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Introduction

 


During the Christmas season, one of the more
popular holiday tunes is the song written by Henry Onoratti, Harry
Simeone and Katherine K. Davis about the Little Drummer Boy. We
sing this popular tune at holiday parties, while caroling, and even
in church. We hear it on the radio and as background sound in
shopping malls and grocery stores. This song has been recorded by
choirs, soloists, rock and roll bands. It was even covered by Old
Blue Eyes himself, Frank Sinatra.

The song has enjoyed such great popularity as
a part of Western Christmas tradition that the late Romeo Muller
wrote an animated television special in the late 1960’s,
dramatizing this story in (by today’s standards) rickety puppet
animation.

The song of the little drummer boy tells the
story of a lad who heard that the Messiah (Christ, King of the
Jews) was born and followed the wise men to the manger to see Him.
At the manger, this lad saw the wise men bringing gifts of gold,
frankincense and myrrh to the newborn king.

This boy faced a dilemma... he too wanted to
worship the Lord but he was poor and had nothing of value to bring.
He then came to the realization that the only thing he could
possibly offer was his gift for playing the drums. As the tradition
goes, this young lad entered the manger and began to play a drum
solo, for which the Baby Jesus smiled at him.

That is a wonderful story... but there is no
scriptural basis for it. It is simply a romantic notion that does
not appear anywhere in the Bible. One interesting thing about so
many of our church traditions is that they are held as sacred as
canon, yet are basically bags of hot air with little or no
substance. They are like cotton candy... something that tastes
sweet to the palate but doesn’t provide anything that would fill
the emptiness of a growling stomach.

What many forget is that this story is
fictional. The Bible does not mention any young boy who played the
drum for Jesus. There is, however, another young lad who is
mentioned in the Bible. However, there were no songs written about
this particular lad. Frank Sinatra never sang about this particular
boy (although, all things being considered, he probably would have
done a terrific job at it). Romeo Muller never wrote a
dramatization of this young boy’s story. Arthur Rankin, Jr. and
Jules Bass never made an animated television special about him.
However, this particular young man does indeed appear in the
scriptures and has a genuine historical interaction with the
Lord.

Who was this boy? What did he do? We know
that he wasn’t recognized for playing the drums or any other
musical instrument. There is scriptural evidence that he came from
a relatively affluent family. However, it does not appear that he
was bringing any gift to Jesus. And, unlike the mythical drummer
boy who followed the wise men to the manger to see a baby, this boy
saw Jesus as a grown man. There is historical evidence that this
young man knew Jesus personally and that his family may have had
Jesus to their home as a dinner guest.

So, what is the one defining characteristic
about this boy? What was that characteristic that makes him so
interesting? What was he doing that warranted his being
immortalized in the Holy Scriptures? Hold on to your hats, because
this boy was...

Running around naked!

“No way... there is no way that you expect me
to believe that the sacred text depicts a young man who followed
Jesus and ran around naked, do you?”

Well, that is exactly what this book was
written to confirm. The Bible does in fact tell us that there was a
young lad who was following Jesus and who ran around naked.

“Wait a minute...” I hear you thinking. “Are
you pulling my leg? Are you telling me that the Bible actually says
that there was a naked boy following Jesus?”

“Naked ???????”

Yes, that’s right. This young lad was... in
the words of the Little Rascals, “barefoot all over.” This boy was
naked... nude... bare bodied... au natural... unclothed...
uncovered... devoid of elaboration or diminution or
concealment.

The Bible is clear about this fact. And,
guess what? You have probably read that scripture many times in the
past, and yet never stopped to consider this naked boy. I have read
this same scripture myself... multiple times... and it never jumped
out at me until a minister in Texas provided the expository that
opened my eyes to the presence of this naked boy in the scriptures.
And then, once the seed of exegesis was planted, it took the Holy
Spirit to drive my curiosity to study this out.

What is it about this boy that his little
“streaking” adventure becomes a coda in the earthly ministry of
Jesus the Christ? In this book, we will explore the scripture about
the naked boy who followed Jesus.

