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SEEKING JESUS

OBSERVATIONS ON JOHN'S VOCABULARY OF DEATH

INTRODUCTION

s Gospel has been studied from a number of
Jear consensus as o how it should be under-

aﬂogol‘;  ultmann and E. Kédsemann approached the issue from a source
std rédactio nal stand point and concluded that Jesus’ death in John had
“_" de if anyﬂ’liﬂg to do with traditional atonement theology but rather was
the completion of Jesus’ mission and his return to the Father'.
dies on the death of Jesus in John since Bultmann and Kisemann
sponses {0 them in one way or another?: some went the way
Bultmann and Kiisemann’s non-atonement interpretation in a
ifferent direction’ while others sought t0 challenge it in favor of a more
.ow?. There have been of course other proposals,
such as attempting t0 understand Jesus’ death against the background of
ihe “noble death” motif® and the “cosmiC battle” motif®.

th in John’

Jesus §
mains no ¢

sand [hefe re

. See R. BULTMANN, Theology of the New Testament, trans. K. Grobel, vol. 2, New
York, Scribner’s, 1955, pp- 52-53, 55; Ip,, The Gospel of.lohn: A Commentary, rans.
GR. BEASLEY-MURRAY, et al., Philadelphia, PA, Westminster, 19713 E. KASEMANN,
The Testament of JesusS* A Study of the Gospel of John in the Light of Chapter 17, trans.
G, Krodel, Philadelphia, PA, Fortress, 1968, p- 18.

9. See further J. DENNIS, Jesus’ Death in John's Gospel: A Survey of Research from Bult-
mann to the Present with Special Reference 10 the Hyper-Texts, in CBR 4 (2006) 331-363.

3. UB. MOLLER, Die Bedeutung des Kreuzestodes Jesu im Johannesevangelium:

Erwdgungen zur Kreuzestheologie im Neuen Testament, in Kerygma und Dogma 21
(1974) 49-71; J.T. FORESTELL, The Word of the Cross: Salvation as Revelation in the
Fourth Gospel (AnBib, 57), Rome, Biblical Institute, 1974; G-C. NICHOLSON, Death as
Departure: The Johannine Descent-Ascent Schema (SBL DS, 63), Chico, CA, Scholars,
1983: M.C. DE BOER, Johannine Perspectives on the Death of Jesus (CBET, 17), Kam-
pen, Kok, 1996.
z,,g‘:;‘:;; 31‘:“{'/5"- Das Heilsgeschehen im Johannesevangelium: Eine exegetische Studie,
ORIGSBY, The C‘:”“Ch einer Antwort an Rudolf Bultmann, Ziirich, Gotthelf, 1961; B.H.
51.80: T K H’:; as an Explalqry Sacrifice in the Fourth Gospel, in JSNT 15 ( 1982)
des Todes Jesu im R‘ Iﬁ: theolqgla crucis des Johanne:evangeliums: Das Verstdndnis
(WMANT, 69), Ne uf. en der Joflanntischen Inkarnations- und Erhé'hungschristolagie
Joi” des fohar;ne,e "Chef‘- Nel}klﬂ:hener Verlag, 1994; J. FRreY, Die “theologia cruci-
im Neuen Te.r’amm,v :%1'“”"'- in A. DETTWILER — J. ZUMSTEIN (eds.), Kreuzestheologie

S. JH. Nevagy, The NT, 151), Tiibingen, Mohr-Siebeck. 2002, 169-238.

’ Noble Shepherd” in John 10: Cultural and Rhetorical Back-

Bround i
L . O’fAL (2001) 267-291.
O Cs, Now
Osmic Battle in J : w Shall the Ruler of This World be Driven Out: Jesus’ Death as
ohn 12.20-36, in JBL 114 (1995) 227-247.
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has the most affinities with H.C. o

