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WEEK 77, DAY 1    KNOW THE WORD       JOHN 1 and 2 

 

Good morning.  This is Pastor Soper and welcome to Week 77 of Know the Word.  Today we began reading 

the works of the beloved apostle -- the Apostle John by reading chapters 1 and 2 of his gospel. 

 

The very first thing I am sure you noticed is that John's gospel is different from the other three which we 

have already read.  Matthew, Mark and Luke are called the synoptic gospels because they present to us, for 

the most part, three different views of the same basic material.  But John's gospel is different.  Apart from 

the crucifixion and the resurrection and a very small bit of other material like the story of the feeding of the 

5,000, the things we find in this gospel are different.  Even stories that sound similar -- like the cleansing of 

the temple about which we read this morning have totally different settings so we must conclude that either 

John or the synopticists made an error or a very similar event occurred twice -- once, at the beginning of 

Christ's public ministry as John remembers, and once at the very end of his ministry as recorded by the other 

gospel writers.  I am quite satisfied to believe that a very similar event occurred not once but twice in Jesus' 

public ministry. 

 

Other than different events, there are some other notable differences also.  John records for us some long 

conversations -- like the one with Nicodemus about which we will read tomorrow, and unlike Matthew, 

Mark and Luke, John records none of Jesus parabolic teaching.  The other three gospels gives great focus on 

Jesus' ministry in Galilee turning only to Jerusalem for the events of the end, but John basically skips over 

the Galilean material in order to concentrate on Christ's ministry during not one but several different trips to 

Jerusalem -- trips that Matthew may not have shared and Mark and Luke may have known little about. 

 

Now the obvious conclusion to be drawn from these initial comparisons is that John's gospel was written 

quite independently of the other three. 

 

John tells us at the end of the Book just why he has written.  In verse 30 and 31 of chapter 20 he says: "Jesus 

did many other miraculous signs in the presence of his disciples, which are not recorded in this book.  But 

these are written that you may believe that Jesus is the Christ, the Son of God, and that by believing you 

may have life in his name."  The usual position of New Testament scholars is that John wrote later than the 

other three gospelers.  Some think he may have written his gospel as late as the last decade of the first 

century.  In any case, having the other gospels in front of him, John wrote his account to fill in the blank 

parts and leave a record of the earlier trips to Jerusalem which may have been accomplished with a smaller 

group of disciples than the twelve, and of other events and teachings which, for whatever reason were 

omitted by the synoptic writers. 

 

Earlier in this century, many liberal scholars believed this gospel to be a mid-second century work of fiction 

attributed fraudulently to the apostle John.  That kind of theorizing is nearly all gone now because a great 

deal of research invested shows beyond all doubt that whoever wrote this Book (and we know it was John 

the son of Zebedee), had an incredibly good knowledge of the geography and topography of Jerusalem and 

Judea, preserving for us all kinds of eyewitness details which would have been impossible to recreate a 

century later, long after Jerusalem was destroyed.  All who had walked her streets in Jesus' day were long 

gone. 

 

In fact, some of the very best present scholars are now suggesting that John's gospel may have been the first, 

not the last to be penned, dating to a time well before the destruction of the temple in 70 AD. 
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Now another thing you could not fail to have noticed is that unlike Mark's gospel which begins with Jesus' 

public ministry, Matthew's and Luke's which begin in the time shortly before the birth of Christ, John begins 

his account in eternity past -- before creation -- before time, when only God existed, dwelling alone in 

resplendent glory.  The prologue to John's gospel which is found in verses 1-18 of chapter 1 stands 

absolutely alone in New Testament literature.  It is a masterfully built bridge, constructed by the Apostle 

John between the dusty soil of Palestine and the marble floor of the Greek academy.  John is writing as an 

apologist.  He is working with the facts of the gospel but is committed to making sense to the 

philosophically trained mind of the Greek.  He hits upon the concept of logos -- the word which the Greeks 

understood as an eternal divine (though impersonal) principle.  John says in effect the eternal idea that you 

believe to be behind the universe as we know it is not just an impersonal force, He is a personal God who 

created the world and who incredibly at a particular point in space and time became a man and lived with 

us.  John 1:14 is the climax of the prologue and one of the most important verses in all of the Bible -- second 

only in importance to John 3:16 which we will read tomorrow.  "The Word became flesh and made his 

dwelling  (or tabernacled) among us.  We have seen his gory, the glory of the One and Only, who came from 

the Father, full of grace and truth." 

 

The prologue ends with verse 18 which in some of the earliest manuscripts of the Greek New Testament 

available to us has a startling difference of words than your English translation may reflect.  If you have a 

good study Bible, however, there will be a marginal note which will reflect this variant reading which my 

study has convinced me is the more accurate one.  The NIV translation of John 1:18 is this, "No one has 

ever seen God, but God the One and Only, who is at the Father's side, has made him known."  The oldest 

version in Greek contains the phrase, "Ho monogenace theos" -- so that a literal translation would be: "No 

one has seen God, but the only begotten God has made him known" -- What a powerful confirmation that 

Jesus Christ is God Himself.  The word was with God and the word was God." 

 

The first 18 verses of John were the first extended portion of God's Word that I ever memorized.  I will not 

assign such an extended portion to those of you who are digging deeper today but I certainly would highly 

recommend it.  There is so much material in this prologue that I wish we could dwell on it all this morning.  