Who was the naked boy? Is he a significant
figure in church history or just an anonymous bystander?

Why was he naked? Did he decide to run around
like that? Did someone strip the clothing off of him?

Why should I even care?

The Bible shows us the answers to those
questions and more. So, fasten your seatbelts (and try to keep your
clothing on) and join us for this ride.
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Chapter
One

 


With the theatrical release of the motion
picture “The Passion of The Christ,” Hollywood producer Mel Gibson
accomplished what no one thought was possible. Despite the
predictions of the pundits... despite the tongue-wagging of the
naysayers, this motion picture dominated the box office, rising to
number one and remaining in the top ten longer than most other
films, bringing in hundreds of millions of dollars in the U.S.
alone. With foreign and ancillary sales, this motion picture
promises to earn revenue in the billion-dollar neighborhood.

Even for those who have not seen this film,
the account of Jesus’ betrayal and arrest is ubiquitous in Western
culture. Even among the atheists and agnostics, the story is
familiar. Even though the message of the “Easter” season is one of
colored eggs, chocolate bunnies, marshmallow peeps and wearing a
new suit to church, despite every attempt to dilute and water down
the message of the passion and resurrection of Christ, we have
received a sufficient dose of the scriptural truths of the arrest
and crucifixion of Jesus to know the basics. We all know that He
was arrested, beaten, crucified and resurrected. We just failed to
pay attention when the naked boy made his appearance (and it didn’t
help that Mel left him out of his movie).

Let’s take a look at Mark’s account of the
Lord’s arrest in the garden of Gethsemane. During this scripture,
we see Jesus giving instructions to eleven of His twelve disciples.
And then, suddenly, his betrayer Judas approached, accompanied by a
crowd of armed men.
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43And at once, while He was still
speaking, Judas came, one of the Twelve [apostles], and with him a
crowd of men with swords and clubs, [who came] from the chief
priests and the scribes and the elders [of the Sanhedrin].

44Now the betrayer had given them
a signal, saying, The One I shall kiss is [the Man]; seize Him and
lead [Him] away safely [so as to prevent His escape].

45And when he came, he went up to
Jesus immediately and said, Master! Master! and he embraced
iHim and
kissed Him fervently.

46And they threw their hands on
Him and arrested Him.

47But one of the bystanders drew
his sword and struck the bond servant of the high priest and cut
off his ear.

48And Jesus said to them, Have you
come out with swords and clubs as [you would] against a robber to
capture Me?

49I was with you daily in the
temple [porches and courtsii] teaching, and you did not
seize Me; but [this has happened] that the Scriptures might be
fulfilled.

50Then [His disciples], forsaking
Him, fled, all [of them].

-- Mark 14:43-50 (AMP)
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This was a powerfully dramatic moment in the
earthly ministry of Jesus. He was about to undergo the greatest
trial – physically, mentally and spiritually – of His earthly
ministry. This was a moment in which Jesus needed the support of
His disciples. If not the eleven disciples that remained loyal to
him (after betrayal by Judas Iscariot), at least the inner circle
of Peter, James and John should have stayed close to him. But, as
the scriptures reveal to us, they all fled away and left Him
alone.

Why did they flee during this hour in Jesus’
earthly ministry? After all, it’s not like they were being taken
completely by surprise at this moment of treachery. Remember that
Jesus had warned His disciples repeatedly of His impending betrayal
and death. During the course of His ministry, Jesus gave the
disciples several little reminders of the purpose of His coming to
earth.

For instance, He gave them the analogy about
Jonahiii spending three days inside the
great fish before being returned to dry land. The disciples were
all very familiar with the account of Jonah. This should have been
especially true for Simon Peter who, in his epistles, demonstrates
a solid education in the Old Testament. Using Jonah as an example,
Jesus explained to His disciples that, in the same way, the Son of
Man would spend three days in the grave and be returned to the land
of the living.

There was another incident where Jesus took
the disciples to the temple. He pointed out that building and then
told them that His bodily templeiv
would be destroyed and raised in three days. Although some people
didn’t catch what Jesus meant, the disciples should have. These
were clever analogies designed to plant firmly in the disciples’
minds the truth that Jesus would be sacrificed on the cross and
would rise after three days.

