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3 John 1 “The elder unto the wellbeloved Gaius,
whom I love in the truth.” (KJV)

“The elder unto Gaius the beloved, whom I love in truth.”
(ASV)

“The elder” See notes under 2 John 1, which (this
writer believes) indicates that John was speaking of
advanced age.

Note that the love John has for Gaius is the same as
that which he had for the “elect lady” of Second John. 
Further, notice that these emotions were based upon
truth and a mutual acceptance of that truth which has
been given by deity.

“The word ‘beloved’ is γαπητός, the word used
of a divine love” (Wuest, Vol. 2, p.217).
“Gaius” is a name found five times in the Scriptures

(Acts 19:29;  20:4; Romans 16:23; 1 Corinthians 1:14;
and the present text).  It is a common name of that era;
thus, no positive identification can be made of him.  Nor
can his name be positively linked to any of the other
uses of this name in the Scriptures.  Gaius was as
common a name then as John is today (Taylor, p. 78).

“Three persons of this name are elsewhere
mentioned in the New Testament – Gaius, whom
Paul in Rom. 16:23 calls ‘his host,’ and whom he
says (1 Cor. 1:14) he baptized, residing at
Corinth, Gaius of Macedonia, one of Paul’s
companions in travel, who was arrested by the
excited mob at Ephesus (Acts 19:29) and Gaius
of Derbe, who went with Paul and Timothy into
Asia, Acts 20:4.  Whether either of these
persons is referred to here, cannot with certainty
be determined” (Barnes, p. 370).
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“Take the history all in all, I am inclined to
believe that these mentions of the name Gaius,
however few they may be in number, refer to one
and the same individual” (Canton, p. 189).

3 John 2  “Beloved, I wish above all things that thou
mayest prosper and be in health, even as thy soul
prospereth.”

“Beloved, I pray that in all things thou mayest prosper and
be in health, even as thy soul prospereth.” (ASV)

“prosper” (“prospereth”) — εοδόω — “to help on
the road, i.e., (passively) succeed in reaching;
figuratively, to succeed in business affairs”
(Strong); “to grant a prosperous and expeditious
journey, to lead by a direct and easy way...to
prosper, be successful” (Thayer); “to lead in a
good way, to prosper one’s journey. 
Figuratively, to make prosperous, give success
to” (Zodhiates); “get along well, prosper,
succeed” (Bauer, p. 323).
“Beloved, I wish above all things that thou mayest

prosper” John’s wish is for Gaius to prosper — but, in
what sense?  Looking at the context, it seems obvious
that he was wishing prosperity for him in physical
things.  It is not wrong — contrary to the misguided
opinion of some — to have material blessings and even
a lot of them.  What can make them wrong is how one
uses what GOD has given him.  If one is selfish with
what GOD has given him, no matter how “small” or how
“large” those blessings may be, then he will be
condemned.

“Let him that stole steal no more: but rather let him
labour, working with his hands the thing which is
good, that he may have to give to him that needeth”
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(Ephesians 4:28, emphasis mine, RK).
GOD made man to be a steward of the things on this
earth, and a steward has an obligation to use those
things wisely for the benefit of his master.

If one is selfish with the blessings GOD has given
him (all blessings come from GOD), then he needs to
be reminded of the rich young ruler (Mark 10:17-22).  In
so many ways, this young man was exceptional in
following the law of Moses under which he lived.  But
this young man had a problem with his money — he
hoarded it for himself.  Jesus told him to “go thy way,
sell whatsoever thou hast, and give to the poor, and
thou shalt have treasure in Heaven: and come, take up
the cross, and follow Me” (v. 21).  Another person one
should consider if he hoards his money is the
prosperous farmer of Luke 12:16-21.  He laid up
treasure for himself and did not think of the needs of
others.  Listen to what Jesus said about him.

“Thou fool, this night thy soul shall be required of
thee: then whose shall those things be, which thou
hast provided?  So is he that layeth up treasure for
himself, and is not rich toward GOD” (vv. 20-21,
emphasis mine, RK).

Note that the Lord did not condemn this man because
he was rich but because he did not use what he had to
glorify GOD.  What a shame it would be for a Christian,
which has been entrusted with so much from GOD, if he
lost his soul because he did not use what he had been
given as GOD directs.

John prayed for Gaius’ prosperity and health.  This
writer does not believe this necessarily implies that
Gaius was either poor or in bad health.  When this
writer writes letters, he often expresses the hope that
those to whom he writes might be in good health and be
prospering.  That does not mean that he believes them
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to be sick.  It is a simple desire that all is well with them
and continues to be well.

“Good health is likewise a blessing which
Christians are privileged to pray for; because,
without good health, Christian service must
necessarily be curtailed or abandoned”
(Coffman, p. 504).
“even as thy soul prospereth” Note that John

qualified his desire for prosperity and health with “as thy
soul prospereth.”  With regard to wealth, if a man’s soul
has not prospered in its growth to maturity, what might
great physical wealth do to him?  Remember the rich
young ruler mentioned above.  He had matured in so
many areas, but not with the material things he had and
how he should use them — and he walked away from
Jesus.

