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The (not s0) Good Shepherd:

The Use of Shepherq Imagery in the Characterisation
of Peter in the Fourth Gospel |

D. Francois Tolmie

1. Introduction

gince the 1980§ a grggt deal of effort has been channelled into the narra-
wlogical/narratlve-c'rltlcal analysis of the Fourth Gospel. As is well
known, 2 ngrratologlcal approach is dominated by a focus or; thé elémems
that are typical of narratives in general, such as characterisation plot sel:
ting and temporal relations within a narrative. A typical framewo}k utiyl ised
by scholars who follow such an approach can be set out as follows:!

Characters
Events
Time
Setting
Focalisation

Real

reader

Real _’ +

author

Figure 1: Narratological framework

When one wishes to study the process of characterisation, there are several
alternative procedures that can be followed,? but to my mind, one of the
most useful of these is that of Chatman,? which constitutes an easy, yet ac-
curate approach. It is based on the definition of characters in the narrative
text in terms of a paradigm of traits — 2 trait being any relatively stable or

I See S. Chatman, Story and Discourse: Narrative Structure in Fiction and Film

(Ithaca 1978), 147. Slightly adapted. s e
2 For a more detailed overview, see my Narratology and Biblical Narratives: A

Practical Guide (San Francisco 1999), 39-61. See also T.‘ Wiarda, Peter in the Gospels:
Pattern, Personality and Relationship (WUNT 2/127; Tiibingen 2000), 6371,
3 Chatman, Story and Discourse (n. 1), 119-133.
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100 Dersonal quality associated with a characle:r. As srxch, the trajyg . . ‘
:gz?;?fdpwi(h a pa?rticulnr character may ble;\un:;::lt(:z:l. I:l‘-),:\d:(:: Or may °V;n \g:‘c;;
disappear in the course of th(_a narrative. : “E)'nh atesin] 18 {neanx thay acter
whenever an implied reader* is confronte s il “x'cler IN the 1oy, (race
a paradigm of traits (o be associated Wi o l;;tt:r me:tdr hgharacter n my !
opened by the implied reader. As soon az' o S ldIS Charagyg, an 2
again in the text, it sorts through the paradigm oOf Ui é ready a8S0ciateq Gos
with the character in order to account for any new.In Ofm.atlon Provideq i ]
terms of the traits already identified. If the new mfprmahon cannot be . pet
counted for in terms of these traits, a new trait will be added or 4 given his
trait will be reformulated, replaced or removed. =

With regard to the process wherepy tfaits are reveale'd to the %mplied
reader, two processes are usually distinguished, nz.lme-ly direct af‘d indiregy
characterisation. In the case of direct characterisation a specific (raj; i
mentioned directly, while in the case of indirect cha.racte.zrisation a given
trait is not named, but portrayed or illustrated. The implied reader hag to
consider the information provided and formulate it in terms of a trait. Jng;.
rect characterisation is usually achieved by narrating a character’s actions,
speech, external appearance and the environment within which he/she ig
situated.

The way in which Peter is characterised in this Gospel, has already re.
ceived a fair amount of attention.® In particular, I wish to point out twg

4 Since the concepts “implied author” and “implied reader” are not always used in
the same way, the way in which they are used in this article needs further clarification.
Following J. L. Staley, The Print’s First Kiss: A Rhetorical Investigation of the Implied
Reader in the Fourth Gospel (Atlanta 1988), 34, I will use the concept “implied author”
to refer to the organising principle in the text, responsible for the total arrangement
thereof. The concept “implied reader” will be used to refer to the intratextual literary
construct that functions as the counterpart of the implied author. The difference between
the implied author and the implied reader is based upon the difference between the line-
arity and the temporality of the text. Whereas the implied author is defined in terms of
the static overarching view of the text, the implied reader is defined in terms of the tem-
poral quality of the text. Staley, op. cit., 34, explains the difference between the two as
follows: “While the implied author knows the text forward and backward, the implied
reader f)nly has knowledge of what has been read up to the given moment. It is thus en-
coded in the unidirectional, forward movement of the text, and as such, does not know
what word comes next in the text, nor does it stop reading until the narrative is ended.

:Al.though the implied reader has a perfect knowledge and memory of what has been read,
1tis nevertheless limited by its temporal status.”

; 3 For what follows, see §. Rimmon-Kenan, Narrative Fiction: Contemporary Poet”
ics (New Accents; London et al. 1983), 59-67.

