter) before
this encounter.

Acts 4:13 also lets us know John cannot be th e th@&raiscipled . rdlento show how this is true, we
will compare Acts 4 with the record of scripture from the night Jesus was arrested and taken away to be
falsely accused. We are told Jesus was taken fto Annas firsto (Fourth gospel 18:13). Then we read about
two disciples that followed Jesus, AAnd Serfolowed Jesus and so did another discipleo (Fourth
gospel 18:15). [The Greek here state s fihlre fallowed Jesus Simon Peter and the otherdisci p| e 0 . ]

The words that follow this, however, ultimate | glear6 J o hthey telf us,fthat disciple was known
unto the high priesto . | t that &admwanted to highlight this point, for his inspired author elected to
emphasize this fact by repeating it. The next verse says, fPeter stood at the door without. Then went out
that other disciple, which was known unto the high priest, and spake unto her that kept the door, and
brought in Peterd(Fourth gospel 18:16).

Therefore, there is no doubt that the theo discipled was ko nthee vihigh _priest. T h thes fi o
disci p lceufld get into the palace, and furthermore, he was responsible for getting Peter past the
doorkeeper. Consequently, the Apostle John could not possibly have been th e thieo discipleo
because John was not known to the high priest (Acts 4:13). (And since both Annas and Caiaphas
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were present during the events of Acts 4, this holds up no matter which one was high priest during
Jesusatrial.)

Prior to Acts 4:13, nothing in the Bible would suggest the Jewish leaders were acquainted with John,
or were aware of his association with Jesus. In contrast to this, th e th@radisci p | asdk nvo wo the
high priest, who therefore would have reason to be aware of his association with Jesus prior to the night
of J etrialu Idadeover, something was said on that night which indicates th e th@rodiscipled wa s
publicly associated with Jesus before that night. Yet this was not true of Peter, as the question of the
doorkeeper reveals. We are told, fthe damsel that kept the dooro a s k terdfi #Pnet thou also one of
thi s maaiples?0(rburtisgospel 18:17). The word A a | s oréferemce 0 thae th@raliscipled6 who had
just talked with her (Fourth gospel 18:16). Thus, even fthe damsel that kept the doord  w a sre th & ah@&ro
discipled  wassociated with Jesus. But as you now know, Johné s a stson withalesus was not
known to the high priest until Acts 4:13.

If Not John, Then Who?

The evidence presented so far has shown the Apostle John was not th e thgradisciple, whom Jesus
lovedo . Rhatwou are aware of the facts, you know the John tradition cannot hold up under biblical
scrutiny. The truth is scripture never justified believing John was fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo . Al s o,
unless one makes the assumption Jesus was alone with fthe twelveo throughout his last Passover,
nothing would require th e  owhem Jésus lovedoto even be one of fthe twelveo .

| fthe disciple whom Jesus loveddo w a ghe Apwmgtle John, then who was he? The Bible can answer
this question if we will search the scriptures and rely on thetesti mony of rdGdmlead gs. Thi®is
what we will begin to do now. Indeed, many facts point to the identity of this author, from proof of his
relationship with Jesus, to details that suggest a possible motive for this author hiding his identity.

There is one and only one person in the Bible who can be shown to reasonably fit with everything
scripture says aboutth i s u n n thendisti @giloe 0. A stheiaets thaerevgahthe identity of the
one whom fAJoe siuts wiolvle db eh pede @fvbiblicah evidence aoncerning the author of
the fourth gospel points to one very unique i and very famous i friend of Jesus.

Nevertheless 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 uncover proof he did not do it, we do not hold him in jail until we
find out who did do it. We let him go. Likewise, if biblical evidence is able to prove th e th@radisciple,
whom Jesus | ov e dhienweawght to@dmit Juorhistake and let go of that false tradition 1
whether or not we know who this person was. Still, there are some who will act as though it is okay to
continue promoting the John idea so long as they object to some point in the next part of this study. But
that is not okay. Whoeverth e one whom AJesus | ov e dldecausa that tradikon wa s
actually causes the Bible to contradict itself, asthe testi mony o f rdGasdléeady shown.

Chapter 5

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

What Is God Telling Us?

The authord s  eitxdpdcription of himself as fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo utp the focus on
Jesusorelationship to him. So, if we want to ascertain the identity of this individual, then it is logical for us
to begin by searching the Bible for evidence of such a relationship in the life of Jesus. Prior to Pentecost,
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did Jesus have this type of relationship with anyone identified in the Bible? Yes, he did, and this was so
clear that referring to this relationship was sufficient to identify one particular individual i without even
mentioning his name (Fourth gospel 11:3).

Scripture never says John had this specific type of relationship with Jesus (prior to Pentecost).
Moreover, being taken aside by Jesus three times with Peter and James does not say John had the
unique bond implied by the designation fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo . A s ready s\oted,lthis
term lets us know this disciple was set apart from the rest of the disci pl es b as e d ationshipJ esus
to him. Ironically, while this phrase has ended up being a stumbling block for so many on this author6 s
identity, it actually is the key to identifying him!

Hidden in Plain Sight

In fact, there is so much evidence pointing to the identity of this author that one has to wonder how it
could have all been overlooked. To start with, consider the term fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo , whi | e
helped to hide the authord s fityditealso is proof of Jesusorelationship with the author. In the gospels,
do we find any man besides the unnamed author who associated with Jesus, who was also identified as
being Al ovedo blyincredibiyawo Xrapgterswbeforedtbe one whom AJesus | ¢
mentioned, the author of the fourth gospel told his readers aboutafri end of Jesosedbobwe
him 7 in 11:3, where this message was sent to Jesus, fi Lray behold, he whom thou lovestissick 6, and i
11:5, wherewe areto | d, foJded Mautlsa, and her sister, and Lazaru s. 0

Exce pt theodisci @l e whom J dhewsly nhan wheo dassociated with Jesus who was
singled outasbeingil ovedo by JerssiMée ane told explicityth at Al e ¢ @ d dus.lHia z a
sisters also referred to this relationship, and wh e n i J e $Ourip tomaiging Lazarus, the Jews that
were there five e p i nhghis sistdrs attributed itto J e sus 6 | (powte gospelalr:19, 38 & 86). By
itself the fact th a t ADesado hi mrow that fazamus was th e théradisciple, whom Jesus
lovedo . H o wihés\leadris, certainly worth investigating!

Bible Referencesto Jesusd® Love

The phrase fivhom Jesus lovedd  ntifles the author as being the object of Jesusé | o wehe isSi n
not called the disciple who loved Jesus, this book does not examine any verses dealing with an
i ndi vi ducavardJesud. Also this study is not meant to be a discussion on the principles of love or
on the general topic of the love of God. Instead, this Bible study will examine what scripture says about
Jesusd | o v eowdrdspecificindividuals.

