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     Don: All right, we’re on. Let’s open with a word of prayer. Our great and gracious heavenly Father, we thank You. We come to You with adoration and praise, O triune God—You who are Father, Son and Holy Spirit. We bless Your name; we bless Your holy name. Father, we pray that You would help us not to forget all Your benefits, including the beauty of this day, the fact that we are here healthy. Some of us have health problems. But Father, we thank You that You have safely gathered us here.
     Father, we praise You for another opportunity to be instructed in Your word. And as we look, heavenly Father, today at the story—the narrative, the true historical account of a man who was born blind whom Jesus healed,--we pray, Father, that we would be instructed and inspired by the courage of this man, instructed on how You lead us to Yourself, and whatever other lessons You want us to learn as well.
     Father, we continue to pray for Jeff and his family and his children, Father, that You would sustain them, that You would help them to grow in the knowledge of Christ during this very difficult time.
     We also pray, Father, for Bruce and Becky, Lord, that You would see fit for Bruce to be able to buy the van that will help him to be more mobile. And so now, Father, we pray that You would guide us into Your truth this morning. O Holy Spirit, we pray that You would do that for us, and we pray in the name of Christ. Amen.
     Brave Men: Amen.
     Don: Well, for my favorite New Testament narrative I have chosen the man born blind, which is recorded for us in John chapter 9. You know, it’s one of my favorites because it hits home in a sense.
     I don’t know if Roger is here today, but—
     Roger Myers: Yes.
     Don: Last week he asked if I was going to go autobiographical. (Laughter) So I will do that for a couple minutes.
     When people ask me how long I’ve been blind, I tell them that I’ve been blind since birth. Technically that’s not quite true. Perhaps I would have been able to see a day or two. I was born three months premature in 1954. I had to be put into an incubator, and the oxygen from the incubator burned my retinas. It’s called ROP—retinopathy of prematurity. It was a very common occurrence at that time until it was remedied soon afterward. I would assume today that a lot of people would probably sue for that, but my parents did not do so.
     I, like this man that we’ll be examining, have never known a day with sight. You can’t miss what you’ve never had.
     Brave Man: Hmm.
     Don: I knew someone in high school who lost his sight and a number of his other faculties in a gunshot accident. And this to me was much, much more tragic.
     My mother suspected that I was blind when she shined a light on me and did other things and I didn’t respond. The doctor denied it at first, and then finally he admitted that I was blind.
     Can you imagine the anguish of these parents? My mom and dad were obviously very sad at first when they received the news. But these parents knew that their son was destined to a life of begging. Being blind then was not like it is today with all the advantages that we have, particularly in this country. So let’s keep that in mind.
     So I’m breaking this up into sections. I would like someone to read John 9, verses 1-5 for us.
     Don Rimbey: I’ll do that, Don.
     Don Maurer: Thank you, Don.
     Don Rimbey: “As He went along, He saw a man blind from birth. So His disciples asked Him, ‘Rabbi, who sinned, this man or his parents, that he was born blind?’
     “’Neither this man nor his parents sinned,’ said Jesus. ‘But this happened so that the work of God might be displayed in his life. As long as it is day, we must do the work of Him who sent Me. Night is coming, when no one can work. While I am in the world, I am the light of the world.’”
     Don Maurer: Okay. Thank you, Don. So obviously here we have the setting. This is soon after Jesus’ confrontation with the Jewish leaders who tried to stone Him because of His claim to Deity, using the very name of God found in Exodus 3:14: I AM. It was probably during the Feast of Tabernacles. Jesus sees a man blind from birth. John’s Gospel is the only place where this particular incident is recorded. We have other incidents of blind people being healed, but this is the only one where a man is blind from birth.
     We don’t know what prompted His disciples to ask Him the question, whether it was the man himself or his parents whose sin was the cause of him being blind from birth. But they ask him nevertheless. Now I want to spend a little time on this. I don’t know if John Gratner is here today.
     John Gratner: I might be.
     Don: You might be? Okay; at least someone that looks like you; right, John? (Laughter) We were talking briefly the other day. John, I’m sorry I didn’t get back to you, by the way. But anyway we were talking briefly. And he said, “Are we going to talk about this man sinning or his parents?”
     I said, “Yes, we are.” So John, do you have anything to say to that before we go on?
     John: I think the disciples might have asked Him this question via the context of what we just mentioned. At the beginning of chapter 8 it was early in the morning, and He came down from the Mount of Olives and went into the temple. So He must have found the woman caught in adultery late that night; they had her customarily thrown out into the street in the morning. So He goes on to speak. And the last thing He said right before that you mentioned, He just told these people who were accusing Him that Abraham had seen Him. He claimed to be the transcendent Yahweh in the flesh. It’s very interesting that here they are walking out. They’re walking out of the steps of the temple, right? Maybe they had to go a long way to take stones to stone Him, and that’s how He was able to slip out as it says.
     Don: Mm-hmm.
     John: When they passed by they must have seen this guy all the time.
     Don: Good point.