® For overviews of studies of Peter in the New Testament, see L. Doering, “Schwer”
ankte und Tendenzen der neueren Pelrusforschung" BTZ 19’ (2002): 203-223; and M.
Diefenbach, “Okumenische Probleme infolge johann.eischer Auslegur;g. Eine wirkungs-
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 pportant studies. In his analysis of the ¢|

lc,;lpel’l’er7 points out that, next (o Jesus, p
(er in the Gospe] and that the way in whi
his preparation for the twin tagkg of S

1araqcrisu1i0n of Peter, Alan
eler Is the most complcx' char-
ch he ls.chumclcriscd basically
hcpherdmg and martyrdom, To

Gospel ;
o a more recent study, Timothy Wiarda iny

wqer in all four Gospefls. At this point, T would [j
o analysis of Peter in the Fourth Gospel, na

estigates the portrayal of
ke to highlight one part of
i g oaa . : mely the list istincti

qualities (or “traits”) associated with this character in this Gos(:)il"j;sllncuvc

1 Outspokenness/bold expression j

2) Quick initiative

3) Unrestrained action/expression of feelings

4) Opinion leader/influencer

5) Resistance in the name of loyalty

6) Desire to honour/serve Jesus

7) Devotion/desire to be loyal to Jesus

) Courage
9) Grief at having his love questioned
10) Concern to compare his lot with another’s

If one links Culpepper’s statement that the characterisation of Peter basi-
cally traces his preparation for the twin tasks of shepherding and martyr-
dom, with the list of distinctive traits drawn up by Wiarda, one gains an
excellent understanding of the characterisation of Peter in the Fourth Gos-
pel. It is therefore not the aim of this article to replicate the work of Cul-
pepper and Wiarda. However, to my mind, there are two issues that de-
serve further scrutiny. The first has to do with what I wish to call the
dynamic process whereby Peter is characterised in the Fourth Gospel. This
will be dealt with in the next section. The second issue is the way in which
shepherd imagery is used by the implied author in the characterisation of
Peter. In particular, I will be suggesting that this does not only play a role
in Chapter 21, but also earlier in the Gospel. This will be discussed in Sec-

tion 3.

und rezeptionsgeschichtliche Betrachtung des johanneischen Petrushildes”, Catholica
521 (1998): 44-66 — in particular 51-64. ik :

T R:A Culpepper, Anatomy of the Fourth Gospel: A Study in Literary Design
(Foundations and Facets: New Testament; Philadelphia 1983), 120-121.

¥ Wiarda, Peter (n. 2), 117-118.
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A first reading of the characterisation of Peter
2. A hirs

sation of a character in a narrajy,

= : text ;
. - at the characterl s | ‘"

One may look ‘f" st entails what could be called a statf( view, in the .
two ways. The hir ummary or a scheme of all the traits associateq With |

that one provides a s

i all the traits of the char;
 o_the full picture of al acter
i haracter, i.e. the
particular ¢

J 1] have at the end of the narrz}tive —.similar (0 the Jjg
the implied reader wi h a case one will provide a list of all tpe (..
drawn up by Wiarda. In SU(Ci 2rha‘ps discuss the relative importance Of"’l;]ls
of a particglar character anf an namic view one would be interesteq in exe
various traits. In t.he case 0 ddytional aspect will receive attention, namel.
actly the same traits, but an a ( 1 {id 5t bosien s e Tt y

hereby these traits are revea ; ' arrd[.,\,e
the process W interaction between the implied author apg im.
PIOBECSSES Ji ALY e i ill be scrutinised epi
: der.9 In other words, the narrative Wi . .Plsod'e by
pltoc e inni til the end, not only in order to Investigat
episode from the beginning untit > Sevelopint i e
the traits as such, but also to see if any pattern or P n be per-
ceived as the characterisation of the particular character progresses. As fy
as I have been able to determine, suph an approach h?s not yet been ap-
plied to the characterisation of Peter in this Gospel. This will be attempted
in thi ion.
- [lgel:fesreicsuﬁlentioned for the first time in / :40—42,_wl_1ere his calling as 4
disciple is portrayed: Andrew, one of the first two d1sc1p.les who follow Je-
sus, first finds his brother Simon and announces to him that they have
found the Messiah. Andrew brings him to Jesus, who looks at him and tells
him that he is called “Simon, son of John”, but that he will be called
“Cephas” — which is then translated by the narrator as “Peter”. From a nar-
ratological perspective two remarks should be made in this regard. Firstly,
of course, this event serves as a further way of characterising Jesus as a
unique figure: he knows Peter even though he has not met him before and
he is even able to foretell Peter’s future. Secondly, what happens here is
also very important for the characterisation of Peter himself. As I have in-
dicated above, the first time the implied reader meets a new character in
the narrative world, a paradigm of traits is opened for the particular char-
acter by the implied reader. In this case, the very first time that Peter is in-
troduced into the narrative world, the implied author uses the protagonist -
whose identity as Logos and Son of God has already been established Pe-
yond doubt and whose views will thus be regarded as absolutely authorita-
Five by the implied reader - to steer the characterisation of this character
Into a particular direction. Bearing in mind the importance of namegiving
in the ancient world, it can be seen that the name that Peter receives IS

that

SRR e il

9 Seen.4.
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cant 10 focus the attention of (he inais
m is character.!0 He jg g
canc@ ngtrI:is thus serves ase 'S “Simon I or (i
| . N a in . . i
gl his character wi Way, 10 create an expee .G”’""") Simon
that th er Wil act in the nareqi. . PeCtation in the implied
ith the new nam : G :
gostel we of this event € that he recejyes, i3 If 1 were d way that will
Sigmﬁcar?c o my own words, s .IO reformulate the
he implie author is CommUnicating o say that the notion

al t 11 i i
th rised as follows: “Take note of this cha e umplied reader ca e

on the futyre signifi-

st occasion on which he met him,”
As the nanz}tlve progresses, it will become ]