But time compels me to move on to some other wonderful highlights as well.  Let me simply say that the 

first five verses are a treasure trove rivaled only by the opening verses of the Book of Hebrew for giving us a 

glimpse of the preexistent glory of the eternal Christ.  Think deeply on John 1:1-5 and you will be driven to 

your knees in adoring prayer. 

 

Verses 6-8 interpret the ministry of John the Baptist and introduce a very important New Testament word -- 

"witness" -- the Greek word is martureo from which our English word "martyr" comes.  We will return to 

that word again. 

 

Finally verse 12 is a wonderful one to use in helping an inquirer understand the gospel because it 

emphasizes that there is something to believe but more than that there is a person to receive.  These two 

verbs -- explained will unlock the mystery of faith in Christ to many who are seeking to understand -- the 

prologue makes John chapter 1 one of the great chapters in the Bible! 

 

It is John and John alone who records for us the earliest encounters between Jesus and the men who become 

His first disciples.  And it is quite natural that He should do so because of the four gospel writers, John 

alone was present when it happened.  He is the unnamed disciple of John the Baptist who followed Jesus on 

the day the Baptist pointed him out by the Jordan River.  The account we read this morning identifies one of 

those men as Andrew but leaves the other unnamed.  John's modesty compels him throughout this gospel to 



 

 
 
 3 

leave his own name out or to identify himself by some ambiguous expression like, "The disciple whom 

Jesus loved."  Nevertheless it was the Apostle John who along with Andrew went with Jesus that day and 

came away convinced that Christ was the Messiah.  Andrew and John then at least, and probably Peter, 

Philip and Nathanael were all disciples of John the Baptist before they began to follow Jesus.  The account 

we read in Mark of Jesus' encountering the fisherman beside the Sea of Galilee who dropped their nets and 

abandoned their livelihoods at the words, "Follow me and I will make you fishers of men" must then be set 

into the context of the previous encounter described in John chapter 1 when they first met Christ and 

became convinced that He was the Messiah.  (Nathanael by the way had another name, Bartholomew, which 

is the one used by the other gospel writers.) 

 

I have already indicated to you that the cleansing of the temple which is described in chapter 2 is a different 

instance from the one which occurred on Palm Sunday at the end of Christ's ministry.  But please notice that 

this one also occurred at the time of the Passover.  Our understanding that Jesus' public ministry lasted about 

three years is entirely based upon the notations of time and the mentions of feasts celebrated in the Book of 

John.  Without John's gospel to guide our understanding we could probably conclude that Christ's ministry 

was much briefer, perhaps only one year or so in duration. 

 

The story of Christ's first recorded miracle, the changing of the water into wine at Cana is unique to John's 

gospel.  John records far fewer miracles than do the other gospel writers and for the most parts, in keeping 

with his apparent purpose of "filling in the gaps" he picks miracles that were left out of the other accounts.  

(The feeding of the 5,000 and the resurrection of Christ Himself are the most notable exceptions to that 

rule.)  But he has a purpose in his selections.  John calls the miracles "signs."  Did you notice that in chapter 

2?  Watch for the word "sign" as you read this book.  John says, "This, the first of His miraculous signs, 

Jesus performed in Cana of Galilee.  He thus revealed his glory, and his disciples put their faith in him."  

The purpose of the miracles is to prove His identity and to help people put their faith in Him.  That is always 

the purpose of a miracle of God. 

 

This is Pastor Soper.  You have a great day and I'll talk with you again tomorrow.   

 

WEEK 77, DAY 2                 JOHN 3 and 4 

 

Good morning.  This is Pastor Soper.  Today we read chapters 3 and 4 of the Gospel of John and, yes, I'm 

going to say it again, we encountered one of the "great chapters" of the Bible.  It is, of course, to chapter 3 

that I refer for it contains the explanation of what it means to be born again and what is arguably the most 

important verse in the Bible: John 3:16 - "For God so loved the world that he gave his one and only Son, 

that whoever believes in him shall not perish but have eternal life." 

 

I wish I could exactly recall the phrase I once heard but someone once said that this verse is the greatest 

sentence in the greatest chapter of the greatest Book about the greatest love of the greatest Person for the 

greatest number of persons in the world. 

 

Like most other important verses in scripture, John 3:16 has been set to music, but never more powerfully 

than by the English composer, Sir John Stainer.  If you have never heard his choral piece, "God so Loved 

the World" you must find a recording somewhere and sit back and listen.  It is one of the most powerful 

pieces of music in the English language.  If you do this I guarantee -- you will not be disappointed. 

 

Before moving past John 3:16 it is worth briefly noting several things.  First, the verse is so universally 
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loved because it is such a marvelous summary of all that the gospel tells us.  Do you want an explanation for 

the incarnation?  -- A reason why the Word became flesh and dwelt among us?  -- It is here.  It all happened 

because God loved us!  He expressed that love by giving up that which was most precious to Him -- His one 

and only Son.  (If you want to do some extra study some time, the Greek word translated by the NIV as "one 

and only" or by the KJV as "only begotten" is the word ‘monogenew’ and it is worthy of your attention.)  

The gift God offers is the gift of eternal life or if we would be more theologically precise, everlasting life.  