“Gaius was living as became a Christian; that he
was advancing in the knowledge of the truth, and
was exemplary in the duties of the Christian life;
and he prays that in all other respects he might
be prospered as much as he was in that”
(Barnes, p. 371).
If John were writing a letter to each individual who

reads these words, could he say that their souls
prosper, as he did to Gaius?  Is one’s soul prospering
in such a way that, if his physical life were on a parallel
course with the spiritual, he would be able to live?  If
one’s physical wages were based on his contribution
and multiplied by ten, would he be able to live on the
amount received?

“Blessed is the man that walketh not in the counsel of
the ungodly, nor standeth in the way of sinners, nor
sitteth in the seat of the scornful.  But his delight is in
the law of the LORD; and in His law doth he meditate
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day and night.  And he shall be like a tree planted by
the rivers of water, that bringeth forth his fruit in his
season; his leaf also shall not wither; and whatsoever
he doeth shall prosper” (Psalm 1:1-3).

3 John 3 “For I rejoiced greatly, when the brethren
came and testified of the truth that is in thee, even
as thou walkest in the truth.”

“For I rejoiced greatly, when brethren came and bare
witness unto thy truth, even as thou walkest in truth.” (ASV)

Great joy filled John because of the report he had
received of Gaius’ faith.  This was not a “one-time”
report which he had received, nor was it from one
source.

“The verbs, ‘came,’ and ‘bear witness,’ are
present participles, and thus suggest repetitive
action, i.e., ‘brethren are constantly coming and
continually bearing witness to me of thy faith’”
(Woods, p. 358).

The identity of these brethren is not known.  Some
believe they were those sent by John to this place, or
they may have been those from that area who reported
the difference between Gaius and Diotrephes.  Some
believe they may have been those who had passed
through this area as traveling missionaries.  Whoever
they were, they brought constant, glowing reports of
Gaius’ walking in faith.  This faithfulness brought great
joy to John, as it should for any Christian to hear such
a report of his brethren.

“Truth in the apostolic age was almost a
technical term meaning ‘the faith,’ ‘the doctrine of
Christ,’ or ‘the true religion’” (Coffman, p. 505).
Notice that they did not have any trouble in knowing

what truth was, unlike Pilate (John 18:36) and many of
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every age.  They could know what truth was, they knew
what truth was, and they knew the reactions which it
would have in man.  How different this is from today,
when so many give the impression that they cannot
positively know what truth is.  Many are heard to say,
“You have your interpretation (truth), and we have
ours.” 

“Knowing this first, that no prophecy of the Scripture
is of any private interpretation” (2 Peter 1:20).

The Bible clearly teaches that there is a right
interpretation of the Scriptures which all can attain.

“All Scripture is given by inspiration of GOD, and is
profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for
instruction in righteousness:  That the man of GOD
may be perfect, throughly furnished unto all good
works” (2 Timothy 3:16-17).

“Ye shall know the truth, and the truth shall make you
free” (John 8:32).

“We are of GOD: he that knoweth GOD heareth us;
he that is not of GOD heareth not us. Hereby know
we the spirit of truth, and the spirit of error” (1 John
4:6).

GOD is simply too great to give a doctrine which cannot
be understood by all!

3 John 4 “I have no greater joy than to hear that my
children walk in truth.”

“Greater joy have I none than this, to hear of my children
walking in the truth.” (ASV)

“‘Greater,’ here (meizoteran), is a double
comparative, and thus a term of great emphasis. 
Compare the ‘more better’ of Paul in Phil. 1:23"
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(Woods, p. 359).

“John’s life was wrapped up in his desire to have
all men learn, and know, and obey the truth.  For
this he lived; for this he labored; for this he
suffered.  And when he heard of men and
women who had taken upon themselves the
name of Christ, acting in accord with the
instruction they had received, it gave him great
pleasure.  This is the compensation he sought,
all the reward he seemed to care for on earth”
(Canton, p. 190).
“my children” This phrase suggests that these were

those whom John had taught — directing them in their
knowledge of, and obedience to, the Christ.  It does
bring a great deal of joy to Christians to know that those
whom they have had a hand in teaching have remained
faithful over the years.

There are three ways the term “children” may be
used: (1) their comparative difference in age; (2) their
length of time as a child of GOD, and (3) the spiritual
relationship sustained (like that of Paul and Timothy). 
The spiritual relationship may be (1) their relationship
with the Father in Heaven, or (2) their relationship with
John as their “father in the faith.” 

The Scriptures refer to all who become Christians
and then continue to obey the instructions they receive
from GOD’s word as those who “walk in truth.”

“Teach me Thy way, O LORD; I will walk in Thy truth:
unite my heart to fear Thy name” (Psalm 86:11).
Would it not be wonderful if all parents had the

same love for their physical children as did John for his
“children?”  Unfortunately, many parents care little for
the best interests of their children.  They will educate
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them in the finest schools and emphasize the
importance of education and obtaining good jobs that
pay well, which only brings perishable wealth.  But they
neglect the most important education and vocation —
that of Bible education and the Christian life.  John was
interested in their physical well-being, but as he should
have been, he was more concerned about their spiritual
well-being.

3 John 5 “Beloved, thou doest faithfully whatsoever
thou doest to the brethren, and to strangers;”

“Beloved, thou doest a faithful work in whatsoever thou
doest toward them that are brethren and strangers withal;”
(ASV)

In John’s writings, one can clearly see that his
concern is for the truth as it is revealed in Christ.  Gaius
had already been commended for walking in truth.  Now
the apostle points out how Gaius had exhibited his
faithful walk.  From the context, one understands that
this had to do with hospitality extended to brethren. 
Some have tried to place Galatians 6:10 along side this
passage and say that they are speaking about the
same thing — but they are not.

