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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

The Problem 

The purpose of this investigation is to determine, on 

the basis of the Gospel according to St. John, bow man, by 

nature, reacts to Christ. This issue is by no means merely 

academic. Christ's testimony concerning His Gospel conf'licts 

with at least two situations which exist in our "Christian­

ized" society. For one thing, our Lord told His disciples 

that the world would hate and .persecute them because ot His 

Gospel. Yet, in America today, "Christianity" receives the 

approval of the majority of people. In the second place, 

Christ informed His disciples that!!! had chosen them, not 

vice versa. The current emphasis in "AV&Dgelical" preaching, 

however, challenges people to "make their decision for 

Christ." 

This conflict between the words of our Lord and the 

ideas which are current today prompts us to look at St. 

John's Gospel and try to discover the Christ whom men ,22-

pose and the reason why they cannot choose!!!!!!• 

A detailed exegetical study of every passage which has 

anything to say about man's attitude toward Christ would be 

beyond the scope ot this paper. Therefore we must limit 

this study in two respects. In the first place, exegetical 
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notes are included in the text only when they have particular 

relevance to an expression of man's attitude toward Christ. 

'l'he second limitation is tha t the catalog of passages, al­

though an ef fort has been made to make it sufficiently ex­

tensive for the purpose of this investigation, does not in­

clude every passage on our subject. 

The Issue in Contemporary Jewish Thought 

Two J ~.iish scholars, Zeitlin and Fax, have recently 

given an i nterpretation of the cause of Christ's crucifixion 

which conflict s wi th the fourth Gospel. Fox asserts that 

all the J e\'IS of Judea and Jerusalem were not involved in 

Christ's t r i a l a nd crucifixion.l It is true that every Ju­

dean certa inly wa s not physically present outside Pilate's 

praetorium. Nonetheless, St. John's account of the opposi­

tion to Chri s t contradicts Fox's theory that only a small 

number of high priests (who, according to Fox, were merely 

pawns of Pilate) were involved in Christ's death.2 Zeitlin 

has a similar explanation for this statement: 

A superficial reading of the story of the Passion gives 
the impression that the Jews were responsible for the 
crucifixion of Jesus. As we analyzed tJle narrative of 
the trial, however, it became evident that the Jewiah 
people were not responsible £or the death of Jesus., 

la. George Fox, Jesus, Pilate and Paul (Chicago: Isaecs 
& Company, c.1955), P• 10). 

2Ibid., p. 104. 

)Solomon Zeitlin1 Who Crucified Jesus? 
per & Brothers, c.1941)-;--i;. 111. 

(New York: Har-



3 

Zeitlin claims that Jesus was put to death as a politi­

cal off ender because it was .fea red that He might begin a 

revoluti on a gainst Rome.4 He argues, 

The .fa ct t ha t the high priest had to assert again and 
aga in, "Ne have no king but Caesar" indicates that not 
only was Jesus' tria l a political Issue but that the 
high priest wa s .fea rful o.f being accused or being,:an 
accomplice in declaring Jesus a King or the Jews.J 

It should a lso be noted that, in addition to these Jew­

ish scholars, Cull~..ann also argues that Christ was put to 

death by the Roman government as a Zealot leader.6 He de­

clares, however, t hat, although the Romans were legally re­

sponsible .for our Lord's crucifixion, the Jews were morally 

responsible.? 

These t heories stimulate our desire to investigate St. 

John's testimony to the opposition against Christ. 

The Method 

The bas ic source used in this study is Nestle's Novum 

Testamentum Graece. The exegetical tools are noted in the 

bibliogr aphy. Several commenta ries on the fourth Gospel, 

some scholarly works on the relations between Christ and the 

Jews, and a .few popular expositions of biblical characters 

4Ibid., p. 169. 

5Ib1d., p. 167. 

6oscar Cullmann, The State in the ·New Testament (New 
York: Charles Scribner-rs-sons, c-;!9;li'T,-i;; 41. 

7Ibid., P• 43. 
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were also employed. 

Pertinent passa ges appear at the head of each subdivi­

sion in the s econd and third chapters 0£ this thesis. These 

passages wer e collected through a study 0£ the Gospel in the 

Revised St a ndard Version 0£ the Holy Bible. They were then 

translated f r om t he Greek into the form in which they appear 

in this pape r . 