The word eternal connotes that which has no beginning and no end.  As creatures our lives most certainly 

had a beginning, though in Christ we are promised they will have no end.  "Everlasting" then is a better 

word to describe our lives because it implies only the fact that our life will extend forever with no 

termination without addressing the question of origin.  "Everlasting" is a better term than "eternal" to 

describe the duration of a Christian's life. 

 

This verse also tells us the mechanism by which the gift of God is accessed: It comes through belief in the 

Son.  I need not tell you how consistent and how insistent the New Testament is in emphasizing that faith, 

not works, is the key to a true relationship with God.  It is amazing to note how consistent and insistent the 

manmade religions of the world are in saying just the opposite.  But John 3:16 repeats what we saw 

yesterday in John 1:12.  It is belief, not human effort, that unlocks the key to life. 

 

Finally this verse is so precious because it marks the extent of the offer.  It is for "whoever" believes.  

Everyone is eligible.  It is not a Jewish thing.  There is no means test.  You don't have to be able to read or 

walk or see or talk.  It is for everyone regardless of race or gender.  Theologians call this the "free offer of 

the gospel."  Anyone who responds to it has the sure and certain promise of God that they will be accepted -

- everyone who believes receives eternal life. 

 

Verses 17 and 18 complete the thought that John 3:16 is expressing and verse 18 especially throws light on 

one very sobering implication of the great offer of salvation.  It teaches very unambiguously that the cost of 

not believing is eternal condemnation and that anyone who has not believed in Christ is already under the 

sentence of that condemnation.  The picture is not that of humanity standing on neutral ground at a fork in 

the road trying to decide which road to take -- the one that leads to life or the one that leads to death.  Rather 

the picture is that we are already in progress down the road to perdition and only a change of direction and a 

change of roads will change the outcome which is already set.  John 3:16 is a marvelous expression of the 

love of God, but 3:17-18 reminds us that you can never separate God's love from an understanding of His 

justice and holiness. 

 

Today in chapters 3 and 4 we encountered one of the most significant and distinctive features of the gospel 

of John.  Of all the gospel writers, it is John who chooses to "let us in" on some rather lengthy and 

significant conversations between Jesus and the people He is seeking to reach.  In John 3 it is Nicodemus 

and in John 4 it is the woman at the well -- two very different people -- two very different conversations but 

in both cases exactly the same goal -- to introduce the person to their need for salvation and to direct them to 

the only possible source of salvation -- the Person of Jesus Christ. 

 

Nicodemus was a rabbi -- a member of the Sanhedrin -- the ruling body of Jewish elders.  He was a teacher, 

a scholar and outwardly a very righteous man.  The woman at the well was a Samaritan, uneducated and 

extremely immoral.  She had had five different husbands and the man with whom she was currently living 

was not her husband at all!  By very different paths (would-be evangelists take note: Jesus did not practice a 

"one-size-fits-all" version of evangelism), Jesus brings both to a knowledge of Himself. 
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To the scholar He opens the Old Testament scriptures and provides the key to interpreting the Old 

Testament experience of Moses, who at God's command fashioned a brazen serpent and placed it on a pole 

in the wilderness instructing the rebellious Israelites to look upon it in faith for healing of the plague God 

had sent among them.  It is on the basis of Jesus' words here in John 3 that we understand that the Old 

Testament serpent to be a type of Christ himself, the anti-type or fulfillment.  He himself became not a 

symbol of sin, but sin itself and was lifted up on a cross so that whoever looks upon Him in faith can be 

healed and live. 

 

One of the most important and meaningful images that the New Testament gives us to describe what 

happens when a person comes to faith in Christ is the image of a new birth.  That image comes from Jesus' 

conversation with Nicodemus.  It is to the ruler of Israel that our Lord said, "You must be born again." 

 

From the encounter with the woman at the well at Sychar comes another powerful New Testament image -- 

that of "living water."  Jesus told her of the living water that could satisfy her spiritual thirst once and for all 

-- It is an image we will meet again this week when we read the seventh chapter of John. 

 

The way in which Christ dealt with these two very different individuals is a masterful exhibition of the 

greatest evangelist who ever lived at work.  It is probably worth noting that He performed no miracles for 

either - though He did display His omniscience to the Samaritan woman.  He did, however, in both 

interviews keep the focus squarely upon the questions of A) His identity - to Nicodemus I am the  Son of 

God - To the woman - I am the Messiah.  B) Their sinfulness and moral inability "You must be born again" 

to Nicodemus - "Go back and find your husband" to the woman. 

 

I am sure you noticed the deeply theological statement that Jesus made when talking about the error of the 

Samaritans who worshipped not at Jerusalem, but upon Mt. Gerazim.  "God," he said, "is spirit, and his 

worshippers must worship him in spirit and in truth."  There are three brief statements in the New Testament 

that follow the formula "God is."  The first is here -- God is a spirit, the second found in 1 John is "God is 

love" and the final one is in the Book of Hebrews says, "God is a consuming fire."  Taken together, these 

three brief statements give us a pretty good beginning for our pursuit of theology -- the study of God.  God is 

a spirit teaches us that He is incorporeal -- He has no body.  That fact is related to His omnipresence, His 

ability to inhabit every point in space at the same time.  Do not misunderstand, the fact that God is spirit 

does not necessarily mean He is omnipresent, but if He were not a spirit, He could not be omnipresent. 