     John: But they recognized that they were walking around with someone who was not like them. And it was “we don’t understand why things happen to us. So what do You have to say about this, Jesus?”
     Don: Ah, yes; very well put. Now our initial reaction—and John, you put it in a good perspective;--but the initial reaction of many people is oh, this is a stupid question. It’s par for the course for the disciples. But before we’re too hard on them, let’s keep a few things in perspective.
     First of all, there are Scriptures which do in certain instances teach that there is a correlation between sin and suffering: the sin of Adam, original sin, right? If there were no sin in the world, there would be no suffering, accidents, pain or death.
     Furthermore, in Scripture there are times when there are consequences for individual sins. Roger, about a month ago you taught Psalm 51; David and Bathsheba. The consequence of David’s sin was that the child born to them died. When Moses strikes the rock he is not allowed to enter the Promised Land. God does say that He visits the iniquity of the fathers upon the third and fourth generations of those who do not love Him.
     We see this even today, don’t we? Unborn children suffer the consequences of parental conduct: drug addiction or VD, or something like that.
     We know what happened with the idolatry of Israel and their resulting captivity. So sometimes there is a one-to-one correspondence between an individual’s sin and consequences, even with children.
     And as far as children sinning from the womb, Psalm 51:4 and 5 says, “In sin did my mother conceive me.” Psalm 58:3 says that “The wicked go astray, even from their mother’s womb.” So there is some Scriptural support for the disciples’ question.
     Now there was also the Pharisaical tradition and teaching of the day, which the disciples were undoubtedly influenced by. In Jewish writings there was often a one-to-one correspondence between individual sin and individual suffering. Even the book of Job talks about that, right? What do Job’s three so-called friends keep saying? “Well Job, it must have been because you committed these horrible sins that all these things are happening to you.” God later rebukes them for saying this.
     But Jewish tradition said that Esau tried to kill Jacob in Sarah’s womb during their struggle. It also said that if an unborn baby kicked his mother in the womb, the baby sinned because he or she violated the commands in Exodus and Leviticus against striking a parent. I think these people went a bit too far in their interpretations of Scripture. These Scriptures were misinterpreted and misapplied.
     What do we say here? Well, we say that it is true that ultimately sin and the fallenness of the world is the reason for tragedies like this. But there is not always a one-to-one correspondence between sin and the sinner, and between suffering and the sinner. And in verse 3 Jesus kind of sidesteps the question. Does anybody have anything else that they want to say about that before I go on?
     Ted Wood: The thing that struck me is that you look at the person born blind. The disciples’ reaction was not one of caring about him personally, but almost as an object lesson; they treated him as an object.
     Don: Ah! Good point.
     Ted: That’s disturbing. The disciples should ask Him, “Rabbi, what can we do to help this blind man to live a better life?” Now they didn’t say that. They ask a theological question here. It’s very chilling.
     Don: It is. And isn’t it interesting that Jesus very subtly corrects them in verse 3, right? He—
     John: Okay. Sorry.
     Don: Yeah.
     John: Can you imagine what the blind man thought?
     Don: He must have overheard the conversation, right?
     John: He also sat outside the temple, probably hearing some teaching from time to time, and probably hearing the same question. “Was this me or was this my parents?”
     Don: Mm-hmm. Good point.
     Gary Craig: Don?
     Don: Yes?
     Gary: Isn’t there a verse in Jeremiah which basically changed all that, which said something about parents or someone taking sour grapes?
     Don: Oh yes, and their teeth are set on edge. It’s not the children who are responsible for the sins of the parents, or the parents for the children. You find that in Jeremiah, you find that in Ezekiel. So we have to keep that in mind as well.
     Gary: So basically Jeremiah changed that, in that it says that the parents didn’t—
     Don: Right. I don’t know if Jeremiah changed it. I think it has always been kind of a Scriptural principle. I think that we just have to take all of Scripture into perspective. It’s a complicated doctrine, no question about it, because life is complicated.
     David Miller: We know that Paul suffered as part of his ministry for Christ.
     Don: Oh, indeed.
     David: And perhaps traditionally he might have lost part of his vision later in life.
     Don: Yeah. What was his thorn in the flesh? Some people say that it could have been blindness or some kind of eye ailment, or something. But anyway in verse 3 Jesus sidesteps the question as it were. And he’s not saying that these people were not sinners. We know that we’re born sinners and we know that we’re all sinners.
     But they were missing the point. It’s kind of like what He says in Luke 13. What about those sinners on whom the tower fell, or who Pilate mingled with his sacrifices? “Were they worse sinners? No. But you’d better repent, or you’ll perish.”
     You know, unbeknownst to the man himself, or anyone else, it was that the works of God should be revealed in him. After all, wasn’t it God who said to Moses in Exodus: “Who is it that makes man to be born deaf or blind? Is it not I, the LORD?” And so this was used for the glory of God, which the man would find out in a few minutes.
