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I WAS BLIND, BUT NOW I SEE 
John 9:8-34 (No. 53) 

Treasuring Christ Church – Pastor Boyd Johnson  
January 7, 2018 

INTRODUCTION 

Review of 9:1–7 

It’s been about a month since we were last in this chapter, so let me remind you of what 
happened in the first seven verses of this chapter.  Jesus was in Jerusalem and on his way out of 
the temple because a group of Jews were gathering stones to stone him for calling himself the 
name of God.  The Jews considered that blasphemy, so they prepared to kill him. 

As Jesus was leaving, somewhere along the way, probably by the gate of the temple, he passed 
by a beggar who had been blind from birth.  Jesus said that the man’s blindness wasn’t the result 
of sin but was for the purpose of the works of God being displayed in him (v. 3).   

So Jesus healed the blind beggar. But he didn’t heal him instantly.  He spat on the ground, made 
mud, rubbed it into the man’s eyes, and commanded him to go to the pool of Siloam to wash.  
The man did as he was told and, when he was washed, he could see.   

After Jesus anointed the man’s eyes with mud, he disappeared and doesn’t come back into the 
story until verse 35. 

The Blind Man’s Story 

In our passage, verses 8–34, we learn what happened to the man who was healed.  We know very 
little about him.  He was a beggar. He had been blind all his life. We find out that his parents 
were still living, though they didn’t seem to care about him.  But we never find out his name. He 
isn’t even a believer in our passage. 

But his story is significant because it is a true-life illustration that just as Jesus can give sight to 
the physically blind, he can give sight to the spiritually blind.  By the time the story is over, not 
only has the blind man been given physical sight, he has also been given spiritual sight and is 
able to see Jesus as he really is. 

But not everyone in the story responds so favorably to Jesus.  There are those who, despite all the 
evidence that is plainly before them, will not believe. They are blind in their unbelief.  Their 
hatred of Jesus keeps them from seeing the light of Jesus. 

As the story progresses, we’ll see that the man’s eyes grow wider and wider toward Jesus as he 
understands who Jesus is.  But we’ll also see that the Pharisees eyes grow narrower and narrower 
toward Jesus as they feel threatened by him.  So even though Jesus isn’t in the story, he is still 
very much the focus of the story. 
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Text 

John 9:8–34: "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, but he is like him.” 
He kept saying, “I am the man.” So they said to him, “Then how were your eyes opened?” 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?” He 
said, “I do not know.” They brought to the Pharisees the man who had formerly been blind. Now 
it was a Sabbath day when Jesus made the mud and opened his eyes. So the Pharisees again asked 
him how he had received his sight. And 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, for 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.” 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?” His 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 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.” They said to him, “What did he do to you? How did he open your eyes?” 
He answered them, “I have told you already, and you would not listen. Why do you want to hear 
it again? Do you also want to become his disciples?” And they reviled him, saying, “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 comes from.” The man answered, “Why, this is an amazing thing! 
You do not know where he comes from, and yet he opened my eyes. We know that God does not 
listen to sinners, but if anyone is a worshiper of God and does his will, God listens to him. Never 
since the world began has it been heard that anyone opened the eyes of a man born blind. If this 
man were not from God, he could do nothing.” They answered him, “You were born in utter sin, 
and would you teach us?” And they cast him out."  

Outline 

So that you can follow this lengthy passage more easily, let me give you an outline.  Verses 8–34 
detail an investigation into the miracle of this man gaining sight.  The miracle is so 
unprecedented and astounding, those who hear of it don’t know what to make of it, so they 
launch an investigation of the miracle.  The investigation advances through four interrogations: 

First, the man’s neighbors question him about the miracle. 
Then, the Pharisees question him about the miracle. 
Then, the Pharisees call his parents and question them. 
Finally, the Pharisees call the man in for a second round of questioning. 

The first round of questioning by the neighbors is cordial. But each round of questioning by the 
Pharisees becomes more hostile. 
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I. THE NEIGHBORS INTERROGATE THE MAN 

The end of verse 7 says the man “came back seeing.”  That probably means that after he received 
sight, he came back to his home because in verse 8 we meet his neighbors and they can’t believe 
what has happened. 

John 9:8–9: "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, but he is like him.” 
He kept saying, “I am the man.”" 

Notice there were two groups that knew him: his neighbors and those who had seen him as a 
beggar.  We don’t know how many people this amounted to, but there were a significant number 
of people who could attest that he was blind and that now he wasn’t blind.  In that sense, there 
were many witnesses to the miracle. They could corroborate the man’s story that he was born 
blind and that now he could see.  But the miracle was so astonishing that, ironically, some 
couldn’t even believe their own eyes. 