 

Two other individuals besides Nicodemus and the woman at the well figure prominently in today's reading:  

John the Baptist and the official whose son was healed by Jesus from a distance.  The thing to be 

remembered about John the Baptist is his great humility.  Verse 30 of chapter 3 explains much of the secret 

of His greatness.  He says of Jesus, "He must become greater and I must become less."  What a great motto 

for living!  It speaks of the tremendous humility of the man of whom Jesus said, "No greater man has ever 

been born of a woman."  John was a strange man -- he lived in the wilderness.  He was blunt to the point of 

being extreme.  He drew virtually the whole population of Jerusalem into the wilderness to hear and respond 

to him.  It could have gone to his head but he remained humble, pointing always away from himself and 

toward Jesus. 

 

The official whose son was healed goes without a name in John's gospel, but he was a man who understood 

authority well enough that he obeyed Jesus when Christ sent him away with the assurance that his son had 

been healed.  Arriving home he discovered it had been done "at the exact time Jesus had spoken."  John 

calls this miracle the second "sign" that Jesus performed in Galilee.  John records fewer miracles that his 
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fellow gospel writers, but each one is designed to give proof to the assertion that Jesus is the Christ -- the 

Son of the Living God!!   

 

This is Pastor Soper.  You have a great day and I'll talk with you again tomorrow. 

 

WEEK 77, DAY 3                  JOHN 5 - 6:24 

 

Good morning.  This is Pastor Soper.  Today we continued our journey through the gospel of John by 

reading chapter 5 and the first 24 verses of chapter 6. 

 

The material found in chapter 5 is unique to the gospel of John and is intended to help us understand how 

John came to the conclusion that Jesus Christ really is the Son of God.  (Remember, the purpose for which 

this whole Book was written is laid out at the end of chapter 20: "These things are written that you may 

believe that Jesus is the Christ, the Son of God, and that by believing you may have life in his name." 

 

There are a few little details to which I want to call your attention right at the start of our time together this 

morning.  First, John tells us that the healing of the man who had been an invalid for 38 years took place at 

the time of a feast.  He doesn't tell us which feast so we cannot place it very precisely, but John does 

mention at least three different Passovers in his gospel (one of which is noted at the beginning chapter 6) 

and uses the word feast to denote some 17 different times in the Book.  (By contrast Matthew, Mark and 

Luke mention feasts only two or three times each.)  John's reason for noting Jesus' participation in these 

feasts is probably to emphasize the fact that Jesus is the fulfillment of all that the Jewish feasts typified, but 

incidentally he helps us to fix the duration of Christ's public ministry by the number of Passovers he 

mentions. 

 

Next, the name of the pool is a bit confusing because some translations call it Bethesda -- which means 

"House of mercy" and some Bethsaida which means "House of fish."  There is even a third alternative in 

some ancient texts -- Bethzaztha.  The confusion is probably the result of attempting to transliterate, to spell 

a foreign word by simply changing alphabets from Aramaic into Greek.  Such attempts often yield varying 

results. 

 

The third preliminary detail concerns the explanation given in verse 4 for why the man was beside the pool 

in the first place.  If you are using a study Bible it is very likely that chapter 5 goes directly from verse 3 to 

verse 5.  The fourth verse you will probably find in a footnote at the bottom the page.  The reason for its 

omission from the text is that the oldest and most reliable manuscripts of the Greek New Testament do not 

contain verse 4.  It is most likely an attempt on the part of an early copyist to tell his readers why the invalid 

was at the pool.  To begin with: the people believed (and it is important for us to note that scripture no 

where endorses this belief) that an angel from God would periodically stir the waters and if you were the 

first one into the pool when the angel came, you would be healed.  The absence of this verse in the oldest 

manuscripts makes it entirely likely that the apostle John himself did not write those words even though they 

clearly reflect a widely held belief of the day. 

 

Now that I have dealt with these preliminary questions which could easily distract you in today's reading, I 

want to turn your attention to the main point John is making.  The real reason he includes in his gospel this 

story that the other gospel writers do not tell: John wants us to be crystal clear about the fact that Jesus 

Christ boldly -- audaciously claimed for Himself prerogatives that belong to God alone -- and to no one else! 

 He healed the invalid on the Sabbath Day provoking the inevitable conflict with the religious leaders who 
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were more offended by the day on which He did it than they were impressed by the power and authority 

Christ showed in the healing.  And it was in the midst of this controversy that Christ self-consciously made 

claims that could only be interpreted in one way -- He was claiming equality with God -- He was claiming to 

be God - to their credit His enemies understood exactly what He was doing, and their response would have 

been entirely appropriate except for one thing -- He really was God!! 

 

Every once in a while I run up against someone who says Jesus never claimed to be God.  When I talk to 

such people, it is always to the gospel of John I turn, and this is one of the passages I show them.  Jesus' 

claims are increasingly bold. 

 

First He dares to call God His Father.  It sounds pretty innocuous to us, but as we have noted before that is 

something no righteous Jew would ever do.  God was the Holy One of Israel to them, never my father.  To 

use those words was to claim for oneself a special relationship with God.  It was shocking. 