_ that Peter still ngeds L0 grow into the role ofzaf‘_
he implied reader is not yet aware of this. Op (he cr(;)nt ! :

he implied reade.r meets t.his character he apparent| rl?\rfy platugnsiny
pectation created in 1:42, since he fulfils the roje of a{o a]ess ui t‘o th.e ef;
Fy 6:60-71 many of Jesus’ disciples tur back, because they are upuilling
to accept h|§ teaching. When Jesus turns to the twelve an)é a;:kum:llhn_g
hey, 100, wish FO g0 away, Peter is portrayed as the spokes c-:rsfml efmthlf
twelve, responding “Lord, to whom shall we 20? You have r:hc wood T“
eternal life. We have come to believe and are convinced that you a:est:c
Holy One of God.” Peter, the one who received a new name grom Jesus
oW “names” Jesus with a unique name in the narrative world, “the Hol);
One of God”.16 In terms of the characterisation of Peter, this is an example

as Busse' points out
ck”, but at this stage

10 See, for example, O. Cullmann, Petrus: Jiinger — Apostel — Mirtyrer: Das histori-
sche und das theologische Petrusproblem (Ziirich 1970), 21; R. E. Brown, The Gospel
according to John (AB; London 1984), 80; and R. Schnackenburg, Das Johannesevan-
gelium: 1. Teil: Einleitung und Kommentar zu Kap. 1-4 (HTKNT IV/1; Freiburg, Br.
etal. 1967), 311.

Il Métpog is usually interpreted as a nickname indicating a rough or tough character.
See R. E. Brown, K. P. Donfried, J. Reuman et al., Peter in the New Testament: A Col-
laborative Assessment by Protestant and Roman Catholic Scholars (London 1973), 90
n. 10. These authors point out Judas Maccabeus — meaning “hammerlike” — as another
example.

12 Cullmann, Petrus (n. 10), 21.
13 F. J. Moloney, Belief in the Word: Reading

it as follows: “Something will happen to Simon.

John 1—4 (Minneapolis 1993), 69, puts
For the moment it must wait, a chord

struck, but left with the reader.” :
14 U. Busse, Das Johannesevangelium: Bildlichkeit, Diskurs und Ritual (BETL 167;
Leuven 2002), 83. i
lism in the Fourth Gospel: Meaning, Mys:

15 See, for example, C. R. Koester, Symbo

tery, Community (Minneapolis 1995), 71. ; iew i
16 J, L. Resseguie, The Strange Gospel: Narrative Design and Point of View in John

(BIS 56; Leiden 2001), 151. With R. Schnackenburg, Das Johannesevangelium: Z'b s
Kommentar zu Kap. 5-12 (HTKNT [V/2; Freiburg, Br. et al. 1971), 111, it can be as-
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aracterisation by means of behayiqur, In particular, gh
those who turn away and the dlSCIpIe.s who remain lcho ;
Against this packground, Peter is characteriseq aal to
“Loyalitﬁtserkliirung”'7 on behalf of himge| S th

of indirect ch
trast between
Jesus is important.
one who formulates the
the other disciples.
Thus, the picture
of 6:71 is a positive one.
matically. Peter receives at

trait (or traits) is revealed: i i
In 13:6-11 the implied author highlights three traits of Peter by mean
S

of indirect characterisation. First, his behaviour still portrays him a b
spokesperson for the rest of the disciples when he openly objects to w}, e
Jesus is doing.!8 Although this is not stated explicitly, it may be aSSUm;;

felt uncomfortable about Jesus’ action j,

that the other disciples also
ew traits are also revealed. The first cap

washing their feet. Secondly, two n
be called “an inability to understand Jesus” — illustrated by the fact thy
Peter and Jesus are talking on two different levels. The second trait can be

called “impulsiveness”!® and is illustrated by the fact that Peter calls upon
Jesus to wash not only his feet, but also his hands and his head.

In 13:21-25 Peter is mentioned again briefly. Usually these verses are
considered in terms of the information that they provide with regard to the
characterisation of the Beloved Disciple; but let us consider them against
the background of the way in which Peter has been characterised thus far
In this regard the most significant development is that Peter’s position as.
spokesperson is now somewhat modified, in that the implied reader now
learns that there is another disciple who is in fact much closer to Jesus than
feter. ‘th only is this disciple identified by means of the honorary title
Jthe dl‘fleplg whom gesus. loved”; he is also situated physically closer to

esus ( in hl‘S bosom” — with all the concomitant symbolic overtones). This
perspective is further underscored by Peter’s own behaviour. H h. h
fgr bas been portrayed twice as the spokesperson beh Gyt o
disciples, now has to try to direct the u i pe alf'Of'the e
verse 22) through someone else who i hnc'ertalmty el 0
to Jesus. The spokesperson is forced t g RN
s 0 use another spokesperson!