Among the people there was discussion as to whether this was the same man they knew to be 
blind.  Some said definitely yes. Others thought it looked like him, but surely it couldn’t be him 
because who ever heard of a blind man receiving sight? 

But the man kept saying, “I am the man.”  It’s me! You know me! I really have been healed!  So 
in the confusion, the people asked him the same question you would ask if you were having a 
hard time making sense of it all.  

Verse 10: "So they said to him, “Then how were your eyes opened?”"  For them, seeing wasn’t 
believing. They had to hear how he gained sight. 

Verse 11: "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.”"  

That’s as detailed of an explanation as the man gives.  The answer to “how?” was simple really. 
The man called Jesus did this and I did what he told me.   

That’s really all he could say about Jesus at this point. He didn’t know Jesus. He wasn’t even a 
believer yet. He knew his name, but at this point not much else.  He didn’t know much, but he 
was a faithful witness of the little bit of truth he possessed.  The explanation wasn’t much so, 
naturally, the neighbors wanted to find Jesus. They wanted to further investigate the miracle by 
talking to the miracle-worker. 

Verse 12: "They said to him, “Where is he?” He said, “I do not know.”"  

Of course he doesn’t know. He was blind when he met Jesus and didn’t receive his sight until 
Jesus was already gone.  When the man came back from the pool, Jesus was nowhere to be 
found.  They’ve really asked him a question he couldn’t possibly know.  He had never seen 
Jesus, so he couldn’t know what Jesus looked like or seen where he had gone.  

The neighbors were perplexed. The explanation of the miracle wasn’t enough for them, and they 
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 couldn’t find the miracle worker. 

Miracles required spiritual explanations. So they turned to their local religious leaders for help in 
understanding what had happened.  That’s where we come to the second part of the 
investigation. 

II. THE PHARISEES INTERROGATE THE MAN 

Verse 13: "They brought to the Pharisees the man who had formerly been blind." 

The Pharisees were one of the most influential, important, and powerful religious parties of the 
Jews.  Between the Sadducees and the Pharisees, the Pharisees were more connected with the 
common people and many were in charge of local synagogues.  So the neighbors brought the 
man to help sort things out. 

No sooner does John mention the Pharisees than does he tell us that Jesus did the miracle on the 
Sabbath.  One thing you have to know about the Pharisees is that they were sticklers about the 
Sabbath.  They took God’s law about the Sabbath well beyond what was written.  They had 39 
categories of work forbidden on the Sabbath and in their legalism turned what should have been 
a day of blessing and refreshment into one of burden because of all the things you couldn’t do. 

One thing you couldn’t do on the Sabbath was any kind of healing, unless a person’s life was in 
danger.  Blindness doesn’t qualify as endangering a person’s life. So hearing that Jesus healed on 
the Sabbath, they would count him as a lawbreaker. 

Another thing you couldn’t do on the Sabbath was knead dough.  Jesus didn’t knead dough, but 
he did make mud and anoint the man’s eyes, which to a legalist would have been close enough to 
be a transgression.  This wasn’t going to go well. 

The neighbors brought the man to the Pharisees and (v. 15a) “the Pharisees again asked him how 
he had received his sight.”  The phrase, “again asked him” has the idea that they pressed him to 
tell the story and were persistent in getting answers. 

Verse 15b: “He said to them, ‘He put mud on my eyes, and I washed, and I see.’" 

There must be more to the dialogue than what John records because the man simply refers to 
Jesus as “he.”  The Pharisees readily understood that “he” meant Jesus.  As soon as they heard 
that Jesus did the miracle, their attention shifted from the miracle itself to the miracle-worker.  
The investigation of the miracle became a pretext for putting Jesus on trial. 

We see that in verse 16: "Some of the Pharisees said, “This man is not from God, for 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."  The man they were talking about was Jesus. 

Just as the neighbors had a divided opinion about the identity of the man (v. 9), the Pharisees had 
a divided opinion about the identity of Jesus.  They couldn’t arrive at a unified position about 
Jesus. There was discord among them.  The two groups within the Pharisees were arguing from 
opposite directions.  The first group believed he was a Sabbath breaker and drew their conclusion  
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from that starting point.  They reasoned that Jesus was a Sabbath breaker because he healed on 
the Sabbath and worked on the Sabbath. Therefore, Jesus could not be from God because godly 
people don’t break the Sabbath. 

