John Lesson # 10 Articles
That Jesus sent the blind man to the Pool of Siloam and that healing was either effected or revealed at that point calls to mind the healing of Naaman in the Jordan (2 Kgs 5:10, 13–14). The implication in both stories seems to be that the healer demanded the man in need to obey the healer’s instructions. As such the reader should not miss the close connection between obedience or effectual believing and experiencing the powerful work of God. Moreover, the name of the ancient pool was regarded as significant in this connection because the evangelist made a point of informing the reader of its meaning. According to John, the word “Siloam” meant “sent” (John 9:7). As such the pool’s name is indicative both of Jesus’ mission and his command to those who would receive his blessings and become identified as his followers.

The intersection of the Pool of Siloam with the Festival of Tabernacles should also not be overlooked here because the water drawn for the water ceremony in the temple was carried in procession from this very same pool. The Pool of Siloam was a strategic place of well-being for the inhabitants of Jerusalem because after Hezekiah dug the water tunnel from the Spring of Gihon to the Pool of Siloam, the Jerusalemites had a continual source of life-sustaining water within the walls of the city during times of siege.

What is beguiling about this character (blind man) is his stubborn refusal to be intimidated by the bullying authorities. His cocky answers so upset the interrogators that they throw him out of the synagogue. Many of John’s readers would have found immense comfort in these verses about the plucky hero. His expulsion was not a disaster, for he finds himself in the presence of Jesus, whom he is able to worship. This once-blind man ‘sees’ Jesus as he really is. Some of the Pharisees see the implications for themselves in all this (v. 40). They are presented as the real sinners, for in John a sinner is one who will not believe. In contrast to this the blind man is seen as a model disciple who displays many of the characteristics we have seen in Jesus himself. Like the good disciple he imitates his master.

A.
The man has the characteristics of the lost sinner.

(1) He was blind (Eph. 4:18; John 3:3; 2 Cor. 4:3–6). The unsaved, though intellectual like Nicodemus, can never see or understand spiritual things. See 1 Cor. 2:14–16.

(2) He was begging. The unsaved are poor in God’s sight, though perhaps rich in the eyes of the world. They are begging for something to satisfy their deepest needs.

(3) He was helpless. He could not cure himself; others could not cure him.

B.
The cure shows how Christ saves a sinner.

(1) He came to the man in grace. Christ could have passed him by, for it was the Sabbath and He was supposed to rest (v. 14). While the disciples argued about the cause of the blindness, Jesus did something for the man.

(2) He irritated the man. A speck of dirt irritates the eye; imagine how cakes of clay must have felt. But the dirt in his eyes encouraged him to go wash. It is just so with the preaching of the Word: it irritates sinners with conviction so that they want to do something about their sins. (See Acts 2:37.)

(3) He cured the man by His power. The man proved his faith in Christ by being obedient to the Word. “Religion” today wants to give men substitutes for salvation, but only Christ can deliver from the darkness of sin and hell.

(4) The cure glorified God. All true conversions are for God’s glory alone. See Eph. 1:6, 12, 14; 2:8–10.

(5) The cure was noticed by others. His parents and neighbors saw a change in his life. So it is when a person is born again—others see the difference it makes (2 Cor. 5:17).
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