n[ Study y P _ rchar 5
rilscd Courting Betr el TSRt VICHom v th Gospeld S 199y
nti < that the Fourth Gospel presents Jesus ag 5 o Tok caté the
Orchard arg“:"l hat there is @ distinct “‘motif of violence» prZ‘lm iny, ::: figurativ
jous ways 27 Our study confirms Or.Chaxd’S basis thesissem in g, | M
presentau(;‘n . ursuit of Jesus in quite Ylolent terms. Ho“’eve,‘ha‘ Tohy | po'mted_
presents the ;’n analysis of the Johannine terminology useq ¢, e i, | “zeal
our foeus 18 death in the Fourth Gospel and to making sop, T the g, | (mwf
suit of JesUSthe way as 10 what the findings may tell yg abz uob e ch::i'
tions al:lngf \his death pursuit. John and the Synoptics Obvi()“st\ ;0 'S \ ‘;\a‘ J
n::?xlary associated in some way with Jesus’ death (e.g_, ﬁnosv~5hm \ pheti
v, Sidopt, Bel, oTEUPS®). But what is quite Striking“izk % | s
v:cabulary that only John employ's (e.g.,’BODXS\’)m, Sogfl@m, %th: k\; for ¢
bcevibo, kuteadio, MOEL®, MBog, MO0, MbL®, tidny, fyg, | .
{3p0). Space will al!ow onlz a brief discussion of a selected Numbey o‘f :\ edr::
this Johannine terminology"- | o
"\ is
\ 1c
I. Jesus WILL BE “CONSUMED” (KATEZOIQ) \ 0
AND “DESTROYED” (AYQ) \ d
¥
\
. k :
The first explicit reference to Jesus’ death in John’s Gospel is found | '
in the Temple pericope (2,13-22). This programmatic passage for
John’s view of Jesus’ death’ employs two quite vivid verbs to refer to
ploy q
Jesus’ death: kateadio (2,17) and A0 (2,19). Following immediately |
upon Jesus’ actions in the Temple (2,14-16), it is said that Jesus’ disci- ‘1
ples “remembered that it was written, ‘zeal for your house will con-
sume (katadyetat) me’” (2,17). This assertion *“was written” inL)fX
Ps 68,10a and functions to equate the Psalmist’s zeal (SAMOS) Wi
Jesus’ zeal ((fjhog). As the Psalmist’s zeal (CRhog) for God’s house
results in reproach, estrangement, alienation and his being *devoured
. . ’ Se
(K.<lllt-;.091m) (Ps 68,9-10), s0 also Jesus’ zeal ((fhog) for God's ‘ho“of
W 1 1 3 ’ . 1 n
il lead to his being “devoured” (kateo9im). With the additio
JSNT
SS,7 .lﬁ}lliC.Sl(l)c?f‘iHl:‘jRD‘ Courting Betrayal: Jesus as Victim in the Gospel of John ¢
- on . a.; .Shefﬁelfi Academic Press, 1998, pp. 17, 20. me for Joh's
vocabulary reqj Page of this contribution | have provided a reference - e 'mc\uded
s a0 sy 1 Ch Puruit and death in the Fourth Gospel .
Information i
- See furth : = g
217), Tubingencu:l\\; DENNlS. Jesus’ Death and the Gathering of T “f;sﬁr“"d Miss“e'r'
Slindsi (g, 30" S0k, 2007, p. 165, See also H. LEROY: Y (yron Und
Slanding the Fouyy onn, Peter Hanstein, 1968, pp. 145-147 and *-

ospel, Oxford, Clarendon, 1991, pp. 414-416-
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ve carecdio becomes an e e
o verb KO o9l indicating no’:‘ls’:';:‘l:y"‘l‘l:nsiﬁcmion of the
» “to destroy completely”'" or uneol Cl&:l or devour”,
buf ottt John has replaced the Psalm’s aorist riy''. As is often
Polﬂ“ for your pouse has consumed me”) Withtc?:e (xatépayey,
al 1 «zeal for your house will consume m:")fu.t;.:.e tense
g the comment in 2,22 that the disci s,
1ng®r O pelieved the Scripture” S
rection” pelieve . pture” (namely, Ps 68,10), indicat
f"; (he 001 of Jesus’ future consumption” (2,17) e ates
d:letic eptiC statement of Jesus’ fate in John’s story. From the ;(;ro.
p sus’ death is described by means of violent vocabulary: z: t;
will “utterly consume” (xoTéQayev) Jesus. e
(M) used in the Temple pericope for our consid-
ation fers to Jesus.’ violent death. In 2,18 the loudaioi
jemand that Jesus provides 2 “sign” that would authenticate his outra-
g0l actions in the Tfmple (f’f' 2,14-16?. But the only “sign” that Jesus
- villing o give 18 his (:l'Y?th, propheElC statement: A0oate TOV vaodv
btV ol &V p1oiv AUEPALS gyepd adTOV (2,19). The “prophetic
give"? rooate has the force of calling the Joudaioi to carry out
tion to Jesus to its bitter end??. The fact that the prophetic
a “sign” pointing to Jesus’ death and res-

2,19 functions as
that Jesus (and the Father) will be in full
b Ab®, which here means to destroy

“py violence into its components”‘s, is an appropriate one to
jolent destruction of le. But the reader soon dis-
«“was speaking © £ his body” (2,21)- In

{
’ 'g hous€
for b
. second ver

similarly

eir 0PPOSt
se in

f the temple ©

k-English Lexicon of the New Testament based

New York, United Bible Societies, 1988, p- 231.
,A Greek-English Lexicon of the New Testament and Other
F.W. DANKER, Chicago, IL — London, University of

10. 1.p. Louw — E.A. Nma (eds.), Gree

on Semantic Domains, vol. 2,
11. W. BAUER, ef al. (eds.)
Christian Literature, T€V- & ed.

Chicago Press, 2000, p. 532 [BDAG].
been rightly termed a ¢ imperative” by

“propheti
| of John (JSNT

Aliz. The imperative Aboate here has

o 212((1;:'1& The Temple of Jesus' Body: The Temple Theme in the Gospe

it ), London, Sheffield Academic Press, 2002, pp. 87-88. See also U. WILCKENS,

angelium nach Johannes (NTD, 4), Gottingen, Vandenhoeck & Rup recht, 1998
Fall

p.62.
13. Simi
of j,ms;;::’h:”’ :‘ GASTON, No Stone on Another: Studies in the Significance of the
it e o Gospels (SuppINT, 23), Leiden, Brill, 1970, p- 207-
Molr - Sicheck 01-97718 Oneness Motif in the Fourth Gospel (WUNT, 2/1), Tiibingen,
ohannine sign s its 76, p. 119, argues in this regard that “if the salient feature of the
Jesus,then clear) l(h? emonstrative character emphasizing the sovereign action of a divine
and dogy» y this is the accent decisive for understanding the meaning of his passion