The second group acknowledged the reality of the miracles and drew their conclusion from that 
starting point.  They reasoned that because of all the signs (note: plural!) he had done, he might 
very well be of God because how could a sinner do such things?   

The division must have been so sharp and the debate so wearisome that the Pharisees did 
something out of character. They asked for the opinion of a commoner.  They turned to the man 
and, in essence, asked him to pick a side. 

Verse 17: "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.”"  That was a reasonable conclusion based on the 
Old Testament.  The prophets Elijah and Elisha did many miracles.  Even Moses was 
empowered by God to perform miracles. 

Although the man’s assessment of Jesus was incomplete—he, of course, was more than a 
prophet—it was genuine and I think the highest assessment that he knew to give.  Again, his 
interaction with Jesus was brief. But brief as it was, he highly esteemed Jesus.  His view of Jesus 
had risen. He wasn’t now simply “the man named Jesus, “but “ a prophet.” 

That’s, of course, not what the antagonist Pharisees wanted to hear.  Whatever debate was had 
within the Pharisees between the two groups, it’s clear which group won out.  The only voices of 
the Pharisees we hear in the rest of the story are the voices who accuse Jesus of being a sinner. 

Still, that didn’t answer the question of how Jesus, a supposed sinner, performed miracles.  In 
fact, most weren’t even convinced that a miracle had taken place at all.  So they tried another 
approach. 

III. THE PHARISEES INTERROGATE THE MAN’S PARENTS 

Verse 18: "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." 

A simple vision test could confirm that the man could see.  What was left to be established in the 
minds of the Pharisees was whether he was ever blind.  They had the testimony of the neighbors 
and those who had seen him as a beggar.  But they dismissed that testimony.  They had the 
testimony of the man himself.  But they dismissed that testimony. 

If he really was born blind, there were some who were best in the position to verify that.  There 
were two who were there when the man was born and could say whether he was born blind. Who 
better to ask than his parents? 

Here, the Pharisees are now called the Jews.  That may indicate that the Pharisees had been 
joined by other Jewish leaders as they continued their investigation.  The Jewish leaders 
collectively called his parents in to testify.  His parents were alive and must have lived 
somewhere nearby.  When the parents arrived, they asked each of them two questions (“you” is  
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plural).  

First, (v. 19): “Is this your son, who you say was born blind?” They wanted to establish the 
man’s identity. 

Second, and this was the question they were driving at: “How then does he now see?” If he was 
born blind, how does he now see. They just couldn’t accept that Jesus had performed a miracle. 

Verse 20: “His parents answered, “We know that this is our son and that he was born blind.”  

Yes, the man was their son. That much they knew.  But two things they claimed not to know:  

Verse 21: "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.”"  

They said they didn’t know how he gained sight nor who gave him sight. 

They claimed ignorance, but they slipped up. Did you catch the slip of their tongue?  They knew 
more than they were letting on.  The Pharisees asked them how he was now seeing.  They said 
they didn’t know.  But the Pharisees didn’t ask them who gave him sight.  Who said there was 
anyone else who healed him?  The parents unwittingly revealed they knew more to the story.  If 
they were as ignorant as they passed themselves off to be, how would they know someone gave 
him sight?  They didn’t want to tell the Pharisees all they knew. They were concealing what they 
knew and claimed ignorance. 

Why? Because they knew something else: the real trouble about their son getting healed was the 
one who performed the healing.  So they deferred any more questions to their son. They threw 
their son under the bus: “Ask him; he is of age. He will speak for himself.” They didn’t want to 
have anything to do with their son’s defense. 

Doesn’t your heart break for this man. All his life, he’s lived with the stigma that either he sinned 
in the womb or his parents sinned and therefore he was born blind. He’s lived with the incurable 
stigma that he was unclean and that God had judged him. All his life, he’s lived with the extreme 
disadvantage of being disabled. He’s been humiliated to the point where he was known as the 
beggar. He couldn’t get married, bear children, and live a prosperous, happy life according to the 
customs of the day. And on top of all that pain, his parents abandoned him. They were more 
concerned about their reputation than their son. 

John adds commentary to the story so that we understand why the parents answered as they did: 

Verses 22–23: "(His parents said these things because they feared the Jews, for the Jews had 
already agreed that if anyone should confess Jesus to be Christ, he was to be put out of the 
synagogue.) Therefore his parents said, “He is of age; ask him.”"  