Outside of the gospels, all of the references to Jesus6 | @evuareladed to the identity of th e th&ro
discipled . thé gospels,J e s us 6 Irafevred toviiftesn times (Fourth gospel 11:3, 5 & 36, 13:1(2x), 23 & 34,
14:21, 15:9 & 12, 19:26, 20:2, 21:7 & 20, Mk. 10:21), but only two men in the fourth gospel were explicitly
identified as being the object of Je s u susandthwe ,0nlea avdh o m G(RFbwettsges®l 1113,6 v e d
& 36, 13:23, 19:26, 20:2, 21:7 & 20 [Forms of two Greek words, agapao and phileo, were translate d f | dhese dersesri

and both were used torefer to  6hbdo nijie

The first three gospels record only one time where an individual was saidto be @Al ovedod by
Mark 10:17-22 tells us of a meeting between Jesus and an unidentified man, and this passage says that
Jesus il o wutdht passaga daes nBt state whether this person ever had any other contact with
Jesus or not. So, we will proceed to take a closer look at Lazarus, since the fourth gospel noted both his
association with Jesus and the factth at he was fil.ovedd by Jesus

A Sudden Appearance

flLord, behold, he whom thou lovest is sickd  wthesappeal of Martha and Mary (Fourth gospel 11:3b),
and this reveals Jesus had this relationship with Lazarus prior to that moment. This is confirmed two
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verses later when we re a d , fi N o leved Mastha,sand her sister, and Lazaru s (Bourth gospel 11:5).
Jesus also refers to hima s , fri€d Lazaru s ourth gospel 11:11b). Yet, in spite of this history, the
fourth gospel makes no mention of Lazarus until his name appears in the 11th chapter. Why is this?

Nothing in the fourth gospel overtly explains the origin of this friendship. (Still, the curious aspect of
this sudden appearance is indeed parallel to what we saw regarding fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo).
Even more important, the first three gospels never refer to Jesuso6friendship with Lazarus or to the
miracle of Jesus raising Lazarus from the dead. (This resembles the similar omission of fthe disciple
whom Jesus lovedd thase gospels.) What makes this especially noteworthy is that the Bible tells of
only three people who were raised from the dead by Jesus: a widowd s  @uo7ri2-15), Jairu s 6 demu g h
(Mt. 9:18-25, Mk. 5:22-24 & 35-42, Lu. 8:41-56), and Lazarus (Fourth gospel 11:14-45). The news of these
astonishing events spread quickly (Fourth gospel 11:45, Mt. 9:26, Lu. 7:16-17). All were amazing miracles, but
the raising of Lazarus was substantially different from the other two, as will be shown.

J e s urieidd BEcomes a Celebrity

The fact the three other gospel writers avoid any mention of the raising of Lazarus is particularly
striking because of what happened after Lazarus was raised from the dead. iThen many of the Jews
which came to Mary, and had seen the things which Jesus d i d , bel i e ardh gopen11:48)i mo
(Keep in mind they were eyewitnesses.) Now, compare this to what happened six days later when Jesus
was again in Bethany, fiMuch people of the Jews therefore knew that he was there: and they came not
for Jesus sake only, but that they might see Lazarus also, whom he had raised fromth e d gFaudho
gospel 12:9). So, scripture reveals the people were attracted to Lazarus in the aftermath of this miracle.

This caused such a stir fthe chief priests consulted that they might put Lazarus also to death: Because
that by reason of him many of the Jews went away, and believed on Jesuso(Fourth gospel 12:10-11).

Is this a testament to the allure of fame or to the witness of Lazarus or perhaps both? We lack further
details as to why these people were drawn to Lazarus, but it is clear the public was aware of him and of
the miracle Jesus did for him. Consider the event people commonly call the Triumphal Entry (Fourth gospel
12:12-18). Did you know the raising of Lazarus played a key role in terms of the cro w d 6ttendamce on
that day? We read of the greeting Jesus received from a cheering crowd as he rode into town on a
donkey (Fourth gospel 12:12-15). Notice, however, that scripture also tells us about the cro wd 6 givatin.
Although one might assume it was the teachings of Jesus or the realization he was the Son of God that
brought out the crowd on that day, the author of the fourth gospel highlighted a particular reason for the
cro wd 6 Hicipaten in that event.

This author points out the raising of Lazarus helped bring out the crowd at that Triumphal Entry. AiThe
people therefore that was with him [Jesus] when he called Lazarus out of his grave, and raised him from
the dead, bare record. For this cause the people also met him, for that they heard that he had done this
miracl e(Rburth gospel 12:17-18). Thus, the crowd 6 sesepce on that day was linked to their having heard
the reports about Jesus raising Lazarus from the dead, fiFor this cause the people also me t  KFbumho
gospel 12:18), and they had mere | y ré & e a

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

The Transition

Even stranger than the silence of the other gospels on all of these Lazarus matters is his abrupt
disappearance from the fourth gospel. In 12:9 it tells us the people came to see Lazarus and 12:11 says
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he had a strong influence on the Jews. But after 12:17 refers to his return from the dead, the fourth
gospel never mentions Lazarus again!

The fourth g o s pesdnt@ateon gb Lazarus reveals two notable facts. The first is he is named in only
eleven verses of the fourth gospel, six in chapter 11 and five in chapter 12. There is no mention of him
before chapter 11 verse 1, and after chapter 12 verse 17 he seems to vanish. But even more interesting
is this friend wh o m A Jl eosvuissthsi mentioned in chapter 12 i just before the obscure and unnamed
disciplewh om A J e s aisfirst ment®ried in the very next chapter (Fourth gospel 13:23). If you think
this transition may be simply an unimportant coincidence then just wait, for there is much more evidence
to come. Still, one has to admit this presents us with a striking parallel. The one man associated with
Jesus who was also singled out as beingfl ov ed o bagruplle wanishes from the text, and then
the only disciple to be singled outas beingfi ov e d 0 lalyrupdlyeappears in this same gospel.

The sequence of these things in the Bible is no accident! Furthermore, this newly evident disciple
plays an important role in the events that follow. Some may want to dispute the thesis that th e th&ro
disci pl e, whom Jes ususbeoause d mightwsaem incoasisent for him to hide his identity
as author of the gospel while mentioning his name several times in the same book. However, as will be
shown a little later, by comparing scripture with scripture one is able to grasp a perfectly logical and
biblically sound reason as to why Lazarus may have done precisely that. Others may point out the Bible
doesnotcallLazarusa fcdpbke o0 and we ththid potental diffwultgd e al  wi

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

Dead Man Walking

The raising of Lazarus is no fairy tale. It is not fiction. It was an important event in history. So, let s

consider the reality of this situation. Lazarus had a close relationship with Jesus before he was raised
from the dead. Their relationship was close enough that when he was sick, his sisters sent for Jesus
with the message, flLord, behold, he whom thou lovest is sick @Fourth gospel 11:3). We are not told about
this relationship but it must have existed for some time and his sisters felt th a t fi h ethowvlbveshd
applied to Lazarus, asthei r message dtiomdhadz a marmedGivemuhat Lazarus had a
close relationship with Jesus before Jesus raised him from the dead, what would Lazarus have been like
after that experience? How would Lazarus have been changed by that one-of-a-kind gift from God?

Is it reasonable to believe that Lazaruss i mpl y sai d 03 ha nt#asktiehisaisual gaily
routine T spending his time on the cares of this world, just like his fellow citizens? It would be laughable
to think Lazarus could have just brushed off the tomb dust and returned to his normal life. Pause and
take time to consider that miracle. It would surely be the mostprof ound event it foa
one who was already close to Jesus the effect of this miracle must have been extremely transforming.
How would Lazarus have been different after that?

