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Some Bible study groups or classes can further discussion by asking some or all of the 
Five Questions for Discussion and Thinking Further below. Others may want to 
send the bulletin size International Bible Lesson home with their students for further 
study in the coming week to encourage continuing Bible study. The Study Hints for 
Thinking Further below are not actually intended to be answers to the discussion 
questions, but hints a teacher may use to help students think through and discuss the 
questions in class. 
 

Five Questions for Discussion and Thinking Further 
 
1. Why do you think John omitted from his Gospel some of the important 
events surrounding the resurrection of Jesus that the other Gospels 
included; such as, the presence of the guards? 
 
John wrote his Gospel to testify; that means he only wrote what he himself saw and 
heard as a witness. In a court of law, he could only testify to what he himself witnessed 
firsthand. For example, he could testify to the fact that Mary Magdalene came to him 
and what she told him when she came, and this he did in his Gospel. He also had two 
witnesses to what she said (both Peter and himself). John was very strict with himself 
when he restricted his Gospel to include only testimony that could be admitted into a 
court of law as an eyewitness account. Later, he wrote of the two angels and what they 
said to Mary, and Mary’s meeting with Jesus, because he was reporting what she told 
him before other witnesses. This was Mary’s very important meeting with the Lord, and 
His first meeting with any of them (see John 20:11-18). The Holy Spirit guided John to 
write only what he needed to write, because the other gospels included other details and 
experiences; furthermore, John wrote: “But there are also many other things that Jesus 
did; if every one of them were written down, I suppose that the world itself could not 
contain the books that would be written” (John 21:25). 
 
2. Compare these verses from John (John 8:18; John 15:26-27; 1 John 1:1-2; 
1 John 4:14) to Luke 1:1-4. How does Luke’s Gospel differ from John’s 
Gospel? 
 
(John 8:18)  I testify on my own behalf, and the Father who sent me testifies on my 
behalf. 
 
(John 15:26)  When the Advocate comes, whom I will send to you from the Father, the 
Spirit of truth who comes from the Father, he will testify on my behalf. (John 15:27)  
You also are to testify because you have been with me from the beginning. 
 
(1 John 1:1)  We declare to you what was from the beginning, what we have heard, what 
we have seen with our eyes, what we have looked at and touched with our hands, 
concerning the word of life—(1 John 1:2)  this life was revealed, and we have seen it and 
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testify to it, and declare to you the eternal life that was with the Father and was revealed 
to us. 
 
(1 John 4:14)  And we have seen and do testify that the Father has sent his Son as the 
Savior of the world. 
 
(Luke 1:1)  Since many have undertaken to set down an orderly account of the events 
that have been fulfilled among us, (Luke 1:2)  just as they were handed on to us by those 
who from the beginning were eyewitnesses and servants of the word, (Luke 1:3)  I too 
decided, after investigating everything carefully from the very first, to write an orderly 
account for you, most excellent Theophilus, (Luke 1:4)  so that you may know the truth 
concerning the things about which you have been instructed. 
 
If you have time, look up the definition of “testify,” which is used 37 times in the New 
Testament. John’s Gospel is a firsthand, eyewitness account or testimony of what he saw 
and heard or was reported to him immediately after something happened by reliable 
witnesses (see his account of Mary meeting Jesus in the Garden). Luke wrote an orderly 
account from the testimony of different eyewitnesses. They both wrote so their readers 
would know the truth and continue to be instructed about the truth. 
 
3. What reason did Mary Magdalene give Peter and John for why the tomb 
was empty? Why do you think she assumed this? Why is her assumption 
important evidence in support of the fact of the resurrection? 
 
She said “they” (for she did not know “who”) had taken the Lord out of the tomb, and 
because she believed the Lord was still dead, she assumed “they” had laid His body 
someplace. The “they” would probably have been His and their enemies; otherwise, she, 
Peter, and John would have know what was being done. She assumed this because she 
could not conceive of Jesus being raised from the dead, even though He had told them 
and others that He would rise from the dead within three days. Since she was not 
expecting Him to raise himself from the dead, we can see that only by Him personally 
convincing her that He had raised himself would she believe in His resurrection (see 
John 20:11-18). 
 
4. What importance do you place on the emphasis John placed on the tomb 
being empty except for the burial wrappings? 
 
John reported exactly what he saw without drawing any conclusions at that time. He 
writes in a strictly chronological order and without drawing “lessons to be learned” at 
every step in his Gospel. He testified that the tomb was empty except for the burial 
wrappings and the special placement of the cloth that covered Jesus’ head. Later, a 
researcher could see how his testimony would be consistent with Jesus raising himself 
from the dead; therefore, it becomes good evidence from which to support the fact of 
Jesus’ resurrection. It is quite apparent to any impartial student of the Bible that John’s 
testimony about the grave wrappings was not contrived but consistent with the facts of 
the case.  
 
5. John said he believed. What do you think he believed? Give a reason for 
your answer.  
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John believed the report that Mary Magdalene had brought to Peter and John, for he 
had seen with his own eyes exactly what she reported. He and Peter ran to the tomb to 
verify the facts of what she said. So, two witnesses in addition to Mary could testify that 
Jesus’ body was gone from the tomb. I think this belief is consistent with the facts before 
them at that time. In the next verse, John wrote, “for as yet they did not understand the 
scripture, that he must rise from the dead” (John 20:9). If they had understood that 
verse, they would have come to the conclusion that based on the evidence of the empty 
tomb, Jesus must have risen from the dead. They believed after Jesus appeared to them, 
and His appearance was consistent with His appearance to Mary in the Garden. Mary 
must have run back with Peter and John and remained in the Garden, where she met 
Jesus. The fact that Jesus appeared to His disciples, that He called brothers, in the 
evening instead of earlier in the day is explained by the fact that He had not yet 
ascended to His Father and their Father, which He explained to Mary (see John 20:17). 
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