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TTTTRUTH DEFENDED, LOVE DEMANDEDRUTH DEFENDED, LOVE DEMANDEDRUTH DEFENDED, LOVE DEMANDEDRUTH DEFENDED, LOVE DEMANDED    
A Quick Look at the Second General Epistle of JOHN  

 

“Truth or tact? You have to choose. Most times they are not compatible.” The old radio comedian Eddie Cantor 

said that. Here is a psychologist on the same topic: “The truth is often a terrible weapon of aggression. It is possible 

to lie, and even to murder, for the truth.” Such comments raise the question, is truth a loving thing? From 

comedians to counselors, many of us feel that it is not. There is a tension between truth and love, we think. You get 

something of this in John Gray’s best-selling book Men Are from Mars, Women Are from Venus. Gray suggests men 

are more concerned about problem solving and truth telling, while women are 

more concerned with empathy and relationships. Again, there is a divide. Truth 

and love seem to exclude one another. If you want to show love, perhaps you 

will want to ease up on the truth. Love is amendable and soft. Truth, on the 

other hand, can be harsh, even aggressive. So, if you don’t really love someone, 

well, you can tell them what you really think! This division is even found among 

churches. There are love-oriented churches and truth-oriented churches. 

Truth-oriented churches major in apologetics, doctrine, evangelism, and 

preaching, while love-oriented churches stress counseling, fellowship, 

recovery groups, and soup kitchens. If this division sounds right to you, John’s 

second letter should be of interest.1  

 

What happens today when someone is disfellowshipped from a local 

church? Most often they simply go down the street to another church, usually 

without accountability on the part of the leadership of either community - the one they left or the one that receives 

them. In the elder’s situation there are no other churches down the street for them to go to. But since those who 

have been disfellowshipped are “prophets,” they can be expected to go from town to town, bent on convincing 

others of their “insights.” These churches need to be warned. Thus 2 John, a sort of miniature 1 John, presses the 

latter’s primary themes - love and the Incarnation. But while 1 John was written to assure the elder’s own 

community that they, not the false prophets, walk in the truth, this letter warns a house church in another town 

that these deceivers are on the loose. Notice also that 2 John 10-11 anticipate the concern over hospitality that will 

be raised in 3 John. Indeed, 2 and 3 John should probably be read together in order to see the two sides to 

hospitality that will be discussed in 3 John.2  

 

Christians Must Be Inhospitable Toward Untruth  

Many verses in the Bible exhort us to be hospitable. Paul commanded the Romans to “Share with God’s people who 

are in need. Practice hospitality” (Rom. 12:13). He told Timothy that widows should be known for showing 

hospitality (1 Tim. 5:10). The author of Hebrews said, “Do not forget to entertain strangers, for by so doing some 

people have entertained angels without knowing it” (Heb. 13:2). And Peter wrote, “Offer hospitality to one 

another without grumbling” (1 Pet. 4:9). So what could John possibly mean when he writes, “If anyone comes to 

                                                 
1
 Mark Dever, The Message of the New Testament, 489. 

2 Gordon Fee, How to Read the Bible Book by Book, 417. 
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you and does not bring this teaching, do not take him into your house or welcome him. Anyone who welcomes 

him shares in his wicked work” (2 John 1011). Does this mean we should refuse housing to someone who 

teaches something we disagree with about the Christian life? Should we refuse to house a “holiness teacher” or 

a cousin who is Jewish? Should we refuse to share a meal with a nonreligious friend or a Jehovah’s Witness? A 

few observations will help us clarify what John means here.  

 

First, when John says, “If anyone comes to you,” he does not mean people who do not profess to be Christian. He 

means people who profess to be Christians, yet who teach this false doctrine.  

 

Second, when John refers to someone who “comes and brings this teaching,” he does not mean “comes and brings” 

in a casual sense, as in, “anyone who happens to show up for a service on Sunday morning and tells a couple of 

people afterward the pastor was wrong.” He is referring to someone who comes in an official teaching 

capacity.  

 

Third, when John refers to his readers’ “house,” remember, he means the church’s meeting place. After all, in 

those days churches met in houses.  

 

Fourth, when John forbids them to “welcome” or “share” in this wicked work, he means he does not want them 

to give their recognition and consent to such a false teacher. Do not let him teach the congregation with his 

false doctrine, much less install him in a formal teaching position. Allowing him to teach is “sharing” in his 

wicked work. It is having “koinonia,” or fellowship, with it. We must not have any fellowship with false teaching 

about the person or work of Christ. We can have open homes, as we understand the word “home” or “house” 

today. But our pulpits must be closed to false teaching about Christ. Real Christianity involves love, and real 

Christianity involves truth.  