These Jewish leaders had made it known what the consequence would be if anyone said that 
Jesus was the Messiah. Confess Jesus to be Christ and you would be expelled from the 
synagogue.  In other words, you’d be cut off from Jewish religious life. You would be 
excommunicated and treated as a Gentile, an outsider, a sinner. 
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Again, the Pharisees didn’t hear what they wanted to hear from the parents. So they tried one 
more interrogation. 

IV. THE PHARISEES INTERROGATE THE MAN A SECOND TIME 

Verse 24: "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.”"  

This time they effectively put him under oath: “Give glory to God.”  In other words, promise to 
tell the truth before Almighty God. Own up to it.  They said, “We know that this man is a 
sinner.” Agree with us. We’re on God’s side.  They maligned the miracle worker. That’s why 
they couldn’t accept the miracle despite all the evidence before them.  The stumbling block of 
belief was Jesus.  The man answered in what is one of the best lines in all the gospel: 

Verse 25: "He answered, “Whether he is a sinner I do not know. One thing I do know, that 
though I was blind, now I see.”"  

He couldn’t attest to Jesus’ character.  What he could attest to was something for him that was 
indisputable by clear and convincing evidence: I once was blind, but now I see.  Surely the 
Pharisees understood what it would mean if they accepted that this man’s blindness was healed 
by Jesus.  They knew the promises of the Old Testament that the Messiah would come and give 
sight to the blind (Isaiah 29:18; 35:5; 42:6-7, 16-18).  If Jesus truly was healing the blind, 
especially in Jerusalem, it lent credibility to the claim that he was the Messiah.  If he was the 
Messiah, then he was from God.  If he was from God, they were wrong about him and were 
guilty of turning Israel away from its long-awaited Messiah. 

That wasn’t a possibility they could bring themselves to consider, so they went back to the 
question again of how the miracle occurred. Perhaps this time they could find some 
inconsistency.   

Verse 26: "They said to him, “What did he do to you? How did he open your eyes?”"  

They were searching for anything that could keep them from acknowledging the truthfulness of 
the miracle and power of the miracle worker.  By this time, the man was done with their 
interrogation so he tried sarcasm: 

Verse 27: "He answered them, “I have told you already, and you would not listen. Why do you 
want to hear it again? Do you also want to become his disciples?”"  

You have to admire the moxie of this man. Now that he had gained sight, it was a chance at a 
new life. Every temptation would be to go along and be in the good graces of the religious 
leaders.  Instead, he refuses to play along anymore. He says, I already told you answers to those 
questions. There is nothing left to tell. There isn’t something else to know. Your problem is that 
you won’t acknowledge the evidence.  So he called them out: “Why do you want to hear it 
again? Do you also want to become his disciples?”  He knew that their problem was Jesus.  If 
anyone was now blind and deaf, it was the Jews who questioned him and would not believe the 
miracle standing before them.  Pharisees don’t take kindly to sarcasm when they are on the bad 
end. 
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Verse 28–29: "And they reviled him, saying, “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 
comes from.”"  

“Reviled” is the word for strongly worded insults. They heaped insults upon him, even 
slandering him.  Few things could have offended the Pharisees more than to suggest that they all 
secretly wanted to follow Jesus, sit at his feet, and learn from him as disciples.  In their minds, 
they were the theological and religious elites. What could Jesus teach them of all people? They 
weren’t disciples of Jesus like him.  They claimed to be disciples of Moses. They sat at the feet 
of Moses and learned. Moses was the best rabbi a Jew could have.  As for Jesus, they didn’t even 
know where Jesus was from, they said.  Jesus had told them many times that he was sent from 
God. But they wouldn’t believe that. 

The man replied by throwing their ignorance back in their face: 

Verses 30–33: "The man answered, “Why, this is an amazing thing! You do not know where he 
comes from, and yet he opened my eyes. We know that God does not listen to sinners, but if 
anyone is a worshiper of God and does his will, God listens to him. Never since the world began 
has it been heard that anyone opened the eyes of a man born blind. If this man were not from 
God, he could do nothing.”"  

In other words, they shouldn’t dismiss Jesus if they couldn’t account for his origin. He couldn’t 
have been a sinner.  The Jews believed that God didn’t listen to sinners: 

Psalm 66:18: "If I had cherished iniquity in my heart, the Lord would not have listened."  

Proverbs 15:29: "The LORD is far from the wicked, but he hears the prayer of the righteous."  

Psalm 34:15: "The eyes of the LORD are toward the righteous and his ears toward their cry."  

How could Jesus do what he did if he were a sinner?  Jesus did what no man had ever done 
before. No one had healed physical blindness. If he wasn’t from God, he couldn’t do that. 

