
The Colors of Christ 

Think back to your childhood for a moment 

and recall those days when your teacher 

would give you coloring pages to do. 

Imagine being at church and every child 

was given a black and white picture of Je-

sus calming the storm. After the children 

finish, not one picture looks the same. 

Every child colors the image in a slightly 

different way. Why, because every person 

has his or her own unique perspective. 

 

Imagine those same children coming in 

from the playground, reporting to the 

teacher about an accident. Each one of 

them explains the same event in a differ-

ent way. Some of the children only recount 

generalities, while others recall details. The 

point is that every person has his or her 

perspective on what happened. 

 

Now picture the four gospel accounts — 

Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John — in the 

same way. Each of these men recounted 

the same story with different perspectives. 

Each account is unique in itself, but when 

they are put together, we get a much 

more colorful and complete picture of the 

life and ministry of Jesus Christ. 

 

When we consider each gospel account as 

unique in itself and, then, consider them 

even more valuable together, we won’t 

view having to read all four of them as a 

burden or a waste of time. Instead, we will 

view them as a blessing. God has provided 

four accurate accounts, each having its 

own colorful details. 
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Four Perspectives 

The word “gospel” literally means “good 

news.” What exactly is the good news? It 

is that God has made a way for our rela-

tionship with Him to be restored, through 

His Son Jesus. Thus, Mark opened his book 

by writing, “This is the Good News about 

Jesus the Messiah, the Son of God” (1:1). 

 

Therefore, this good news is the storyline 

of the four gospels. However, each writer 

fills the story in his own way. For example, 

Matthew was writing to a Hebrew audi-

ence; therefore, one of his purposes was 

to emphasize the genealogy of Jesus, as 

well as His fulfillment of Old Testament 

prophecies. He was trying to convince his 

readers that Jesus was the Promised One. 

 

Mark and Luke, on the other hand, were 

writing to Gentile audiences (Greeks and 

Romans). Thus, their approach was much 

different than Matthew.  
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As a historian, Luke desired to give a de-

tailed, orderly account of Jesus’ life so that 

Gentiles could see that Christianity was 

based on verifiable events. 

 

John’s account stands alone from the oth-

ers. In fact, Matthew, Mark, and Luke are 

often called the “Synoptic Gospels” be-

cause they are so similar in providing a 

synopsis of Jesus’ life. However, John’s ac-

count contains much more theological con-

tent and is not so much concerned about 

the chronology or details of events. John 

focused on the deity of Christ, attempting 

to convince his readers that Jesus was, in-

deed, God in the flesh. “In the beginning 

the Word already existed,” he wrote. “The 

Word was with God, and the Word was 

God… The Word became human and made 

His home among us… and we have seen 

His glory, the glory of the Father’s one and 

only Son” (John 1:1, 2, 14). 

 

Disciples and Discrepancies 

Two of the gospel writers — Matthew and 

John — were among the twelve disciples of 

Jesus. However, Mark and Luke were not. 

How, then, did they know the stories of 

Jesus so well as to write their accounts? 

 

Keep in mind that Jesus had many disci-

ples (remember He sent out 72) and thou-

sands of followers. Mark and Luke could 

have been named among them. Further-

more, those who were eye-witnesses to 

the events in Jesus’ life were sharing sto-

ries with everyone. Luke credits them for 

helping him write his account (1:1-4). 
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However, it is important to note some 

other key information. Both men were 

privileged to accompany and assist key fig-

ures in the early Church. It is believed that 

Mark is the same John Mark mentioned in 

the book of Acts (12:12, 25; 15:37, 39). 

Mark later became a close associate to the 

Apostle Paul and an assistant to Peter 

(Philemon 24; 2 Tim. 4:11; 1 Peter 5:13). 

Early church fathers unanimously affirm 

that Mark wrote the second gospel, some 

even claiming that the account was from 

Peter and that Mark was his scribe. 

 

Luke was also a close companion of the 

Apostle Paul (Acts 16:10-17; 20:5-15; 

21:1-18; 27:1-28:16) and the only associ-

ate, among those whom Paul lists in his 

letters (Col. 4:14; 2 Tim. 4:11; Philemon 

24), who fits the profile of the author of 

the gospel. The point is that both of these 

men were more than qualified to write 

these gospel accounts. We must also re-

member the sovereign Spirit of God who 

gave oversight to the formation of the New 

Testament books. 

 

With four different writers recounting the 

same stories, there are bound to be some 

differences and even some discrepancies. 

However, differences are not always con-

tradictions. We must keep a high view of 

Scripture and trust that these works were 

inspired by God, differences and all. We 

must also remember that our understand-

ing is limited, and though we may not be 

able to reconcile the discrepancies, that 

does not discredit the accounts.  
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