Later, when Jesus came to Bethany again, fthey made him a supperod(Fourth gospel 12:1-2). Yet no one
would believe th a t A ardo s wtpepfdl extent of Lazaru s dfortdo show his gratitude or his loyalty.
Peter once said, fLord, to whom shall we go? thou hast the words of etern a |  (Fourth gespel 6:68).
Where would Lazarus have gone? He had not only heard the words of Jesus, he had experienced their
power firsthand, in a way that few ever did. In light of this, which of the following is most likely?

A. Lazarus lived in fear of death for the rest of his time on earth because he knew what it was like to die
and dreaded having to do it again.
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B. Lazarus returned to what he was doing before he got sick. He remained a normal guy, tried to be a
good person, observed the Sabbath, etc.
C. Lazarus was thoroughly and radically changed in response to that rare and precious gift from God.

Like White on Ricel!

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

Where we find Lazarus in his final explicit appearance is the key thing to note. The last time that
Lazarus is seen he is sitting with Jesus at a supper table and the first time that the one whom filesus
lovedd i s s eleaningloe Jesus at a supper table (Fourth gospel 12:2 & 13:23). Is this simply another
remarkable coincidence or is it part of a larger pattern of evidence? You will have to decide, but for now
let us look at another occasion when someone seemed to stick close to Jesus. The night Jesus was

arrested, th e th@radiscipled f o | | aswedfivehtarswith Jesus into the palace of the high priesto
(Fourth gospel 18:15). Later, when Jesus was on the cro s s , he | ooked d o ther, azdrihe
disciplestandi ng by, w h(roumh gdspel 19126p. We dodnot find fthe twelveo at the foot of the

cross, yet this disciple was there. Why him and not the rest? What gave him the courage and stamina
to stick with Jesus until he was assigned tothe moth e r o f J toakines unto higl owi homed?

The evening prior, Peter, James, and John let Jesus down by falling asleep three times. Then, the
disciples fled when Jesus was seized. Peter and th e thiéradiscipleo reappeared and followed Jesus.
But, while th i stherfidisci p | e ofin withddasuso , tePstayed out by the fire, denied knowing Jesus,

i sa

and soon left. By contrast, as Jesus was on the cross, the disci pl e A wh o mwa$ dosel enough d 0

for the crucified Jesus to speak to him. So, why did this beloved disciple behave in a way that set him
apart as being a cut above the rest of the disciples?

Been There. Done That.

Given their relationship, Lazarus must have known about Jesus6 ma nraclesmthen, on top of
hearing about or perhaps even seeing miracles, Lazarus personally experienced coming back from the
dead. What priority would Lazarus have put on self-preservation after he was raised? Survival is a very
potent human instinct, but it is still fairly easy to grasp why the raised Lazarus might not have behaved
like the rest of the disciples. God taught him, in the most emphatic way possible, that death isnd
necessarily final and, more important, that Jesus could give life. Thereafter, faith in Jesus would not
have been just a mental concept for him. He had become living proof of the power of Jesus, and every
time he awoke, he was likely to recall the moment of that miracle.

Regarding death, Lazarus had ¢ Biere@ one that. dhough he would surely not have been
cavalier about it. Imagine the effect this miracle had on his life. Such an experience could reasonably be
expected to have had a significant effect on his fear of death. (Possibly even overcome it?)

The Courage Evidence

A close call with death can cause a person to change drastically. Being dead for four days, along with

his interactions with those who came to see him after his return (Fourth gospel 12:9 & 17), woul déve g
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Lazarus a wholly unique outlook on life. Could this lead to the type of courage and character the Bible
attributestoth e u n n athee discigieo ?

T h e thdr discipled  w éwitht Jesus into the palace of the high priesto , and we thahee se.
was a known associate of Jesus (Fourth gospel 18:15-17). Unlike the rest of the disciples, he dtiindan 6t a
way that exhibited a concern for preserving his own life. Nevertheless, this is perfectly understandable if
this individual was Lazarus.

Also, if th e th@raliscipled w a s rud, then &e was truly at risk when he entered the fpalace of the
high priestd , cabse th e chiéf priests @vanted to kill Lazarus too (Fourth gospel 12:10). We are not told if
Lazarus knew about the plot to kill him at that time or if he learned about it at a later point. Regardless,
the unique behavior of th e th@rodiscipleo tillsbefits a raised-from-the-dead Lazarus (i.e., one who
would stick with Jesus even when his own life was at risk). Some mifth ea siko,sdipled wia s
Lazarus, then why didnd they kill him that night?6Well, they had planned to kill Lazarus because he had
caused people to believe on Jesus. So if they killed Jesus, which they were in the process of doing, then
they had no reason to bother with Lazarus. But the Bible does not speak to this, therefore, we cannot be
totally sure.

What Is a Disciple?

Some may try to argue against the theory th e th@raliscipled w a s rud by gomting out he was not
cal | e dcia | fedriptarenThis is true, butthatdoesnotme an h e waiple. @i clear he was
a friend of Jesus and the apostles, for Jesus referredto  h i m afsend LAz@ru s (Bourth gospel 11:11).
So Lazarus must have spent time with them. However, the question for us is: Would it be correct to refer
toLazarusa s aci fpd iecihledi Dw ass ramlkolike Eagle Scout. On e pdsb atesbtb become
a fcd p b etbe.Bible, Wisciples come and disciples go (cf. Fourth gospel 6:66, Acts 6:1). This term is used
in many verses, about a wide variety of people. [In the Greek this simply means a flearnero  fpupilo . ]

While it is not precisely cl ear what ma d ep ] t® @omtend Ladiadus was not a  ficighleos
merely because he is not explicitly called a fi dciped i reasanable in light of what we know about his
appearances in the Bible. The reason the first three gospels do not call Lazaru s acipfed i ss si mp |l
they never mention him at all 7 not his friendship with Jesus, not even the miracle of his being raised
from the dead. The one gospel that tells us about Lazarus also does not call hima ficd p b @tdhis b
would fit with Lazarus using the term fthe disciple whom Jesus loveddto cloak his identity as author of
this gospel. (Another possibility is Lazarus may have graduated from friend to dedicated follower of
Jesus only in the aftermath of what Jesus did for him and, if so, that may be why the author referred to
hi ms el fisciapl eaoffeahe regorta that miracle.)

The author wrote, fthese are written, that ye might believe that Jesus is the Christ, the Son of Godo
(Fourth gospel 20:31). We will revisit this verse later when we discuss his motive for hiding his identity. For
now though, let us realize the author was only including things that he believed would accomplish this
goal. As we will see, this was reason enough for him not to call Lazaru s a ci fpd (Head identifying
Lazarusa s aci fpdiexd ma the keyerkakon the authord sffore at anonymity was so effective.)
Finally, to suppose Lazarus never beca me acipfd i is sreasowmable. We know hewas i ovedd by
Jesus. He was raised from the dead by Jesus. He had supper with Jesus. Is it fair then to infer that
Lazarus would have learned from his experiences and his relationship with Jesus? Yes, it is.

The Character Evidence

Coming back from the dead would certainly affect o rchei@ader. Thus, it is reasonable to think that
Lazarus might exhibit a high degree of courage and unusual faithfulness toward Jesus, in a way that
would set him apart from fthe twelved  athedrest of the disciples. Do we see Lazarus behaving this
way? Well, if Lazarus was th e th@rodiscipled then surely he did manifest these traits. So, we will
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consider the actions of th e th@rodisci p Iteesee if he behaved like a raised-from-the-dead Lazarus
would act.