     God uses suffering for our good, doesn’t He?, though we may not see it or experience it or realize it now. It was the same with Lazarus in chapter 11. He says that “this suffering was not unto death, but that the works of God might be manifest in him.”
     And so in verses 4-5 Jesus elaborates on this, just like Ted points out. “We must work the work of Him who sent Me while it is day,” the work of the Father.
     Transcriber’s Note: NKJV.
     Don: While He is still among them. In other words, here’s an opportunity. “You guys are interested in a theological question.” Or as Ted said very well, “you’re making an object lesson of this man. But here’s an opportunity to help someone. Let’s take advantage of that. Here’s this poor man; let’s do something here.” How many of us have squandered opportunities that we had?
     “The night is coming.” Christ’s death and departure is coming; ultimately death and eternity is coming for all of us, “when no one can work,” at least not the work of bearing fruit for the Kingdom as we can now, and that Christ was able to do.
     Christ said, “As long as I am in the world, I am the light of the world.” Obviously He is always the light of the world. But particularly “while I am visibly in the world now, and people can see what I’m doing, I am the light of the world.”
     It’s interesting that Jesus referred to Himself in this way in light of what He is about to do for this blind man. All right, if there are no further questions or comments, let’s do verses 6-12. Would someone read that for us, please?
     Ted: I can read it.
     Don: Okay, Ted.
     Ted: “As He said these things, He spit on the ground and made mud with the saliva. Then He anointed the man’s eyes with the mud and said to him, ‘Go wash in the pool of Siloam,’ (which means Sent.) So he went and washed, and came back seeing.
     “The neighbors and those who had seen Him before as a beggar were saying, ‘Is this not the man who used to sit and beg?’ Some said, ‘It is he.’ Others said, ‘No, he is like him.’ But he kept saying, ‘I am the man.’
     “So they said to him, ‘Then how were your eyes opened?’
     “And he answered, ‘The Man called Jesus made mud and anointed my eyes and said to me, ‘Go to Siloam and wash.’ So I went and washed, and received my sight.’
     “They said to him, ‘Where is He now?’ And he said, ‘I do not know.’”
     Don: Okay. Thank you, Ted. I don’t know about you guys, but this guy is one dude I want to meet when I get to heaven. I have so many questions to ask him! (Laughter) It’s just absolutely fascinating to me, and we’re going to get into it right now.
     There are a number of interesting scenarios going on here. After saying these things Jesus spits on the ground, makes clay or mud out of it, and then anoints the eyes of the blind man. Now Mr. Rimbey, when I listened to Stephen Armstrong he points out—and I think rightly so—that there is no exchange of words that is recorded here. There’s no warning: “Hi, I’m Jesus, and I’m going to do this to you.” (Laughter) No, He just does it; there’s no conversation here. And if this is the case, can you imagine what this man must have been thinking?
     Ted: Yeah.
     Don: Can you imagine his initial reaction? “Hey, wait a minute! What’s going on here? This Man is putting His hands in my eyes! What’s going on? What’s this slimy stuff?”
     So Jesus tells the man to go and to wash in the pool of Siloam, which means Sent. It’s a pool that was used for ceremonial cleansing and washing.
     Now why did Jesus perform the miracle this way? He could have just done it with a word, with a thought.
     Ted: Right.
     Don: The Bible doesn’t tell us. There is really not much use speculating. John Calvin, when he was asked questions of this nature, used to say, “Where God has shut His holy mouth, I will desist from inquiry.” Nevertheless I’ll give a couple of speculations.
     There was certainly no magic in the water itself or in the mud that was put in the man’s eyes. All kinds of reasons have been given. Some say that Jesus didn’t want the man to see Him at first so He could find him later; therefore He covers his eyes with the mud. Some say that Jesus wanted to demonstrate that man is dust or mud or clay because of the first Adam, and Jesus is the second Adam who had come to redeem man from death. Some—William Hendricksen, for example—say that it was a test of obedience. Would the man be willing to obey these instructions from Christ that seemed kind of odd?
     In any case, the man does obey Christ and comes back seeing. Now Stephen Armstrong points out that this pool was a considerable distance from the temple. It was not an easy trek for anyone, especially someone who was blind. And don’t forget: there were no canes or dogs in those days. Even having said that, my mobility skills are atrocious. So how he got there I don’t know. He probably had to have help; I don’t know. But he goes; he obeys. Somehow he makes the trip.
     And his reaction is not like that of Naaman the Syrian, who is told by Elisha to go and wash in the river Jordan. “Why should I go to the river Jordan? Why should I wash in the waters of Israel?” But no, this man obeys. The man humbly obeys and receives his sight.
     you know, there is something I want to ask this man when I get to heaven, if the Lord would grant it. What was it like?
     Brave Man: Yes.
     Don: What was it like, having never seen, all of a sudden to see? Paul taught this in our Sunday school series on the Gospel of John last year, and he was talking about the blind man. And one of the questions that I raised was not only would Jesus have had to heal this man physically, but I would think that he would have had to have healed him psychologically as well. Otherwise it would have been very traumatic for this man. “What’s that?” “That’s a tree.” “What’s this?” “These are flowers.” “What’s that over there?” “This is the temple.”