All ita lici7.ed ~rords in quotations (except for Biblical 

quotes) a re tho italics of the original authors. 



CllAP'fER II 

THE DISPLAY OF' HUfU1N OPPOSITION 

The World 

He was in the world, and the world came into existence 
through Him, and the world did not know Him. (1:10) 

\'/hat He has seen and heard, this He is test1£ying and 
no one is receiving His testimony. (3:32) 

"the -v-rnrld •• • has hated Me. ·• • • (15 :le) 

Ar1d i-rhen He comes, Ile will expose the world concerning 
sin ••• that they do not believe on Me •••• (16: 
Sf.) 

"you will no longer see Me •••• the world will rejoice 
••• •" (16:16,20) 

On the surface, one might suppose tha t a visitation 0£ 

the Creator would occasion general acclaim and homage on the 

part of His crEa tures. 'l'he Gospel according to St. John, 

however , is replete with man1£estat1ons that the visitation 

of the Son of God gave rise to a response which was diamet­

rically opposite to such popular reverence. 

Although Christ brought all things into being, the world 

did not even recoe;nize Him. His words conveyed eternal life 

(cf. 6:68) but the world did not accept His message. On the 

contrary, it hated Him and rejoiced in the removal 0£ His 

visible presence. 

The world's animooity did not die with Christ. It con­

tinued to vent its anger because of Jesus through its perae-
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cution of Hi s di s ciples (cf. l5:19ff.). Thue, St. John 

writes i n t he present tenoe when he declares, "He!! t esti­

fying and no one 1§1. reoeivi ng n1s testimony." (3 :,32) The 

sin of whi ch t he uorld is convicted is that it does not be­

lieve. 

The Jews 

His mm did not r eceive Him. (1:11) 

Al though He ha d performed so many signs before them, 
they ,;1er e not believing on Hiin. (12:37) 

They did not know that He was speaking about the Father 
t o them. (8 :27) 

"do we not correctly say that You are a Samaritan and 
You have a demon?" (8:48, cp. vs. 52) 

"He has a demon and is madJ why do you listen to Him?" 
(10: 20 ) 

the J m-,s all the more were repeatedly seeking to kill 
Him. (5:18) 

He did not want to walk about in Judea because the Jews 
wer e seeking to kill Him. (7:1) 

Then they took up stones to throw upon Him. (8:59) 

The Jews a gain took up stones in order that they might 
stone Him. (10:31) 

Then t hey were again seeking to arrest Him. (lOS.39) 

'11hey brought him (namely, the man who had been born 
blind) to the Pharisees. (9:13) 

But some of' them went to the Pharisees and told them 
the things which Jesus ~d done. (lla46) 

"I£ He were not one who does evil, we would not h&Ya 
delivered Him to you." (18:30) 

Then they cried out again, saying, "Not this Man, but 
Barabbas." Now Barabbas was a rot>ber. (18240) 
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Chr i st's Authorit y Over the Sabbath 

'l'he J etrs beean to persecut e Jesus because He was repeat­
edly doing these things on the sabbath. (5:16) 

The J' Gws t hen were saying to the man who was healed, "It 
is the sabbath and you are not permitted to carry this 
pal l et.n But he answered them, "'l'he One who ma.de me well 
said to me, ' Take up your pallet and walk.'" They asked 
hi m, "1:l ho is the man who said to you• 'Take up your pal­
let and walk'?" (5:10-12) 

The day on \·ihich Jesus made clay and opened his eyes was 
a sabbath •••• Then also the Pharisees asked him again 
how he received his sight. (9:14£.) 

"What did Il e do to you? How did He open your eyes?" (9: 
26) 

"I f on ~0he sabbath a man receives circumcision so that 
t he law of' Moses might not be broken, are you angry with 
lii e because I made t he whole man well on the sabbath? 
Stop j udgi ng according to appearance and judge according 
to t he ri ght judgmentJ" (7:23£.) 

The day on which Jesus made the clay and opened his eyes 
wo.s a sabbath. So some of the Pharisees were saying 
" This man is not from God because Il e does not keep tte 
sabbath." (9:14) 

"we know that this man is a sinner." (9:24) 

It is interesting to note that the Jews began (ingressive 

aorist) to persecute Christ because of His repeated inf'rac­

tions of their sabbath laws. Their emphasis on the observa­

tion 0£ minute laws con£licted with Christ's emphasis on mer­

cy. It appears that our Lord intentionally attacked their 

sabbath reg"lations for we are told that He repeatedly (iter­

ative imper£ect) was doing these things on the sabbath. 