Notice howthe one whom fAJes usrtfromthe sh of thediscipdes iy higrpaation at
the supper. The topic of the betrayer came up several times that evening. First, before the bread and the
cup, when Jesus said the traito r wa s 0 o nve 26:216, Mk.yl018b)) the disciples were  firewdul,
and began every one of them to say unto him, Lord, is it I?0(Mt. 26:22; cf. Mk. 14:19). That isn@ the same as
&ho is it?6 , cestd ask the question was to doubt their own character! Yet, that ended when Jesus
ruled outall butitetwe | v e 0 b \itisore pfithe yvelve that dippeth with me inth e d (vis 1h:2).

Then, after the bread and the cup, the issue came up again. But Jesus had already ruled out all but
fthe twe | v e this time the response takes the form of a dispute about which apostle it would be, fthey
began to enquire among themselves, which of them it was that should do this th i n(Lg. @2:23).

Still, the reaction of one person did stand out from the rest, and we see this later that evening, after
the foot washing, when Jesus s a t d o wn (Foiirta gpspei 18110). At that point, he once again raised
the issue of the traitor (Fourth gospel 13:21), and it says, fthen the disciples looked one on another,
doubti ng of wh o nFouhtheyospsl p3a2k Beder then took a step to probe further, just not directly.
fi N otkere was leaningon Jesus6 b os o m o napleg ihorh Jesus ldveds Simon Peter therefore
beckoned to him, that he should ask who it should be of whom he [Jesus] s p @olirté gospel 13:23-24).

Why didna Peter ask his own question? Was he one of those who doubted their own loyalty? Peter
was an apostle but he still chose to go throughthe one whom atd &slsthisqudstmn. @ dat
was there about this disciple that made Peter turn to him, instead of just asking Jesus directly? (Would
Peter have gone through John to ask Jesus a question? Mark 10:41 suggests that he would not.)

Anyone at the table was close enough to ask Jesus a question, yet Peter chose to prompt the one
whom A Je satsdo it.dnvagydcase, when Peter signaled him to ask which one of ithe twe |l v e 0
would be the traitor, he didn& hesitate or exhibit self-doubt like the re s t h a then lyifigHom Jesus6
breast saith unto him, Lord, who is it?0 (Fourth gospel 13:24-25). Indeed, his ease in posing the question
befits the raised i f end d whom @ J ece bagaru$ woule lthde,knowni wihoever the betrayer
would be, it could not be him! We see thattheonewh om AJesasadibdvadk, 6l s it I

Unlike Peter, he appears to have no qualms about asking Jesus the question. He seems sure of
himself and his physical position even suggests this, for the author tells us that he was leaning on Jesus.
Three times the author describes his position at this event (Fourth gospel 13:23 & 25,21:20). Thi s wasn ot
to record the seating arrangements. His position at the table that night gives us insight into how close he
was to Jesus personally. He could lean on Jesus because they had a close relationship. No one else is
saidtohavefl eanedd on Jesus. téarihlizesout bfdhimdir od thal nightpahd itreeems to
be different from the bond that Jesus had with the rest of his disciples, including Peter. The quality and
degree of camaraderie that is revealed in this action imply a secure friendship and an obvious devotion.

Regardless, the fact is that Peterd hoice to use the one whom flesus lovedod to ask about the
betrayer tellsusthat he was thetwe | ovreed ralyfPabtér wosldinot have tagged any of the
apostles to ask this question because Jesus had already said one of them would be the traitor (Mk. 14:20).
One of the apostles could not be trusted and Peter wanted to know who it was. If he was going to get
someone to ask for him, it would have been someone who was noto n e thetwel veo.

Does the Evidence Fit?

Is it reasonable to suppose that Lazarus may have been privileged to enjoy an especially close
friendship with Jesus at the time of this event? Yes, it is. Would such a relationship help explain some of
the actionsofthe one A who mo J eanighkt oflthe supper? Does the evidence fit Lazarus? If
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you have not yet been persuaded, then perhaps the evidence from the morning that Jesusdé card tomb
was discovered will convince you.

Resurrection Morning

Take a close look at the unnamed authoré sccoaint of events on resurrection morning. It is not just a
confirmation of the vacant tomb. If that was all God wanted, then the author might well have been
inspired to use fewer words. So, keep an eye out for the details that his words contain, because they
can actually provide us with quite a bit of revealing data regarding th e th@raliscipled ( allrofdit ends
up supporting the case for Lazarus).

firhe first day of the week cometh Mary Magdalene early, when it was yet dark, unto the sepulchre,
and seeth the stone taken away from the sepulchre. Then she runneth, and cometh to Simon Peter, and
to the other disciple, whom Jesus loved, and saith unto them, They have taken away the Lord out of the
sepulchre, and we know not where they have laid him. Peter therefore went forth, and that other
disciple, and came to the sepulchre. So they ran both together: and the other disciple did outrun Peter,
and came first to the sepulchre @Fourth gospel 20:1-4).

Pause and consider that last sentence. Of course, i t 6 s the authar ivdntiedeto record this fact
merely in order to tell us that he (th e th&raliscipled ) the ksetter athlete. Or perhaps the author was
simply being accurate. There is, however, another possibility that we should consider. Ask yourself:
Other than sheer athletic ability, what could have caused th e th@rodiscipledto uiron Petero ? ( The
answer to this, it turns out, also suggests why this point was even noteworthy.)

The answerisadre n a | i n ether dishipded i mmi g ht  wiun Peteh simplg because he had a
more intense desire to see that tomb. If so, then he would have pushed himself harder to get there more
quickly. As you consider this, remember thatitwasth e one whom @ J ewatesthislandvoekd
the time to describe this seemingly trivial detail from that day. Also, note it is highly likely the idea that
Jesus6 body wahe tombowouldi have had a special impact on Lazarus i who had recently
vacated a tomb of his own.

Now, letd s ck ppg where we left off. i A ntd e hhradigci p | ®dping dewn, and looking in, saw
the linen clothes lying; yet went he not in. Then cometh Simon Peter following him, and went into the
sepulchre, and seeth the linen clothes lie, And the napkin, that was about his head, not lying with the
linen clothes, but wrapped together in a place by itself. Then went in also that other disciple, which came
first to the sepulchre, and he saw, and believed. For as yet they knew not the scripture, that he must rise
again fromth e d d€Feudh@ospel 20:5-9).

In our day dhe witness of the empty to mb 6a tdrns used by those who say the empty tomb itself is
proof o f resurseationd While it may be well intentioned, this is not strictly biblical. First, realize that
the things Peter and th e th@rodiscipled s a the tomb that morning did not harmonize with their
understanding of scripture. We know this because we re a d , fitkey kngwenot the scripture, that he
[Jesus] must rise again fromth e  d @Faudh@ospel 20:9). This point is significant because these two men
react differently. In addition, notice the Bible makes it clear the tomb was not empty. Even though the
tomb no longer contained the body of Jesus, it did contain some very important pieces of evidence.