"S- BDAG, p. 607.
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fate of the Jerusalem Temple and Jegy,g,
this way the Temple was vislentidditroyed o 70
related: 05 the will be violently torn down by hjs ¢,
“body” (cmpa-)stakably violent connotation of Agq

. COrre Ot o
e : i SPonq , Ny
; IS ¢ imagery of KaTEQaYEV 111”2,17“,ﬂbut bo:h terms g oid :
v;o se:::al in the sense of “bodily” or “fleshly”) nagyye Of vrin o
phy %

of the metaphorical extension . e
xafé‘l"l_ys‘;lbr);;na;?:; of é69im (“to eat, devour” foi::;(;éntensiﬁ'caﬁc;
of the 11;f=tfhe evangelist’s interpretation that focuses Upon the 4 Y0 by
:}e?:ssu(s)’ A 21)'8. Obviously Jesus’. body was ny liter:u(;,uri"g
info pieces or devoured; not Sa one of his b‘OﬂeS Was brokep 19 [3(;"’
Nevertheless, having read JOhf‘ s Temple }:JCHCOpe which °°“tains’ )
first explicit mention of Jesus death, .the 1deal‘ reader wijj eXpegt the
conflict between Jesus and the loudaioi anc_l their pursuijt of hin, e
in a violent way. Why the Fourth Evangelist portrayed Jesus® g
such a violent way will be briefly addressed at the end.

N fage
C Arg
£ 50 glgy - .

. 0
CMiggls Jexlls'

doe

to end
€ath i

II. THROWING STONES (AI®AZQ / AI®OX) AT JESUS

John’s Gospel is unique in its portrayal of Jesus’ attempted murder by
stoning and this obviously adds to John’s violent portrayal of the pursujt
of Jesus in the Gospel. The only mention of stoning in another Gospel is
found in Lk 20,6 where the chief priests and the scribes are fearful that
their false witness of John the Baptist would lead to the people stoning
(kataA13alw) them. But there is no mention in the Synoptics of anyone
attempting to stone Jesus. This then brings the Fourth Gospel’s narration
of the attempted stoning of Jesus in stark relief. There are four suc.h
instances in John. Consistent with the Temple pericope’s proleptic
insight into the violent nature of the conflict between Jesus and the
authorities, the reader js informed by Jesus (10,32), the loudaioi (10,33),

e Qisciples (11,8) and the narrator (8,59) that the Joudaioi are intent "
stoning Jesus.

. L a0 1146
md‘i-qii:ggcrhaps Worth noting that aipw, used of the Temple’s desﬂ'ucuon_l:um 8
: i) Cosame “semantic domain” characterized by LoUW
10}, vol. 1, p. 23), e ik
mouth US:afli]m o} hing given to é69{ in BDAG is: “to take something ‘“;hre this &
ollows: “to yamhds' but also liquids, eqr” (p. 396). Thus, xatecHi® m:;)n f

- See alsg OnrVenously, eat up, consume, devour, swallow” (p- 53 Jent natv" »
Jesus® prolept: CHARD, COurling Belrayal n. 7) PP- 67-68, on the V1O
Plic death in Jopys Temple pericope.

the
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.. visce and violent act of stoning is clea
| ::::sitv 4 ?xpl.icit C};n'stologicil claims. Trllli CE:;:’reoclcuup:: Jesus’
“::e mpted stoning 15 foun' at 8,59: ’I"h?y [foudaioi) picked up gtnce of
! poif s’ This act is the loudaioi’s response to Jesus’ ci ones to
g‘;:fore Abraham Was born, / am” (8,58). But this should not :e": ::a'
e Since J Eas made clear that the louafaioi are not the true “chi::
g:len of A ?eca}xse,,they do n?t do his “works” but rather the
o works and “desires (¢m9vpia) of their true father, the dev');
do . «murder” (&v9pomokTévog) is one of these works (8 44;
plan of the Sanhedrin, lead by the high priest, to

(8y39 ; te
herefo . the concrefc ;
. 11,47-53 is the narrative fulfillment of the devil’s “desire”

il 95 ™ " hn 8,33-47 then mak
e Jesus. John 8 then makes clear tha}t the opposition which
ioi level against Jesus reflects the cosmic conflict and opposi-
n God’s Son and the devil: the devil seeks to destroy Jesus
frough the Joudaiol. _ ; 4
d stoning continues in 10,31-33 and again the

The Joudaioi’s attempte
The loudaioi state plainly that “it is
you, but for blasphemy,

esus

ontroversy concerns Christology-
ot for @ good work that we are going to stone
pecause YOU though only 2 human being, are making yourself God”.
Regardless of exactly how we are to understand Jesus’ statement gy
i 0 TP EV gopev in 10,30, the attempted stoning here is surely
notivated by what the loudaioi believe is Jesus’ blasphemously placing
of himself on the same Jevel as YHWH in some way, as they clearly
ielieve he did when he claimed: mpiv "ABpadp yevéoda éyd elp
(8,58). Therefore, the attempted stoning of Jesus, which is another vio-
Jent action directed against him in the Fourth Gospel, is aimed quite lit-
enilly at the one who lays claim to unique revelatory and relational sta-
tus with God.

