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There are a few men whose names
are forever etched in infamy on the
pages of God's word because of their
evil deeds. Among these is Herod the
Great who killed the babies of
Bethlehem, Herod Antipas who
murdered John the Baptist, Herod
Agrippa I who killed James with the
sword, Ananias who lied about his
contribution, Elymas the sorcerer who
sought to turn away the deputy from
the faith, Demetrius, the
silversmith, who did Paul much evil,
Hymenaeus and Alexander who were
blasphemers, and to this list is added
Diotrephes who loved to have the
preeminence.

Diotrephes- was not the first, nor
will he be the last, to desire the
preeminence. The chosen twelve had
this continuing problem during the
early ministry of Jesus. Over and over
the inspired record tells us that they
argued over who would be the
greatest (Mark 9:33-34). Even the
mother of James and John requested
of Jesus that he would "grant that
these my two sons may sit, the one on
thy right hand, and the other on thy
left, in thy kingdom" (Matt. 20:21).

The desire for preeminence is
antagonistic to the very spirit of New
Testament Christianity. The child of
God is instructed "not to think of
himself more highly than he ought to
think" (Rom. 12:3), "but in lowliness
of mind let each esteem other better
than themselves" (Phil. 2:3).

Notice the charges leveled against
Diotrephes:

1. "receiveth us not..." John had
writ ten a letter to the church and
probably sent it by some of the
itinerant preachers who were to visit
the church here. Diotrephes either
intercepted the letter or refused to
allow it to be acted upon. In this sense
he had not received John. ' '

2. "prating against us with
malicious words..." The original word
for "prating" occurs nowhere else in
the New Testament. It means to ut ter
nonsense, to bring idle or unjustified
charges, or to accuse one with false
and malicious words. He sought to
build his own reputation and exalt
his own importance by trying to
belittle John and others. Such is
often the method employed by men of
less talent than ambition.

3. "neither doth he himself receive
the brethren, and forbiddeth them
that would, and casteth them out of
the church." John had commended
Gaius for his hospitality but
Diotrephes was of a different mold. He
neither practiced hospitality himself,
nor wanted to allow others to do so.
Those who would not "knuckle under"
to his rule were cast out of the church.
With that kind of power, he obviously
was an elder in the church. If anyone
objects by saying that no one elder
would have such power, let them
remember that such abuses and
seizing of power are not uncommon.
Even at the time John wrote this
epistle there were already indications
of an approaching apostasy which
would begin by the exhalting of one
bishop in a congregation over the
other bishops. It still happens.

Gaius is admonished not to follow
that which is evil, but that which is
good. Every child of God must be
careful not to allow evil doers to
influence their conduct. They must
not fall into the same evil practices
and they must not do that which is
wrong in order to retaliate against
evil-doers.

Demetrius is now introduced as one
whose conduct stands in stark
contrast to that of Diotrephes.
"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" (verse 12). It is not
likely that the Demetrius here
commended is t h e same as
Demetrius, the silversmith, who
opposed Paul in Acts 19:24-41.
However, conversion to Christ has
wrought as great a change in the
character of countless others through
the ages. The unusual manner in which
John commends Demetrius has led
some to believe that he may have
been the one by whom John had sent
the letter which Diotrephes refused.
He had a good report from all men.
His reputation was untainted. He
had good report of the truth itself.
He was noted for his uprightness and
truthfulness and for his adherence to
the t ru th of God which sets men
free. He also had the testimony of
John and those with him, possibly
the elders at Ephesus.

John concludes this epistle rather
abruptly in much the same manner in
which he closed the second epistle.
There were many things which he
could have written and which no
doubt needed to be said. But John
determined that he would wait and
speak these things face to face in an
expected visit with them in the near
future. Such an opportunity to
discuss these matters face to face
would be an advantage to John. It
would afford him opportunity to deal
with both the issues and also the
person involved. John had previously
said, "Wherefore, if I come, I will
remember his deeds which he
doeth..."(verse 10). This no doubtis a
reference to John's exercise of his
apostol ic a u t h o r i t y aga ins t
Diotrephes, whose attitude and
actions were detrimental to the cause
of Jesus Christ.

Let us all be careful to purge
ourselves of the desire f o r
preeminence which characterized
Diotrephes. Jesus gave us the
instruction which is needed,
"...whosoever will be great among
you, let him be your minister; and
whosoever will be chief among you,
let him be your servant"(Matt. 20:26-
27).
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