The Evidence Inside the Tomb

Mary Magdalene told Peter and th e th@raliscipledthe body of Jesus was missing, which prompted
them to rush to the tomb. It says, fi S they ran both together: and the other disciple did outrun Peter,
and came first to the sepulchre 0When th e th@radisci p | e thergletstooped down thend 0.
linen cloth e s 6 | y i n gwhigchrpairit Heestoppedtand five n t h e Whert Peterrgaot .there,
however, he did not stop. He went right in. T htleer dis@pled  w aitsideantil that point, butithen 6 h e
fwent i (af Farth goped20:2, 4,5, 6 & 8).
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Why do you think th e th@radiscipled topped wh e n  h e theilisea wloth e s ofter Péter went in,
th e th@raliscipled  dob.dVhy didnd he go in when he arrived? He ran, so he must have felt a sense of
urgency. Despite this, he seems to freeze just outside the entrance until Peter passes by him and enters
the tomb. So, why did the sight of fthe linen cloth e a@use him to stop in his tracks? In a moment you
will see there is a reason why this curious behavior of th e th@raliscipled further evidence that he was
Lazarus. But first let us look at the difference in the reactions of Peter and th e th&rodiscipledto the
items they saw in the tomb on that morning i one of them fibelievedo !

firthen went in also that other disciple, which came first to the sepulchre , and he saw, anec
(Fourth gospel 20:8). T h e thdr disci p | e othewm@eswho believed, but notice when this occurred. It
happened only after he entered the tomb and saw fthe napkin, that was about his [Jesus0 ] head, N

lying with the linen clothes, but wrapped together in a place by itself d(Fourth gospel 20:7).

The First Disciple to Believe

When he witnessed those flinen cloth e s 0 fthenndpkin that was about his [Jesus6 ] db e then
tomb, th e th@radiscipled s uddenl y WhyB €he awheraakes the time to depict these items
precisely, and he underscores the flinen cloth e s orepeaging this phrase three times (Fourth gospel 20:5-
7). This is important. We can learn something about this author/fi ther disciple, whom Jesus lovedofrom
the emphasis that he placed on these things and the effectthatth ey had on hi m, ihe sa\
This is the first time the word fA b el i e v eaftay the resurtectiendand it pertains to th e th@éro
disci p ! Tei®is no small point. His being the first pers on  wh o A b exiremelyws@nifizanti ($he e
Appendix will expound on this point later.)

Does scripture indicate the Apostle John had any reason to react in a unigue way to those items that
were in the tomb? No, it does not. Furthermore, note the Bible does not state that Peteribe |l i evedo
that point in time). The author here makes it clear the vacant to mb the liiencloth e s 60 , than d ap ki n «
did not have the same impact on Peter.

However, the sight of fthe linencloth e s 6 | i k e | ytopped Lakadus ih laisvtrackssand the sight
offthe napkindo woul d [fectvor hirh. ahe significante of these items would not have
been lost on Lazarus, for he had experienced waking up after he had been dressed him in flinend the
material that was used to wrap dead bodies!

Thei iiéiféct E

i And h eus][thatavasadead came forth, bound hand and foot with graveclothes: and his face
was bound about with a  n aRpukthi gospzl 11:44). It s w©oidentathat the author took the time to
mention the seemingly trivial detail of th e fA n a pghkregard to waizarus also. Moreover, it was only
after the sight of th e A n ahatkth en th@éradiscipledreacted i thenihe s aw, a n\Whilebteel i e v e

author did not report what Lazaru s oravécipth e s ore maele of, he noted thatthe Jews usedtoil i ne
bury the bodies in those days, fiThen they took the body of Jesus, and wound it in linen clothes with the
spices, as the manner of the Jews is to buryd(Fourth gospel 19:40). So, this indicates that linend was | i k €

usedforLazaru s ® body al so.

Letd sake a quick look at the usage of flinend thenNew Testament. The English word flinend wa s
used to translate several different Greek words, but only two of these Greek words involve dead bodies.
These two words were both used to describe the material that covered the body of Jesus, so they may
well be synonyms (cf. Fourth gospel 19:40 compared to Mt. 27:59; and Lu. 23:53 compared to Lu. 24:12). One of these
words always refers to the cloth covering a corpse. Likewise, the other always refers to the cloth
covering a corpse, with one excepti o n . Waugs Ithis cudious exception a little bit later. What we
need to think about at this juncture is how Lazarus would have reacted to the sight of the items which
had been covering the body of Jesus.
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What was the first thing Lazarus saw when he came back from the dead? Significantly, it would have
beenth e f n ahatlcoverad his own face! In the moments after Jesus called him back to life, Lazarus
came out of his cave-grave still wrapped in his graveclothes and Jesus gave the instruction, fLoose him,
and | et (Fdurih gospeyl@:4®). It is unlikely Lazarus ever forgot being loosed. Therefore, it is logical
to suggest that the sight of Jesusé a b aeddraveclothes would have had a powerful and wholly
unique effect on Lazarus.

T h e thdr discipledran to Jesus6tomb and stooped down to go in, but instead he stopped when he
saw fthe linen cloth e s(Rourth gospel 20:3-5). When he did go in moments later, th i sthefidisci p|l e 0
became the first person to believe on the risen Lord , ihe saw, (Ruitidgosdeleols)i Ie lighe of O
this evidence, particularly given his reactions to fthe linen cloth e s 0 fth @ d n a céniwe éonclude
that the behavior of th e oth@ér discipled  w o ufit dazalug? The facts that were recorded about this
event fit together logically and completely if th e th@raiscipled wa srud. a z a

The Fishing Trip

After resurrection morning fitte disciple whom Jesus lovedd i st seenewhen he and five others
volunteer to accompany Peter, who announced that he was going fishing. fiThere were together Simon
Peter, and Thomas called Didymus, and Nathanael of Cana in Galilee, and the sons of Zebedee, and
two other of his disciples. Simon Peter saith unto them, | go a fishing. They say unto him, We also go
with th e @Fdurth gospel 21:2-3a). They caught nothing that night, and the nextmorn i n g fstbad srutlse
shore: but the disciples knew not that it was Jesuso(Fourth gospel 21:3b-4). He spoke with them and said to,
fi C athetnet on the right side of th e s h i pviden they wlid they could not pull in the net because of
fthe multitude of fi s h @drih gospel 21:5-6). In the next verse the authord sresence is revealed when we
read, fiTherefore that disciple whom Jesus loved saith unto Peter, It is the Lord @Fourth gospel 21:7).

So we see fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo  wthesfirst disciple to recognize Jesus that day. More
important, however, is the authord s | Wwhe Wwas im &ttendance, for right after he menti o n ¢hd sorfis
ofZebedeeo (James tadthattwbornamed distiptes weoe present. This reference to an
unnamed disciple fits with the authord s ttgrraof concealing his identity at this point in his gospel. Still, it
should grab our attention when we see that the author grouped John in with the five apostles whom
he chose to identify in the first part of his list; but then, in contrast with that set of apostle names, he
lumped together the two unnamed disciples and tacked them on to the end of his list (Fourth gospel 21:2).

The author listed fthe sons of Zebedeed thvthe apostles, yet he referred to himself anonymously (as
fthat disciple whom Jesus lovedo ) m dsntegen in verse 7 1 and this argues against his being John.
The author consistently used anonymous terms to refer to himself since he first did so in his record of
Jesusd | ast P aostmuedthat practeenirdthishvery passage. So, it would be totally contrary
to that effort for the author to have included himself with the group he elected to name in verse 2.