hat the implied reader has gained of Peter at (he

However, in Chapter 13, this changes quie ;"d

tention three times, and in each case a negalt_ra.
lve

sumed that the title gi
ve Sus i

the being of God andglha(n to Jesus by .Petcr is used to indicate that Jesus participates it

e et Ba very close intimacy exists between th e

: . See Busse, Joh g

g » Johannesevangeli

. Re:s, co'rre?ly, Koester, Symbolism (n gl SI;W;Z(H. et
; seguie, Strange G, ) firaeria
is an active discipleshipglhalo[s),;el (n. 16), 152, prefers the word “over-zealousness”:
o o e comes over-active — not unlik igious | ) i

er-zealousness.” (Resseguie’s ital ike the religious leaders W
: S ie’s italics.)
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< 13:36-38 the two traits revegleq in 13:6
mneans of Peter’s behaviour (indirec churuc‘u.:ri_"I l'
Jaeito wh,?h Je.sus l.s.going in a purely ph sis'dlll
b s the 'tra.lt of inability to understand Jesu): Ti
Giveness, is 1l!ustrated by his reaction in decﬁn
for Jesus to think that he will not be able to fol]

|ling to lay down his life for him, :
rt/llese %erses is the twofold Predictiglor)v;‘(]eer i SiniDou ovept s
i Aloontmatis Heliung oo s s o ;uzsl In verse 36 Peter is told
afterwards. In verse 38 the second prediction. fo:lWl”-”‘1~d st
e e ool aning. vonriii lows: Very truly, I tell
3 e e denied me three times.” It
should be noted that these two predictions in a sense repeat the events in
:42. Here — as there — .the implied author uses the protagonist, whose r.elli-
ability has been established beyond doubt, to foretell Peter's future be-
paviour. In this instance, however, the second prediction is extremel
negative: Peter will deny Jesus three times. 4
If the characterisation of Peter took a negative turn in Chapter 13, what
follows is even worse. At the arrest of Jesus (/8:1-11) Peter attacks the
slave of the high priest and cuts off his right ear (indirect characterisation).
Although this behaviour could possibly be viewed positively as an act of
pravery or self-defence,20 the implied author removes all doubt in this re-
gard by letting Jesus reprimand Peter: “Put your sword back into its sheath.
Am I not to drink the cup the Father has given me?”. Thus, Peter’s beha-
viour is interpreted as an attempt to prevent Jesus from obeying the Father.
Shortly after this, Jesus’ second prediction (13:38) is fulfilled: Peter fails
dismally (18:17; 18:25; 18:26-27a) by denying three times that he is a
follower of Jesus; twice even using the expression ovK eipt.
In 20:1-8 Mary Magdalene reports to Peter and the Beloved Disciple
that she found Jesus’ tomb empty, which induces them to go to the tomb
immediately. What do the events that follow add to the characterisation of

are illustrated again by
on). By interpreting the
sense, Peter again illus-
Thc second trait, his impul-
ring that there is no reason
ow him, since he is actually

Peter?
On the one hand, the implied author seems 0 continue emphasising the

leading role that Peter still fulfils among the disciples, in that he is men-
tioned first, i.e. before the Beloved Disciple (verse 2). Furthermore, it is
explicitly stated that, although the Beloved Disciple reaches the. tomb first,
Peter is the first disciple to enter the empty tomb of Jesus. This could be

f Peter’s act. Cf. his Peter (n.2), 110:
high priest’s servant Peter displays quick
iolence, a measure of courage, misunder-
d resistance 1o Jesus’ express wishes in

20 1 agree with Wiarda’s interpretation 0
“Through his individual action in striking the
initiative, readiness to defend Jesus through v
standing of Jesus’ mission to lay down his life, an
the name of loyalry.” (Wiarda’s italics.)
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interpreted as an indication of his continuing leadership role among 5
disciples. et that the Beloved Disciple outrung Peter %

B - tc

On the other hand, the o s ‘
reaches the tomb first, seems to be a repetition of th,E happens i, 13
where (he Beloved Disciple and Peter are compared” and preferency IS

accorded to the Beloved Disciple. It is Pehrhig’sl Possll;)l? that there j e
thing symbolic behind the statement Fhat the Beloved I 1scnple. reaches g,
tomb first, though the fact th?t this:“clrcumstance. s mentioned qyj,
(verses 4 and 8) indicates that this aspect 1S important to the tmplied aytp,
and should not be interpreted merely as an insignificant detail. The Other
issue is much clearer. Whereas Peter enters the tomb and sees, the line,
wrapping lying there, as well as the cloth th.at had been on.Jesus head, the
other disciple is portrayed as seeing and behevmg. Accordmg to tt'1e Fourth
Gospel, the Beloved Disciple — and not Peter — is thus the first disciple ¢
come to resurrection faith.2!