Hey disciples, do you remember Jonah? Keep
this in mind. Three days!

Hey disciples, do you see the temple? Keep
this in mind. Three days!

Knowing how thick the disciples’ heads could
be, Jesus even went so far as to show them clearly and distinctly
about the sacrifice He was prepared to make in order to secure
salvation for the human race.
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From that time forth Jesus began [clearly] to
show His disciples that He must go to Jerusalem and suffer many
things at the hands of the elders and the high priests and scribes,
and be killed, and on the third day be raisedv from
death.

-- Matthew 16:21 (AMP)
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There it was again. Three
Days! And we all know what happened... the Lord conquered sin
and death... he defeated the devil and secured salvation for
mankind... then after three days He rose from the grave with all
power in His hands, and not one of His disciples was there to
worship him.

What a disappointment!

The disciples should have been gathered
around the tomb, waiting with expectancy. They should have been on
their knees, praising God for the promise that would be
fulfilled... knowing that God’s word is true and that He never
lies. Oh, the disciples should have been ready for the promised
resurrection of their Lord... but guess what? They weren’t. They
were off hiding... hoping they wouldn’t be next to be nailed to a
cross.

That is so like we are today. We have the
great and precious promises in God’s word, yet we live our lives as
if there were no God... as if there were no Jesus... as if He had
never promised us anything. Isaiah and Petervi
tell us that by the stripes that Jesus bore, we are healed. Still,
we tiptoe around sick beds and pray, “If it be Thy will...” over
the sick and shut-ins. Even though the wordvii
tells us to come boldly before the throne of our Heavenly Father,
we bow our heads and pray, “As humbly as we know how.”

God’s word promises that He will provide our
needsviii, yet we act as if the world
is coming to an end when the economic forecast looks bad, or if our
companies announce cutbacks or layoffs. Like the disciples, we miss
out on glorious miraculous moments because rather than remembering
and taking to heart the words that Jesus spoke, we sit in a corner
wallowing in the pit of fear and unbelief.

God promises forgivenessix of
our sins, and yet we wallow around crying about mistakes made. In
some churches, they hold “special deliverance services” to “strive”
for things that the word of God has fully covered. Can you imagine
someone standing in front of a buffet table and striving for a
piece of ham? There is a mountain of ham sitting on that buffet
table. Why strive for it? Just reach out, take a slice of ham, and
put it on your plate.

But let’s return our focus to that moment in
the garden when the mob came to arrest Jesus. Even though the
disciples were warned in advance of this moment, they acted as if
they were unprepared and caught off guard.

Even with Jesus’ words of warning and
preparation, this wasn’t the first time that Jesus had found
Himself under attack. The disciples should have recalled that there
were other plotsx formed against the Lord. Those
plots came to naught, because it wasn’t the appropriate time. The
disciples should have remembered that there were assassination
attemptsxi against Jesus. Those attempts
failed each time, and Jesus consistently escaped.



In each of those instances, every weapon
formed against the Lord Jesus was doomed to failurexii,
for it was not His time.

In the garden, however, for the first time,
Jesus was surrendering to His enemies. Unlike past events, Jesus
seemed to be acquiescing to the intent of the mob. This was a
moment when the disciples should have been moved to prayer. But
(with the exception of Peter’s impulsive grabbing of a sword and
slicing off the ear of the young man named Malchus), the disciples
all embodied the words: Feet, don’t fail me
now!
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Then [His disciples], forsaking Him, fled,
all [of them].

-- Mark 14:50 (AMP)
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Despite the parables and analogies that the
Lord gave them, despite the past attempts on Jesus’ life, despite
everything that seems logical, the disciples ran off and left Jesus
alone during His greatest hour of trial. They slept and slumbered
while He travailed in prayer, then they ran away when He was being
led away to be tried and (ultimately) put to death.

