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bath and framed in terms of a tria] scene in which
b Al fully represents God the judge. The issues arelcw
oe of such claims and what are the criteria ijudg
~ of this Gospel’s narrative emerges through th
, which the defendant is shown to be the j
o calls for a re-evaluation of the traditional Crite
 Fourth GospeI. whaF makes the difference is whether one stares with
o and his relationship to God or insists on one’s own categories —
vl Scripture, human glory and human conventions about testimony,.
fesuis himself has to become. the criterion of judgement to which thesc.
- categories are .su'bordlnated and by which they are transformed.
In the light of the d.1v1ne.testimony merely human assessment is to be
rejected, but the earlier w1tnes§ of the Scriptures and of Moses remains
Jenificant as long as both are interpreted in terms of God’s present and

decisive witness in Jesus.
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i) THE FEEDING OF THE FIVE THOUSAND 6.1-15

(1) After this Jesus went across the Sea of Galilee, or of Tiberias.!
(2) A great crowd followed him, because they saw the signs he
was doing for the sick. (3) Jesus went up the mountain and.sat
down there with his disciples. (4) Now the Passover, the festival
of the Jews, was near. (5) When Jesus looked' up and. s:aw‘ that a
great crowd was coming towards him, he said to P}nhp, Whefe
are we to buy bread so that these people may eat?’ (6) He s.:nd
this to test him, because he himself knew what he“was gomgf
to do. (7) Philip answered him, “Two hundred denarii vfrortl’l g

bread would not be enough for each of them to have a little. (.3
One of his disciples, Andrew, the brother of Simon lPet::; sa::d
to him, (9) ‘There is a boy here who has five barley loa

i id, ‘Make
two fish. But what are they for so many?’ (10) Jesus said, ‘Ma

t deal of grass in
: ? Now there was a grea :
the people it A about five thousand in number.

the place, so the men sat down, ! 9 hanks, he
(11) Then Jesus took the loaves, and Baviog g:;::: tthe fish, as
distributed them to those who were slttlnghs sdotheir fill, he said
much as they wanted. (12) When they had aer so that nothing
to his disciples, “Gather up the pieces left 0‘:; t’he)’ filled twelve
is lost.” (13) So they gathered them up: anves which those who
baskets from the pieces of the five barley loa i o
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fait - 26, 30.The other major figures in the e S respo
the disciples and they are mentioned next a beingga:v(iitl‘;v .? .
went upP the_mountam and sat down there. The mo:;
referred EQREAIEEEN 15 when Jesus withdraws to it, but the n
(o indicate PLE to this that _]esus 31'.1d the disciples have com
it. The inclusion .of the mountain in the account
wvoke the scriptural significance of mountains
articular, Moses onl the mountain represents the
i ould be compared to bread (cf. Deut. 8.3). Now Jesus is on the mountain
nd will provide bread, through which he will be revealed as the bread
of life which fulfils all that Torah represented. The narrator then inserts a
temporal note —nOw the Pass9ver, the festival of the Jews, was near
_ which interrupts the sequential flow. In its more extended chronology
of Jesus’ ministry this Gospel ha's three Passovers (2.13; 6.4; and the
final one from 11.55 onwards). Like the mention of the mountain, the
reference here draws attention to scriptural and Mosaic themes. The
Passover 1s a particularly appropriate setting for the exposition of the
exodus events that will follow in Jesus’ discourse and for the eucharistic
motifs that emerge at its end, since the eucharist was instituted at a meal
which, if not itself a Passover meal, was associated from the earliest times
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57 Instead of the disciples at the end of the day asking Jesus what to
do because the crowd is hungry, as in the Synoptic accounts, here t}_le
miraculous element and the sovereignty of Jesus over the situation beg}xln
to be heightened in typically Johannine stylge,.when, as szon a;}l;li seessi rth:
crowd coming, Jesus himself poses the question of food to ; sp.hwing
there is no mention of the crowd’s hunger, Jesus is RresenteP hfli bt
determined simply to act as 2 gracious host. The question t1i:oe s
food is thus not so much a response to need as a prtiel-lemr};v;’de i
on the basis of his special knowledge that he W d plines i it s
for those who have come to him. The narrator utr:, iist s
inside view” of Jesus’ motivation — He g tcllus Jesus’ question Was not
he himself knew what he was going t‘;xilio‘ S st