How does the characterisation of Peter in 20:1-10 relate to the way i,
which he was characterised in the previous sections? As I have indicateq
above, the events in Chapter 18 constitute the low point in his characterj-
sation. In contrast, the characterisation in 20:1-10 can be viewed as a sort
of corrective: Even though he denied Jesus and even though he does not
compare favourably to the Beloved Disciple (who was the only disciple
who followed Jesus to the cross and who both saw and believed at Jesus’
tomb), he is nevertheless portrayed as still fulfilling some kind of leading
role among the disciples.

In Chapter 21 two significant developments in the characterisation of
Peter occur. The first can be seen in verses 5 ff., where Peter is character-
ised indirectly by his own behaviour: After the disciple whom Jesus loved
has identified the Lord, Peter tucks in his outer garment (tov €revdutnv
d1efioato), jumps into the sea and swims to the shore. Peter’s behaviour
has been interpreted in various ways, e.g. in terms of a gesture of respect

21 For a similar interpretation, see, among others, Brown et al., Peter in the New
Testament (n. 11), 137-138: R. F. Collins, These Things Have Been Written: Studies on
the Fourth Gospel (LTPM 2: Louvain 1990), 40-41; F. J. Moloney, Glory not Dishon-
our: Reading John 13-2] (Minneapolis 1998), 162-163: and Resseguie, S;range Gospel
(n. 16), 154. Verse 9 is problematic, but it is more feasible to interpret it as an attempt (0
emphasise the insight of the Beloved Disciple (thus, Brown et al., Peter in the New Tes-
tament [n. 11], 138 n. 295) than as an indication that Peter also believed. Alternatively,

konnte zwar die Ze?chcr} Jes.u (vgl. 2,11 mit 9,37 f.) lesen, aber sie solange nicht ange”
(meslsenl gguten. sowie mit Hilfe der Schrift vol| substanziiert und qualifiziert bekennen
vg - 1 =51; 4,39-42; 9,35-39; 11,25-27), bis der Auferstehungsprozess ssthy
endgiiltig abgeschlossen war.” (Busse’s italics.)
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Jesus,22 or in terms of the fact (h, o

5(:[' wnd could ot be done nakedfzﬁh(t:: ﬁ:;.(ll]l:g was regarded
ne could swim more easily.2 However, to my ming '

js more feasible. He points out that “wcking s B'ussc M
have been regarded by ancient readers, in lheg l‘I n.(mc ol
iion of Peter’s “Arbeitsbereitschaft”. Thus, in 4 l‘\f“‘h;nsl.ance, I
the parrative, Peter’s behaviour characteri;es himlg‘ / sibbsios ?pm)-d . w
to work for Jesus. This is further supportéd b thel?d.lreClIy sy
and hauls the net with the 153 large fish asyhore ;;;t s i s
events against Peter’s characterisation thus far th;:ir 'One'fS 0"5'de_ff lhes?
After denying being a follower of Jesus, after' havin:gt;:e:lcigctehls crl: ﬂlf-
tomb (without Comprehending its real meaning), after havin scene t;e ec:)-l
currected Jesus twice (together with the other disciples % narrated in
John 20) and after having been sent out together with the other disciples
(20;21) — now, on the third occasion on which he meets the resurrecied Je-
sus, he signa‘ls his willingness to work for Jesus. By means of‘lhis indirect
characterisatlon,. the implied author is preparing the implied reader for
what is to come in verses 15-19.

In verses 15-19 a further significant event occurs. In the dialogue be-
tween Jesus and Peter, shepherd imagery dominates,2¢ as has been pointed
out by many scholars.?” Since this has been discussed quite often in the lit-
erature on this chapter, it will suffice here to say that the implied author
shows how Jesus, the Good Shepherd, takes Peter into his service as shep-
herd of his (i.e. Jesus’) sheep. Furthermore, the wild promise that Peter
made in 13:36 is now taken up again. Indeed, in the end Peter will be able

: ' as a religious
ucked in his clothes so that

22 wiarda, Peter (n. 2), 111 n. 145.

23 C. K. Barrett, The Gospel according to St John: An Introduction with Commentary
and Notes on the Greek Text (2nd ed.; London 1978), 580.

24 Brown, John (n. 10), 1072.

25 Busse, Johannesevangelium (n. 14), 288.

2% See, in particular, the way in which Jesus expresses Peter’s task: péoke ta apvia
pov (verse 15), moipaive @ npoéPatd pov (verse 16), and Pooxe ta mpofatd pov
(verse 17).