The First Error

Later during that event, the disciples came to shore and dined with Jesus (Fourth gospel 21:7-14).
Following that, Jesus had a conversation with Peter (Fourth gospel 21:15-19). Immediately thereafter we
read, AiThen Peter, turning about, seeth the disciple whom Jesus loved following, which also leaned on
his breast at supper, and said, Lord, which is he that betrayeth thee? Peter seeing him saith to Jesus,
Lord, and what shall this man do?0(Fourth gospel 21:20-21). To this Jesusre p | i e d, thafiHeftarnftill Iwi | |
come, what is that to thee? followth 0 U  (Rarib gospel 21:22).

Next we see a very strange reference to the unnamed disciple. i T h e n thig sayibhg abroad among

the brethren, that that disciple should not die: yet Jesus said not unto him, He shall not die; but If I will
that he tarry till | come, what is that to thee?0 (Fourth gospel 21:23). Here the author reports, and seeks to
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correct, an error that had been circulati n g oiigaha brethre n 0 . theSfost error about this disciple
occurred long before he was mistakenly called John, when some were falsely taught he wouldnd die!

How should one respond to a false teaching? The method used by this God-inspired author was to
note what was not said and to emphasize what was actually said. He pointed out that Jesus did not say
what the rumor said ( i Hdr al | n o ttherdhe &gair) quatendd J e s mndssvérbatino (fif | will that he
tarry till | come, what is that to thee?6 ) .  uthor offerea no further commentary o n J erdsubsitd
rather chose simply to bear witness to the words of Jesus and let them speak for themselves. He clearly
expected his readers could understand the words of Jesus. But if they were sufficient for the readers of

his gospel, why were they misinterpreted by those who spread the false notionthathewo ul d fi ot

A Telltale Rumor

The fourth g o s pu#dr Bied toacorrect the misunderstanding that had been circulati ng a rthen g

brethre n 0. révettaal d | f r@evwere sidintespoeted by one or more of the men that were on
the fishing trip, or if the i n o t idekispgrang up later, after others had been told about this trip. But
regardless of who started the rumor, the fact is that the brethren accepted the notion that the one whom
AJesus | ovedod woul the dqueston, What eodld havé baused this@ ghe words spoken

by Jesus on that day did not dictate such a conclusion, for the author twice quote d J e s tds 6

verbatim (Fourth gospel 21:22 & 23). SO0 he knew th en dit di e 0 icalrespondito tde wordstof Jesus
but, rather, it was wrongly substituted for his words.

There is a difference between those who had heard J e s uds &cowted by the men who were on
the fishing trip and those who would later read those words in this author6 s b o o k rmer Group
would have had a key piece of information that the author withheld from his readers, and interestingly,

~
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(0]

this would help to explain whythe Anot di eodo i de a thefird placer Ehe knidetlge efv e d i
the identity of fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo i s ffeheatiites dhiese two groups. The author6 s

identity was concealed from the readers of his gospel. The disciples of Jesus, on the other hand, knew
fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo . H i tisy waschat & mystery to them and, initially at least, they would
have included this information in their testimony of what happened on the fishing trip.

What was it about this particular disciple that caused some to jump to the wrong conclusion and led

them to assume that they could interpret Jesus6 nds) Aif | will that he tarry tilllco me 6 as nteahni ng

disciple shoul d n dhe erdoneeus tlea thathe /s houl d not dausedby whatslesnso t

said. Rather, it arose because of whom Jesus had been talking about! What if the men on the fishing
trip, and those who heard about this event, knew th a t J e sds férredvto Lazarus? Since he had
already died and been brought back from the dead, a reason for the erroneous rumor becomes evident.

One can see why some of them might jumptotheconcl usi on Ydess umehemwtb,o ul d not

Jesus had displayed his willingness to have hisfi f e n d orusloasedfrom the bonds of death, even
after four days (and that miracle took place not all that long before this misunderstanding occurred). This
was a very special blessing, one not granted to all of J e s wisciples, nor their families and friends.
Lazarus was one of the few individuals who had ever been chosen to receive this one-of-a-kind gift and
Oery®ned Kkourehgospdl 12:9,11 & 18). ftheonewh om @A J e s us | zarusetded, aswnated,
there is a logical explanation for the origin of the false rumor. Since Jesus had already raised his friend
Lazarus from the dead, those who knew that Lazarus was the subject of Jesusé ndsohad mistakenly
inferred he would be exempted from having to undergo a second physical death.

The A n aumor thay@lso have arisen due to people reading a false meaning into these words i
i h that believeth in me, though he were dead, yet shall he live: And whosoever liveth and believeth in
me shall (Feurth gyaspel di:25@6) Jesus said this to Martha in the context of his raising of
Lazarus and she likely mentioned this when she talked about that event. So,th e A not cduldealso
be linked to a misapplication of Jesus6 nae fAshall n eevagain, itdturns @ut theOfacts
surrounding this disciple perfectly fit Lazarus. This telltale rumor harmonizes with all of the other biblical

GospelOfJohnOrNot.com 34

di

de a



A Bible Study on the Beloved Disciple

data if Lazarus was theonewh om A J e gddas We v enslddringtstdl more evidence in support
of this conclusion but first let us try to answer this question: Why did this author conceal his identity?

Chapter 6

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

The Motive?

The fourth g o s @nenlyndous author took the time to record his purpose for writing his book, and
that purpose may be linked to the reason that he hid his identity. He wrote , i A n d thansigng/trulp
did Jesus in the presence of his disciples, which are not written in this book: But these are written, that
ye might believe that Jesus is the Christ, the Son of God, and that believing ye might have life through
hi s n(pourkegdspel 20:30-31).

The authord éntent, therefore, was to focus the attention of his readers on Jesus and to provide
information that would help them to fbelieve that Jesus is the Christ, the Son of Godo While this may
appear to be merely the author6 s g o al f or tumms aut thatotlEspobjéctive alsb provided a
motive for this author to cloak his identity. (All of this was under the inspiration of God, of course, but
God does use individuals in their existing circumstances to declare His will and carry it out.)

As the authord s tent wias to point people to Jesus, he would have avoided doing anything that might
have interfered with that goal. Also, there is evidence Lazarus would have had reason to believe his
identity could have interfered with that objective. If we think about what happened after Lazarus was
raised from the dead, then we can understand the problem that Lazarus had to face; he had become a
@elebrityd . | f thb authav af she fourth gospel, this may have presented a dilemma for Lazarus, in
the form of a potential conflict with that stated goal.

The Fame Problem

In chapter 12, which is the last place that the author mentions Lazarus, we get a feel for just how
famous he became. For instance , i t they@aymme mot f or J e stuhst@Gheysnagkteseeon| vy,
Lazarus also, whom he had raised from th e d d€Faudh@ospel 12:9). Consider the implications of that 1
fithey came not for Jesusd s arky®! How do you think that would have affected Lazarus? Would he
have enjoyed the spotlight and basked in the glory that this brought to him? There is no evidence that
Jes @i$ @& ndorusltamkzadvantage of this situation or milked it for his own ego. (Actually, the sudden
disappearance of Lazarus from the pages of the fourth gospel indicates quite the contrary.)

Prior to Pentecost we do not read of people wanting to see Peter or any of the apostl e s fiewdns 0 0
though they helped feed the crowds (Mt. 14:19, 15:36, etc.), and displayed powerny ove
The focus of the people had always been Jesus. They came to confront, see, touch, listen to, or be
healed by Jesus. But after Lazarus was raised from the dead in front of many eyewitnesses, the people
cameto s ee hi m rdionel teedfd .e nTWhoe wh olno ielcedsayksauliar dilemma.