The Jewish legalism is brought out in the reaction to 

Christ's healing 0£ the invalid. By healing the "whole man" 
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on the sa bbqth , C.1rist is reveal ing Himself' as the promised 

r-'iessiah.16 The J ews, however, were interes ted only in accus­

ing a ccording t o t he law, not in rejoicing over a manif'osta­

tion of God's glory. Tho invalid re£erred to Ghrist as "the 

One who mg.~ !!!§. ·Nel l n ; they desired mo rely to f'ind out who 

had told him t;o brea k the sabbath. 

Thei r react i on t o Chri s t's healing o.f the man \·rho had 

been bor n blind aga i n shows their concentration upon the "how" 

and not upon t he n\'1hat" of' the sign. They repeatedly asked 

to be t old how Jesus had healed him; their minds were closed 

to t he meaning of t hi s unique mi racle and open only to the 

fact t h~t the Lord had broken their interpretation of t he law. 

Christ pointed out the fallacy in their reasoning. They 

t hemselvco rogularly wai ved the sabbath law in l i eu of' another 

law, v i z. the cor::rna nd to be circumcised. They per.formed this 

rite on the "eic:hth day11 even when it fell on a Saturday; yet, 

using t heir unr i ghteous and inconsistent judp,ment, they hated 

Jesus for healing on the sabbath. They were convinced that 

He was a sinner. Loosley says, "what underlies their criti­

cism of Jesus is their whole conception of' rel1gion.nl7 

Chri st's Authority As Teacher 

" How can you believe when you receive glory from one an­
other and are not seeking the glory from the only God?" 
(5:44) -

16i1oskyns, .2.E.• ill.•, PP• 31Sf' • 

17Loosley, ~· ~., P• 84. 
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"Did any of the l eaders, or of the Pharisees, believe 
on Him? Du t t his crowd, which does not know the law, 
is a ccursed." (7: 4$f.) 

And they reviled him and said, "You are His disciple, 
but !:!£ are di s ciples of 1".oses. \'l e know that God has 
spoken to I-loses but we do not kno11 where this man is 
f'ror:1. u { 9: ?.8f'. ) 

They answered him a nd said, "You were bom entirely in 
sinn aud a :i.~c you t eaching us?" And t hey cast him out. 
( 9:3l~) 

" You are ex.amin inp- the Scriptures because you suppose 
you have eternal lif e in them and t hese are they which 
are tes ti.fyi ng concerni ng Me, but you do not wish to 
c oiue t o Me that you mi ght have life." (5:J9f.) 

" He \·rho sent Ue is true, He whom you do not know; but I 
know Hi m for I am f rom Him and Ho has sent ne." So they 
wer e seeking t o arr,1st Him. • • • (7:28-JO) 

As i·1.:io not ed above, the Jews began to persecute Jesus 

because He \'la s breaking the sabbath.lg Jewish opposition to 

Chris t, however, Nas not due merely to their "righteous anger" 

over some legal inf ractions; rather, it was based upon some­

thi ng much deeper. Jocz argues, 

The real conflict between Jesus and the authorities ••• 
was not 0£ an academic nature. It was personal. The 
of£er.cc l aid to the cha rge of fesus was his cla im ••• , 
the claim of unique authority.~ 

Chris t is~ Glory; He is the revelation of divine power 

and "light" from the source of God Himself. The Jews, however, 

desired human praise and not this glory. The Pharisees be­

lieved t ha t they themselves were the very source and norm of 

18supra, p. 35. 

l9Jac6b Jocz, The Jewish People !!!.'!. Jesus Christ (London: 
s. P.c.K., 1949), P• ~-



truth; they felt that their rejection of Jesus established 

Him as an i nposter. 

"Y!..2 are disciples of I-1oseeJ" It was noted above that 

they did not receive the true message of Moses and repent. 20 

Their emphasis was not on "Moses" but on "we"; thus they mani­

fested thoir fa ith in t heir own learning. St. John ironically 

records their haughty statement that they could not be enlight­

ened by a sinner. 