27 For example, R. Bultmann, Das Evangelium des Johannes (KEK 2; Gottingen
1978 [= '°1941]), 550-555; and R. Schnackenburg, Das Johannesevangelium: 3. Teil:
Kommentar zu Kapitel 13-21 (HTKNT 1V/3; Freiburg, Br. et al. 1975), 429-438. Sge
Busse, Johannesevangelium (n. 14), 267, for a good interpretation of thg cssenie .of this
event: “Die drei Fragen des Auferstandenen ... zielen darauf ab, Petrus seine schiibige Tat
bereuen zu lassen, damit er auf diese Weise rehabilitiert, von Jesus beauftragt werde.n
kann, dessen Herde (10,1-18.26-28) an seiner Stelle sein Leben lang zu hiiten. Dl'e
Funktion des Hirten wird Petrus mit allen Konsequenzen, die Jesus in KaP. 10 s(':hon fir
sich reklamiert hatte, iibernechmen miissen. Denn der Auferstandene sa§t ihm seinen zu-
kiinftigen Miirtyrertod im hohen Alter in kaum verschliisselter Form an.
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i ¢ shepherd : :
to follow Jesus and he will do what a good shep does: He o .
down his life.
To summarise:
characterised in the
below) emerges: It
name from Jesus — one crea

on the dynamic process whereby p,
Fourth Gospel, @ three-step picture (see the diagr,

begins in a positive way with Peter 'receiving & nern
ting the expectation that he wxl’l play a “ignif}v
cant role in the narrative world. This seems (g.Co‘m]e - lflumlmem in Chu[::
ter 6, when he acts as spokesperson for the: disCipies- Hlowever,; afeey oot

the “downward” plunge starts, as seen if} Chapters 13 and 18, where Ney,
ess and inability to understand are illustrageg

aits s as his impulsiven .
::rl;lllrtr?i;;tci?lg in his dgnial of Jesus (the lowest point). Chapter 20 brin ,
corrective: Although he denied Jesus and does not understand the Meanip
of the empty tomb, Peter is still to be regar@ed as a leader amongst the dis.

last step can be viewed: He openly demonstrage,

ciples. In Chapter 21, the : ;
his willingness to work for Jesus and is appointed as shepherd of Jesug’

If one focuses ter js

sheep.

Chapter 1: New name; Chapter 6: Confession Chapter 21: Peter as shepherd

——

Chapter 13:

Spokesperson, Impulsive, Unable to understand
Chapter 21:  Willingness 1o

Not so close to Jesus as the BD
fulfil his task

Prediction: 1. To follow Jesus later
2. To deny Jesus

Chapter 20: Leadership role

Chapter 18: Denies Jesus
Does not believe

—>

Figure 2: Schematic representation of the process whereby Peter
is characterised in the Fourth Gospel

A second aspect that should be pointed out is the large extent to which the
characterisation of Peter is dominated by what the protagonist says about
him. This happens in three instances: 1. He receives a new name from Je-
sus — Fhus creating the expectation that he will play a significant role in the
narrgt:ve world; 2. Jesus predicts that Peter will “follow” him: and 3. Jesus
phredlcts that he yvi!l deny him. Of these predictions, it is onl),/ the last one
;);L:f:jlsliy m?lerlallses fully iq thp narrative world. The first one (regarding
i b gni lcqnt role) materialises partly in Chapter 6, but is then weak-

ned by events in Chapters 13-18. However, it is taken up again in Chap-
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Y 2128 and underlined by (he emphasis (hat i
his future role as shepherd. The second ‘", o
Jesus) also does not materialise i the o
Sqaln in Chapter 21 when Peter’ death g
shead, in the.fut.ure of the narratiye wor‘l
which the reh'abllity of the protagonist L
world, there is no reason for the jmpj;
unfulfilled predictions would not mager

e (lc‘tl in !hu} chapter to
10N (that he will “follow"
nurru}nve world, but is taken up
dprcdlclcd ~ a5 an event still lying
b However, owing to the way in
as been established in the narrative

ed re; :
¢d reader 1o suspect that these two
1alise later op.

3. A rereading of the characterisation of Peter

[n the analysis of the characterisati : . _
importance of shepherd imagery h:snb(::fcz::zrclln s e oot fr
cance of this imagery in Chapter 21, one KA, a3

cilisdirand ) could say that the final picture
that the 1mp er has of Peter at the end of the narrative is one of a
shepherd: Someone who has received a threefold pastoral tas‘k‘ from the
resurrected Je§us, and who, in the end, will lay down his life :

Against this background a further question should be bosed namely
whether there are other instances in which shepherd imagery is' used 0
characterise Peter. This calls for a rereading of the characterisation of Peter
in the light of the emphasis that shepherd imagery receives in Chapter 21.

The best place to begin such a rereading is Chapter 10. In this chapter
the metaphor of Jesus as the Good Shepherd is introduced — as part of a
very complex network of “metaphors, comparisons and climactic descrip-
tions”.2% For our purpose the most important statement in this chapter is Je-
sus’ depiction of the Good Shepherd in verse 11 as: 6 mowunv 6 karog v
yuyny avtod tiénowy vnep @v mpoPdtwv.’0 Let us again consider the
brief dialogue between Jesus and Peter in 13:36-38 in the light of these

words.
 Aéyer avtd Zipov MEtpog kUpLe, oD VAyELG;
anexpifn [avtd] Inocodg Omov vmdyw® oV dvvacal pot viv dxolrovBijoart,
dxolovBrcelg de Votepov.

28 The fact that Jesus is portrayed in Chapter 21 as addressing Peter in the same way
as in 1:42 (1:42: Tipov 6 viog ' lodvvov; 21:15-16: Zipev "lodvvov) serves as a sign to
the implied reader that this event is linked to Peter’s calling. Thus, correctly, pointed out
by Resseguie, Strange Gospel (n. 16), 154.