 

Next, He claimed He had the authority to raise the dead and give life - "The time is coming and has now 

come when the dead will hear the voice of the Son of God and those who hear will live."  That is probably a 

spiritual rather than a physical claim but Jesus carries into the realm of our physical existence by saying that 

the day is coming when at the sound of His voice all the dead will rise -- to live with Him or to be judged by 

Him.  That, by the way, is a very clear statement of the doctrine of the general resurrection which holds that 

at the end of time every human bring who has ever lived will be resurrected to be judged by Christ.  The 

Bible teaches that when Christ returns for the church, the righteous dead will rise.  At that point all who 

have trusted Christ will be raised to life, but the unrighteous dead will not be raised at that point.  After the 

millennium, however, and after Satan's last ditch effort to foil the plan of God has been quelled, there will 

be a second, general resurrection and the judgment that we saw Jesus describe in terms of sheep and goats in 

the Book of Matthew will take place -- some people call it the Great White Throne Judgment. 

 

Finally, in Jesus' controversy with the Pharisees, He claims God has given over to Him the authority and the 

right to judge all men.  The authority to judge clearly belongs only to God yet here was Jesus abrogating that 

authority to Himself -- no wonder they said He was making himself equal to God -- HE WAS!  It is 

precisely because of statements like this that Paul would later write in Philippians "He thought it not 

robbery to be equal with God." 

 

Jesus capped off these incredible statements by calling on the testimony of John the Baptist (who the 

Pharisees acknowledged was a prophet from God), by citing his own miraculous works, the heavenly Father 

himself (remember the voice at his baptism?), and finally Moses who had prophesied concerning the greater 

prophet -- the Messiah who would one day come.  "If you believed Moses, you would believe me because 

he wrote about me ..." 

 

Now, I know I have said this before, but perhaps you will forgive my repetitious tongue if I tell you one 

more time that Jesus Christ never made a claim He did not back up with some concrete physical action.  I 

am certain the major reason for the resurrection miracles He performed with Jairus' daughter, the son of the 

widow of Naim and finally with Lazarus was so that we might give greater credibility to His claim to be 

able to provide spiritual life to all who seek it in Him. 

 

Nearly all the miracles or "signs" reported by the Apostle John are unique to His gospel.  That is fair enough 

because he was writing after the other gospels to fill in the gaps.  Nevertheless he, like Matthew, Mark and 

Luke, decided that the feeding of the 5,000 is a miracle that must be recounted in his gospel as well.  This is 
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the only miracle, apart from the resurrection of Christ himself that gets treatment in all four gospels.  There 

was something so awesome about this miracle that, even though the story has already been told three other 

times, and even though most of John's emphasis falls upon things that happened in Jerusalem rather than 

Galilee, John could not bear to leave it out.  Characteristically, however, he gives us some details missing 

from the synoptic accounts.  He tells us it was near the time of the Passover.  It is from John we learn it was 

Philip that Jesus engaged in a conversation about how to care for all those hungry people.  John tells us 

Christ's purpose in the conversation was to "test" Philip because the Lord already knew exactly what He as 

going to do.  John tells us too that 12 basketful of leftovers were collected after the meal and he alone notes 

the mood and mind of the people afterward which was to make Christ king by force.  That is the reason 

Jesus withdrew into the wilderness after performing the miracle.  Their idea of kingship was very different 

from His. 

 

Matthew and Mark along with John tell this connected story of Jesus walking on the water on the night 

following the feeding of the 5,000.  In this case, however, it is Matthew who gives us the fullest account 

including the part about Peter climbing out of the boat in order to join the Savior.  Feeding huge crowds of 

people was not exactly something the disciples had ever been called upon to do before, so I can well 

imagine they would have found it simple enough to excuse themselves from any responsibility for failure in 

that area.  But rowing across the lake was in their area of special expertise -- after all most of them were 

professional fishermen.  Even when they were doing what they knew best, they were impotent without the 

presence of Christ with them!!  And so, my friends, are we. 

 

In order to limit the length of our reading this morning, we stopped with verse 24 of chapter 6, but I want 

you to remember what you read today, especially the miraculous feeding of the 5,000 when we pick up our 

Bibles again tomorrow because these is an important connection.  The spiritual claims we will find Jesus 

making in the rest of John chapter 6 are largely dependent upon the physical proof He offered when He 

created enough bread to feed the hungry crowd.  

 

This is Pastor Soper.  You have a great day and I'll talk with you again tomorrow. 

 

WEEK 77, DAY 4                         JOHN 6:25-7:53 

Good morning.  This is Pastor Soper.  Today we read from John 6:25 through to the end of chapter 7.  Our 

readings today and yesterday have brought us to the portion of John's gospel which deals with the 

controversy that surrounded Jesus and the growing opposition of His ministry -- opposition so fierce that by 

the first verse of chapter 7 we are explicitly told the Jews in Judea and Jerusalem were actively seeking the 

opportunity to kill Jesus.  Traveling throughout Galilee, He could still move with a certain amount of 

freedom and safety, but Jerusalem was a dangerous place for Him. 

 

In an interesting sidebar, you may have noted this morning that there was one group who was urging Christ 

to go to Jerusalem: His own brothers who as yet did not believe in Him but who were basically saying, If 

you want to change the world, go to Jerusalem where the people are and show them your miracles!!  His 

brothers were not trying to get Him killed.  It is likely they did not yet know how serious the opposition was 

to Jesus, but it is clear that they themselves were not yet believers.  John makes that quite clear.  I would 

imagine their problem was, in part, very much the same as some of the leaders who said, ‘He can't be the 

Messiah because we know His family!  Joseph is His father and Mary is His mother.  He lives in Galilee’.  