     I’ve heard stories. It was Maunday Thursday of 1984 when I went downtown. It was said that there were new hopes and possibilities for people that were born with my condition to have a little bit of sight restored or given. Unfortunately the doctor said that my retinas were damaged beyond repair.
     But I’ve heard of other people who have received sight who were either blind from birth or could not remember ever seeing, and it was very, very traumatic for them. And so Jesus would have had to heal this man psychologically as well as physically. Wow, that would be very, very interesting!
     But I’m sure that the first thing that this man did was to run home to his parents and then to his neighbors and declare the good news. They are obviously astonished, as anybody would be. As I said, this man sat and begged. He didn’t have the advantages that we have today. And others, not being able to believe what had happened, said, “No, he just looks like him.” But the man assured them that it was he.
     And of course, as anyone would because of their astonishment and curiosity, they ask him what happened. He tells them. And I think that we need to remember—and we often overlook this;--we need to remember that contrary to what many people say, miracles were not a common occurrence in those days. People weren’t dumb; they weren’t naïve; they weren’t primitive. It would have been just as astonishing for someone blind from birth to be able to see suddenly without any natural explanation then as it would be today. We think that we’re so sophisticated. And of course the more and more secular our society becomes, the more skeptical people are. But this was just as astonishing then as it would be to any of us.
     This man gives a testimony. And you can see how God is already at work in this man’s life. It’s interesting that he refers to Jesus as “the man called Jesus.” How did he know His name? We don’t know? I guess at some point Jesus introduced Himself. So when he was asked His location—where Jesus was—he actually doesn’t know because he had never seen the Man. He will eventually.
     Let’s go now to verses 13-17. Who would like to read that for us?
     Don Bishop: I’ll read it.
     Don Maurer: Okay, Don.
     Don Bishop: “They brought to the Pharisees the man who had formerly been blind. Now it was the Sabbath day when Jesus made the mud and opened his eyes.
     “So the Pharisees again asked him how he had received his sight. He said to them, ‘He put mud on my eyes, and I washed, and I see.’
     “Some of the Pharisees said, ‘This man is not from God because he does not keep the Sabbath.’ But others said, ‘How can a man who is a sinner do such signs?’ And there was a division among them. So they said again to the blind man, ‘What do you say about Him, since He has opened your eyes?’
     “He said, ‘He is a Prophet.’”
     Don: All right. Now from here until verse 34 we have a confrontation with the Pharisees. And you know, I can’t help but think, this poor man! They bring him to the Pharisees. Why did they do that? Why couldn’t they just let the poor man alone to enjoy his newfound freedom? Maybe they thought it was their duty; I don’t know. But they bring him to the Pharisees, who they would have had to know were hostile to Jesus.
     Now remember that the Pharisees were the conservatives of that day, the religious leaders to whom the people looked for spiritual guidance. It was a Sabbath when Jesus performed his miracle, just like the one in chapter 5 of John’s Gospel with the healing of the paralytic. The Jewish traditionalists had manufactured at least 39 manmade regulations concerning the Sabbath, and what you were allowed to do and what you were not allowed to do.
     So when they asked the man about how he received his sight, it is not out of joy for this man’s being able to see, or even out of curiosity. But all they want to do is that they want to accuse Jesus; it’s out of hatred for Christ. It’s the same with the man healed of the withered hand; it’s the same with the woman who was bent and unable to straighten herself up; it was the same with the resurrection of Lazarus. They wanted to kill Lazarus; hard hearts indeed!
     And the man gave a shorter answer this time. You know, I can’t help but wonder if it’s because he’s already beginning to lose patience with these people. I mean, here they were. They had to have seen this man in the temple. Did they do anything to help him? Probably not. And maybe they kept saying, “Oh, it was surely this man who sinned, or his parents; that’s the way he is.” So I’m sure the man was beginning to become a little bit frustrated.
     So there is a division among these people. One group says, “This man is not from God; He doesn’t keep the Sabbath.” Others were saying and at least raising the right question, “How can a sinner do such signs?” Remember, these were signs; they were signs of the Messiah predicted in Isaiah 35: that “the blind shall see, and the tongues of the deaf shall be unstopped.” And then Isaiah 61: “The Spirit of the LORD is upon Me, to bring sight to the blind.”
     Don Nemit: Don?
     Don Maurer: Yes?
     Don Nemit: In verse 13 where it says that they brought to the Pharisees the man who was aforetime blind, if you go back to the Old Testament, what was the confirmation that leprosy was cured? You had to go to the priest. And these guys, the Pharisees, were standing in as priests. They had to confirm that he was actually healed.
     Don Maurer: Okay. Very good Don; thank you. But these men in their hostility toward Jesus also want to accuse this man. So what do they do? They kind of give him a lead-in question. “What do you say about Him?”