29 J. G. van der Watt, Family of the King: Dynamics of Metaphor in the Gospel ac-
cording to John (BIS 47; Leiden 2000), 90. See 55-92 of this work for a careful analysis
of the dynamics of this metaphor in John 10.

30 According to H. Thyen, “Johannes 10 im Kontext des Vierten Evangeliums,” in

The Shepherd Discourse of John 10 and its Context (eds. J. Beutler and R. T. Fortna;
dominant theme of this discourse.

SNTSMS 67; Cambridge 1991), 130, this is the
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7 1éyer (ll')t,(l‘_) ‘6 '1‘1_“6’)"‘,‘;”"""““‘ sua Tl ov Slvapar 6ot dxorovbiion, Gpr;

4 '('fn’::'f' :T:’LI:ZTPIZZEUSI rri' ,,'V,U{;jv cnéut ;:zp Euov Onoetg apny duny My 01, o

u) dAéxTop dovion gng ov apvnon K ;

I would like to point out that Peter us€:9 exact}y ‘[h? Sfl";e ";’](ifds to dcxscﬁbe
is willi < to die for Jesus, as those that Jesus used when he descriey
his w1ll‘mgness d Shepherd. This fact has been noted by Commen;y
himself as the Good Shep ( seem as if its full significance hag 2
in the past,3! but it does not s¢ . . d: Firs S beep

: - «cues should be pointed out 1n this regard: Firstly, one of th
grasped. Two e characterise a character is b 3
ways in which an implied author can i : Y Meang
of speech, i.e., not only in terms of what the cha says, but also j,
terms of how he/she says it.32 In this case thg fggt that Peter uses exactly
the same expression as Jesus could thu§ be S{gmflcapt f(;]r the Pl'”POSes of
gaining an understanding of the way in which he is characFensed. Sec.
ondly, it might be coincidental, but it 1s nevertheless'woit noting, tha[ it is
only in the Fourth Gospel that Peter uses the expression “lay dOWH’hlS life”
when he promises to die for Jesus. Acco,rdm’g to Mark 1'4:31, Pe”ter S words
are “€av 3¢1 pe cuvanobavelv coL, OV UM OF OMAPVNGONAL, ™ according
to Matt 26:35, “kav 81 pe ovv ool anoBavely, oL UN GE anapvicouar,”
and according to Luke 22:33, “xvpte, peto ool ETOLHOg €iut Kol elg
dvlaknv kai eig Odvatov mopevesbar.”

How should we interpret Peter’s words in the Fourth Gospel? I would
like to suggest that the implied author deliberately puts this expression in
Peter’s mouth in order to link Peter’s promise to Jesus’ description of the
Good Shepherd. In other words, the implied author portrays Peter as char-
acterising himself indirectly as a good shepherd here. Furthermore, I would
also like to suggest that this is meant ironically, i.e., Peter is portrayed as
promising something without actually realising what he is promising. That
Peter does not actually understand what he is promising, is suggested by
the fact that he is portrayed in the same chapter as not really understanding
Jesus and also as acting impulsively. Of course, the fact that Peter himself
does not understand what he is saying does not imply that the implied
reader is not meant to understand what Peter is actually saying, since it is,
precisely, on the level of the implied author/implied reader that irony oper-
ates, often at the expense of the characters.

There is also a further issue that warrants closer attention, namely the
use of the word dxoAovéw in these verses. Jesus uses it twice in verse 36
(6mov Umdye o SVvacar por viy dxorovbiicat, dxolovdriocelg O

31
. F(.)r example, Barrett, John (n. 23), 453, and Brown, John (n. 10), 616.
lemon-Kenan, Narrative Fiction (n. 5), 63, puts it as follows: “A character’s
spe.ech, whelher In conversation or as silent activity of the mind, can be indicative of @
trait or traits both through its content and through its form.”
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{36“:')0\’) and F:,C!er uses it once in verse 37 (k)
a () Yoy Ao Ll ‘1
dwmuer\om aptTi;) = just before Promising “:

. ) PLe, B i oy SUvapar oo
he word axo0AovOew is used ofte

lay down his life for Jesus.

