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John 9:13-34 

 

There was an instance, recorded by Matthew, Mark and Luke, where Jesus told a man 

that He had healed to go and show himself to the priest, taking along the required 

sacrifice of thanksgiving as testimony (e.g. Matthew 8:4). 

 

This could be seen as being done for three reasons. The two given within the story are 

so that a witness to God’s goodness and mercy can be shared with another, and, 

secondly, that thanks to God for what He has done can be offered. The third, and in 

this story, the hidden reason, is that in the Old Testament it was the priests who were 

the closest thing we have to the doctors of today. 

 

The priests, from Aaron onwards (see Lev 13:2-8) were to be consulted as to whether 

the people, with their various ailments, were ‘clean’ or ‘unclean’. And so it seems that 

Jesus, honouring this tradition, commanded the healed leper to go and see the priest. 

Leprosy, of course, was a serious condition, contagious, and lepers should keep away 

from other people. But by being declared healed by the prist, they could be welcomed 

back and, once again, live in the community of their fellow countrymen and women. 

 

Yet Jesus did not always follow this route. There were others lepers healed who were 

not told to do this, such as the one of the ten healed who returned to give thanks to 

God (Luke 17:19). He was not told to see a priest. And, of course, there were many 

other healings where no such direction was given. 

 

One such case is our reading today. Jesus has healed a blind man who returns home. 

Things escalate as his neighbours are so surprised, not accepting who he is, then not 

understanding how this could be. Then, we can assume, the more religious amongst them 

decide an audience with the Pharisees is called for! 

 

This meeting, as far as we can see, is not in line with the visit to the priest in the Old 

Testament. For one thing, Pharisees are not priests. For another, there is no precedent 

for ‘giving thanks to God’ or ‘giving testimony’ to such people. This was not a trip to the 

local doctor to be given the ‘all clear’; this was more a trip to court to be put on trial! 

 

I have never been in a court room myself. I have never been called for jury service. But 

from snippets in television programmes and films I have an idea of what goes on. 

 

The accused is brought forward, then the witnesses, for and against. I think, just like 

there were 4 Ws for Cell Groups (mentioned a few weeks ago), there are also 4 Ws in 

court – Who was involved? What happened? When did it happen? Where did it happen? 

And, of course, evidence is then brought forward to prove or disprove the case. 

 



I read through this story and can imagine everybody within a courtroom, with Pharisees 

as judge, jury and executioner! 

 

If we consider these 4 Ws  - the who, the what, the when, the where - we notice that 

we have three mentioned in this account. The one that is missing is the ‘where?’ Where 

did it all take place? This, obviously, is not that important to the case! 

 

Yet, funnily enough, within our court case, the defendant is not present! 

 

To a great extent it appears as though it is the healed man who is on trial, as he is the 

one being questioned. They even bring in his parents as if they were witnesses either 

for the healed man’s defence or for his prosecution.  

 

They even, at the end, (probably physically) throw him out (verse 34), but this is not 

because he is ‘guilty’, unless we count annoying the religious questioners! 

 

Yes, they wanted to confirm the what - that the healing had really taken place.  

 

They had not been there at the time of the healing, and many among them would have 

been cynical. In our day we have the full Bible account as well as bookshelves full of 

stories of God’s miracles amongst His people. Yet even so, even amongst us, there could 

be doubters. We haven’t seen God do anything for ‘us’, for ‘me’, so we won’t, or can’t, 

believe in miracles.  

 

In comparison to us, these Pharisees had nearly nothing. Stories, maybe of Elisha and 

Elijah, as well as Moses. Occasionally, even very rarely for them, God raised up a person 

who performed miracles. There appears to be 400 years of silence between the time of 

the last book of the Old Testament and the visit of an angel to John the Baptist’s 

parents. Where is God? What is He saying? What is He doing? 

 

These Pharisees may have been amongst those who doubted John the Baptist and 

probably knew nothing of Jesus’ birth and childhood! God, they could say, did do 

miracles, but He doesn’t do them now! 

 

They would need a lot of convincing, so the healed man is asked to tell the story over 

and over again. And his parents are summoned too, to confirm that he really had been 

blind. 