 

CONCLUSION - Maybe you still do not see what the first half of John’s letter has to do with the second half. Maybe 

the first half seems nice-“love one another.” But the second half just seems so hard-“do not take him into your 

house or welcome him.” After all, is not the real danger we face in the church a lack of love, not lack of truth? 

John says no. Love and truth are intimately related. Real Christianity involves both love and truth. Teachers of 

truth who live loveless lives will find that people reject their truth, and truth will not be served. But teachers of 

untruth, no matter how loving they might appear, can destroy lives, and love will not be served. Let me make an 

analogy. Last week my wife and I celebrated an anniversary by traveling by car to historic Williamsburg. Neither 

of us had ever been to Williamsburg. Suppose we were ready to go on our trip and had a map; we knew exactly 

how to get there. But we had no fuel in the car. How far would we get? Not very far. Let’s say on the other hand 

that the fuel tank was full. We even had several spare tanks of fuel in the trunk. But we did not have a map and 

did not know how to get to Williamsburg. Let’s also say-yes, this is a little silly-there were no street signs. In a 

certain respect, John is saying that truth is like the map and the street signs, while love is like the fuel. Truth 

tells us where we should go. Love helps us to get there. It motivates us and pushes us out. Christians must 

have the map-they must know the truth. They do not want to drive all over the place foolishly spending 

precious fuel. But Christians must also have fuel-they must love. They do not want to just sit in their cars and 

study the exact route but fail to ever start the engine. 

 

LIFE LESSONS FROM 2 John3 
1. Walking in obedience to the truth is to be a continual habit in your life.  

2. Be careful! False teachers are very deceptive. Look at their lives and their message to see if they match with 

Scripture.  

3. Avoiding hospitality is reserved only for those who would destroy the truth of Christ.  

4. Disagreement over minor issues is not a reason for avoiding hospitality.  

 

                                                 
3 Jim George, The Bare Bones Bible Handbook 
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THINGS TO REMEMBER ABOUT 2 John4 

1. 2 John is the second shortest book in the Bible (see also: 3 John).  

2. 2 John is one of only three personal letters in the New Testament (see also: 3 John, Philemon).  

3. 2 John is the only book in the Bible addressed to a woman - if the “Elect Lady” is not a reference to a church (1:1).  

4. 2 John is one of only two books in the Bible to use the term “antichrist” (1 John).  

5. In 2 John, the word “truth” is a key word and is found five times and some twenty times in John’s three epistles 

combined.  

6. 2 John was one of the last books to be accepted into the New Testament canon of Scripture.  

7. In 2 John, the author does not identify either himself or his recipients outright (1:1).  

8. Of the thirteen verses in 2 John, at least eight of them are found directly or indirectly in 1 John.  

9. 2 and 3 John are the only two New Testament books addressed from “The Elder.”  

10. In 2 John, we have John’s stern warning that false teachers are not to be invited into our homes, or even to be 

bid Godspeed (vv. 10-11).   

 

Not all change is bad, but not all change is good. How can you tell which is good and which is bad? Use the Bible as 

your guide. Contend for the things that are clear in Scripture, and continue in them. John knows it is of great 

importance whether or not Jesus came in the flesh. And so he writes this letter. I heard James White, a pastor 

in North Carolina, recount a story about changes in how evangelicals understand the church’s mission. He 

prefaced the story by citing a study that concluded that 90 percent of all lay people believe the mission of 

church is meeting their personal needs. Only 10 percent of churchgoers, on the other hand, believe that the 

church’s mission is to win the world. White then told the story of an elderly woman who approached him at the 

end of a conference in which he had spoken about contemporary music in churches: “She came right up to me 

and said, ‘Young man, I want to have a word with you about what you said today.’ I thought to myself, ‘Oh, no, 

here it comes. I can take it from anybody, but not from a grandmother.’ She said, ‘Are you trying to tell me 

churches should use contemporary music during the service? Because, young man, I want you to know that 