There is an old expression, "Familiarity breeds contempt" and it was operating here. 

 

The leaders who concluded Christ could not be the Messiah because He came from Galilee were, in all 
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probability, reflecting upon two things: first the knowledge that the Old Testament prophet had named 

Bethlehem and the House of David as the place of the Messiah's birth.  Here, they had just not done their 

homework, at least not enough to find out that while He came from Nazareth, He hadn't been born there. 

The second fact that may have been reflected in their incredulity was the fact that Galilee was a rural and 

unsophisticated place.  Surely the king of the Jews would not be someone from the hills! 

 

The greatest sentiment fueling the virulent opposition to Jesus, however, had nothing to do with geography, 

it had to do with His teaching which they found so hard to accept, and with His claim to be more than a 

man.  He claimed for Himself deity, and He challenged their beliefs and traditions about how a person 

becomes "right" with God. 

 

Since all of Christianity rises or falls on these two critical things I want to be sure we clearly apprehend 

what Jesus is saying on both topics both here and throughout the gospel of John. 

 

First let us note what Christ says in our reading today about salvation.  The work of God according to Jesus, 

is "to believe in the One that He has sent."  Then, as now, religious people asked the age old question, "How 

can I earn salvation?", "What do I have to do to gain heaven for myself?"  When that question was asked of 

the scribes, the chief priests and the Pharisees, they had a ready answer, "Keep the law -- do good works."  

Jesus' answer, both here and throughout the gospels is "believe in Me."  The Pharisees said "works" and 

Jesus said "faith."  He said, "Whoever believes in me will have eternal life."  The great division between 

those who believe that eternal life comes to those who earn it for themselves and those who trust in the One 

who earned it for them is still with us.  When Jesus said to the religious leaders, you cannot attain 

righteousness on your own, He threatened everything they stood for.  He was, to them, a very dangerous 

man indeed. 

 

The second strain of teaching which earned for Christ the enmity of the Jewish leaders was His claim to 

deity which undergirded nearly everything He said.  Yesterday we saw Him explicitly take for Himself 

authority and privileges that belong to God alone.  In today's reading He kept up in the same vein: "I am the 

Bread of Life."  Even the way He said that, by appropriating the formula "I Am" deliberately calls to mind 

God's words to Moses in front of the burning bush: "I Am" that is My name!  Jesus says, I Am the Bread of 

Life.  Then He says, I am come down from heaven and whoever drinks My blood and eats my flesh will 

have eternal life and "whoever comes to Me, I will raise him up at the last day."  Then, "Whoever believes 

in me, streams of living water will flow from within him..." 

 

The leaders of the Jews were desperate.  This man was tearing their whole house down right in front of 

them.  He taught that salvation came by faith, not by works.  If people listened they might stop bringing 

sacrifices and tithes -- they might stop obeying the law and the strict interpretations of the law which had 

been handed down from previous generations.  Even worse He claimed Himself to be deity -- the Son of 

God.  If He was not God -- and how could He be -- Moses said there was only one God and He dwelt in 

heaven and besides, how could God tell people that trying to obey the law would not be enough to get them 

to heaven. 

 

Worst of all, this man was actually doing miracles -- He had supernatural power.  That was causing many 

people to believe in Him and follow Him.  Where did that power come from?  If He was not God --(and the 

Pharisees were sure He wasn't because of what He taught) then He must have demonic power and so that is 

what they said: He has a demon.  And that is why they decided He had to die.  All of that despite the 

question of Nicodemus, one of the members of the Sanhedrin who asked, "Does our law condemn a man 
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without first hearing him to find out what he is doing?"  Nicodemus had gone over to Jesus! 

 

I hope this exercise will help you to better understand the motivations of Christ's enemies.  It is often said 

they hated Christ because they were jealous of Him and I am sure there is some truth in that, but it was 

really a much more complex situation than simply that -- they really thought He would destroy their religion 

-- He was a heretic of the worst sort. 

 

I know you noticed the metaphor of living water again today.  Its Old Testament roots go all the way back to 

the water Moses brought forth from the rock in the wilderness and, of course, Jesus had already used the 

concept in explaining salvation to the Samaritan woman.  Here, at the feast of tabernacles (which would 

have them already thinking about the experience of Moses and the children of Israel in the wilderness) Jesus 

uses the image again, and John explains to us that He was talking about the gift of the Holy Spirit who 

would come to indwell all who put their faith and trust in Christ. 

 

The other image which dominated our reading today was that of the bread of life (again calling to mind a 

Mosaic theme -- that of manna in the wilderness).  But Jesus' words about the bread of life created a huge 

uproar because His hearers were unable to discern the spiritual meaning of His words and therefore thought 

He was talking about some kind of cannibalistic action when He said, "Whoever eats my flesh and drinks 

my blood has eternal life." 

 

I have often spoken of the discipline of hermeneutics, that is the science of properly interpreting scripture.  

This is a good place to remind ourselves that while we attempt to take the Bible literally, in its plainest sense 

wherever it is possible to do so, it is not always possible to do that.  When Jesus said I am the Bread of Life, 

He was speaking metaphorically just as He was later in this gospel when He said I am the door and still 

later, I am the vine.  He did not mean to be taken literally.  It would be a mistake to insist His words be taken 

literally here.  He is not encouraging cannibalism in any sense.  He is saying, Feed on me "spiritually," drink 

my blood spiritually which is, of course, exactly what happens when we partake in a communion service 

and also when we trust Him for our life on a moment by moment basis. 