While Mel Gibson’s motion picture forever
changed Hollywood’s concept of Christian films, it did something
more important. The film brought the suffering of our Lord to the
eyes of millions in a way never before portrayed. It was a brutal
death, prophesied by Isaiah as the penance necessary to obtain our
eternal salvation.
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4Surely He has borne our griefs
(sicknesses, weaknesses, and distresses) and carried our sorrows
and pains [of punishment], yet we [ignorantly] considered Him
stricken, smitten, and afflicted by God [as if with
leprosyxiii].

5But He was wounded for our
transgressions, He was bruised for our guilt and iniquities; the
chastisement [needful to obtain] peace and well-being for us was
upon Him, and with the stripes [that wounded] Him we are healed and
made whole.

-- Isaiah 53:4-5 (AMP)
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It is through the sacrifice on Calvary that
we can have peace with God... forgiveness of sins... healing and
wholeness (spirit, soul and body)... and our names written in the
Lamb’s Book of Life.

While most of us are generally familiar with
the story of Jesus’ crucifixion, there is one aspect of that story
that may have escaped our purview. That is... the presence of the
naked boy.

 


 


* * * * *

 


 


51And a young man was following
Him, with nothing but a linen cloth (sheetxiv) thrown about
[his] naked [body]; and they laid hold of him,

52But, leaving behind the linen
cloth (sheetxv), he fled from them
naked.

-- Mark 14:51-52 (AMP)
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While Mel Gibson didn’t include this boy in
his motion picture, he does appear in the Bible as character that
participates in the events recorded in the account of the
crucifixion.

According to verses 51 and 52 of our text, he
was following Jesus clad only in a linen cloth. Why was this
unusual? Based upon our understanding of the conventions of that
day and age, a linen cloth was not considered appropriate
attire.

The question then comes to mind, why was this
boy running around outside without being properly dressed? Didn’t
he understand that societal conventions call for one to be fully
dressed when in public? Didn’t he realize that the Son of God was
in that garden? How dare he run around naked in front of the Son of
God? Where was his respect? Where was his understanding of
etiquette? Where was his common sense?

It is interesting how much emphasis is put on
style of clothing in Western culture. We often judge a person and
determine their personality, character, and value to society based
upon how they are dressed. A man can put on grubby overalls and
receive one reception from people, then change into an Armani suit
and receive a completely different reception. Same man... different
clothing... but we typically judge the outward part, not the
inward.

Fortunately, God does not see that way. This
was clear in the selection of David as king over Israel:
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But the Lord said to Samuel, Look not on his
appearance or at the height of his stature, for I have rejected
him. For the Lord sees not as man sees; for man looks on the
outward appearance, but the Lord looks on the heart.

-- 1st Samuel 16:7 (AMP)

 


 


* * * * *

 


 


Some Christians are particularly sensitive
about clothing. Many churches have devised a labyrinthine set of
doctrines and statues regarding how one should and should not dress
when attending worship services.

For example, I grew up in a church where a
young man didn’t dream of entering the House of God unless he was
wearing a necktie. Our pastor was so adamant about this rule that,
even if it was a hot summer day and you weren’t wearing a jacket or
vest, the necktie was mandatory. That rule is probably based upon
the admonition in Third Corinthians Eleventy Seven. Or, maybe it
was Fourth Peter?

Several years ago, a friend was invited to
preach the Sunday evening service at a Baptist church in Virginia.
He and his wife invited me along, promising to buy dinner after the
church service (a good way to get me to go anywhere is the offer of
free food). As we entered the church, we noticed a large sign over
the entrance of this building that proclaimed in large letters:

“Women wearing pants are prohibited from
entering the sanctuary”

We both found that rather strange. If one
were to follow that school of thought, one might imagine that if a
woman wearing pants had been shot and wanted to crawl into church
to accept Jesus before dying, she would just have to accept
spending eternity in hell because she wasn’t properly attired to
enter that church.

