
JESUS IS THE ONE 
WHO LEADS

John 21:20-25



INTRODUCTION

• As Peter and Jesus walk together, Peter notices that 
John is following behind. Peter wants to know about 
John and what he will do, but Jesus lets Peter know 
that John and his purpose are not Peter’s concern.

• He teaches Peter in this moment and in this 
conversation to focus on his life and mission.

• The chapter concludes with the testimony of the 
validity of the gospel record of John.



JESUS AND
THE FUTURE

JOHN 21:20-23



PETER AND JOHN

• (vs. 20-21) Jesus spoke to a pre-Pentecost Peter and 
affirmed him and restored him.

•When Peter learned of his own death, Peter glanced 
at John and asked the question about his destiny.

• Remember that John was the disciple that had seen 
Peter deny Christ three times.

• Essentially, he was asking if John also had to die.



ANSWER FROM JESUS

• (vs. 22-23) The response from Jesus took the form of a 
mild rebuke and a command to follow Him.

• Jesus allows no comparison to others. God leads 
different Christians in different ways.

• John would indeed live longer, but that isn’t 
necessarily what this text is saying.

• Notice that John clears up a “saying” that spread that 
he would not die.



JOHN’S FINAL
TESTIMONY

JOHN 21:24-25



TESTIMONY

• (vs. 24) Without naming himself, John indicated he 
was the one referred to in that conversation.

• He explains he wrote down what he saw and heard.

• This means we have an eyewitness record, hand-
written and accurate.

• “We know that his testimony is true” - most likely an 
affirmation by the early church.



TESTIMONY

• (vs. 25) John wanted his readers that he had just 
begun to tell the story

• The words and works of Jesus were much greater 
than the record contained in his gospel or the others 
gospel records.

• He reminds us that on the basis of what has been 
written, Jesus expects His followers to believe and 
make him Lord of their lives and their futures.



Homosexuality
and

Same Sex Marriage



Why All The Attention?



Homosexuality
and the Bible



Key Bible Verses

 Before they had gone to bed, all the men 
from every part of the city of Sodom - 
both young and old - surrounded the 
house. They called to Lot, “Where are 
the men who came to you tonight? 
Bring them out to us so that we can 
have sex with them.”

	 	 	 	 	 	                  Genesis 19: 4-5



Key Bible Verses

	 Do not lie with a man as one lies with a 
woman; that is detestable.

                                      Leviticus 18:22

    If a man lies with a man as one lies with 
a woman, both of them have done what 
is detestable.

                                      Leviticus 20:13



Key Bible Verses

	 The wrath of God is being revealed 
from heaven against all godlessness 
and wickedness of men who suppress 
the truth by their wickedness, . . . 
Therefore, God gave them over in the 
sinful desires of their hearts to sexual 
impurity for the degrading of their 
bodies with one another.

	 	 	 	 	                 Romans 1:18, 24



Key Bible Verses

	 Because of this, God gave them over to 
shameful lusts. Even their women 
exchanged natural relations for 
unnatural ones. In the same way the 
men also abandoned natural relations 
with women and were inflamed with 
lust for one another. Men committed 
indecent acts with other men . . .

	 	 	 	 	              Romans 1:26-27



Key Bible Verses

	 Do you not know that the wicked will 
not inherit the kingdom of God? Do not 
be deceived; neither the sexually 
immoral, nor idolaters, nor adulterers, 
nor male prostitutes, nor homosexual 
offenders . . . will inherit the kingdom of 
God. And such were some of you, but . . .

	 	 	 	 	              1 Corinthians 6:9-11



Same Sex
Marriage



Why an issue?

• Supreme Court Hawaii (1993) ruled 
that the state’s marriage statute was a 
form of discrimination.

• Three years later a trial court ruled 
that the state marriage law was in 
violation of the constitution of Hawaii.

• Legislature passed the Marriage 
Protection Act.



Why an issue?

• U.S. Congress passed the Defense of 
Marriage Act in 1996.

• Massachusetts Judicial Supreme 
Court ruled (2003) that same sex 
marriages should be allowed.

• A majority of states passed marriage 
protection amendments, most have 
been overturned by judges.



Affect the Church?

• Unlikely that pastors will be forced to 
perform same sex marriages.

• But opposition to same sex marriage 
could be used to challenge the tax 
exempt status of churches.

• Has already been used to curtail 
church ministries within community.



Mary Ann Glendon

“Gay-marriage proponents use the 
language of openness, tolerance and 
diversity, yet one foreseeable effect of 
their success will be to usher in an era of 
intolerance and discrimination the likes 
of which we have rarely seen before. 
Every person and every religion that 
disagrees will be labeled as bigoted and 
openly discriminated against.”



Affect the Society?

• Freedom of association - would ban 
discrimination in hiring and providing 
services.

• Freedom of speech - will impact a 
person’s ability to address sexuality.

• Public school curriculum - alternate 
lifestyle, textbooks must include 
homosexual marriage role models.



Arguments for
Same Sex Marriage



Tolerant of Lifestyles?

• Tolerance has been redefined.

• We should show civility (Matt. 22:39).