III. SEEKING (ZHTEQ) AND SEIZING (ITIAZR) JESUS

L. Seeking Jesus
dc:::b:erbs {nté® and malo are used often in the Fourth Gospel to
the death pursuit of Jesus. malo, a verb not found in the

metaphysical lines
s, 1987, p- 308),
R. BEASLEY-
The Gospel

ng primarily
York, Crossroad
386-387) or both (G.
174; D.A. CARSON,

19. N
® cmm;:hﬂher it should be interpreted alo
v . ﬁ'ﬂ(BSf‘ The Gospel of St John, vol. 2, New
Aumv' John leTMANN. The Gospel of John [n. 1], PP
Ording John 3C, 36], Waco, TX, Word, 1986
 Leicester, IVP, 1991, pp. 394-395. ,
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s complementry infntv i

toelf?!. ZNTEQ; 2P pearing 11 times j, Jo Ite Ver,
o sking [ Pt 00 ?(:ihlm v IS useq g ti:] for
# b along with the mﬁmyve T S (_‘FO Seek tq Sag,
finite Ver by itself to describe sunpl)f th.e malicioyg , !““”)22
and 523 ":lf;ough ihe former usage of CNTE® is not entiregy "t 4l
Jesus”- 2% the later use of the verb is founq eulgs Own 1,

. tradi[ion ’ :
thef[:y“oitrl: a number of stock Johannine clauses that y;) o
ere

most often used is “seeking to l_dll” (e.g., 8,37: Clze Cj]‘fé(,):
the one~val)25' But we also find the following: “seeking to ATest/se.
dnoxt e tirovy obv abTOV MECAL and “secking 1, o 1
ﬁlgg g’;z;r'\.TOUV oe M9aoat). I would argue that these ifistag c:sn;
Cm’ém that describe the pursuit of Jesus £or v191ent PUIPOSes so tajp the
~erb that many of the other instances Of“ secking Jesus”, with the gp;
ous exception of 13,335 20,15%, mean “seeking Jesus o kill him»,
The first inst

tics, is VS :
Synopt! o well as by i

ance of the verb {nté® with Jesus as the object cope
in 5,18 and here the ominous tone of this verb is set in the minds of
readers: because Jesus, in the view of the loudaioi, was breaking the
Sabbath and “calling God his own Father”, they “were seeking (88-
tovv) all the more (paArov) to kill (@moxteivar) him”?. It is impor-
tant to note that the death threat here happens in the confines of the
Jerusalem Temple. Jesus has moved from Galilee in chapter 4 to Judea/
Jerusalem in chapter 5, that is, from success and acceptance to mount-
ing conflict and death threats. In fact, the only hint in the story up to
chapter 4 that Judea will be the place of conflict and danger for Jesus
comes at 4,44 where he states that a prophet has no honor in his own
homeland (matpic), namely, Judea?®. But it is not until 5,18 that the

’20. Note: the virtually identical phrases: 7,30: &{fjtouv obv adrdv mdoat; o
&Cfirovy (obv) adtov néday méoar.

21. 8,20; 11,57.

22. 5,18; 7,1.19.20.25; 8,37.

2. 7,11; 11,56; 18.4.7.8. cali
deaf:_’ LTd'hat is, Cnyéw used with another term (some kind of verbal or a n?un) lﬂgg“;‘:ﬁ
. '05;2’ 13: sklm‘ 1ap ‘Hpddng Lyreiv 16 nardiov tob dnoléoal adtd; 2 0TV
a.no'{z;w TB.Q Ty wony 100 EulSiOU; Mk 11,18 (//14]( 19,47): écﬁjovv_ ﬂ“’?',zbv gv

rivgis o1v; Mk 14,1: ai éirovy ol dpyrepeis Kai of YPUHHATELS s
+ Kpatjoayrec dnokteivaary.
5. See also 7,1.19.20.25: 8.40
2. See also 1039, L.

).0 : s utrd
nly two Instances of “Secking Toous™ caxs be:said to be & positive or ne

(6|6426 the “
crowd “seeks Jesus” on account of his miracles). ’ il
desire 10 pled ©

28. Althoy 518 ; :
the comp gh 5,18 is the first explicit reference to the foudaiot s have atte

arative 6 2 ,
do so Hakkov here implies that this is not the first time they

29'. W. M

- MEgks, y ine CV° el,
(SuppINT, 14), Le ne Priy het-King: Moses Traditions and the J. f’hfl:': mourlh GosP’
n

» Leiden, Bril], 1967, p- 40; Ip., Galilee and Judea !
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; “hint" of conflict i )
¢ ums the ebiliiiine
el ofthe foudaio. This of course would n;Tlsn;: Thﬁ':“ concrete
ot gpris® since thc. Temp Ie'p ericope has already eslnblishf:(;dl;al e
by.su 4 Jesus’ ministry will lez.ld to his destruction. After 5 l; expec-
qatio” pout the death plot against Jesus until chapter 7 ,18 we do
on of instances of “seeking” to iu'll Jesus and
an

a
ol hear t concentran
wgeize” him comes in John 7-8. i
g As J.S. Siker has pointed