This western dress code has also migrated via
missionaries to Christian communities around the world. During the
early 1990’s, I was living in Singapore where I attended a church
with a predominantly indigenous congregation. I found it
interesting that many of the local men entering into Christian
ministry were mandated (by the American missionaries supervising
them) to wear a suit and tie when performing any ministry duties.
It didn’t seem to matter that this was a society where the Western
style of clothing was not the standard. Their instructions were
that a minister must wear a suit and tie... even if there is no
Biblical support for such a mandate.

But beyond a “dress code” is the fact that
people judge a person’s character based solely upon how he or she
may be dressed. I saw this during an evangelistic crusade in
Singapore sponsored by Christopher Sun (a man whom some refer to as
the Asian Billy Graham). My friend Terry (a Chinese Singaporean who
looked and dressed like a Mafia enforcer), was in the congregation
during the crusade. Terry and his wife are two of the more genuine
Christians that I’ve ever met. Near the end of the meeting, as the
invitation for Christian discipleship was being given, a team of
crusade workers descended on Terry like chickens pecking up kernels
of corn.

Terry repeated over and over that he was in
fact a Christian and that he had already accepted Christ as his
Savior and Lord. Terry also informed them that he was a member of
one of the churches that sponsored this event. Unfortunately, his
look and style of dress convinced the workers otherwise as they
continued to beg him to please consider accepting Jesus Christ as
his Lord and Savior. I and Terry’s other friends got a good laugh
out of this... but in truth it was sad that these crusade workers
were moved by sight and did not think to use spiritual discernment.
It could have been that some of the “well dressed” attendees were
as lost as the proverbial goose in a snowstorm. This was a perfect
example of Christians reacting more to a man’s outward appearance
than his confession.

Even worse is when someone enters a
congregation with the right look, the right sound, the right
moves... and turns out to be a deceiver. A good example of this
occurred in a church in Virginia where I was helping the pastor
establish and run what was to be a radio and television ministry.
This pastor had hired a young couple who were expected to create a
youthful and vibrant praise and worship experience for the expected
television audience. Unfortunately, while this couple looked saved,
sounded saved and acted saved, their true motives were to destroy
churches, not to build them. This pastor had received an urgent
communication from a pastor in another state, warning him that this
couple had a history of destroying churches. This pastor’s
hesitation to act on the word he had received resulted in a fatal
blow to his ministry and caused great harm and injury to the
membership.

What few people seem to realize is that
Christians are called to worship God in spirit and in truth, not in
silk and tropical wool. We are to clothe ourselves in Christ-like
humility, not in designer labels. Not that there is anything wrong
with looking nice, but rather than spend an hour in front of the
mirror preparing for Sunday services, we should spend that hour on
our knees in our prayer closets.

There is really no such thing as a “Christian
look” in regard to fashion. In fact, the only clothing that seems
important to God is our spiritual armor.
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11Put on God's whole armor [the
armor of a heavy-armed soldier which God supplies], that you may be
able successfully to stand up against [all] the strategies and the
deceits of the devil.

12For we are not wrestling with
flesh and blood [contending only with physical opponents], but
against the despotisms, against the powers, against [the master
spirits who are] the world rulers of this present darkness, against
the spirit forces of wickedness in the heavenly (supernatural)
sphere.

13Therefore put on God's complete
armor, that you may be able to resist and stand your ground on the
evil day [of danger], and, having done all [the crisis demands], to
stand [firmly in your place].

14Stand therefore [hold your
ground], having tightened the belt of truth around your loins and
having put on the breastplate of integrity and of moral rectitude
and right standing with God,

15And having shod your feet in
preparation [to face the enemy with the firm-footedxvi
stability, the promptness, and the readiness producedxvii
by the good news] of the Gospel of peacexviii.

16Lift up over all the [covering]
shield of savingxix faith, upon which you can
quench all the flaming missiles of the wicked [one].

17And take the helmet of salvation
and the sword that the Spirit wieldsxx,
which is the Word of God.

18Pray at all times (on every
occasion, in every season) in the Spirit, with all [manner of]
prayer and entreaty. To that end keep alert and watch with strong
purpose and perseverance, interceding in behalf of all the saints
(God's consecrated people).