That echoes the logic of Nicodemus, a Pharisee, who said to Jesus after the Jews witnessed his 
miracles early in Jesus’ ministry: 

John 3:2: " Rabbi, we know that you are a teacher come from God, for no one can do these signs 
that you do unless God is with him.”"  

So it was within their belief system to acknowledge that miracle workers are of the Lord. But 
they were willing to suspend belief when it came to Jesus.  They responded with more insults. 
“You were born in utter sin, and would you teach us?”  They couldn’t disprove his claim of 
Jesus’ miracle. They couldn’t argue with his logic. So they resorted to shaming him.  They 
considered him bathed in wickedness, steeped in sin, born filthy because he was born blind, 
which they considered an act of God’s judgment on the man.  And because he dared to stand up 
for Jesus, they cast him out of the synagogue.  This wasn’t so much a formal act as it was an act 
of impulse and rage. 
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Prior to this, there is no recorded excommunication in the Jewish records.  He was not only the 
first, he was the first Christ-follower to be cast out of fellowship.  Jesus not many months later 
would warn his disciples huddled in the upper room: “They will put you out of the synagogues” 
(16:2).  You’ll be disfellowshipped. You’ll be maligned. You’ll be expelled and cut off for 
following me. 

At this moment, this man lost his religion. To the religious leaders, he was out. They had had 
enough. And they had the power to keep him out too. 

CONCLUSION 

It is in many ways a tragic story, isn’t it?  Thankfully, we’re not done with the story. There is a 
happy ending that we’ll get to next week, Lord willing. 

As we draw to a close, what lessons can we draw from the story?  Most healings don’t get near 
this amount of attention to the details. Why did John write such an extensive account of what 
happened?  Let me give you one lesson from the man’s story and one lesson from the Pharisee’s 
story. 

One Lesson We Can Learn from the Man 

A person’s understanding of Jesus on the way to salvation progresses.  I don’t mean to say that 
salvation happens in stages. You’re either saved or you aren’t.  But the knowledge necessary 
leading to saving faith often happens progressively. 

For this man, he went from identifying Jesus as “the man called Jesus” (v. 11) to “he is a 
prophet” (v. 17) to one “from God” (v. 33) and finally to the “Son of Man,” whom he worships 
(v. 38), as we’ll see next time.  He didn’t know much about Jesus at first, but he lived up to the 
light he had. He acted on what he knew.  It all started with simple obedience. 

Remember how to the neighbors he described how he was healed?  He said in verse 11 that Jesus 
said, “’Go to Siloam and wash.’ So I went.”  That’s obedience in its simplest form. Jesus said, so 
I did.  God honors that kind of simple obedience.  This wasn’t a man who outwardly had 
anything to commend him. He was poor. He was a beggar. Even his own parents seemed to have 
nothing to do with him. Yet he is forever known because of his simple act of obedience.  

What might God do through you, if you practice simple acts of obedience. God said, so I do.  
Simple obedience let’s all the strength of service be God’s. He doesn’t need you to be mighty. 
He will be mighty through you. He doesn’t need you to be awesome. He’ll be awesome through 
you. He doesn’t need for you to make a name for yourself. He’ll make a name for himself 
through you. He doesn’t need you to be “something else,” he’ll be special through you.  If Jesus’ 
model prayer—“on earth as it is in heaven”—is to happen, it will require simple obedience. God 
says, so I do. 

One Lesson We Can Learn about Unbelief 

And what is one lesson we can learn about unbelief from this story? Unbelief is not rational.  
That is, unbelief is not the position of the intelligent man.  Many unbelievers like to think of  
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themselves as more rational than those of us who believe, as if we have suspended rationality 
and embraced blind faith. 

But this story shows that the unbelieving Pharisees had all the evidence before them that they 
would need to believe the miracle and therefore believe in Jesus, yet they rejected what was 
plain.  In this story, unbelief questioned that Jesus was God (v. 16), denied the supernatural (v. 
18), maligned the character of Christ (v. 24), and was ignorant of God’s ways (v. 29).  None of 
that was rational. All of it was against the evidence, which means that belief is rational. 

But if we conclude that we can, therefore, reason our way to God, we’ve again reached the 
wrong conclusion.  Because this story also shows—and it will become more plain still next 
week—that the only way you can come to God is if Jesus first comes to you and gives you 
spiritual sight to see what is there.  If Jesus doesn’t give you spiritual eyes to see, you cannot see, 
just as a blind man stays blind forever unless Jesus gives him sight.  But if Jesus grants you sight, 
then and only then, can you say, I once was blind, but now I see. 
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