“As we have therefore opportunity, let us do good
unto all men, especially unto them who are of the
household of faith” (Galatians 6:10).

The context of Galatians 6:10 is doing good to all
men (those in the body of Christ and those outside the
body, but especially to brethren).  Note that the context
in the present text is different — it deals with a
particular situation.  Those to be helped here are those
who have been sent forth “for His name’s sake.”  These
are Christians.  The term “strangers” must be
understood in the light of those who were not personally

9



known to Gaius, yet he had cared for them.  The
strangers in this context were Christians.

This does not mean that at times Gaius did not help
those who were outside the body of Christ.  But the
present context deals with the difference between
himself and Diotrephes, regarding the way they had
treated brethren who came to them from John.

It should be observed that faithful Christian living is
observable through outward action.  Here, Gaius’
faithfulness to truth is observable by his physical care of
brethren.

“What doth it profit, my brethren, though a man say
he hath faith, and have not works? can faith save
him?  If a brother or sister be naked, and destitute of
daily food, And one of you say unto them, Depart in
peace, be ye warmed and filled; notwithstanding ye
give them not those things which are needful to the
body; what doth it profit?  Even so faith, if it hath not
works, is dead, being alone” (James 2:14-17).

Modern man needs to be reminded that there were no
Holiday Inns or McDonalds in that time.  Travelers were
dependent on the hospitality of others.

3 John 6 “Which have borne witness of thy charity
before the church: whom if thou bring forward on
their journey after a godly sort, thou shalt do well:”

“who bare witness to thy love before the church: whom
thou wilt do well to set forward on their journey worthily of
GOD:” (ASV)

“The word ‘charity’ is today an unfortunate
translation.  The word is agape, the particular
word for the divine love which is produced in the
heart of the yielded saint by the Holy Spirit, a
love which is self-sacrificial in its essence,
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always giving of itself for the benefit of others”
(Wuest, Vol. 2, p. 220).
Those who had received benefit from the hospitality

of Gaius had rehearsed his deeds to the church. 
Woods believes that this was probably accomplished
when these missionaries were giving a report of their
activities, probably before the whole church (p. 360).

One should remember that Gaius received this letter
after an initial visit by those who were on a mission of
some sort (probably teaching).  Therefore, this passage
seems to indicate that Gaius was about to be visited
again, possibly by the very one(s) who delivered this
epistle.  John told him that he had done well in showing
hospitality in the past and was encouraged to continue
these acts of charity.

“Just as he would not have believers greet nor
invite false teachers into their houses (2 John
10), he is equally concerned that no opportunity
to extend hospitality to faithful men be missed”
(Gill, p. 164).
The phrase “bring forward on their journey” is

interesting when one looks at the customs of that time. 
This term was “somewhat of ‘a technical term of early
Christian missions, implying the assumption of financial
responsibility for departing missionaries.’  This would
seem to be true” (Coffman, p. 506).

“‘Bring forward on their journey’ is propempo, to
send forward, bring on the way, accompany or
escort” (Wuest, Vol. 2, p. 220).

“The custom then prevailed to start a guest on
his journey by accompanying him for some
distance, by providing money and food for the
trip, and by bidding him Godspeed on the way”
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(Woods, p. 361).
One might notice other passages which seem to
confirm these thoughts.

“Whensoever I take my journey into Spain, I will
come to you: for I trust to see you in my journey, and
to be brought on my way thitherward by you, if first I
be somewhat filled with your company” (Romans
15:24).

“Bring Zenas the lawyer and Apollos on their journey
diligently, that nothing be wanting unto them” (Titus
3:13).

The point seems clear that brethren ought to take care
of the needs of missionary brethren, helping them on
their way.  By doing such they become “fellowhelpers to
the truth” (v. 8).

“after a godly sort” The margin and the Greek read,
“worthy of GOD,” and so it must be done.  This aid is to
be given in a way which would be acceptable to GOD
— a way which glorifies Him (Matthew 5:16).  Wuest
believes that this should be done in the way GOD would
do it (p. 220).

“It is in His name, for the sake of His purpose
that they are leaving the security of established
homes to teach the truth” (Gill, 164).

It would seem in principle that 1st Corinthians 9:7 would
apply here.

“Every man according as he purposeth in his heart,
so let him give; not grudgingly, or of necessity: for
GOD loveth a cheerful giver.”

3 John 7 “Because that for His name's sake they
went forth, taking nothing of the Gentiles.”

“because that for the sake of the Name they went forth,
taking nothing of the Gentiles.” (ASV)
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In what name did they go forth?  It is clearly
understood that it was in the name of Christ — His
name standing for all that is involved with Christianity.

“Do not they blaspheme that worthy name by the
which ye are called” (James 2:7)?

By what name were they called?
“Then departed Barnabas to Tarsus, for to seek Saul: 
And when he had found him, he brought him unto
Antioch. And it came to pass, that a whole year they
assembled themselves with the church, and taught
much people. And the disciples were called
Christians first in Antioch” (Acts 11:25-26).

“Agrippa said unto Paul, Almost thou persuadest me
to be a Christian” (Acts 26:28).