-- Ephesians 6:11-18 (AMP)
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While looking a certain way will impress (and
even fool) people, it won’t earn the wearer very many points with
God. The scriptures are clear regarding what the Lord seeks from
those who would be His worshippers:
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A time will come, however, indeed it is
already here, when the true (genuine) worshipers will worship the
Father in spirit and in truth (reality); for the Father is seeking
just such people as these as His worshipers.

-- John 4:23 (AMP)
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Now, of course, there are limits to
everything. Granted, running around naked seems to be an exercise
in the superfluous. However, there is a Biblical precedent for
worshipping God naked... or, at least, partially naked.

Let’s take a look at King David as he led the
procession of the Ark of the Covenant into the city:
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14And David danced before the Lord
with all his might, clad in a linen ephod [a priest's upper
garment].

16As the ark of the Lord came into
the City of David, Michal, Saul's daughter [David's wife], looked
out of the window and saw King David leaping and dancing before the
Lord, and she despised him in her heart.

20Then David returned to bless his
household. And [his wife] Michal daughter of Saul came out to meet
David and said, How glorious was the king of Israel today, who
stripped himself of his kingly robes and uncovered himself in the
eyes of his servants' maids as one of the worthless fellows
shamelessly uncovers himself!

21David said to Michal, It was
before the Lord, Who chose me above your father and all his house
to appoint me as prince over Israel, the people of the Lord.
Therefore will I make merry [in pure enjoyment] before the
Lord.

-- 2nd Samuel 6:14, 16, 20-21
(AMP)
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Okay, bringing in David’s act of worship
might be a bit of a stretch. But really, was the young man in Mark
Chapter 14 trying to be scriptural by following Jesus without
proper raiment? Was this similar to David’s act of worship? The
evidence would point to the contrary.

As you think about this naked boy running
around, you might wonder whether his parents cared enough about him
to make sure he was properly attired before stepping outside of his
home. Didn’t this boy know any better than to expose himself in
public while Messiah (Jesus) and the disciples were in the
vicinity?

Why exactly was there a naked boy present
during the passion of the Christ? Who exactly is this naked boy?
Why was he naked? What happened to his clothing? What is
significant about his presence during this period of ecclesiastical
history?

Well, this boy may not occupy a large passage
of scripture, but there may be a special significance to this young
man’s presence during Jesus’ passion that most of us may have
overlooked. Since the scripture is not specific, we will use
conjecture in conjunction with theological commentary and
historical records.

The emphasis here is on verses 51 and 52.
Unique to Mark’s gospel is this account of an unnamed young man
following Jesus... naked except for a linen cloth thrown around his
naked body. This definitely was not a shawl or scarf worn in
addition to his normal garments. It was the only thing he had on...
that is, until it was yanked off of him.
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Chapter
Two

51And a young man was following
Him, with nothing but a linen cloth (sheetxxi)
thrown about [his] naked [body]; and they laid hold of him,

-- Mark 14:51 (AMP)

 


 


* * * * *

 


 


When we first see this young lad in Mark
14:51, he isn’t naked. At least, he is not totally naked. He
starts out with a linen cloth cast about his naked body. Was there
anything unusual about this? John Lightfoot in his commentary makes
the following statement:

You see that word which is spoke by the
evangelist, about his naked body, carries an
emphasis: for it was most usual to be clothed with sindon for an
outer garment.

We see that linen was a fabric used in the
clothing of that day. However, what this young man was wearing was
not linen clothing. There was something different about this. It
was a cloth or sheet.

A linen cloth was not typical as acceptable
clothing during this period of time. A linen cloth was not
something that people would normally wear in a social setting. This
young man was definitely outside of social conventions of decency
(not to mention fashion). The boy was wrapped in a linen cloth.
What can we find that is of significance when we examine this linen
cloth that he was wearing? There are a number of schools of thought
about this and we will examine each in great detail.

As we touched upon earlier, the type and
style of clothing that an individual is wearing has a great
significance. It communicates much to persons who may encounter or
observe this individual. For example, a person wearing an Armani
suit sends one type of message. A person wearing faded overalls
sends another type message. You may not know anything about these
two individuals, but based upon their type and style of dress one
may conjecture much about each individual. That conjecture may be
true or it may be totally false... and that is why one should never
judge a book by its cover.