     Well, if he says, “I don’t know anything,” or whatever, then they’ll say, “Well maybe there’s hope for us.” They knew that he was going to say what he said. And the man does say, “He is a Prophet,” which I’m sure arouses their anger all the more. And that’s exactly what they want him to say, isn’t it? He says the words that these men don’t want to hear: “He is a Prophet.”
     And again, we have on the one hand the hostility of the Pharisees. But on the other hand we have how the Holy Spirit is working in this man and bringing this man step by step to a saving knowledge of Jesus Christ. A Prophet; indeed Christ was a Prophet. That’s all the Muslims believe. But at least the man was right in that regard.
     All right. So now I would like someone to read verses 18-25. Roger, can you read that?
     Roger: Sure.
[bookmark: _GoBack]     Don: Okay.
     Roger: “The Jews did not believe that he had been blind and had received his sight until they called the parents of the man who had received his sight and asked them. ‘Is this your son, who you say was born blind? How then does he now see?’
     “The parents answered, ‘We know that this is our son and that he was born blind. But how he now sees we do not know, nor do we know who opened his eyes. Ask him. He is of age; he will speak for himself.’
     “His parents said these things because they feared the Jews, for the Jews had already agreed that if anyone should confess Jesus to be the Christ, he was to be put out of the synagogue. Therefore his parents said, ‘He is of age; ask him.’
     “So for the second time they called the man who had been blind and said to him, ‘Give glory to God! We know that this man is a sinner.’
     “He answered, ‘Whether He is a sinner I do not know. One thing I do know: that though I was blind, now I see.’”
     Don: Okay. Thank you, Roger. Now the Jewish officials resort to another tactic. Yes, Don, you’re right; they had to confirm that this man was healed. But they still don’t believe it. And what they want to do now is to indirectly accuse Jesus of fraud.
     What lengths they go to to do this! That man spoke to them; he was standing right there in front of them for all of them to see. And yet they still don’t believe him. They will do anything to discredit Jesus.
     They go to his parents. Again there is not one iota of joy for this man and his family, only hatred for Jesus. It reminds me of what happened during COVID with Samaritan’s Purse, where they wanted to build a hospital for all the people who were dying. I think they were eventually able to do that. But there were some people who said, “We don’t want them to do that because they’re anti-gay marriage.” You know, that kind of thing.
     We have Jewish sources such as the Talmud which to this day accuse Jesus of fraud and sorcery, close to the unpardonable sin according to Christ. And so for the second or maybe the third time they ask the same question. And my initial reaction is: Some parents, huh?
     Don Nemit: Amen.
     Don Maurer: They lie. They are cowards. They had to know who healed their son. I can’t imagine that this wasn’t the first thing that was told to them by their son as he rushed home to give them the good news. They were most likely the first to know.
     When I was in the hospital I profusely expressed my gratitude to my heart surgeon for saving my life. You would think that out of love for their son and out of profound gratitude that they would have bent over backwards to find, or at least acknowledge, the One who had done this incredible act of mercy for their son. They shirked their responsibility by having their poor son go through this interrogation again.
     Now at the same time, what would we have done in their circumstances? The Pharisees had a reign of tyrannical terror. If anyone confessed that Jesus was the Christ, they would be put out of the synagogue, not just thrown out. All the commentators that I consulted and Stephen Armstrong as well said that this was excommunication, the maximum punishment. This meant that a person or family would be cut off completely from the spiritual, social and economic life of Israel, the church of that time.
     It’s not like today. If a person receives church discipline and is excommunicated he can go to another church down the street. It didn’t work that way then.
     Ted: It may be like the Amish shunning someone.
     Don: Right, although maybe even a little worse than that. But these ruthless men again put this man through agony. They say, “Give God the glory! We know that this man is a sinner.” In other words, “Give the glory to God that you are healed, not this man Jesus.”
     Now that’s double talk. They were just accusing Jesus of fraud. But now they are saying that he was healed. It’s the irrationality of sin and unbelief, isn’t it?
     And the man’s response in verse 25 is a further testimony. He says, “Whether he is a sinner or not I don’t know.” It’s a statement by the grace of God that he will later retract. But he says, “One thing I know: that though I was blind, now I see.”
     That says it all, doesn’t it? Those words are familiar, right? “Amazing Grace”:
I once was lost, but now am found;
Was blind, but now I see.
     Undoubtedly that’s where John Newton got those lyrics. So he gives a testimony here, and a very important testimony.
     Okay, here’s a longer passage of Scripture now: verses 26-34. John, do you have that? Could you read that for us?
     John: Sure.
     Don: Okay.
     John: “They said therefore to him, ‘What did He do to you? How did He open your eyes?’
     “He answered them, ‘I told you already, and you did not listen. Why do you want to hear it again? You do not want to be His disciples too, do you?’
     “They reviled him and they said, ‘You are His disciple, but we are disciples of Moses. We know that God has spoken to Moses. But as for this man, we do not know where He is from.’