“if any man suffer as a Christian, let him not be
ashamed; but let him glorify GOD on this behalf” (1
Peter 4:16).

“Early in the history of Christianity, the name
represented all that Christ was and taught and
did” (Woods, p. 361).
It was for the cause of Christ that these missionaries

went forth.  Thus, they ought to be supported in a
goodly manner by those who are their brethren.  They
went forth by the Lord’s authority (Acts 28:19-20; Mark
16:15-16) to bear His message to the lost.  They were
thus worthy to receive whatever bounty might be laid
upon them — shelter, food, transportation, et cetera.

“If we have sown unto you spiritual things, is it a
great thing if we shall reap your carnal things...Even
so hath the Lord ordained that they which preach the
Gospel should live of the Gospel” (1 Corinthians
9:11, 14).
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“The responsibility of the church in the adequate
direct support of those who give their full time to
the preaching and teaching of the word is a
subject feared by too many modern preachers as
well as their congregations.  Paul, as John,
makes no uncertain demands in this direction (1
Cor. 9:14)” (Gill, p. 165).
The passage says they were “taking nothing of the

Gentiles.”  Obviously, this refers to the heathen Gentiles
(unbelievers) whom they had gone among teaching the
unsearchable riches of Christ.  As noticed, Paul said
that men who teach the Gospel have a right to be
supported (1 Corinthians 9:14), but he did not exercise
that right (1 Corinthians 9:15ff).  Those who are not
Christians have no responsibility to support those who
preach the Gospel, and Christian teachers should not
expect them to so do.  Unbelievers should never be
given an excuse to say that Christians teach because
they want financial assistance from them.

“There is nothing which so quickly wins men to a
sympathetic hearing as the realization of
complete unselfishness on the part of those who
bear the message to them: and it is absolutely
requisite that in all missionary efforts the
missionaries be wholly independent financially
and materially of those to whom they preach”
(Woods, p. 362).

“In this and the following verse, there are three
clear reasons why such missionaries should be
supported.  (1) What they are doing is for the
glory of the precious Name (the name of Christ,
of course).  (2) They were not taking up
collections from the heathen populations where
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they preached.  (3) When such people were
aided, their helpers become fellow-workers with
them, thus sharing the rewards of their labors (v.
8)” (Coffman, p. 507).
Taylor addresses the fact that it will take time for

new converts to learn, understand and follow through
with their obligation to support their teachers.  It would
take time for them to understand the debt they owed
these teachers (p. 80).

3 John 8 “We therefore ought to receive such, that
we might be fellowhelpers to the truth.”

“We therefore ought to welcome such, that we may be
fellow-workers for the truth.” (ASV)

“ought” — φείλω φείλέω — “to owe;
figuratively, to be under obligation (ought, must,
should)” (Strong); “to owe...to owe money, be in
debt for...to be under obligation, bound by duty
or necessity, to do something” (Thayer); “to owe,
to be indebted...Metaphorically, to be bound or
obligated to perform a duty, meaning I ought,
must, followed by the inf. of what is required by
law or duty in general” (Zodhiates); “owe, be
indebted...be obligated” (Bauer, p. 598).

“receive” — πολαμβάνω — “to receive
(specifically, in full, or as a host); also to take
aside: receive, take” (Strong); “to receive was is
due or promised” (Thayer); “to receive fully...to
receive in full what is one’s due” (Zodhiates);
“receive in return, recover, get back” (Bauer, p.
94).
“We” Those who are part of the body, who have
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been engaged in the Lord’s work, should expect to
receive the hospitality of their brethren.  From the study
above, this is more than simply receiving food and
housing while in this place, but also receiving help for
their journey.  In 2nd John 9, it was noticed that one who
shows encouragement to false teachers through
hospitality becomes a partaker, a joint participant, in
their evil deeds.  This text shows that the same is true
in an opposite sense, i.e., showing hospitality,
encouragement, to those who are involved in good
works makes the one who helps them a fellow laborer
in their good works.

Everyone does not have to have the same ability
and, in a sense, does not have the same responsibility. 
A one-talent man does not have the same responsibility
as a five-talent man.  He cannot logically be expected
to be able to do what the five-talent man can do.  To
expect the same would be like one expecting a ten year
old to do what Michael Jordan does on the basketball
court.  No sane person would expect that of the ten
year old.  But, the one-talent man is required to do all
that he can do and do it to the best of his ability.  He
cannot excuse himself by doing little or nothing because
he does not have more talents.  When each person, no
matter how few or many talents he has, does his part,
the whole body will be able to accomplish many things
that the individual cannot.  One should carefully study
this principle as found in 1st Corinthians 12:7-31.

If one cannot go — but can provide for one who can
— he should help in sending him.  If one cannot teach,
he can help provide someone who can.  This writer
knows of a lady who absolutely was not good at
teaching, but she set up many Bible studies with people
and knew who to call to conduct those studies.  What
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would happen to the growth of the Lord’s kingdom if
everyone did what he could — no matter how
“insignificant” he thought his efforts were?

3 John 9 “I wrote unto the church: but Diotrephes,
who loveth to have the preeminence among them,
receiveth us not.”

“I wrote somewhat unto the church: but Diotrephes, who
loveth to have the preeminence among them, receiveth us
not.” (ASV)

“I wrote” John had previously written a letter to the
congregation, but Diotrephes would not allow them to
receive it.  