Our Lord did not let them remain under their illusion of 

self-righteous scholarship. They assumed that they possessed 

eternal lif'e simply because they ransacked the Scriptures. 

Christ informed them that their assumption was false. They 

had misinterpretod their Bible: man can have life only in 

Christ; tho function of' Scripture is to lead man to Him, not 

to provide man ,tith food for his own egotism. "Thus the pride 

of the Jews in their indefatigable study of the Scriptures is 

undermined at its source.n21 Christ exposed man's ignorance 

of God and asserted His own absolute knowledge and authority. 

In doing this, He makes the opposition of natural man inevi­

table. 

Christ's Diety 

"My Father still is working and I am working." Therefore 
the Jews all the more were seeking to kill Him, not only 

20supra, PP• 33£. 
21

Hoskyns, ~· 9.!£•, P• 273. 
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becauoe He was breaking t he sabbath, but also because 
Ho was calli ng God Iris o\'m Father, making Himself" equal 
to God. (5:17f.) 

" Before Abraham came into being, I am." So they took 
up stones to thro,., at Him. • • • ( g: 58£. ) 

"VJe stone You ••• because of" blasphemy, because You, 
being a man, make Yourself" God." (10:33 J 

" \·le have a law and, according to this law, He ought to 
die because He made Hi mself" the Son of" God." (19:7) 

"You are from the below; I am .f"rom the above. You are 
f'rom t hin world; I am not .f"rom this world." (E!:23) 

"If" the world hates you, know that it has hated Me be­
f ore it hated you. If" you were of the world, the world 
woul d l ove its o,.,1n; but because you are not of' the world, 
but I chose you out of the world, therefore the world 
hates you." (15:18£.) 

nr am speaking the things which I have seen .f"rom the 
Father and theref ore you are doing the things which you 
have heard from your father." (8:38) 

"\'l hy do you not understand My words? Because you can 
not hea r My words. You are £roe you father, the devil, 
and ~,rou will to do the desires of" your f'ather. He was 
a murderer f'rom the beginning and is not in the truth 
because the truth is not in him •••• but, because I 
say the truth, you do not believe Ne." CE.l:43-45) 

The basic off'ense in Jesus of' Nazareth is the deity of" 

the incarnate Christ. In attempting to explain the heart 0£ 

the collision between Christ and humanity, Strachan says, "the 

dispute very soon passes into a controversy regarding the per­

son of Jesus Himself, or His divine claims."22 The animosity 

of' the Jews was only intensified when Jesus explained His 

authority to heal on the sabbath: "My Father still is working 

22strachan, .2.e• ~., P• 21. 
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and I am working." The Jews correctly interpreted these word.a 

to mean t hat Christ's relationship to the Torah was identical 

with tha t of the Father. 23 In their estimation, however, His 

divine claim ~ra.s nothing short 0£ blasphemy. Christ's asser­

tion of Hi s dei ty was not only the basis of their two attempts 

to stone Hi m but a lso the ul.timate r eason for their desire to 

have Him crucif ied. 

The rea son £or man's lack of harmony with Christ's deity 

lies in the f a ct that there are two opposing real.ms: the 

realm of this vrorld and the realm of "the above." 

The ,·10rld ha t es those who are not a part of it. This 

clash is due to t he fact that the world is in bondage to its 

demoni c prince, t he devil. (14:30; 16:11; 6:31££.) Christ's 

revela t ion of' the Father therefore causes the world to seek 

to silence His voice. It is opposed to the Truth because its 

"father" is the propagator of !!.!.! and has no part with the 

truth. I t seeks to kill God's Messiah because its "£ather" 

is a murderer from the beginning. In other words, the devil 

constantly opposes God's beneficent plans; the J ews, in this 

same spirit, were seeking to destroy the Son of God and thus 

counteract His work for mankind.24 

Ultimately, the world rejected Christ because, as Satan's 

realm, it is essentially antagonistic to God's rule. 

23Ibid., P• 168. 
24stevens, .QJ?• .2.11•, P• 196. 



CHAPTER "IV 

OUR ATTITUDE TO\'lAHD CHRIST TOD/1.Y 

t ho Crucified Christ? 