5 o themes that bind together chapters 7 and 8 are “the Jews’
b B o Kl Jesus and the Feast of Tabernacles”*. C.H. Dodd spok
i,,gcnﬂ:ram otic technique of violence observable in John 7-8°. It if(,’,o:
of the ing then to find that the first official order for Jesus’ “seizure”
swpﬂsin 732, 45. The hint in 4,44 that Judea will be the place of danger
.Com;ie in7.1 when Jesus states that he cannot walk in Judea “because
is 0;0 Laioi WeTe seeking to kill him” (871 €éCfjTovy adtov ol Tovdaiot
the ,crsf"al)' Somewhat surprisingly in light of 7,1 Jesus does go to
{no ] for TabemaCIGS, albeit it “in secret” (7,10). In the very next
Jerus o 11 the evangelist again cues the reader that danger awaits
vcrsuz o Judea: «the loudaiol therefore were seeking him at the feast,
:::i ' ot SAYInG where is he’ ! ovdaiot &fiTovv abTov v
i sopti «ai EreYOV’ mov 0TIV élce.u.rog;). The feeling one gets from
111 is that the leaders of the Ioudamf.2 have been waiting for him at
t};e Jerusalem feast like scavengers waiting to pounce on their unsus-
pecting prey- Orchard describes the drama of these verses as the active
carching for Jesus with “‘menacing seriousness’”*. In fact the entire

» (oi ovv T

Gospels: Literary
1988, p. 122; and
ryResearch,

FREYNE, Galilee, Jesus and the

Dublin, Gill & Macmillan,

159-169. See also S.
Johannine C ommuni

ations,

i JBL 85 (1966)
lected Factor in the

Approaches and Historical Investig
IM. BAsSLER, The Galileans: A Neg
inCBQ 43 (1981) 243-257.

30, 1S, SIKER, Disinheriting the Jews: Abraham in Early Christian
Lisile KY, Westminster/John Knox, 1991, pP- 130-131.

31. CH. Do, The Interpretation of the Fourth Gospel, Cambridge, Cambridge
University Press, 1953, p. 345
da:z,zm J;SUS' opponents in chapter 7 who are seeking to kill him are de.signated the Tou-
o L11. However, there are seven groups, all of whom are technically Joudaiot 1n
ity eim ‘:‘: Judean Israclites, mentioned in chapter 7: loudaiof, the crowd (8xA05),
reps 2; ((Ispoc_mkv#tral), r}llcrs (lipYOVTES)s the implied Ehl{d person plural sub-
‘b‘“lpéruf) Phngovmv dnoxfswat) and 30 (8{fTovv ... adTov. maoa), officers
00 authorifes sees (papioaion), and chief priests (@pyrEpETS)- Since ’only the reli-
)it pmbab]m able to give official orders to seize Jesus and to kill him (cf. 11,47-

) Garden Cj y best to side with R. BROWN, The Gospel According 10 John I (AncB,
Ui ‘the Jewst ir:l; Doubleday, 1966, p. LXXI, when he says that “the Fourth Gospel
etusalem, yho = OZ' a technical title for the religious authorities, parﬁcularly those
mﬂmﬁ" “ag almoig"om-nﬁ to Jesus™ (emphasis original). Note here that Brown uses

HW‘Y’ refer 1o the rc'[j his is an important qualification since the term Joudaioi does

: CHARD- COu,-,,'n o authorities.
¢ Betrayal (n. 7), p. 81.

Controversy,

B |
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164 ) _
ht up 1n courtroom. like q“eStioni 3
s always the case in the F, ourth Gn J =
lve around issues of Jesus’ Meag; °Spe!, the

does he lead Israel astray (7 |5, dc idey,
ds knowledge come from gemons or God (7,14_20);’ iso;:s hig
and i 50 surely our rulers (&py0VTeS) would knoy, this € the
an

How can Jesus pe the Messiah when we knoy, his ’O:Ol."d
8ing

ortrays Jesus Caug!
chaptcrdeeat ursuits. As 1
flict an% "4 conflict 1€V
gestioning  good man Of

Messiah
9 ; i

they ant,;,ﬁer J1l, he is from Galilee (741). Are the signs thy 1, q

(7'27)'.nt (o authenticate his Messianic identity (7,31)? I cssence (l)ljs

sufﬁC}e o in chapter 7 and the questioning at the Temple inci’d : 3

questionl g the same issue: how can Jesus authenticate his ¢l,; =

(2,18) both aim at laim
oo “The loudaioi th
The evangelist’s notice 10 7,11 (“The loudaioi therefore were sceking

eed only.mean. that they were simply looking / it
ing for Jesus; the clause 1n 1t.self. is not negative. However, the Statemen;
in 7,11 must be understood in light of the other'references to “secking
Jesus” in this chapter. The chapter begins (7,1) with the same subjects of
7,11, the Joudaioi. And, 7,1 makes clear that loudaioi’s “seeking” of Josii
is for the express purpose of killing him. The implied plural subjects of
7.19 (ti pe (yreite GOKTELVAL;) and 7,25 (oby, o0t6g &oTIv SV Lyroian
dnoxteiva;) surely point back to the Joudaioi of 7,1.11. Thus, “seeking
Jesus” in John 7 is ultimately equivalent to “seeking to kill” him.