     “The man answered and said to them, ‘Well, here is an amazing thing! You do not know where He is from, and yet He opened my eyes. We know that God does not hear sinners. But if anyone is a God-fearer and does His will, He hears him. Since the beginning of time it has never been heard that anyone opened the eyes of a person born blind. If this Man were not from God, He could do nothing.’
     “And they answered and said to him, ‘You were born entirely in sin, and you are teaching us?’ And they put him out.”
     Don: All right. Thank you, John. Now the Pharisees are being more and more humiliated and running out of ammunition, and are becoming desperate. So what do they do? For the fourth time they ask him the same question, like a broken record. I know that some of you younger people don’t know what I’m talking about when I talk about a broken record. (Laughter) 
     Ted: That happens when you get a better time than the other guy in a race. (Laughter)
     Don: Yeah, uh-huh. “How did He open your eyes? How did He open your eyes? How did He open your eyes?” And I think there is comic relief here in verse 27; I love it! This is a statement and a testimony to this man’s courage, unlike his parents. “I told you already and you didn’t listen!” You know, it’s as if he were saying, “I was blind. Are you deaf?” (Laughter) “I said it to you three times. Why do you want to hear it again?” And I like your translation, John. That’s the NASB, right?
     John: Right.
     Don: I like the way it says this: “You do not want to become His disciples too, do you?” I love it; he’s mocking them, of course, which angers them all the more. Sin begets more sin, doesn’t it? Unbelief makes a heart harder and harder and harder.
     So they revile him. “You are His disciple, but we are Moses’ disciples!” Notice that they don’t say, “We are disciples of Yahweh.” “We are Moses’ disciples.” They almost look at Moses as Muslims look at Mohammed. They had him way out of proportion, because it was the law that they were trusting in to save them.
     Of course Jesus said otherwise in John chapter 5. He said, “If you would believe Moses you would believe Me, because Moses wrote about Me.” And then at the end of that chapter He says, “But if you don’t believe Moses, how will you believe My words?” He throws it back on them.
     “We know that God spoke to Moses. As for this fellow, we do not know where He is from.” Now Jesus had told them many times in John’s Gospel where He was from, from the Father. But they refused to believe Him. And obviously they were not talking about where He was from physically, where His origins were physically, but from where He was getting His authority.
     All right. So in verses 31-33 this man has a brilliant and courageous response and rebuke. And different translations say it differently. In my translation, the New King James, it says: “Here is a marvelous thing!” The NIV says, “Now that is remarkable!” The ESV says: “That is amazing!” The NASB says, “Here is an amazing thing!” In other words, this is beyond belief; this is incredible! This is beyond comprehension. “Any idiot would know that this Man has to be from God in order to do what He has done to me.”
     The man obviously had some Scripture knowledge because he acknowledges that God does not listen to sinners, but those who worship Him and do His will. That’s constantly repeated throughout Scripture. We saw that in some of the Psalms that we went through a couple weeks ago: that God does not hear the prayers of the unrighteous. But He hears the cries of the righteous, etc.
     This man says it all. “If He were not from God, He could do nothing.” And again you see the progression of his faith.
     And of course the Pharisees have reached the end of their rope as it were. They’re desperate; they’ve run out of ways to confront this man. They’ve been proven wrong time and time again. So what do they do? They resort to acting like little kids. They resort to name calling and insulting.
     You know, I can’t help but think of the “debate” last night. That’s what President Biden and Donald Trump did constantly: name calling. And it got worse and worse as it went on.
     “You were completely born in sin,” or “utterly born in sin, and are you teaching us?” Ironically again, those who had just accused Jesus of fraud are now acknowledging the validity of the miracle. “And they threw him out.” And again I and all of the commentators I’ve consulted believe that this is excommunication.
     Unlike many today, Jesus’ enemies at last acknowledge this miracle; they don’t deny it.
     Don Bishop: Hey, Don.
     Don Maurer: Yes, Don.
     Don Bishop: I don’t think this man had anything to lose by his excommunication.
     Don Maurer: Mm-hmm.
     Don Bishop: As opposed to his parents, he is already sitting on the outside of the temple begging for alms.
     Don Maurer: Yes.
     Don Bishop: So when he confronted the Pharisees I think he felt, “What have I got to lose?”
     Don Maurer: Ah! Very well spoken.
     Don Bishop: They didn’t care about him.
     Don Maurer: Right. Now of course he was able to see at the time.
     Don Bishop: Right.
     Don Maurer: But you know—
     Don Bishop: But before that he was just sitting there for years and years for all his life just begging. They didn’t care about him; the Pharisees didn’t care about him.
     Don Maurer: Exactly.
     Don Bishop: What does he have to lose?
     Don Maurer: Sure; that’s a good point. Now of course I can’t help but wonder how he led the rest of his life. I mean, this is the ultimate price that had to be paid. And of course what happens next is just truly, truly remarkable and wonderful. Paul, do you have your Bible?
     Paul Deffenbaugh: I do.
     Don: Would you read verses 35-41, please?
     Paul: Sure. “Jesus heard that they had cast him out. And having found him, He said, ‘Do you believe in the Son of Man?’
