John 1:1
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

 is the explanatory use of the postpositive conjunction DE, meaning “Now” plus the third person plural imperfect active indicative from the verb TRECHW, which means “to run.”


The imperfect tense is a descriptive imperfect, which describes what was actually taking place (having been in progress) at some point in the past.


The active voice indicates that Peter and John were producing the action.


The indicative mood is declarative for a simple statement of fact.

This is followed by the nominative subject from the masculine plural article and cardinal adjective DUO, meaning “the two.”  With this we have the adverb of place HOMOU, meaning “together.”

“Now the two were running together;”
 is the continuative use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and,” followed by the nominative subject from the masculine singular article and adjective ALLOS plus the noun MATHĒTĒS, meaning “the other disciple.”  Then we have the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb PROTRECHW, which means “to run before; to run ahead of someone else.”


The aorist tense is a constative/historical aorist, which views the entire past action as a fact.


The active voice indicates that John produced the action.


The indicative mood is declarative for a simple statement of fact.

This is followed by the comparative use of the adverb of manner TACHEWS (the adverb of TACHUS) meaning “more quickly, faster Heb 13:19; faster than Peter Jn 20:4.”
  With this we have the genitive of comparison from the masculine singular article and proper noun PETROS, meaning “than Peter.”
“and the other disciple ran ahead faster than Peter”
 is the additive/continuative use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and” plus the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb ERCHOMAI, which means “to come: came.”


The aorist tense is a constative/historical aorist, which views the entire past action as a fact.


The active voice indicates that John produced the action.


The indicative mood is declarative for a simple statement of fact.

Then we have the superlative for the comparative
 use of the predicate nominative from the masculine singular ordinal adjective PRWTOS, meaning “first.”  Finally, we have the preposition EIS plus the accusative of place from the neuter singular article and noun MNĒMEION, meaning “to the tomb.”

“and came to the tomb first;”
Jn 20:4 corrected translation
“Now the two were running together; and the other disciple ran ahead faster than Peter and came to the tomb first;”
Explanation:
1.  “Now the two were running together;”

a.  John adds an explanatory comment that only an eyewitness would know.  Peter and John ran together to get to the tomb.  If they were running from Bethany they were in good physical condition.


b.  They were not in competition with each other as some commentators suggest.  This isn’t a case of one-up-man-ship; that is, trying to always be better than someone else.  They were running together because they were excited, worried, concerned, curious, and friends.  They, as yet, had no thought that Jesus had risen from the dead.


c.  If you read the beginning of Acts, you will notice that Peter and John were constantly together as a team for the next twenty years (at least through the Jerusalem council in 50 A.D.).  They would run the spiritual life together until the death of Peter in 68 A.D.

2.  “and the other disciple ran ahead faster than Peter and came to the tomb first;”

a.  Most commentators consider John to probably be younger in age than Peter, and as such, stronger physically than Peter, which accounts for John’s ability to run faster than Peter.


b.  How much faster and how much farther ahead of Peter John arrived at the tomb is not the issue and does not matter.  The fact John got there first does not indicate his spiritual superiority or greater eagerness.  It is, however, a statement helping prove that he is the writer of this gospel and recounting the event he experienced.


c.  Remember the concept that Jesus taught them—“the first shall be last”?  Well, John was the first to the tomb, but the last to go inside.  Another bit of God’s sense of humor.


d.  Since John ran faster to the tomb, he came to the tomb first.  However, the next verse tells us that he was not the first to enter the tomb.  When Peter arrived, he went straight inside.


e.  John’s hesitation to go inside the tomb is no reflection on his character or courage.



(1)  It is not how fast you run the spiritual life that counts, but how well you run the race.  1 Cor 9:24-26a, “Do you not know that those who run in the stadium on the one hand all run, but on the other hand only one person receives the prize?  Run in this way: that you might win.  “Now everyone who competes in an athletic contest exercises self-control with reference to all things.  Certainly, on the one hand, those people [exercise self-control] that they might receive a perishable crown, but we [exercise self-control that we might receive] an imperishable [crown]. Hence I run in this manner: as not aimlessly.”



(2)  Heb 12:1, “Therefore, since we have so great a host of witnesses surrounding us, after laying aside every hindrance and especially the easily obstructing sin, let us run with endurance the race which is set before us,…”

3.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “The synoptic Gospels do not mention this episode, but it was extremely important to John, who therefore took pains to record it in detail.  As the two men got closer to Joseph’s tomb, they began to run in their eagerness to get there and see what had happened.  John arrived there first, being no doubt younger and faster than Peter.  Yet it turned out that he was not as perceptive as Peter.”


b.  “Concern caused the two disciples to break into a run, leaving Mary to come at her own gait.  The same concern led John to sprint ahead of Peter, though the two had started together.  John may have been the more youthful.”


c.  “The writer gives a vivid touch to the story as he recalls how the other disciple outran Peter but did not enter the tomb.  If that disciple was John, we have here an eyewitness detail.  Presumably John outran Peter because he was younger.”


d.  “In the second half of this Gospel, Peter and the beloved disciple are frequently set in sharp contrast to each other.  Here they both ran to the tomb, but the beloved disciple was the first to reach the tomb.  Earlier the beloved disciple had been identified as lying in the breast of Jesus while at the meal and serving as the conveyer of Peter’s question to the Lord.  Likewise, the beloved disciple had first gained access to the court of the high priest and had served as a mediator to assist in Peter’s gaining access as well.  Later at the sea he would recognize the Lord first and report that fact to Peter (Jn 21:7).  Finally, when Peter was informed that he too would be stretched out, Jesus needed to tell Peter that it was none of his business to ask about the beloved disciple’s mission (21:20–23).  But in this present context the beloved disciple was not merely swifter in running; he was also more sensitive to believing the reality of the resurrection (20:8).”


e.  “Jn 20:3 suggests that Peter started off first to run to the tomb, but Jn 20:4 reports that John got there first.  Perhaps John was a younger man in better physical condition, or perhaps John was just a better runner.  It is tempting to ‘spiritualize’ this footrace and relate it to Isa 40:31 (Yet those who wait for the Lord will gain new strength; they will mount up with wings like eagles, they will run and not get tired, they will walk and not become weary.”) and Heb 12:1–2.  When a believer is out of fellowship with the Lord, it is difficult to run the race of faith.  However, both men deserve credit for having the courage to run into enemy territory, not knowing what lay before them.  The whole thing could have been a clever trap to catch the disciples.”


f.  “Why did they break into a run, a regular race, in which John left the older Peter behind?  Why this sudden excitement, in which John paid no attention to Peter but ran with all the speed he had and left Peter behind?  We take it that the two disciples had met the women and had heard from them what they had to tell.  What they heard seemed indeed ‘like idle talk’ also to all the rest who presently heard it, but it did excite these two.  Now they could not get to the tomb rapidly enough; they started to run, first side by side with incredulous but excited exclamations, then John forging ahead.  The two parties (John plus Peter and the women who went to the tomb) met on John and Peter’s way to the tomb.  This is what caused the sudden running of Peter and John.”  Lenski then goes on to say that John didn’t outrun Peter because of his greater love of Jesus or because of Peter’s guilt over denying the Lord, but simply because of his youth.
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