The next set of references to “seeking to kill Jesus™ comes in 8,37.40.
As mentioned above, the context concerns the question, “who are the true
children of Abraham / God?”. Jesus makes clear that even though his
interlocutors are Abraham offspring in a physical sense, they prove not o
be the true children of Abraham because they reject Jesus and do the
deeds of their true father the devil, deeds such as murder (8,44). Jesus’
characterization of the loudaioi as those who “seek to kill me” (Cnreiné
He dmokeivat, vv. 37.40) refers back to the death pursuits of chapter.7
and points forward to the references to their attempted stoning of Jesus In
iie5ﬂ9]a 180;3‘/1; 11,8 and ul.tifnately to the official death plan of 11.,47-?3;
Jesusli)n “?; lr]n S ?xPhClt tban John 7,11, the loudaiot’s Seel:e[:ieen
0 the lwo}l Nas as 1ts goal his death. There are in fact parallels bet !
fe ofices. In both 7,1 and 11,56 the Joudaioi “‘seek Jesus =

™ (MO-11; 11,55-56), question whether they will be able to find ham
 the feast (7,11; 11,56), an gi hen Qwey. WL+ 30 qasab i

6), and give official orders to “seize
foud (7,32 11,57). T addifices s ; Jy relates ©
7). In addition, seeking Jesus in 11,56 clearly

him at the feast”) 0

34, See A abodf
- LINCOLN, Ty, on Trial: The Lawsuit Motif in the F ourth Gospel 2"

» Hendrick ;
o 2000, pp, 232-238, for the lawsuit motif running through 1©
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(he 168 jy ratificd dieath plot/of 1,1’47‘50 and the notice of th
I i g 1o cm out the' plot_ in 11,53 (“They planned e loudaioi's
w There 18 little doubt in this context that the Joudai ."Ogclhcr to kill
6 means “‘seeking to kill him”. 1ot's “seeking for

¢ three references to “seeking Jesus” :
h :ss Jed the Roman cohort and the officers Oa;:hcf:o:;:jifm .18,4.7.8.
s to Jesus- The pursuit to seize Jesus has now come tP":st‘s'and
m they have been “seeking” has now been foucr’ldml:ltloe;
ks two times, Tiva Cnreite; (18,4.7), even e htms
s that were coming upon him” (18,4). “Seeking Jisuhf
. i context is again a negative act that refers to the official seei(-

» death. At the end of this Gospel the reader is left with

«seeking Jesus” entails. :
there are tWO references to “seeking Jesus” that may be
gative picture that has emerged. In two quite

exceptions to this Jargely ne
similar P assages (7,32-34: 8.20-21) and with identical phrases, Jesus
ure by saying that he will “go away” (bby)

ponds to threats of seiz

ind thats apparently after he has departed, “you will seek me” (Entn-

5ot E); ut where Jesus is going they cannot come (6mov &yd drdyw
dgmental tone is struck in

opei 00 sovacde #19¢iv). A much more ju
321 with the addition of “you shall die in your sins”. Many commenta-

ors take these passages to mean that one day the Joudaioi will seek
Jests in & positive sense; but in that day their seeking will be too late. B.

Lindars is representative when he writes,

n verse 11 the Jews were «“looking for” Jes
arrest him; in 18 it meant “desire, of strive for”, and this again was applied
(0 evil intentions in 19£., 25 and 30. Here [7,34] it could mean seek in order
to arrest, as in 11, but the general tenor of the verse is that they will seek
him because, too late, they want to have what he cameé to give®.

Thus we likely have
(nréo: the loudaioi, who have
him, will one day “‘seek Jesus”
to “drink” (7,37) and believe
because of their sins (8,21). It is import
sense of {ntée here gains its ironic power
comotation of the concept “‘seeking Jesus ”inc
throughout the Gospel.

arise
& ¢ for who

ntext Jesus i
s all ting

for JeSUS
iew as to what

us in the hope of being able to

in these two instances highly ironic uses of
been “seeking Jesus” in order to kill
in the sense of coming to him in order
(8,24) but they will only find death
ant to point out that the positive
from the dominant negative
hapters 7 and 8 but also