     “He answered, ‘And who is He, sir, that I may believe in Him?’
     “Jesus said to him, ‘You have seen Him, and it is He who is speaking to you.’
     “He said, ‘Lord, I believe!’ And he worshiped Him.
     “Jesus said, ‘For judgment I came into this world, that those who do not see may see, and that those who see may become blind.’ Some of the Pharisees near Him heard these things and said to Him, ‘Are we also blind?’
     “Jesus said to them, ‘If you were blind, you would have no guilt. But now that you say ‘We see,’ your guilt remains.’”
     Don: Okay. Thank you, Paul. All right. Somehow Jesus gets the news that this man had been thrown out of the temple. He found him, not the other way around, right? That’s a good Calvinistic or Biblical verse there; Jesus finds us in order to save us. And He will do whatever it takes to achieve that goal.
     Can you imagine the comfort this man experienced, seeing his Savior and Benefactor in the midst of sadness and uncertainty about his future? He may not have recognized Him at first. And Jesus did tell him who He was later. But He sees this man and his future, indeed his eternal future, is about to change. He was about to discover who his Healer really was.
     Jesus says, “Do you believe in the Son of Man?” My translation says, “Son of God.” From what I understand, “Son of Man” is probably the preferable translation. Both designations really mean the same thing. Christ in both instances is expressing and proclaiming His Deity and Kingship. Of course we get the expression “Son of Man” from Daniel chapter 7. And that was one of Jesus’ favorite designations for Himself. I think He uses it something like 80 times in the Gospels.
     Ted: He uses it more than “The Son of God.”
     Don: Yes he did. I think “Lord” is first.
     John: Why did they kill Him at the end?
     Don: That’s exactly right, John. Okay, “Do you believe in the Son of Man?” In other words, “Do you have faith in Me? Do you trust Me with your life and with your eternity, and Me alone?”
     The man answers, “Who is He, sir, that I may believe in Him?” Again the King James and the New King James say “Lord.” I think “sir” is a better rendering of that in English, because as yet the man did not know who Jesus was.
     “You have both seen Him,” Jesus says, “and it is He who is talking with you.” And what is the man’s immediate response? No hesitation: “Lord, I believe.” Three precious, precious words—simple, heartfelt, saving faith. And so you can see how the Lord brings this man step by step to Himself, as He does with all of us.
     Sometimes it might take a little bit longer if you’re talking to someone about the gospel. It might take days, weeks, months, years. How long did Augustine’s mother pray for her son? Twenty years? And yet God brought him and brings all of His elect to saving faith, gradually or suddenly, according to His pleasure.
     And of course his act of worship proves that he believed that Christ was God. And Jesus accepts this man’s worship, doesn’t He? If He weren’t God that would be utter idolatry. But the man worships Him.
     Now we don’t hear from or about this man again. So I wonder what the rest of his life was like, now that he could see. Was he able to earn a living? Was he living in poverty because he was excommunicated from the synagogue? Or did he join the New Testament church? I’d like to think the latter. Someday, Lord willing, we’ll find out.
     We have a portrait of Jesus’ power both to heal and to save, and a warning, a great rebuke of the religious leaders here in the last few verses. “For judgment I have come into this world.” All right, there is a crisis now. Jesus said, “Now that I’m here, you must decide. Am I the Messiah?” And a wrong decision can have deathly, fatal consequences. As Jesus says to the Jews in John 8, “If you do not believe that I am He,”—“that I am God incarnate”,--“you will die in your sin.”
     And so it is true on the one hand that Jesus came not to condemn the world but to save the world. But on the other hand He did come for judgment for this world. We have to keep that in mind. So He says, “That those who are blind may see,”—physically, especially spiritually—“and that those who see may become blind.”
     And of course the Pharisees with their hard hearts mock Him. “Are we blind also?” And Jesus said, “If you were truly blind, you would not be guilty of sin. If you realized how desperate your condition was and that you are blind, in fact that you are dead in sin, you would come to Me. You would come to Me, the only One who can save You. And I would. But because you say, ‘We see,’” as the Pharisees were fond of believing, saying, “We don’t need a Savior; we have the law. We didn’t need John the Baptist. We’re good, we’re Jews, we’re the chosen people,” etc. And then Jesus said, “Because of that your sin remains.”
     So it ends on a very somber note: salvation, but also a warning. And of course Jesus goes into the Good Shepherd discourse next to confirm what He has just said. Any questions or comments before we close this morning?
     Don Bishop: It’s so interesting that the Pharisees call everybody else sinners.
     Don Maurer: Mm-hmm.
     Don Bishop: “You were steeped in your sin.” They thought they were perfect. Yet they proved they were the chiefs of sinners by rejecting Christ as the leaders of their people.
     Don Maurer: Yes. They didn’t think they were sinners, did they?
     Don Bishop: They kept the law.
     Don Maurer: Yeah. And you know, a lot of us before Christ entered our lives probably felt that way about ourselves. I’m pretty good. I’ve never killed anybody, as if there weren’t nine other commandments that had to be worried about. So anyway here we go.