Monteverdi is about as contemporary as I get. If I’m feeling particularly feisty - Lawrence Welk.’ Then she took 

her cane and pointed it up right in my face and said, ‘If rock and roll is what it takes to get people back in the 

church, then all I can say is, “Let’s boogey!’” I couldn’t believe it. I said, ‘I got through to you?’ Then she looked 

at me with eyes that reflected communion with Christ and said, ‘Son, it’s not my style of music, but if it will 

reach people for my Jesus, I like it. Besides,’ she went on, ‘the church doesn’t exist to meet my needs but to 

win the world.’” Not all changes are bad. Some are good, and some are matters of indifference. What should 

worry us are not changes like the change in musical styles from one generation to the next. Rather, we should 

be concerned about anyone who tries 

to alter or “improve” truths such as 

whether or not God the Son came in 

the flesh. These false teachers probably 

presented their change as an 

improvement. They probably made 

clever arguments. And how were their 

hearers to know better? By knowing 

the Scriptures. By knowing the truth. By 

caring what Jesus taught about himself.  

 

I. Author5 – In both 2 and 3 John, the author identifies himself as “the Elder.” The following similarities suggest that 

these letters were penned by the same author:  

1) The author is identified as “the Elder” in both epistles (2 John 1; 3 John 1).  

2) The recipients are those “whom I love in truth” (2 John 1; 3 John 1).  

3) They are the two shortest books in the N.T.—2 John is 245 words and 3 John is 219 words.  

                                                 
4 Jeff Lasseigne, Highway 66 (Santa Ana, CA: Calvary Chapel Publishing, 2004) 
5 Background material from Daniel Akin’s handout for a local church on “2 John” www.danielakin.com  

Some Who Showed Hospitality in the Bible 

Abraham to three angelic beings   Genesis 18:1-8 

Lot to two angels     Genesis 19:1-11  

Laban to Abraham’s servant    Genesis 24:11-61 

The Shunammite woman to Elijah   2 Kings 4:8-10 

Mary and Martha to Jesus and His disciples  Luke 10:38-42  

Priscilla and Aquila to Paul    Acts 18:2 

The New Testament widows    1 Timothy 5:9-10  
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4) They have complementary themes. 

5) The author rejoices because his “children walk in truth” (2 John 4; 3 John 4).  

6) He hopes to see his audience shortly (2 John 12; 3 John 14). 

7) The reception of itinerant missionaries/teachers is the historical context for both (2 John 7-11; 3 John 5-10). 

 

Furthermore, 2 and 3 John share certain characteristics with 1 John:  

1) The emphasis on “truth”—In 1 John, “truth” (aletheia, Gk.) occurs 9 times, and in 2 and 3 John “truth” occurs 

11 times.  

2) The reference to “Antichrists” who deny that Jesus Christ has “come in the flesh” (1 John 4:3; 2 John 7).  

3) The observation that genuine love involves obedience (1 John 5:3; 2 John 6).  

4) The declaration that the command to love is not new (1 John 2:7; 3:11; 2 John 5-6).  

5) The statement that those who do evil have not seen God (1 John 3:6; 3 John 11). 

 

The common features of 1, 2, and 3 John indicate that all three were written by the same author. This cumulative 

evidence suggests that the author was John, the apostle of Jesus. If these letters were written by John the 

apostle, why would he call himself “the elder”? The term “elder” (presbuteros, Gk.) can refer to an older 

individual (e.g., Luke 15:25) or to a person who functions in some official capacity (e.g., Luke 7:3; 1 Tim. 5:17, 

19). Both nuances may be involved in the Johannine use of “elder.” On the one hand, if the Apostle John is the 

author, he would have been a old man at this time. On the other hand, “elder” would be an accurate 

expression to explain the apostle’s role among the churches to whom he wrote. The fact that the author 

describes himself as “the elder” implies that his audience would have immediately recognized his identity and 

authority. 

 

II. Date and Place of Writing - This epistle was probably penned from Ephesus between A.D. 85-100. However, the 

date, place, and order of these letters cannot be determined with certainty. 

 

III. Recipients – the “lady chosen by God” is either a single, local congregation or a woman who hosts a house 

church; “her children” are the members of the believing community.  