Lockyer says the name “Diotrephes” means
“nourished by Jupiter” (p. 92); Wuest says it means
“Zeus-nursed” (p. 221).  Zeus was the chief god in the
Greek pantheon.  It is clear from the text that
Diotrephes desired to be like Zeus — chief.  Wuest
states that it was the custom in the early church for
Christian Greeks to give up a pagan name, changing it
to a Christian name.  If this were the case, it would
further reflect on the attitude of Diotrephes.  Yet, one
must observe that Apollos, with his outstanding record
as a faithful proclaimer of GOD’s word, did not change
his name.  What information one has shows that
Diotrephes was not the kind of man any Christian
should want to be.

“who loveth to have the preeminence among them”
The Bible often shows that loving the wrong thing leads
to disaster.  For example, money or even the desire to
have some is not wrong, but the “love of money” is
called the root of all evil (1 Timothy 6:10).  Being
preeminent is not a sin, but one who loves preeminence
and seeks it is sinning.  It is clear that James held a

17



position of preeminence when one studies Acts 12:17;
15:13; 21:18, but he was not condemned for such.

The name Diotrephes came to designate someone
who wants power — specifically power which he has
no right to have.  In the case of this text, he sought to
have authority over one of GOD’s chosen apostles. 
Since that was the case, John seems to be telling Gaius
that he must stand up to Diotrephes.

“The dictators of history have all climbed to
power on the backs of good people who simply
did nothing to oppose them...Anytime a cousin of
Diotrephes rises in any congregation, it is the
duty of the kin of Gaius, the beloved, to actively
oppose and put down such enemies of the faith”
(Gill, p. 166).

This principle has always been true!
John made two charges against Diotrephes in this

text: (1) he desired authority which was not rightly his,
and (2) he would not accept those who truly had
authority.  When such a power-hungry individual is
presented with the clear teachings of Christ, he has two
options.  He can humbly accept it or ignore it (or try to
explain it away).

“receiveth us not” There is no indication that John
had been with those who had previously visited this
place, but it was brought to his attention.  Further, if
John had sent these brethren on this mission, if they
were rejected, then it was the same as rejecting him.

“Verily, verily, I say unto you, He that receiveth
whomsoever I send receiveth Me; and he that
receiveth Me receiveth Him that sent Me.” (John
13:20).

At the very least, John had sent a letter to them which
Diotrephes rejected.  Is it possible that this letter had
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been a letter recommending those who had been
rejected?  This text may be akin to what happened in
Acts 9:1-5.  Saul was persecuting Christ — how?  By
persecuting His followers.  One does not have to
literally beat Christ in order to persecute Him.  When
one mistreats His followers, it is the same as if he had
directly done it to Christ.  Diotrephes would not accept
the letter John sent, so it was the same as if John had
knocked on his door and been refused entrance.

“He that heareth you heareth Me; and he that
despiseth you despiseth Me; and he that
despiseth Me despiseth Him that sent Me” (Luke
10:16).

“Some forty years ago I wrote an article on
Diotrephes for a denominational paper.  The
editor told me that twenty-five deacons stopped
the paper to show their resentment against being
personally attacked in the paper” (Robertson, p.
263).

3 John 10 “Wherefore, if I come, I will remember his
deeds which he doeth, prating against us with
malicious words: and not content therewith, neither
doth he himself receive the brethren, and forbiddeth
them that would, and casteth them out of the
church.”

“Therefore, if I come, I will bring to remembrance his works
which he doeth, prating against us with wicked words: and
not content therewith, neither doth he himself receive the
brethren, and them that would he forbiddeth and casteth
them out of the church.” (ASV)

That the apostle John was planning a trip to this
location is evident in this verse and in verse fourteen. 
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Yet, there seems to be a possibility of some kind that he
might not be able to make the journey.  There could be
several reasons why this would be so.  Perhaps health
issues, or like the apostle Paul, GOD had other work for
him to do.

“I will remember his deeds which he doeth” John
was not speaking from a spirit of vindictiveness.  John
simply must uphold the truth against any who would
pervert it.  To remember Diotrephes’ deeds will be for
the purpose of holding him accountable for them.  This
accounting would not be done privately, but rather
publicly, as would be demanded based on his actions.

“What John evidently intended to do was to bring
the words and conduct of Diotrephes ‘to
remembrance,’ not of himself, but of the whole
church, exposing his wicked conduct that it might
receive the censure to which it was entitled”
(Coffman, p. 510).

Diotrephes’ actions were public, and the church needed
to understand that he did not have the authority to do
what he had been doing.  No one man ever has the
right to control any congregation of the Lord’s people. 
Therefore, his influence needed to be restrained. 
Further, the congregation should never have allowed
Diotrephes to control it as it had.  They needed to
develop the backbone to stand for what was Scripturally
right, and if he did not repent, then he should be “cast
out.”  It should also be considered that those who were
in the right needed their hands held up as examples of
righteousness.  Those who had been cast out by
Diotrephes were in the right; their character needed to
be vindicated.

It should be remembered that the Lord, while upon
this earth, chose certain men to carry His truths to the
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world, to set things in order, to lay His laws before the
world.  John was one of those chosen men, and while
he lived, no man such as Diotrephes could overstep his
authority.  Friends, no man today has the right to
overstep the authority of the apostles’ written words,
either.  No man has the authority to bind or loose
beyond that which is written.