3. B. L,
NDARS, The Gospel of John (New Century Bible), London, Oliphants, 1972,
ARRETT, The Gos-

PP. 295-29¢
P"Arcordi';gs:: ;:s; SCHNACKENBURG, Gospel (n. 19), P- 197: CK. B
ohn, London, SPCK, 1965, p. 325; BRoWN, John I (n. 32), p- 318.
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2. Seizing Jesus
John uniquely employs the verb ;’ti;dca:lo for the officig) «
1 57)% of Jesus and for the non-official “seizing” q «
r . 8.20; 10,39), whereas the Synoptj
him (7 A} B . { /NOptics yge
to an obvious physical action and a4 d Utég,
e pursuit for Jesus discussed above?’. In mog zfto the ‘lioIT‘hc
in John the attempted se1Zure of Jesus, as we saw iy t.he. Slan:m
&% ing” for Jesus, has as 1ts goal Jesus’ death. Bultmannms k. &
1 . 6 X 0
s with regard to 7,32 when he writes: “This refers dirh “Oticedr
authorities’ intention to arrest him (v. 32). Their real el ect]
is to remove Jesus altogether (according to 5,18)38 | il =
only does the official order for Jesus’ seizure in 7,32 poing badd that nO;
(“the Joudaioi Were seeking all the more to kill him™) by ack tq 5,18
diately 10 7,1 (“the Joudaioi were seeking to kill him”) ang‘f;re imme.
Joudaioi therefore were seeking him”). In 10,39 we are to] i
Joudaioi “were seeking again to seize him”, an att d that the
. : empted act;
follows closely upon the notice that they wanted t on thy
X : O stone Jesug
as a result of his claim that he and his Father “are one” (10,3 (10’31)
the attempted seizure in 10,31 should be interpreted in light 0% t?l). Thl'lS,
(o stone Jesus to death. And lastly, the official “orders” (8vto © desire
for .J?sus' seizure in 11,57 clearly relates directly to the Sa:l:) é;l've’n
decision to put Jesus to death (11,47-50) and the concrete “plan” edrin’s
by the council to do so (11,53: “And from that da .2, devjed
together to kill him”). y on they planned
There is an interesting pattern in John’ :
emerges in every case: whexll) the Toud. .O'hn S usage o.f the malw that
il caned). i udaioi attempt to seize Jesus (whether
fficially or not), they are not able to do so for some reason. Th
given are as follows. In two on. € reasons
a hand on him” (7 3'0 N Pflssige§, the reason that no one could “put
not yet come. In t\:v ) or “seize” him (8,20) is that Jesus’ “hour” had
laid hands 0;1 him’? other places the reasons are simply that “no of¢
Moo i e, o that, the caqptd from i hands”
orders are giVen);opos'Slble exception is 7,32-33 where after the official
with you, and then ISClZe Jes.uS (v. 32), he says, “for a little while I am
Jesus knows that £o to him who sent me” (v. 33). But, the fact thfi(
¢ only has “a little while”, a phrase referring to

taki (73,

n, of C()u €

36. By “offio:

- BY “official 5 c

authoriti arrest” [ me ; s Y . . that
orities gave orders (o s :::j those instances where it is cxpllculy stated

sus. o

overpo

’ Thc verb m4
; malm | A
ai » in these instan, 2
pml (BDAG, p- 812‘;35 instances connotes “to seize with intent t0

» BULTMANN, T,
he Gospel of John (n. 1), pp. 306-307.
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departure to the ather”, reveals his forek
nowlc

and C21 e of his death “
e “hour” O is death and departure and ,hu8733dgc con-

dcalh
‘{m;nfsscn"' ally the same idea as 7,30 and 8,20: the p communji-
‘;8(;’_ wgeize” Jcsus‘ would hifppen on his terms tl; :!n : of the Jou-
f{:i)ur" had come: Our mterpretatlon' of Jesus’ CSCape; froml[s}', \\'llhcn his
of? udaiOi in these instances (particularly 7,30.32-33.44) c:rrcands of
0t © ?ntator.s who unfie.rstand these escapes as mir. e
0 ool which point to the divine control over the moment Zflculous
dell o However Orchard believes this interpretation threaten . 1esn.1s’
¢ violence of the situation by focusing on the ‘miraculosu:(’) -
than the jeopardy that Jesus is in the first plal(l:it’l’]*‘rze

e s L he violence i
. e vio
pard i8 correct that iolence in these scenes should not be passed

. But she goes oo far when she states:
ovel-
e to claim that the crowd could not seize him, but rather

p1is not acceptable £ .
did not. The evangelist has retrospectively provided a

that they aid
ical interpretation as to why Jesus managed to escape a situation of
onal danger*.

{o note
theolog
extreme Pers

f course speculative at best to make the claim that the evangelist

h a theological interpretation and added it to the sources
But more to the point: Orchard’s self-conscious liter-
ay approach‘“ seems to have missed some of the narrative’s own indica-

e concerning the point of Jesus’ “escapes”. In two of the instances,
(he assertion that Jesus’ “hour had not yet come” is introduced with the
causal conjunction &t1: Jesus was not «gseized” because his hour had not
» (b1 o0m® gamAvdet f dpa adtod, 7,30; 8,20). If the logic
d, we would have: «Because Jesus’ hour had not yet
ized him”. Clearly then, the arrival of Jesus’

“seized” by the author-

hour is the determined moment when he will be
17 where Jesus states, “Father, the hour

iies. This is implied in chapter
has come;; glorify your Son, that the Son may glorify you” (17,1) and
then in chapter 18 he is arrested by the authorities. The implication here

Jtis O
has created SUC
aailable 1 him.

yet come
here 1S TEVETSe
come, [therefore] no one se

ig' On the phrase &7t ypovOV pikp6v and its variations, see 12,35; 13,33; 14,19.
9 So LDARs, John (n. 35), p. 295. See also BEASLEY-MURRAY, John (n. 19),
R ‘:(IQSBULTMANN, The Gospel of John (n. 1),
ki AR, John (Augsburg Commentary on

ﬁ;”“(’)ﬁ; 1986, p. 125.

43: [biiHARD, Courting Betrayal (n. 7), p- 83.

4. Ihid, .

s g 5 wgmlj describes her method as follows: “The approach employed to discuss
90 Jes g 5 Chls primarily literary, not theological. The exegesis is therefore focused
aracter within the narrative world of the Fourth Gospel”.