4 genuine enquiry but a means of testing Philip.
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8-9 In John’s claboration of the story another named dlsci
Juced, Andrew, the brother of Simon Pgter, and rea
it is Andrew and Philip in whom the evangehs_t has shown
Already as key figures among Jesus’ group o_f disciples (cf‘:g};
12.22). Whereas in Mark Jesus tells the disciples to ﬁnd"?_l
there is, here Andrew; also operating on the merely human
2 further addition to the Synoptic version, who has the fiy
fish, and then draws the obvious despairing conclusion, B
for so many? The Johannine details about the boy (Tai8d
the loaves being barley loaves (@pTOVC kpLBivouc) sugges
the Elisha story in 2 Kgs 4 LXX, where the prophet
hundred men with some barley loaves (@pTove KkpLOtvo
some left over, and where the servant, who objected th
not be enough for a hundred men, has just been descri

maldaplov (vv. 38, 41).

Wanted. The |
& recalls that ysed it ‘

e figh b onz o T



0:F o | il
collected later are all from the loayes i ~ 1HOUsSAND
SV 50 that th

e
ghat « . bread. While 3
the bread. hile the . > re
.. kept O ¢ Synoptics have Jesu ;]“ﬂdcrs'
b S .
€ssin

o employs the verb ‘to give thanks’ Ruyapigre

Ay in the wmd:{ o]f 11.)slt)1tutlon for the Lord’s S?J UTfOJ), as do Lot ;

| Cor. 1 '24)" ;1111 bt 1(%1ley creates associations Wifhpt}r (cf. Luke 2217 31nd

i be usec ‘ y Chr istians for the celebration of 1€ term thyy earl 0%

0.1, 7)- The eucharistic connotations of the feed; the meal (cf, D’_dY()on
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the focusdsion Jesus as the -dlstrlbutor, the host at the n the Fourth Gospel

while the other versions simply state that th meal he has supplied
e cro '
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John’s account underlines the abundance of Jesus’ provisi were satisfied,
S10n more

COlOur_

Iv by portraying the men as all having ‘as m
uch as they wanted’
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fully
{2-13 The extravagance of Jesus’ suppl :

2= e 4 had e rEll disclj:)lflgs ztoﬂrllt;inﬁl:csl tto“‘,be underlined. After
e f the five basleg do ot I n ) elve baskets from
had left over.In all this the emphasis remains on ]esze’ 77 h acsonen
Whereas in the Synoptics the gathering up of the fra ; :OVe1.~e1gn gongul,
of the description of the consequences of the mjrac%:lhzts il l.y Pt
gives the order to gather up the fragments left over. rl"’hatrteh{:esuS ik
collecting the remnants is so that nothing is lost is also djsli}n‘p‘?se ok
John. The verb can also be translated as ‘perishes’ and the clauslenlcltlve i
connotations that will be picked up in the later discourse. In the Eiiotc‘lwo
story Moses also commanded that all the manna be gathered and none leuf:i
over. When the people disregarded the instructions, the remaining manna
bred worms and became foul (Exod. 16.19-20). The discourse will allude
‘o this in terms of the food that perishes (v. 27). It will also go on to talk
of Jesus not losing anything that the Father has given him (v. 39; cf. also
JU.ZS; 17.12; 18.9). This might offer some support for the view that sees
in the twelve baskets an allusion to the twelve tribes of Israel and therefore,
in this context, to the new people of God. It does appear significant that
after the conclusion of the discourse the evangelist will for the first time
lay stress on twelve as the number of the disciples who constitute the core

of this new people (vv. 67, 70, 71).
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John’s account. Now the actual words shared by J(fl?n?rzkhgsz—(:4 and
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,mount to eighteen. In addition to agreement on the basic elements ofiﬁ