We read, fby reason of him [Lazarus] many ofthe Jews went away, afFeirthb e | i ¢
gospel 12:11). Moreover, the raising of Lazarus was a key reason that the crowd met Jesus when he rode
in to Jerusalem on a donkey. ffor this cause the people also met him [Jesus], for they heard that he had
done this miracl eFRaurth gospel 12:18). This may lead some to suggest that Lazarusénew found fame was
a good thing, because it could help to draw more people, who would then get to hear Jesus speak.
However, there is good reason to suspect this would not have achieved a lasting result, since the crowd
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at that Triumphal Entry was not cheering for Jesus just a few days later, when the choice for pardon was
Jesus or Barabbas.

There is no reason to believe that the raised Lazarus was anything but loyal to his friend Jesus.
Nevertheless, he became a novelty that people sought in addition to Jesus (Fourth gospel 12:9). We should
immediately recognize this would have presented Lazarus with an unusual problem. John the Baptist
articulated the idea, fHe [Jesus] must increase, but | must decre a s (€o0rth gospel 3:30). One obvious way
Lazarus could avoid drawing any attention away from Jesus would be to 6 d i $6a p(pbegaring biss
identity or becoming anonymous).

The fourth g o s puthdr @plicitly said he did not report everything Jesus did (Fourth gospel 20:30).
His book sought to achieve a stated goal i that its readers , i mi g hthat Jesus i$ thevCérist, the
Son of Godo athaithey woul d, thrédhh@k e hi $Fouahageseel @0:31). The author had a
reason for cloaking his identity. If he was Lazarus, then he may have hidden his identity to prevent his
notoriety from interfering with the stated goal of the gospel. Is this in fact what led the author to hide his
identity? While we cannot know for sure, this is at least a reasonable and biblically sound possibility.

What about Him?

Even the disciples were not immune to the distraction effect, as can be seen when six of them
accompanied Peter on a fishing trip and Jesus paid them a visit. While seven disciples were present, the
resurrected Jesus took the time to focus on Peter (Fourth gospel 21:15-19). Moreover, this was only, fthe
third time that Jesus shewed himself to his disciples, after that he was risen fromth e d eFaudh@ospel
21:14). Yet, in spite of Jes u s éus dnhim, it seems as if Peterd stterdion was easily distracted i by the
presence of fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo firhen Peter, turning about seeth the disciple whom Jesus
loved following; which also leaned on his breast at supper and said, Lord, which is he that betrayeth
thee? Peter seeing him saith to Jesus, Lord, and what shall this man do? @Fourth gospel 21:20-21).

Instead of responding to the words that Jesus had just spoken to him, Peter appears to change the
subject. It6 s n o tthatlhe did ¢his gimply because fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo h a p poefall md
his line of sight. So, what do you think could have prompted Peter to ask this question? Furthermore,
several disciples were present, so what motivated Peter to focus on fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo ?
Verses 20 and 21 do refertohimff ol | owi ni@grd s a i d e P e ut he rherenfact, thatbhe was
nearby would not have been a sufficient reason for Peter to single out this one particular disciple from
the rest who were there.

At that instant, Peter deliberately referred to this one disciple only. Why? Well let us consider the
possibility Peter may have asked specifically about fthe disci p| e whom J e ghatsmorhentv e d 0
because of who this disciple was i since Peter would have known this man as Lazarus! One other
thing to take into account is the point at which Peterd sttergtion turnedtothe one whom AJesu:
This is noteworthy because the topic of conversation had just changed, and at that moment Jesus was
speaking about Peterd death!

Jesus Foretells Peter6 s the a

fiThis spake he [Jesus] signifying by what death he [Peter] should glorify Godo (Fourth gospel 21:19).
Without getting into the particulars o f J ads in sedse 1Bpnote we are told that he raised the topic
of Peterd6 s tH. &ten Jesus had two more words for Peter, fF o | | 0 wWrounheadpel 21:19). When the
matter of his death was raised, Peter seemed to change the subject, which might be dismissed by some
as a typical reaction to anxiety. But bear in mind that the one speaking to Peter was the resurrected
Jesus, who had overcome death. When Jesus told Peter, fby what death he should glorify Godd what di
Peter do? fiThen Peter, turning about, seeth the disciple whom Jesus lovedé Pter seeing him saith to
Jesus, Lord, and what shall this man do?0 (Fourth gospel 21:20-21). [The literal Greek reads, fiLord, but of
this one whato Wy, upon learning fby what death he should glorify Godo , d terdeel Rampelled to
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refer to one particular disciple? Was Peter merely concerned for this disciple or is there a more rational
explanation that might better account for his question?

Of course,ifthe one whom @8Jesas sud thenave dan see logic in Peterd s  diane s
Peter knew Lazarus had been raised from the dead, so he may have been asking if Lazarus would have
todieagaini especially since he | thdlelieyethmena,thdughlhe waresdead,a y , f
yet shall he live: And whosoever liveth and believeth i n me shal | never diFarth pr i c
gospel 11:25-26). But regardless of why Peter asked his question we can consider the distracting effect the
one fAwhom Joe ssuesetarhendvoa Beter.

Death is a weighty matter. Still, when Jesus brought up Peterd s tl, @eter turned his attention from
Jesus to fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo . H o wileekeyrhere is not the topic of death or Peterd s
attention shifting from Jesus, it is his timing. He focusedonth e one whom A Je snlasthel ov ed
topic became death. Would Peter6 s mi n d bisted kazaaus with this topic? Naturally.

This event was only the third time that Jesus shewed himself to his disciples, after that he was risen
from th e d gRautthOgospel 21:14). Even so, Jesus was not the sole focus of Peterd sttention. The
author (known to us as fthe disciple whom Jesus lovedo ) roved to be a distraction for Peter, just as he
later became a distraction to those who spread the rumor that he would not die. Being a distraction
would surely conflict with the authord s  ctibej(cé Fourth gospel 20:31). We have already discussed how
this potential conflict would have provided a motive for the author to remain anonymous. The question
for you is: Do the facts support the conclusion that this was Lazarus, writing anonymously to avoid any
hindrance to his goal?

The Humbleness Question

The idea that Lazarus would forgo using his nhame to avoid becoming a distraction to others would be
in line with the authoré s resged intent. After he was raised from the dead, Lazarus became an
attraction for people (Fourth gospel 12:9). If he was also the God-inspired writer of the fourth gospel, then
Lazarus would have been more than willing to avoid claiming authorship, rather than taking the risk of
interfering with the reader6 s cu$ am Jesus.

firhe disciple whom Jesus lovedd may n o try hbmble soundirg term but we know it is an
accurate description, since it was written under the inspiration of God i and note the timing here also.
The author began referring to himself by this term only after he reported th a theyftame not for Jesus
sake only, but that they might see Lazarusa | s 0 0 .

It is common to hear people claim John was humble because of the author6 s rg/mity. But this
author was not John, so any attributes that one may want to infer about this author do not apply to John.
If this author6 sfforé to remain anonymous is an indication he was humble, then this quality pertains to
the author whoever he was, including Lazarus.