As \-ras noted in our introductory chapter, ther e is an 

hypothesis cur rent among some Jewish theologians that Christ 

was crucified simpl y as a political of£ender.1 The whole 

tenor of the f ourt h Gospel, as has been shown, dramatically 

shows t ha t t he conf'lict between Christ and the Jews was much 

more serious t han t hi s view would allow. 

Accordine to St. John, the opposition against Christ was 

not a l ast minute decision involving only a few of Pilate's 

pa\'ms. 'l'he J cws were constantly opposing Chris t and were 

repeat edly seeking to kill Hill'l. The crowds which followed 

Him eventua lly l eft and turned against Him. Even His own 

di scipl es were "following" Ilim only in body. \·/hen His hour 

came, the}r too deserted Him. In short, there was real and 

wides pread anta gonism against the Lord. 

'{ e mi ght summarize the reasons for this antagonism as 

follows: 

a. Christ's human! ty was an otf ence I the J ewa could 
not accept His absolute claims because they viewed 
Him only as a man. 

b. His concept of worship was a contradiction of the 
ritualistic temple worship in which they placed 

1 Supra, PP• 2£. 
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their hopes. His cleansing of the court of the gen­
t iles opposed their Jewish exclusiveness. 

c. Hi s det ermination to die for His "sheep" did not ful­
fill t h~i r messianic expectations. 

d. Christ's condemnation of sin arroused the anger in 
t heir unr epentant hearts. 

e. His authority over the sabbath contradicted their 
legalism. 

f. His absolute authority as the teacher opposed their 
s elf-righteous, biblicistic"'Tntellectualism. 

g . His divine nature was the inevitable target for the 
l i es a nd treacherous hatred of the Devil-ruled world. 

The Attitude of All Men, by Nature 

Whoovor a ccepts the authority of the fourth Gospel must 

asoert t hat t he crucif ixion of Christ was a complete national 

reject ion of God's Messiah. Speaking historically, the Jews 

crucif ied Chris t. The Gospel according to St. John, hm,rever, 

will not let us r est here. It was not written to give gentile 

Chris tians rea sons to be "Jew haters." Fox refers to the in­

justices which "Christians" have perpetrated against the Jews 

since the time of Christ. 2 St. John certa inly does not pro­

pound such anti-Semitism. 

Ne nrust remember that also non..J ews are reported as being 

opposed to Christ and His Gospel. The Samaritan woman bad her 

pride in "father Jacob" (4:11) and, in the early part of her 

discourse with Jesus, she showed an attitude of complete ma-

2 G. George Fox, Jesus, Pilate!!!!! Paul (Chicago: Isaacs 
& Company, c.1955), p. 42. 
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ter1alism. Pil ate, t hough convinced of Christ's innocence, 

scoff ed a t His testimony to the truth, had Him scourged, and 

f i nally consentetl t o His crucif ixion. (18 :33££.) The sol­

diers repeatedl y mocked and struch the Savior. (19:2£.) 

The ulti:ma t e point \'Thich St. John makes in regard to the 

rejection of Chri~t i s t hat the world hated Him and it stands 

condenm.ed . (15 :lSf.; 16:11) Hoskyns says, 

The author did not require of his original r eaders that 
t l:ey shoul d exercis e skilful historical imaf{ination or 
for ce themselves into a position not already theirs. He 
a ssw':'les that his readers stand ,-,here the Jews once stood 
• • • t hat a ll men, because they are men, occupy this 
posi t i on.3 

The same Christ confronts man today and man, by nature, 

is bas ica lly the same. Mankind, as under the rule of the 

"prince of thi s ,-rorld, " rejects Christ today .for the same 

r easons as t he J cws rejected Him t 1;iO thousand years ago. Many 

theologi ans s t i l l are offended by the fact that the incarnate 

Christ continues to make His claim of absolute authority and 

divinity . I-!ankind still looks for its own kind of "messiah." 

Humanity continues to be proud o.f its own morality and intel­

ligence and it therefore hates God's sin-revealing Light. 

The world today is still the realm of Satan which opposes the 

rule of God in Jesus Christ. 

If our choice depended upon our own human potential, we 

too would make our decision against Christ and cry out, "Not 

.3Edwyn Clement Hoskyns, The Fourth Gospel (London: Faber 
& Faber Limited, c.1947), P• ~ 
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this man, but Dara bhasl" (18:40) All glory be to God: "You 

did not choose Tie , but I chose you." (15:16) 
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