 

But this is only an introduction to the more important questions of the ‘trial’. When was 

this done? - because the answer to that question helps to show to the Pharisees who it 

was who had performed the miracle! And, more importantly, where this person got this 

power or authority from. 

 



The Pharisees of the New Testament, on the whole, are painted as the ‘Bad guys’, 

though there are exceptions, of course, such as Nicodemus (John 3) and Joseph of 

Arimathea (John 19). For the Pharisees, keeping the Law was of greatest importance!  

 

Was the power of the healer coming from God? And, indeed, could it? - because, in 

their eyes, the healer was breaking one of the 10 commandments. 

 

As we noticed earlier in John’s Gospel, the people were divided over who Jesus was. 

Here, in verse 16, we have the same division. ‘He can’t be from God’, and ‘He can’t be 

from earth’. Obviously one of these has got to be wrong! 

 

The Pharisees knew that the Sabbath should be kept holy. Jesus and, I believe, the 

healed man did so too. And so do we. But what does it mean to keep the Sabbath holy? 

 

Time and time again Jesus spoke to the opposing religious people about the 

interpretation of keeping the Sabbath holy. He Himself healed people on it, His 

disciples ‘harvested’ on it, so there are certain things that could be seen as allowed. As 

Jesus said elsewhere: 

 

“The Sabbath was made for man, not man for the Sabbath.” 

           Mark 2:27 

 

Today, as I understand, strict Jew have timers on all their electrical home equipment 

so that they do not have to turn on a switch on the Sabbath – for them that is work. 

 

But for Christians too, through the centuries, there has been wrestling with what 

things are right and what is wrong to do on the Sabbath. 

 

Eric Liddell, of Chariots of fire fame, was well-known for his refusal to compete in 

sport on a Sunday – our Sabbath. Some denominations, churches or para-Church 

organisations have their own lists of do’s and don’t’s when it comes to Sundays. We, as 

individuals, or as families, may have also decided what is acceptable and what is not for 

ourselves. 

 

And, I think, this is the problem. What is right in my eyes may not be right in yours! 

Some people have no issue with getting a Sunday or a Monday paper, for example, 

whereas others of us would avoid both. We would probably all agree that keeping the 

emergency services available, albeit in reduced numbers, is a good thing, and, indeed, we 

could see Jesus, in this story, bringing about healing – the work of the health service or 

caring professional. 

 

There are times when we really appreciate those people who are working on the 

Sabbath. At times we really need them. 

 



But the Pharisees who disagreed with the healing were claiming for themselves the 

religious high ground. They are disciples of Moses! 

 

This is stated in such a way as to say that there is no higher authority. They know 

Moses, they have his story, from birth to death, written down. He brought them the 

Law, following his meeting with God, so, in their mind and argument, their teaching is 

more true; in fact it’s the only truth: 

 

“the seventh day is a Sabbath to the Lord your God.  

On it you shall not do any work, neither you,  

nor your son or daughter, nor your male or female servant,  

nor your animals, nor any foreigner residing in your towns.” 

           Exodus 20:10 

 

Healing, for them, was work, and therefore should not be done. How sad that, it seems, 

they saw the Law of God as overruling the Love of God! 

 

When did the healing happen? Yes, it was on the Sabbath. 

 

What does this say about the ‘healer’? Can He be from God, because, they would say, 

surely God would not work through an individual on a Sabbath? - even if they reached 

out of their own accord assuming that God would support them. 

 

Other than saying He must be a ‘sinner’ (verse 24), the passage does not investigate 

where the healing power comes from if it is not from God, so we can leave that for now. 

But, anyway, we know where the power, the authority, came from! This man is from God! 

 

This is an interesting passage because it is about Jesus, but Jesus is not in it. In this 

respect the healed man’s story is our story too. 

 

The disciples had the advantage of saying, ‘come and meet the man Jesus, the Messiah!’ 

(John 1:46). We don’t. Neither did this healed man. 

 

Just as the healed man was a witness to the transforming power of God, so are we. 

 

Those around us may question us. What happened? When did it happen? Who made it 

happen? Our response will be similar to that man, except we know His name (Jesus), 

where He is from, and what He is able to do, not only for us, but for others too. 

 

And maybe, after telling our story, we will be able to finish off with some of the words 

of that man: 

 

“Do you want to become his disciples too?” 

           John 9:27 