Likewise, another fact may also imply humility on the part of Lazarus. This gospel tells of the raising
of Lazarus and the subsequent public response, but notice that the author didné record a single word
that was spoken by Lazarus. We have no way to know if humility was the reason for either this or his
anonymity. Still, it is worthwhile to note these things so that you can weigh all of the data regarding the
authoré sharacter (i.e., Lazarusécharacter).

Names in Scripture

The belief that a man might forg o hi s n amign ta teenBibke. Theadisciples of Jesus were
quite willing to change their names. Simon became Peter (Lu. 6:14), Saul became Paul (Acts 13:9), etc.
Further, this practice was not new. Abram became Abraham way back in Genesis 17:5. In addition, the
Bible often uses multiple names for people. James and John were surn a me d , 1) B &(l@kn3e7),
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Thomas vaalsl,e d i D i(Fduythmgaspeld 21:2), an d i J ud a saariot)( was talso Icalled,
fil h a d d a(é&. uss:06, Mk. 3:18).

Thus, it is at least compatible with scripture to suggest that Lazarus may have stopped using his
name. Did he do this? If he was the unnamed author of the fourth gospel, then, in so far as this gospel is
concerned, the answer is yes. As the jury you must decide, first, if scripture can prove that this author
was not John. If so, then your next job is to decide if the biblical evidence indicates that this author was
Lazarus. Hopefully you have been convinced, but we will look at one final piece of evidence that might
help to persuade anyone who is still unsure.

The Other Murder Plot

Lazarus had an effect o n i fhaen yJ eowfs oOre told that fbyweagon of him [Lazarus] many of
the Jews went away, and believed on Jesuso (Fourth gospel 12:11). Of course, this may have been due
solely to the fact that he had been raised from the dead. But it is also true if Lazarus had been a known
figure in the community, then that would have amplified the effect of the news of him being raised and
several things hint at this idea. For example, afte r he di edhef mhaetanse do fcomfort his
sisters (Fourth gospel 11:19), and even after four days it e J e wre étill sgen five e p i (Fougthdgospel
11:33). In addition to his well attended memorial service, the body of Lazarus was in a cave tomb with a
rock door (Fourth gospel 11:38), which sounds very much like the kind of tomb we see associated with a
rich man, Joseph of Arimathea (Mt. 27:57-60). Moreover, once when Lazarus and his sisters threw a
supper for Jesus, his sister Mary anointed Jesus with i a d@ ofadny costlyd  tmiem (Fourth gospel
12:1-3). This, too, may be another indication that their household had no shortage of money.

Regardless, fthe chief priests consulted that they might put Lazarus also to death; because that by
reason of him many of the Jews went away, and believed on J e s yFsubh gospel 12:10-11). We can see
that in the time between the raising of Lazarus and the plot to kill him, a ground swell of response to this
miracle started to develop among the people (cf. Fourth gospel 12:18). Also, as word of the raising of
Lazarus spread, the religious leaders would have had even more reason to want to dispose of him.

Lazarus was the only one besides Jesus who was the object of a murder plot by th e chiéf priestso
prior to Penteco st . cHidfi griesf80 di d todill all pflthe disciples of Jesus, and they did not
target justany random ffriendd o f Jesus . T{edtegeerid of bazarus specifically.

The thing to consider is that th e chiéf priestso k nthatWazarus had been raised from the dead i
and they knew of the publicé s cihatian with him and the impact that he was having on the people
(Fourth gospel 11:46-47, 12:9-11 & 18). T lcheef piiestsO may have rknaswrfigure énztheat
community before Jesus raised him from the dead, but after he was raised they knew him as the man
that they wanted to Kill (Fourth gospel 12:10). These facts from the biblical record are relevant because they
reveal that Lazarus was known unto th e chiéf priestso .

Which Disciple Was Known?

Now, remember that the author twice tells us th e th@radiscipled wa s i katoeevhigh puiesto
(Fourth gospel 18:15 & 16). As shown earlier, this helps to prove John could not be th e oth@r disciple, whom
Jesus lovedo . @akeefor John faces a truly insurmountable problem here. On the other hand, if this
fi ther disci pl e 0 wuasstheh thigz fact can be reconciled with the biblical evidence. Here too, as
with all of the other Bible facts that were weighed in this study, it can be shown that the scriptures
harmonize completely with Lazarus being fthe other disciple, whom Jesus lovedo .

fi A dTHou Not unto His Word s 0

Earlier it was noted the title The Gospel of John was not in the original text. Since this title was added
later and since the words of the God-inspired writers of scripture can show the John idea is not true,
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then we have a compelling reason to avoid promoting the idea thatthe one whom fAJesus
John. Therefore, in this study the book that was writte n  thgdisdi pl e whom Jesus | oved

referenced by the misleading title John/Gospel of John, for doing so serves to perpetuate a false idea.

Instead the work of this anonymous gospel author was referenced as the fourth gospel, which is a
simple, true, and easy-to-understand way to refer to his book by its location in the New Testament.
Those who reject the unbiblical John tradition (and who refer to the gospel in a way that does not
promote that erroneous tradition) will no doubt have to endure ridicule and scornful looks from those
who will not accept the biblical evidence on this issue. Nevertheless, those who are careful to refer to
the gospheldscopl é¢ whom Je s uterm thai doesddnot pioiyote ghe John error are
justifiably encouraged by the vers e , rova &l things; hold fast that which is goo d (o Th. 5:21), for they are
holding fast to the truth revealed in scripture. Inspired scripture is what we are to rely on i not the things
that men may addto i t ry wdrdof ®od is pure: he is a shield unto them that put their trust in him.
Add thou not unto his words, lest he reprove thee, and thou be found a liaro(Pr. 30:5-6).

Chapter 7

THE BIBLE VERSUS TRADITION
& MORE BIBLE FACTS TO CONSIDER

The Jury Summation

This study presented two cases: the case as to why the Apostle John was not fthe disciple whom
Jesus lovedo the author of the fourth gospel, and the case for why that author was most likely Lazarus 1
all wi t hwor@ beihg the only authority cited. Below is a summary to help you weigh the evidence
so you can render a verdict. (All of the verses were quoted earlier, so they will not be noted here.)

The evidence shows beyond a reasonable doubt John was notth e thier di sci pl ed

A The gospel writers treated them like different people. The first three gospels totally omit the one
whom nJe saubmttheyoftendefer to John by name i and yet all of those events where
John was referenced by name in the first three gospels are missing from the book that the one
whom fiJesowste.l oved

A The one whom fJesus lovedd rate his gospel without identifying himself by name, but there is
no evidence John ever avoided using his own name. In fact, John identified himself by name
repeatedly in the Book of Revelation, and this difference in behavior argues against the idea that
the same man wrote both books.

A fiThe disciple whom Jesus lovedd  eyadj amne-of-a-kind bond with Jesus. This cand be said of
John, and the three times that Jesus took John aside with Peter and James do not single John
out as having that relationship.

A On the night that Jesus was arrested, John and the fother disci p lbeh@ved differently. John let
Jesus down by falling asleep three times. In contrast, th e th@raiscipled w e to the palace of
the high priest with Jesus, and we only see him leave at a time well into the next day, when
Jesus reassigned him.

A The idea that the one whom flesus lovedo was John relies on the false assumption that this
author was one of fthe twelveo Paintings of ithe twelvedo a | dhmJesusvai the supper promote
this error; but the details in scripture show Jesus and fthe twelveowere not alone at that event,
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