 

This passage is, of course, the anchor for the Roman Catholic doctrine of transubstantiation which insists 

that every time a priest consecrates the bread and the wine of the mass, it actually becomes the actual flesh 

and the actual blood of the Lord Jesus Christ.  This is the classic example, in my view, of what happens 

when you take something literally that was not so intended.  The problem of this doctrine of 

transubstantiation is that it means every time you celebrate the table of the Lord you literally repeat the 

sacrifice of Christ.  It tends to compromise the New Testament assertion that the work of Christ in 

redemption and atonement was finished on the cross.  There is nothing more to do.  "It is finished."  I will 

leave this subject now for those who will be digging deeper this morning.  But you need to know the idea 

for the doctrine of transubstantiation derives from Jesus' words at the feast of tabernacles as well as His 

words at the Last Supper. 

 

There is just one more thing to which I would like to point your attention before we close this morning.  

That is the teaching of Jesus with reference to the subject of election.  We already know Paul taught the 

doctrine of election.  Today we found Jesus teaching it as well.  "No one can come to Me" he says "unless 

the Father draws him."  He also says in chapter 6, "All that the Father gives me will come to me, and 

whoever comes to me I will never drive away"...and...I will lose none of all that he has given me, but raise 

them up at the last day."  Those are comforting words indeed.  

This is Pastor Soper.  You have a great day and I'll talk with you again tomorrow. 
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WEEK 77, DAY 5                             JOHN 8-9 

 

Good morning.  This is Pastor Soper.  Today we read John chapters 8 and 9.  If you are using a study Bible, 

you will notice a note someplace in your text alerting you to the fact that the passage beginning with the last 

verse of chapter 7 and continuing through verse 11 of chapter 8 is entirely missing from the oldest and most 

reliable manuscripts we have of the Greek New Testament. 

 

Now once before, at the end of the Gospel of Mark we encountered a similar problem because Mark's 

account of the resurrection and ascension is missing from those same early manuscripts.  In that case the 

likeliest explanation is that the very end of one of the oldest (maybe even the original) scroll of Mark's 

gospel was damaged and then replaced by later copyists who either had knowledge of the original or who 

filled in the gap as best they could.  In that case we have no cause for any discomfort at all because the other 

three gospel writers cover virtually the same material and give us great confidence in the reliability of the 

"restored" ending to Mark. 

 

The case before us this morning, however, the story of the woman taken in adultery is different because it 

comes right in the middle of the Book.  The possible explanation of the damaged scroll is much less likely 

(though still not impossible) and the material involved is not reproduced by any other gospel.  What we are 

left with then is a question mark that extends itself over this one (and only this one) story of the New 

Testament.  It sounds very much like something Jesus would have done -- it is entirely consistent with His 

words and actions throughout all four of the gospels.  I am inclined strongly to believe it is an accurate 

account of something that really did happen; you just need to know there is some question about whether or 

not it was the Apostle John who included it in his account of Jesus' life. 

 

Now that we have dealt with the technical issue, the story of the woman taken in adultery contains some 

interesting features.  First, we are told it was a set-up -- an attempt to trap Jesus.  In order to set the trap, 

however, the woman's accusers had to "bend" the Mosaic Law a little bit.  The Old Testament law does not 

prescribe stoning of a woman unless she was a betrothed virgin, and interestingly the law demands the 

execution of both the woman and the man.  At any rate, the "trap" consisted of this, by order of Roman law 

the Jews were not allowed to carry out death sentences, so if Jesus said stone her, He could be charged with 

breaking the Roman law, but if He said release her, He could be charged with not upholding the Mosaic 

Law. 

 

Christ's response in the midst of this "tricky" situation was totally unexpected.  It dispersed the crowd 

because no one was hypocritical enough to pretend to be without sin and Jesus, who was without sin, chose 

not to condemn her.  He forgave her of her sin, but please note this, as with the invalid at the pool of 

Bethesda and as with others, He appended a strong warning to go and "sin no more."  We probably need to 

be reminded once again that free grace is not cheap grace.  God's forgiveness always comes with the 

demand that we truly repent and change the way in which we are living. 

 

Now, the main focus of chapters 8 and 9 continues to be the incredible claims that Jesus Christ made for 

Himself, the equally incredible proof that He offered, and the adamant refusal of the authorities to accept 

even the possibility that the miracle working Rabbi in their midst was really the Son of God and the 

Messiah. 

 

To summarize the contents of the remainder of chapters 8 and 9, it will be convenient for us to examine 

Christ's claims, the proof He offered and the attitude of the leaders who by now sought openly to kill Him. 
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The claims were bold ones indeed.  Already this week we have seen Christ claim to be the Bread of Life and 

the dispenser of eternal  life, the one with authority and power to raise the dead and judge all men on the 

basis of their response to Him.  In chapter 8 His claims continue.  "I am the light of the world" -- the 

dispenser of spiritual truth and knowledge.  He claims in His discourse with the Pharisees to have come 

from above, that is heaven, and to be the uniquely authorized spokesperson of God Himself.  He even claims 

to be without sin by these words that you and I could never speak, "... I always do what pleases Him." 