) et nin the I X

ndicating discipleship 3 : ourth Gospels o s
(erm indicating Pleship.3 Wiy is particularly i"‘:':o:1 ' l:ju.nlIy .:js i
ant for our dis-

<ion is that it is also used (wice |

cussion 18 wice ip Chupler 10 :
. . 3 ‘ ) , wh fo: ; :

ahoop LIRSS ShepBerd W0, ) nd ngainrin 107, whae e
says that his sheep hear his vojce gpq follow him, La oy where Jesus
als0 Says that w.hoc.aver serves him, must follow him. - W AS—

[s it mere coincidence that in the word dxokoue;f: i :
ant instance of the shepherd @, we find another im-

and if 13:36-38 should therefore be reao' = my interpretation is correct,

shepherd imagery in Chapter 10, the brie
follows: In verse 36 Peter is portrayed a
Jesus responds that Peter will not be able to follow him now, only later. If
this text is read against the background of Chapter 10, Peter is thus char-
acterised as not being able to do what the sheep of [he‘Good Shepherd d

: pherd do,
i.e. to follow him. In verse 37 Peter objects by questioning this statement:
How can Jesus say that he will not be able to follow him, i.e. that he will
not be able to do what is expected of the sheep of the Good Shepherd? No,
he will do even better! He will lay down his life for Jesus; he will not only
follow Jesus (as is expected of Jesus’ sheep), but he himself will act like a
good shepherd. Jesus responds by repeating Peter’s own words (v yoymv
cov vmep €pod Bnoelg;): You will act like a good shepherd? No, instead
you will have denied me three times before the cock crows!

If this interpretation is correct, shepherd imagery is already used in
Chapter 13 to characterise Peter indirectly, although in this case, it is being
used in a negative sense, with the implication that he is impulsively prom-
ising to act like a good shepherd.

As pointed out in section 2, Peter is subsequently characterised as fail-
ing dismally in his objective in Chapter 18. Does shepherd imagery play a
role here, too? Stibbe3S tries to make out a case in support for this. He
draws attention to the fact that shepherd imagery is used in John 18:1-27,
and even summarises this section as “the arrest of the shepherd”. He points

s asking Jesus where he is going.

3 Ytis used in 1:37, 38, 40, 43; 6:2; 8:12; 10:4, 5, 27; 11:31; 12:26; 13:36 (twice),
37; 18:15; 20:6; and 21:19, 20, 22. ;

3 See Barrett, John (n. 23), 180, and Schnackenburg, Johannesevangelium I (n. 10),
308.

35 M. W. G. Stibbe, John as Storyteller: Narrative Criticism and the Fourth Gospel

(SNTSMS 73; Cambridge 1992), 96-105.
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“narrative echoes” of Chuplesf_ ”')lz:;' l::rrlduzvl :e't"_ the Case
18:1-11, he indicates the following: L l('jh'l walled encl(;s i " thy
o laih in 18:1=11 occur in and urou‘n a o e ‘dl_lrmg the
the actions v 2 That Judas’ approach to the garden is rem'"'SCem
hours of darkness; 'K-M;m’ﬁg . John 10; 3. That Jesus’ protectiye “ of

the approach of the s imitates the conduct of the shepherd ip Johp P

s the disciple 8 i 10:
;o»'vr;:]rad[smhn 10 itself anticipates the first step towards the passion, because

it puts so much emphasis on the fact that the Good Shepherd lays dowp his

out several

IifeI rfo[rh Lhzassl;ef)l;'mhn 18:15-27, Stibbe detects three details thay coulq p,

linked to John 10: 1. The fact that the cqurtya(ridfof ttlile f}l}lgh fP”eS[ s de.
scribed by means of the same word that is use ?r es eeg old (au}u’l);
2. That the Bvpwpog at the entrance of' Ann.as. BC%I:]nya; recalls the
Bupwpdg at the entrance of the Fh?epfold in 10:3; d.Sh atht € anonymgyg
disciple goes in and out of the auxn', just as the Goo ep erd does,

Some might object that Stibbe is reading too much into Johp 18; byt
even if all the details of his analysis cannot be accepted, what canpoy be
denied is that John 10 creates the expectation that Jesus, as the Good
Shepherd, will lay down his life for the sheep. As events Stf'il’t o move i
this direction in Chapter 18, it would only be natural for the implied reader
to recall the powerful image in Chapter 10 and to interpret what s hap-
pening to Jesus in terms of this striking metaphor. If this is true of the
characterisation of Jesus, it could also be true of the characterisation of
Peter. He promised to lay down his life for Jesus. I have interpreted this as
an (unintentionally ironic) promise to be a good shepherd. On the first oc-
casion on which he receives an opportunity to lay down his life for Jesus,
he does not do so. Indeed an example of a “not-so-good shepherd!”

Later, in 18:15, Peter and the other disciple are portrayed as Jollowing
Jesus — in keeping with the behaviour expected of the sheep of the Good
Shepherd. However, in Peter’s case this is the only positive thing that can
be said about him in this chapter. He goes on to deny Jesus three times,
apparently fearing for his life. Thus, the dominant picture of Peter in
Chapter 18 is one of someone fighting for his life, not one of someone

comes to the fore: We see Jesus, acting like a Good Shepherd, and Peter,
not acting like a good shepherd.

A last thought: It has been pointed out already that Peter receives the
role of a shepherd in Chapter 21, with its full consequences, of which the
most important is that of laying down his life. One final aspect remains to

T s e el S U

36 Op. cit., 103,
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inted out, namely Jesus’ Jasy g o Peter in the narrative world of

pol urth Gospel. In verse 19 pe calls upon hip: “dxohovet or”, and

b Fzgain in verse 22: “o oy ('lKoko\')BEl." IS it coincidence that it is
hen