“I testify unto every man that heareth the words of
the prophecy of this book, If any man shall add unto
these things, GOD shall add unto him the plagues
that are written in this book:  And if any man shall
take away from the words of the book of this
prophecy, GOD shall take away his part out of the
book of life, and out of the holy city, and from the
things which are written in this book” (The Revelation
22:18-19).
Whether Diotrephes was an elder in the

congregation or not, it is evident that he had great
power.  Men in leadership positions are not to be “lord’s
over GOD’s heritage” (1 Peter 5:3), i.e., dictators.

“his deeds which he doeth” Note the word “doeth”
(which is present, active, indicative), which simply
shows that they were deeds which he kept on doing. 
What kind of deeds was he doing?  (1) He was “prating”
against them.

“prating” — φλυαρέω — “to be a babbler or
trifler, i.e., (by implication) to berate idly or
mischievously” (Strong); “to utter nonsense, talk
idly, prate; to bring forward idle accusations,
make empty charges” (Thayer); “to overflow with
talk, chatter, prattle.  With an acc. of person, to
babbler, chatter, talk in an idle, trifling manner
against someone; talking idly or falsely”
(Zodhiates);  “Talk nonsense (about), bring
unjustified charges against” (Bauer, p. 862).
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He was engaged in “malicious words.”
“malicious words” — πονηρός — “hurtful, i.e.,
evil” (Strong);  “bad, of a bad nature or condition”
(Thayer); “evil in a moral or spiritual sense,
wicked, malicious, mischievous” (Zodhiates);
“wicked, evil, bad, base, worthless, vicious,
degenerate” (Bauer, p. 691).
The things which Diotrephes was saying against

John and those he sent (“us”) were utter nonsense, “so
much hot air,” as one might say today.  What he said
was evil in that it was meant to hurt faithful brethren,
probably with the intent to destroy their influence.  John
was saying, “I will remember these deeds, and there will
be an accounting when I come.”  

Returning to Diotrephes’ evil deeds, (3) he refused
to “receive the brethren.”  Some evil men would be
content with simply talking about others in an evil way,
but not so with Diotrephes.  He went beyond talk to hurt
others.  He would not accept or show hospitality to
faithful brethren; rather, the implication is that he turned
them away.  Further, he forbad others from showing
them hospitality.  It should be emphasized that faithful
brethren were being spoken of as the ones being turned
away.  These were not unfaithful brethren, nor were
they false teachers which should be turned away.  (4)
He “casteth them out of the church.”  Considering the
context, it would seem that those being cast out were
members of the congregation which might defy
Diotrephes’ orders.  He kicked them out of the local
congregation.  Of course he could not kick them out of
“the church,” for it is the Lord who adds to His body
(Acts 2:47).  If the Lord says one is a part of His body,
the church, then that one is a member, no matter what
any human being might say.  Diotrephes obviously had
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power, which he used in an evil way, to control the
fellowship in that community.  In this he should have
been stopped by the members of that congregation. 
One should remind himself of the words of Gill.

“The dictators of history have all climbed to
power on the backs of good people who simply
did nothing to oppose them” (p. 166).

Notice some further comments by Gill which should be
prayerfully considered.

“All that is needed to make this letter one of the
most relevant of the New Testament is to change
the names of these two elders!  Where is the
congregation that has not been plagued by its
own Diotrephes?  There is an abundance of
egoists holding office in local congregations. 
They will espouse whatever doctrine, false or
otherwise, that will gain for them the most
personal status.  They will mistreat any member
of the congregation who, though not outwardly
opposing their grab for power, attempts to
receive the truth in love and treats the ministers
of the word with Christian gentility” (p. 166).
In his commentary, King asks, “How does a man like

Diotrephes rise to preeminence” (p. 234)?  He then
noted three factors that allow a man like this to gain
power and keep it.  (1) Such a man is usually
aggressive and bullies some into compliance, (2) Such
a man always has to have those who enable, those who
back him no matter what.  (3) Such a man uses
spineless people who just want to get along no matter
what and will not take a stand against evil.

3 John 11 “Beloved, follow not that which is evil,
but that which is good. He that doeth good is of
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GOD: but he that doeth evil hath not seen GOD.”
“Beloved, imitate not that which is evil, but that which is
good. He that doeth good is of GOD: he that doeth evil hath
not seen GOD.” (ASV)

“follow” — μιμέομαι — “to imitate: follow”
(Strong); “to imitate” (Thayer); “to mimic, but in a
good sense, to imitate, follow as an example”
(Zodhiates); “imitate, emulate, follow, use as a
model” (Bauer, p. 521).
To “follow” in this text is to imitate, to look to another

as a pattern (model).  It is this writer’s belief that John
was instructing the brethren as a whole to follow the
good example of Gaius and reject the bad example of
Diotrephes.  Christians must always choose to follow
the example of righteousness and never follow the
example of that which is evil.

“who is he that will harm you, if ye be followers of that
which is good” (1 Peter 3:13)?

The Diotrepheses of this world may be very powerful
and have great influence, but can they really hurt the
true follower of GOD?  Is the true follower of GOD really
hurt even if the Diotrepheses of this world were to take
his life?  All a Diotrephes can do is in the physical
realm.