     Ted: Don, can I say something?
     Don: Yeah.
     Ted: I’m almost in favor of the Pharisees. I think the Pharisees always get a bad rap.
     Don: True confessions. (Laughter) Go ahead.
     Ted: The Pharisees were saying that I think about that covenant that God made with Abraham. They saw that he walked blamelessly before God. So the Pharisees were saying, “We get the instructions; we have to walk blamelessly before God, to follow His laws. So that’s what we’re called to do.”
     And they attempted to do that. They had no other way of getting saved except to follow the law. So I don’t see them as arrogant. I see them completely committed to the cause of pleasing God.
     Don: But Jesus thought otherwise.
     Ted: Of course He did. But He became the new way. They did not become desperate enough.
     Don: Uh-huh.
     Ted: And we all do that.
     Don: Oh, sure!
     Ted: We all make ourselves out that we can actually do it. We’re not really that bad.
     Don: Yes.
     Ted: Even as Christians we think that.
     Don Bishop: Ted, what about Genesis 15?
     Ted: Yes.
     Don: The sacrifice of the covenant. It demonstrates the oath of the covenant.
     Ted: What does it say in that?
     Don Maurer: “Abraham believed God, and it was credited to him as righteousness.”
     Don Bishop: We are to believe, you know.
     Ted: That’s right. It says that in Genesis, right?
     Don: Yes.
     Ted: That’s correct. But the overwhelming message throughout the Old Testament is that you’ve got to be righteous according to the law. Do you hear what I’m saying? We don’t get the message throughout the Old Testament that you have to believe, and that belief is counted as righteousness.
     Don Maurer: Okay, but Romans—
     Ted: I’m talking about the Old Testament.
     Don: Well I understand that. But Romans explains the Old Testament. And if you don’t see the Old Testament in light of the New, then you’re going to have that problem, right?
     Ron Baling: Don, I think that there is a lot of talk of grace in the Old Testament.
     Don: Oh, yes.
     Ron: But it has to be mixed in with the idea that you have to try to follow God. I think that the Pharisees were just a little—
     Don Bishop: What I meant by Genesis 15 is that I think that God was saying, “You can’t do this by yourselves; I have to do it. I have to take this oath. I have to come between these animals—
     Don Maurer: It’s the same with Joshua 24 that you’ve pointed out before, Ted. You can’t serve the Lord.
     Ted: Yes. You are not able to do it.
     Don: Yes, you are not able.
     Ted: I wish you wouldn’t have responded to what I said. (Laughter)
     Don: But the Pharisees thought they were able.
     Ted: Yeah. I just finished doing my devotions in Deuteronomy, and I loved it thoroughly. And I went through a few verses at a time, so it’s taken me months to get through it.
     Don: Oh yes.
     Ted: The overwhelming message is righteousness by the law. So I’m saying that there are verses in the Old Testament that point to a better way. But the overwhelming message in the whole sacrificial system is that it can be done by humans.
     David Miller: The purpose of the law was to show Jews and Christians and everybody that that they could not fulfill—
     Ted: a That’s absolutely true. I’m just saying that the message in the Old Testament is overwhelming: that you must be righteous according to the law and that you must walk blamelessly before God.
     David: That’s the commandment; that’s not the fulfillment.
     Ted: This was not fulfilled in the Old Testament.
     Ron: Jesus said, “I have not come to negate the Law; I came to fulfill the Law.” Righteousness is life. Yes, we need grace and we need mercy. But that is to cover our sin now. And eventually we will be without sin.
     Don Maurer: The problem with the Pharisees is that they ran away with this and began to believe that they were righteous on their own.
     Ron: I agree. All I’m saying about that is that I understand where Paul is coming from and what he has to say about that. To me righteousness is the overarching theme of the Bible; righteousness is life.
     Don: And Jesus had to point out to them that they were sinners. He had to point that out to them. He said, “You search the Scriptures because you think that in those you have eternal life. You think that in the law you have eternal life, and they point to Me.”
     Ted: Yeah.
     Don: Yeah. So somewhere along the line they lost their knowledge of the Old Testament and what it was really all about. So—
     Ron: In the New Testament, in all the letters first they preached forgiveness. But then in the second half of all the letters they are trying to instruct them in righteousness.
     Don: Yes. Maybe we’d better—
     Ted: You did a good job, Don.
     Don: Okay. Thank you, Ted. (Applause) Let’s end with prayer. Ted, would you like to end in prayer?
     Ted: Not really, but—
     Don: No?
     Ted: Lord Jesus Christ, we thank You for the revelation of truth through who You are. We thank You that in You we are righteousness and sanctification and the holiness of God. We thank You for the teaching that You’ve given us through our brothers: how You’ve inspired them not only from the study but also in their experiences of You through their study. And we pray for Jeff and his family, and we pray for his soon return, in Jesus’ name. Amen.
     Don: Amen. Thank you.
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