 

Christ's audacity completely frustrates and infuriates His opponents and they accuse Him to His face of 

being demon possessed.  The straw that breaks the camel's back as far as they are concerned is His claim to 

be able to grant everlasting life to any who will follow Him.  "How can you say that" they scream.  

"Abraham died, but you promise anyone who follows you will be exempt from death!  Who do you think 

you are?"  Then it comes -- the plainest most unguarded claim to deity in His ministry to this point.  Jesus 

says, "Before Abraham was, I Am" -- not I am the Bread of Life or the Light of the World or the door or the 

vine but just "I Am."  Only a Jew could ever feel the force of that simple declaration, but no God-fearing 

Jew could ever miss it.  Moses heard those words when he stood before the burning bush and they resonated 

down through the years to every righteous man.  That was God's holiest, most personal name.  It formed the 

basis linguistically of the name Jehovah which was so holy that no man would ever speak it -- whenever 

they saw the name Jehovah written they would say, "Adonai," "Lord!"  The name was so holy the vowels 

were removed.  When it was written no one could pronounce it -- and Jesus stands and publicly says, 

"Before Abraham was, I Am."  He is claiming preexistence -- that is pretty amazing, but much more He is 

saying I am Jehovah.  He literally blew them away and it is very clear they completely understood both what 

He said and what He claimed and meant by it.  Because the Pharisees picked up stone -- they had heard 

enough.  Without a trial, without any further inquiry, they are ready to stone Him for blasphemy. 

 

Perhaps now you will understand why the parents of the man who had been born blind were unwilling to 

involve themselves in any way in the matter.  It was just too dangerous. 

 

The proof of Jesus' claims comes from three sources -- from Himself, from His heavenly Father, and from 

the miracles done in God's name for the people of Israel.  The pattern of backing up every claim continues.  

When He was going to talk about being the Bread of Life, He fed a huge crowd by creating bread for them!  

After He claims to be the light of the world, He heals a blind man -- a physical proof for a spiritual claim. 

 

There is an interesting sidelight to the story of the blind man's healing.  It revolves around the question that 

the disciples asked: "Who sinned, this man or his parents that he was born blind?"  The attitude lying behind 

that question is, of course, the belief that all sickness is the direct result of sin.  That idea was accepted as 

truth by the Jews of Jesus' day and has been pretty popular all through history.  (When we study the Book of 

Job we will discover this belief is as old as history!)  In the case of a child born with a physical problem, the 

disciples felt some confusion.  They were probably trying to decide whether the blindness was the result of 

the sins the parents had already committed or the sins God knew in advance the child would commit.  Jesus 

says neither.  While it is true that some sickness may be the result of sin (the invalid by the pool of Bethesda 

may be an example of that), some sickness has nothing whatever to do with the sin of the one who is 

afflicted; God allows it for some other reason.  In this case it was so that God could be glorified in the man's 

healing. 

 

The anger and determination of the leaders who were opposing Christ has come into bold relief as we have 

read these early chapters of John's gospel.  Yesterday we read of their settled intention to kill Him.  Today 

we encountered again a phrase that becomes pretty common in the biblical account.  We are told that even 
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though Christ was teaching publicly in the temple and even though His enemies were determined to take 

Him, they were unable to do so "because His time had not yet come."  I know I have shared with you before 

the thought that all Christians are "immortal until their work is done."  Nowhere is that idea better 

exemplified than in the work of Christ Himself.  God had decided when Jesus would die -- and no one 

would be able to change that timetable.  I am certain the same is true of us. 

 

I am sure you noticed again -- as we have seen in the other three gospels that this miracle occurred on the 

Sabbath Day and therefore engendered controversy because by the Pharisees definition it involved "work" 

on the Sabbath.  Either Jesus did a disproportionate amount of His healing work on the Sabbath Day just to 

provoke the religious leaders, or the gospel writers chose to record the miracles done on the Sabbath more 

than others because of the controversy that surrounded them.  I think the latter is the better explanation. 

 

In any case the blind man's healing and his response to the accusation he had been healed by a sinner is a 

classic demonstration of how spiritually blind they had become.  "All I know is this," the newly sighted man 

told them, "I was blind but now I see!"  "We don't even know where he comes from," they protested.  They 

meant -- we can't be sure he is a good man. 

 

"The man answered," 'Now that is remarkable!  You don't know where he comes from, yet he opened my 

eyes.  We know that God does not listen to sinners.  He listens to the godly man who does His will.  Nobody 

has even heard of opening the eyes of a man born blind.  If this man were not from God, He could do 

nothing.'"  That was pretty clear thinking, but the Pharisees couldn't grasp it.  They were the blind ones. 

 

Pay careful attention to the very last verse of chapter 9.  More times than I wish in my ministry I have been 

asked, "What happens to an infant who dies or to a stillborn child?"  The Bible never directly answers that 

question but Jesus may have provided us here with a clue.  To the Pharisees He said, (dealing with a very 

different subject but still laying out a principle that would be useful) "If you were blind" (that is without the 

ability to know right from wrong) "you would not be guilty of sin; but now that you claim you can see, your 

guilt remains."  If you really were blind, God wouldn't hold you accountable.  That verse has provided me 

with a ray of light and hope on a subject that would otherwise be very troubling. 

 

This is Pastor Soper.  You have a great weekend and I'll talk with you again on Monday. 