“if ye suffer for righteousness' sake, happy are ye:
and be not afraid of their terror, neither be
troubled...For it is better, if the will of GOD be so, that
ye suffer for well doing, than for evil doing” (1 Peter
3:14, 17).
Notice the similarity of what is said here to what is

said in 1st John 3:9-10.
“Whosoever is born of GOD doth not commit sin; for
His seed remaineth in him: and he cannot sin,
because he is born of GOD.  In this the children of
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GOD are manifest, and the children of the Devil:
whosoever doeth not righteousness is not of GOD,
neither he that loveth not his brother.”

Further, the brethren in the present context are given
the same command that Paul gave the Roman
brethren.

“Be not overcome of evil, but overcome evil with
good” (Romans 12:21).

“Be ye therefore followers of GOD, as dear children”
(Ephesians 5:1).

“If ye know that He is righteous, ye know that every
one that doeth righteousness is born of Him” (1 John
2:29).

Those who do good belong to GOD — they are His
children.  Those like Diotrephes do not even “know
GOD” (1 John 3:6).

“hath not seen GOD” The unrighteous possess no
correct knowledge of GOD, for GOD is good, and one
who knows GOD must of necessity be involved in good. 
The action of doing good is not part of the time; it is all
the time — it is a constant way of life.

3 John 12 “Demetrius hath good report of all men,
and of the truth itself: yea, and we also bear record;
and ye know that our record is true.”

“Demetrius hath the witness of all men, and of the truth
itself: yea, we also bear witness: and thou knowest that our
witness is true.” (ASV)

“Demetrius” This name means “belonging to
Demeter.”  Demeter was the goddess of agriculture and
rural life.  It should be remembered that many people in
the ancient world had names which referred to gods or
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goddesses of their world.
The commendation of Demetrius is threefold: (1) He

“hath a good report of all men.”  This is the passive
indicative, which means it “has been witnessed to
Demetrius by all.”  It is a piling up of witnesses.  It
should be noted that this is a general statement and is
not literal that all men gave him a good report
(Obviously Diotrephes would not give him a good
report.).  Christ did the same thing in John 5:31-37.  Is
the witness of human beings enough to establish the
righteousness of a man?  Remember that the witness
of human beings to a person living among them has
often been found wanting.  How often is a murderer
referred to by his neighbors as the kindest man around,
a model citizen; he could not possibly be such an evil
man?  It should also be remembered that there is a
problem which John is addressing, so he shows other
commendations of this man.

(2) “and of the truth itself” This phrase is difficult to
understand.  This writer will defer to Woods just here.

“On the whole, the best explanation is that
conformity to the truth, which was characteristic
of Demetrius, was itself a public witness of the
type of man he was, and thus the truth to which
he adhered proved his course.  As one who
breaks the law is condemned by the law, so one
who keeps it is approved by it.  The truth itself
thus becomes an independent witness to the
faithfulness of those who walk in harmony with it”
(p. 365).
(3) “we also bear record” Is this an editorial “we,” or

does it signify John and others who were with him? 
Does it refer to John and Gaius as being witnesses? 
No matter who the “we” includes, one fact is evident —
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the inspired John says that Demetrius was a good man.
Notice how John ends this passage — “we know

that our record is true.”
“This is the disciple which testifieth of these things,
and wrote these things: and we know that his
testimony is true” (John 21:24).

John did not mind telling those to whom he wrote that
they knew he was right; they knew of his faithfulness
and accuracy.  There was no wishy-washiness about
John.  No false humility (“You know I might be right”
speech coming from him.).  He knew what he was
talking about and was not afraid to stand behind it.

One of the big problems seen today is that society
does not want to admit that anyone can be certain
about anything.  If a person expresses certainty,
especially about religion, he is ridiculed, badgered and
demonized.  Even members of the Lord’s church are
often found to be guilty of this attitude.  Society today
likes to say that there are no absolutes.  False religion
demands that there can be no absolutes.  Why? 
Because if there are no absolutes, then one can do
whatever he wishes with impunity, and no one can
censure him.  In today’s society, any view on a subject
is tolerated except dogmatism.  The Bible clearly
teaches that man can know the truth and must
know the truth in order to be saved!  

“Ye shall know the truth, and the truth shall make you
free” (John 8:32).

Note that Jesus taught (1)  there is truth (absolute
truth), (2) one can know the truth, and (3) only the truth
can make one free.  Note that He did not say one can
know opinions, and opinions will make him free.

“Thy word is a lamp unto my feet, and a light unto my
path” (Psalm 119:105).

Does one want to know what path to take in life? 
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GOD’s word is the only source which sheds light on that
pathway.

“Have not I written to thee excellent things in
counsels and knowledge, That I might make thee
know the certainty of the words of truth; that thou
mightest answer the words of truth to them that send
unto thee” (Proverbs 22:20-21)?

Luke wrote to Theophilus so that he could know with
“certainty” the things he had learned (Luke 1:4).  Paul
told Timothy he could “know the truth” in comparison to
the false teachers around him (1 Timothy 4:3).  Peter
told the brethren that they had a “sure word of
prophecy” (1 Peter 1:19).

“I have not written unto you because ye know not the
truth, but because ye know it, and that no lie is of the
truth” (1 John 2:21, emphasis mine, RK).