RETT, St John (n. 35), p- 323;

p- 302; BAR
Minneapolis, MN,

the New Testament),
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% “ ome”, he can
esus’ hour has € , now be

at) s Aregge
is that noV lh. er. In fact, a8 the a“‘h"”“"es approach Jeg,, *d, by, .
one moment ® s states plainly 1n 18,4, “therefore Jegy, , ™ the , '
ange upon him, came out and sajq ¢ st

; Cay

den, the Y5, coming ! ot h
new all the th""fi (Tnoovs obv 180G MavVTa Td & pxéuev};e?’ e
. n‘

ou sc:el(fnkgéySl Jiroic Tive {nrette). Jesu_s “came gy¢» @ Uy,
dEqA9EY Kxat " horities here, rather than escaping, Precisely 5, ngv)
and faced the s had nOW arrived. But what is even more i Cauge
new that PiS ho the Joudaioi are portrayed as “seeking” Je, Mg
int out 1359;'1:; 1 “wanting (9€A0) o seize him” (7,44 " iz
(1.30; 10, " o their desire had every time been thwarted. This iy hig
hour hd an:ﬂ "vest accounts for the actual language in thee ; {erpre.

it is also sirely demanded by Je.s R SEANAVEH L *N
o llifc] away from Me, but I lay it down on _My OWN initiatiye» Thil
Eil:zs not mean that we have to downplay the v.'°lence in these sceneg. ;
just means that the violent nature of the pursuit of Jesus and Jeg,

ereignty over the timing of his death should be held together.

tation not 0

nes; jt
s’ soy.

IV. CONCLUDING OBSERVATIONS

M.C. de Boer rightly pointed out that the “history [of Johannine
Christianity] is in fact imbedded, or encoded, within the text itself.. "%
to some degree. This does not mean that we can simply read off the nar-
rative a concrete history of the Johannine community however. At a
minimum it only suggests that the Fourth Gospel’s narrative content was
meant to address the needs and concerns of its readers in their concrete
social setting. Although there will always be debates about what in
John's narrative reflects these concrete social concerns of the first read-
ers, as a starting point it seems that focus should be placed on what is
unique (vis-a-vis the Synoptics) to John’s presentation of Jesus. Orchard
has correctly shown that the victimization of Jesus is more pronounced
in John than the Synoptics and as such suggests a correlation betweet
Jesus” victimization and the victimization of John’s first readers. QIVC”
Fhe consensus that the readers of John’s Gospel were engage'd . ar:
;’s‘::;::gdnippafemly violent (cf. 16,2; 17,14) conflict with the:rn ;:aren
Vocabularz usge(;g;le Com_mumty, Orchard’s corre!atlon has War}: gooth

or the intense and violent pursuit of Jesus 11 the

45. Tund .
Nderstand the adverbja] participle £i8a@g in a causal sense- 1 of Joht

- M.C. bk Bogg N, X Spe
: , Narrative Critici e iticism, and the Gosp'
in JSNT 47 (199) 3548, here & 4;' icism, Historical Criticism

-



SEEKING JESUS
169

d malw), someti :

<oy (Cn‘[éw an E imes in orde :

Gogf;: MSOG) and always in order to “unerlyrct’nsmne him 1o death
f . sume”’

(M - (o) him, surely reflects something of :]':e (kateodi)

_We are all but forced to this conclusion ;;ﬁ;"enccs of

€ correla-

4 des
?e o readers.
petween Jesus’ and the readers’ experiences of violence in J
in John’s

™ [1 discourse and thus a

¢ farewe s part of Jesus’ .
'Iltsd:o live faithful aftt?r l}e goes to. the Father, Jes gii?;gf lt]}jae d'is_
C.lp'za(jon by the Joudaioi with what his disciples should expect t s vic-
= f, Jesus correlates the hatred he experisdced:with i ohexpe-
ill experience (15,18-19). Second, Jesus equates tilisatmd
his death, with what the disciples will facepelrr;

disct . s

d;ution, d imp licitly .

55 0 Jests argues that sm(fe a servant is not greater than the master and
- d him, “they” will also persecute the disciples

Lt h » persecute
o other instance of the verb “to persecute” (d1dk®) in

(15,20 The only ¢ o .
o Gospel is 5,16 where 1t 15 Sa:ld tl.lat the loudaioi “were perse-
» In 16,2, Jesus warns his disciples that “they” will not

e out of the synagogues”, but they will also kill you (16,2).
7.~ 5ain analogous to what Jesus experienced in John 5 in that the

* (5,16) but they were also

. - here not only “persecuting Jesus’
11 him (5,18)- These texts encourage the readers to see in
with the Joudaioi of his day a sort of template for

¥ i tment by the synagogue leaders of their day. John’s
ribe the pursuit of Jesus, his violent death, along
Jesus’ sovereignty over the “hour” of
f the “cluster of sacred symbols” that
just as much as the more explicit
I would therefore suggest that

“ put you

desc
ine emphasis on
‘e to form part O
nake up John’s symbolic universe

Christological statements in the Gospel.
John's portrayal of us’ death functioned in essentially

ihe same way as the own to function by W. Carter’s
1990 study. He conclude logue is part of the great energy
expended to assert the ¢ o reinforce its internal
cohesion, to legitimate its claims, and to provide interpretation of its
»471 Precisely how the death pursuit of Jesus functioned in

ther study.

the pursuit of Jes
Prologue was sh
d that “the Pro
ommunities identity, t

experiences

these ways will have to await ano
International Christian College John DENNIS
110 §t James Road, Glasgow G4 OPS

Scotland

4. w,

tive Worq EAJRTER The Prologue and John's Gospel: Function, Symbol and the Defini-
,in JSNT 39 (1990) 35-58, here p. 50.
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