 

Mark Dever notes: “One of the first things people ask about this letter concerns this “chosen lady” in verse 1. Who is 

she? Is this not an unusual way to begin a New Testament letter? At first, you might wonder if this is a first-

century love letter that got stuck into the Bible. He does say in verse 5, “I ask that we love one another.” Yet if 

this were a letter to an individual, we would expect a number of things in the text to be different. For instance, 

the adjective “chosen” in front of “lady” would probably have an article in front of it in the Greek text. Also, the 

author probably would not have slipped so easily from the singular “you” to the plural “you” in verses 6, 8, 10, 

and 12, a feature we can discern, again, in the Greek text. More evidence could be given within the letter, but 

we should also notice that this kind of language is not without precedent in the New Testament. Paul uses the 

image of the church as the bride of Christ in Ephesians 5. John does the same in Revelation 21. And Peter 

closes his first letter by saying, “She who is in Babylon, chosen together with you, sends you her greetings” (1 

Pet. 5:13). In short, many Christians from the early centuries of the church, as well as the majority of modern 

biblical scholars and interpreters, have taken this lady to be John’s metaphorical way of greeting a local church 

and its members. All the domestic language then is really church language. The language of children, then, 

would refer to children in the faith, like John’s references to “my dear children” in his first letter.”6 

 

EXTRA: ARGUMENT FOR “THE ELECT LADY” BEING A PERSON - The reference to the “elect lady and her children” (v. 

1) should be understood in a normal, plain sense referring to a particular woman and her children rather than 

interpreted in a non-literal sense as a church and its membership. Similarly, the reference to “the children of 

your elect sister” (v. 13) should be understood as a reference to the nieces and/or nephews of the individual 

                                                 
6
 Mark Dever, The Message of the New Testament, 490-91. 
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addressed in verse 1, rather than metaphorically to a sister church and its membership. In these verses, John 

conveys greetings to personal acquaintances that he has come to know through his ministry.7 

 

IV. Purpose - 1 and 2 John reflect a comparable background; in each book, the author warns against the propaganda 

of false teachers and offers encouragement to genuine believers. Particularly, 2 John cautions its readers about 

receiving heretics into their home or church (v. 10). Like 1 John (see 1 John 4:2-3), this epistle characterizes 

these “antichrists” as people who have compromised the doctrine of Christ (v. 7). Though believers are to 

exercise love (v. 5), this love must be discriminating. Genuine love does not include the acceptance of false 

doctrine. Along with this admonition, the author expresses his joy that his “children” are “walking in truth” (v. 4) 

and exhorts these believers to continued faithfulness. 

 

Why was it so important to John to “confess Jesus Christ as coming in the flesh” (verse 7)? 

John’s purpose was to strengthen Christians to resist the tide of heresy that was rising against the church. Much of 

this false teaching was an early form of Gnosticism. The Gnostic idea that matter was evil and only spirit was 

good led to the idea that either the body should be treated harshly (Col. 2:21–23) or that sin committed in the 

body had no connection or effect on one’s spirit. In other words, the false teaching sought to drive a wedge 

between body and soul. This is why Gnosticism often maintained that Jesus could not have been God and man 

at the same time. The result of this error in teaching was compounded when some, including John’s opponents, 

concluded that sins committed in the physical body did not matter. Absolute indulgence in immorality was 

permissible. One could deny sin even existed (1 John 1:8–10) and disregard God’s law (1 John 3:4). As a bulwark 

against this heresy, John lifted the confession that Jesus Christ came “in the flesh” (verse 7). What Christians do 

in their physical life is directly connected with what they do in their spiritual life. John emphasized the need for 

obedience to God’s laws, for he defined the true love for God as obedience to His commandments (1 John 5:3). 

Jesus, in His human living, offered the perfect example of that kind of love.8 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

source: Dr. Danny Akin 

EXTRA INSIGHTS FROM MARK DEVER9 

The tone of the letter changes in verse 7 when John turns to discussing “deceivers” and the antichrist. What a 

contrast between verse 5’s “love one another” and verse 10’s “do not welcome deceivers.”… John’s adamancy 

about the truth can be seen primarily in his opposition to those who oppose truth - the false teachers. He writes 

in verse 7, “Many deceivers, who do not acknowledge Jesus Christ as coming in the flesh, have gone out into the 

world” (1 John 2:19). These deceivers seem to be the same ones we found in our study of John’s first letter. They 

deny that God actually became human and took on flesh. Yet they continue to call themselves Christians and 

attempt to teach people their doctrine. 

                                                 
7 John MacArthur, The MacArthur Bible Handbook (Nashville, TN: Thomas Nelson Publishers, 2003), 506–507. 
8 John MacArthur, The MacArthur Bible Handbook (Nashville, TN: Thomas Nelson Publishers, 2003), 507. 
9
 Mark Dever, The Message of the New Testament, Much of the chapter on “2 John”. 