John did not say that one can know many opinions, but
referred to truth as “it” — singular in nature.  There are
not many truths — there is only one religious truth!

“The elder unto the elect lady and her children, whom
I love in the truth; and not I only, but also all they that
have known the truth” (2 John 1).

“hereby we do know that we know Him, if we keep
His commandments.  He that saith, I know Him, and
keepeth not His commandments, is a liar, and the
truth is not in him.  But whoso keepeth His word, in
him verily is the love of GOD perfected: hereby know
we that we are in Him.  He that saith he abideth in
Him ought himself also so to walk, even as He
walked” (1 John 2:3-6, emphasis mine, RK).

How can one “keep His commandments” if all one can
know are opinions — not what is positive and absolute
truth?

A man who does not positively believe what he
teaches has no business in front of a classroom,
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certainly no business in a pulpit nor in the eldership!  A
man who believes one cannot positively, dogmatically
know the truth has a fool for his counselor.

“Unto whom it was revealed, that not unto
themselves, but unto us they did minister the things,
which are now reported unto you by them that have
preached the Gospel unto you with the Holy Ghost
sent down from Heaven; which things the angels
desire to look into.  Wherefore gird up the loins of
your mind, be sober, and hope to the end for the
grace that is to be brought unto you at the revelation
of Jesus Christ;   As obedient children, not fashioning
yourselves according to the former lusts in your
ignorance:  But as He which hath called you is holy,
so be ye holy in all manner of conversation” (1 Peter
1:12-15).

Christians must be dogmatic about the truth of GOD’s
word — especially should this be true of public
proclaimers of His word.

“Hold fast the form of sound words, which thou hast
heard of me, in faith and love which is in Christ
Jesus” (2 Timothy 1:13).

Elders must be dogmatic with the truth as well.
“Holding fast the faithful word as he hath been
taught, that he may be able by sound doctrine both to
exhort and to convince the gainsayers.  For there are
many unruly and vain talkers and deceivers, specially
they of the circumcision:  Whose mouths must be
stopped, who subvert whole houses, teaching things
which they ought not, for filthy lucre's sake” (Titus
1:9-11).

May GOD give the church elders and preachers who
are not afraid to hold to the truth, teach the truth, and
stand for the truth with plainness of speech and
conviction.
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3 John 13-14 “I had many things to write, but I will
not with ink and pen write unto thee:  But I trust I
shall shortly see thee, and we shall speak face to
face. Peace be to thee. Our friends salute thee.
Greet the friends by name.”

“I had many things to write unto thee, but I am unwilling to
write them to thee with ink and pen:  but I hope shortly to
see thee, and we shall speak face to face. Peace be unto
thee. The friends salute thee. Salute the friends by name.”
(ASV)

The close of this letter is quite similar to the one
seen in 2nd John 12-13.  There were a number of things
which John thought should be said, but he wanted to
say them “face to face” or as the Greek attests, “mouth
to mouth.”  Why he would wait to say these things is a
matter of speculation.  Some believe he had some
things to say to Gaius that no one else needed to hear. 
Letters have often accidentally fallen into the wrong
hands with information which was not their business. 
Another speculation deals with the obvious trouble
which existed at this congregation.  Words on paper do
not always express the feeling and attitude of the one
writing and are thus better spoken face to face. 
Therefore, John says he will come “shortly” to say them
— a Greek word which indicates quickly or immediately.

As stated already, obvious trouble existed at this
place, so notice the way John ended this letter.  He
wished for them the thing they needed most — PEACE. 
Peace among brethren is to be greatly desired, but it
cannot be a peace at any price.  True peace can and
will exist when brethren love GOD and His law.

“Great peace have they which love Thy law: and
nothing shall offend them” (Psalm 119:165).
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“The LORD will give strength unto His people; the
LORD will bless His people with peace” (Psalm
29:11).

Whom will the Lord bless with peace?  His people. 
Who are His people?  Those who obey Him.

It should be recognized that one can have peace,
even if his brother has no peace with him.  Gaius had to
have peace, because he was being obedient to GOD’s
will — he loved GOD’s law.  He was probably
uncomfortable or sad because of the actions of
Diotrephes, but he had peace with GOD.

“As for such as turn aside unto their crooked ways,
the LORD shall lead them forth with the workers of
iniquity: but peace shall be upon Israel” (Psalm
125:5).
Can a Christian have peace in a world of constant

turmoil?  Can a Christian have peace in the church
when troubles exist among and between brethren? 
GOD knew that imperfect people would have troubles
from time to time, and He knew false teachers would
arise to trouble brethren, even from among themselves. 
Yet, everywhere one finds teaching which shows that
faithful servants of GOD can have peace in the midst of
these problems.

“Peace I leave with you, My peace I give unto you:
not as the world giveth, give I unto you. Let not your
heart be troubled, neither let it be afraid” (John
14:27).
Note the term “friends” in the present text and

compare it to what Jesus said.
“Ye are My friends, if ye do whatsoever I command
you.  Henceforth I call you not servants; for the
servant knoweth not what his lord doeth: but I have
called you friends; for all things that I have heard of
My Father I have made known unto you” (John
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15:14-15).
Who did Jesus say were His “friends?”  Those who
obeyed Him.  Who are our true friends in this world? 
Those who obey Christ.  With whom does this teach
that Christians should cultivate friendships?  Other
Christians who are faithful to the Lord.
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