• Paul was falsely accused of 
intolerance (Acts 21:27-29).

• Matthew 7:1 - is becoming the most 
quoted verse.



Equal Rights?

• We all have the right to marry 
someone of the opposite sex who is of 
a certain age and background.

• We don’t have the right to marry a 
sibling or a young child.

• We have placed certain limits on 
marriage.



Equal Rights?

• When we redefine marriage, we open 
the door to more than just same sex 
marriage.

• When citizens have been given an 
opportunity to vote on the definition 
of marriage, they overwhelmingly 
approve of these amendments.



Equal Rights?

• Gay activists argue that when they 
cannot marry, they lose out on certain 
benefits (company, government).

• That may be a justification for 
reconsidering the benefits we provide 
but it is not an argument for 
redefining marriage.



Interracial Marriage?

• Gay activists have tried to hitch their 
caboose to the civil rights train.

• Removal of state laws did not call for a 
redefinition of marriage but an 
affirmation of marriage.

• Homosexuality is not an immutable 
characteristic (race, gender).



Traditional Marriage?

• How can same sex marriage have an 
impact on traditional marriage?

• First, it sends a signal of legitimacy 
throughout the culture.

• The next generation receives a mixed 
signal about marriage.

• Incidence of cohabitation increases.



Traditional Marriage?

• Second, this would completely 
redefine marriage and introduce a 
variety of marriage relationships.

• This would include polygamous and 
polyamorous relationships.

• Third, it would destroy traditional 
marriage as we know it.



What is the Goal?

The National Coalition of Gay 
Organizations demanded “the repeal of 
all legislative provisions that restrict 
the sex or number of persons entering 
into a marriage unit; and the extension 
of legal benefits to all persons who 
cohabit regardless of sex or numbers.”



What is the Goal?

Masha Gessen had this to say about 
same-sex marriage:

“It’s a no-brainer that we should have 
the right to marry, but I also think 
equally that it’s a no-brainer that the 
institution of marriage should not exist 
[cheers from the audience].”



What is the Goal?
“That causes my brain some trouble. And 
part of why it causes me trouble is 
because fighting for gay marriage 
generally involves lying about what we 
are going to do with marriage when we 
get there—because we lie that the 
institution of marriage is not going to 
change, and that is a lie. The institution 
of marriage is going to change, and it 
should change.”



Traditional Marriage?

• Fourth, there is reason to believe 
homosexual marriage will be different 
from heterosexual marriage.

• Andrew Sullivan even predicts that 
gay couples will change the way 
heterosexual couples view marriage.

• Different assumptions (monogamy, 
open contract).



Supreme Court 
Arguments



Redefining Marriage

• Justice Samuel Alito whether 
granting same-sex marriage would 
lead to other marital arrangements.

• “Suppose we rule in your favor in this 
case and then after that, a group 
consisting of two men and two women 
apply for a marriage license. Would 
there be any grounds for denying 
them a license?”



Redefining Marriage

• The lead counsel argued that the only 
reason to deny these four people a 
license is because marriage is between 
two people.

• Of course, the traditional marriage 
definition was that it was between two 
people of the opposite sex who are of 
marriageable age.



Redefining Marriage

• Justice Alito didn’t let up.

• He pointed out that four people in a 
polygamous relationship could have a 
marriage.

• He noted that: “polygamous marriages 
[have] existed in other societies and 
still exist in some societies today.”



Redefining Marriage

• He continued, “And let’s say they’re all 
consenting adults, highly educated. 
They’re all lawyers. What would be the 
ground under the logic of the decision 
you would like us to hand down in this 
case? What would be the logic of 
denying them the same right?”

• This could also be an argument for 
polygamy.



Christian Organizations

• During oral arguments, the question 
of how this would affect religious 
institutions was raised many times.

• The lead counsel tried to assure the 
justices that declaring a constitutional 
right for so-called “gay marriage” 
would not require clergy to perform 
same sex marriage ceremonies.



Christian Organizations

• Justice John Roberts asked if “a 
religious school that has married 
housing be required to afford such 
housing to same sex couples?”

• The Solicitor General merely observed 
that the federal government doesn’t 
have a law banning discrimination in 
housing based upon sexual 
orientation. 



Christian Organizations

• Justice Samuel Alito asked the 
Solicitor General about the right of 
religious groups to keep their tax-
exempt status.

• The Internal Revenue Service was 
allowed to strip Bob Jones University 
of their tax-exempt status back in the 
1980s, because they had a policy 
against interracial dating. 



Christian Organizations

• Justice Samuel Alito asked if the same 
principle would “apply to a university 
or a college if it opposed same sex 
marriage?”

• The Solicitor General paused and 
stumbled over his answer. First, he 
claimed he couldn’t answer the 
question without knowing more 
specifics. 



Christian Organizations

• But then he admitted that: “it’s 
certainly going to be an issue. I don’t 
deny that. I don’t deny that, Justice 
Alito. It is going to be an issue.”

• He seems to be saying that these 
groups can either have a biblical view 
of marriage or their tax-exempt 
status, but they can’t have both.



Resources

www.probe.org

http://www.probe.org
http://www.probe.org