What am I saying? Well, if you were a
financial officer in a savings and loan institution and the man in
the Armani suit enters, one might imagine he would be greeted with
some respect. The bank employees might address him as “sir,” offer
him a cup of coffee or seat him in a plush leather chair prior to
the commencement of his financial transaction. The person in the
overalls would likely get a different greeting. Perhaps a curt,
“What do you want?” might be snarled by a bank employee
speaking with an upturned lip. Maybe the security guard would hover
his hand over his sidearm and stay two steps behind this person in
anticipation of any sort of trouble.

We are using Armani suits and overalls as
examples here. However, fashion is not a phenomenon of the
21st Century. Even in the days of the Bible, how a
person was dressed broadcast volumes regarding who and what this
person was. When contemplating biblical times, we tend to have the
same mental picture of people walking around in bathrobes and
sandals. But the truth is that clothing of this era was
distinguished by style as well as color. There were priestly
garments... the rags of a beggar... the purple attire of
aristocracy or royalty... the uniform of a Roman soldier... or the
special markings of a member of the Praetorian regiment. Each type
and style of attire would give you an instant overview of who and
what this person was.

The naked boy was not wearing any particular
style of clothing. He was wrapped in a linen sheet. Let us consider
if there might be any significance to the type of fabric (e.g.,
linen) that the sheet was manufactured from. The word in the
original Greek text of the New Testament is transliterated as
sindon (translated “fine linen”). This represents a woven
fabric of some financial value. This wasn’t something that a beggar
would possess.

In Abbott’s commentary on the New Testament,
we read that this sheet might have represented night clothes...
something along the lines of pajamas in our modern style of
attire:

A certain young man; who, hearing the tumult
as this party passed his dwelling, came out in a night dress to
learn the cause.

If this was, in fact, night wear, then it
would have been relatively expensive attire, given the type of
fabric it was constructed of. This sindon may be telling us
that this young man came from a successful family... that he was
not some serf or pauper.

As the traditionxxii
was during that period of time, a woman would personally make
clothing for her family. Even an affluent woman with servants
living in her home would take this task as her personal duty.
Therefore, this linen sheet might have been hand-made by the boy’s
mother.

Archaeologists have found relics of period
clothing in the caves at En Gedi and Masada. These include items
left by Jews who were involved in the second revolt against Rome,
circa 135 AD. The tunics discovered are described as rectangles of
fabric having two stripes with a hole in the middle.

 


[image: tmp_27b5b7924ab5b17d77d393f639ab6f89_euKhnh_html_179156bd.jpg]

Figure 1. Tunic

 


These tunics typically consisted of two
parts: the larger rectangle and a linen girdle (or a hollow money
belt) tied around the waist. The tunic may have been decorated with
fringes or tassels. The equivalent of an overcoat would have
consisted of a rectangular cloak with a notched stripe that went on
the outside of the tunic. The Talmudxxiii
also suggests that underwear was worn (at least by priests).

In the New John Gill Exposition of the Entire
Bible, we receive this perspective regarding this linen sheet with
which the naked boy had covered himself:

…which was either his shirt in which he
lay, or one of the sheets, which he took and wrapped himself in,
not staying to put on his clothes: though the word "Sindon", is
used both by the Targumistsxxiv and
Talmudistsxxv for a linen
garment; and sometimes even for the outer garment, to which the
fringes were fastenedxxvi; and he might
take up this in haste, and slip it on, without putting on any inner
garment:

Again, we see an interpretation of this
passage that has this young boy grabbing either an article of
clothing or a bed sheet and taking it outside in haste to see what
the commotion (in the garden) was all about. Gill agrees that this
was not a proper item of apparel and that it did not completely
cover his body but, rather, gave him rudimentary coverage of his
nakedness (at best).

What was so significant about this young lad
having this garment over his naked body? The John Gill
Commentary on the New Testament tells us:
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