multiplication of the five loaves and two fish for a crowd of five thOusan:;
men with twelve baskets of fragments being gathered up, both begin with
Jesus crossing the sea.agd being followed by a crowd, both depict the
incomprehension of disciples, who talk about two hundred denarii worth
of bread, both mention the state of the grass, thereby indicating the time
of year, and both conclude with Jesus retiring to the mountain. As has
en seen, the variations on the basic structure within the Fourth Gospel’s
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Jesus. Jesus’ gracious gift of life cuts across conve
whether they be those of disciples who are unal
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Pisodc appears to disrupt the natural themag a
¢ How of th
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3 he miracle of the supply of foo :
tl‘_“”jrltw reasons for its inclusion at thici tOOithe deCOurs¢? on the bread
hite- =7 its relation to the Mark poimnt will be discussed of
review1ng = ; : an account. As it stand. b elow in
to have its own function in relation to the s S, the,cplsode can
primarlly from .the viewpoint of the disci lllrroundmg material.
further disclosure ot_" the identity of the one who hise_s’ who are given a
loaves and fish. Having withdrawn himself from thosejus}tw multiplied the
him a political figure, Jesus now shows himself to hlsw fc uwouldmakc
givine figure WO EEH be reduced to conventional h° owers as the
<. While the crowds form the audience for vv. 22__59u’?1m_€xpecuv
disciples who are addressed in vv. 60—71.This epiphany (. G ::xtrwflrgf the
appearance of a divine or heavenly figure) forms part of the ordinary
for the critical decision about continuing to follow Jesus chatp;,cf at:;:lon
will need to make. In addition, Jesus’ self-identification with the Wordsv;
in absolute form prepares for the Gospel’s first ‘I Am’ saying with a
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Am’
predicate in the following discourse — ‘I am the bread of life’ (v. 35).
The miracle of the walking on the water is unlike the three signs

that have preceded it in that it is not immediately apparent that Jesus is
responding to a clear situation of human need. The disciples are having
difficulty rowing because of the weather but there is no suggestion
that they are in danger or in need of being rescued from drowning.
Their fear is not produced by the strong wind but by the ‘miracle itself
— Jesus” appearance on the sea. Nevertheless, the miraculous appearance
does meet a basic need, that of being reunited with Jesus as a result of 2

successful sea crossing, and so the account of the epipha - does have the
main elements of a typical miracle story: The setting is depi ed in v
16-19a, Jesus’ deed and word that constitute the epiphany are at
in vv. 19b—20, and it is rounded off with the disciples’ respons
further consequences of the miracle in v. 21. #
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cross the sea to Capernaum. Why they have €7
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200 metres; hence the distance 5o
and sjx kilometres. b
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19b—20 At this point the disciples saw Jesus Walk.lng
coming near to the boat, and they were afraid
them, ‘I am; do not be afraid.” On the surface; le
Jesus’ words have the force of ‘Don’t take fright, it’s n
tor's comments have already made clear that the
Jesus. What makes them afraid is that he is walking
is this that cries out for explanation. This is why th
here is not simply a conventional self-identification
the trappings of a scriptural theophany. Job 9.8 déﬁ'
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LI_;L (;0d (Cf- Isa i“ ), 25; 45,]8; 46.4 (tWiCe). ;gatl()n as thc s
(\X'hu ;s more, throughout the same section of lsaia’h t};12;51'12 LXXx)
st exhort-ations not to fear. John has iy Sodbas €T€ are frequene
\“ a, 40.9 LXX’ while Isa. 41.10, 13; 43,445 i e i 46, which found
/]0«‘3‘11'. This brief portrayal of Jesus is therefore P;‘egl’:la . € pf)
He'ds being presented as the embodiment of the God wn}t, with Meaning,
water and whose self-proclamation is ‘I Am; do neg be af:ai‘gélks on the

,4 Having made this point about Jesus’ ident;
:;]C]udes the epiphany miracle briefly and enigza:il::llrly, ”[t‘}l:e narrator
wanted tO take him into the boat. Whether they suzée dedc!lsclple:'s
intention 1s NOt related. Instead, no sooner do they have ; £ mtl?elr
than immediately the boat reached the land to which :hlntenuon
.o It is hard to see this as anything oth e kal
going . g other than a further miraculous
consequence of Jesus’ presence. There is no mention of the disciples
«who had been rowing slowly against the wind now quickening tl'}:eir
pace and making it speedily to the shore. The arrival at the destination
« instantaneous. In Mark’s story there is a hint of the miraculous at this
point, since the wind dies down as soon as Jesus enters the boat (Mark
6.51). But, as always where there are Synoptic parallels, the Fourth
Gospel makes its miracle story even more impressive. In this ending there
.re also further echoes of motifs associated with the use of the ‘I Am’
formulation in Deutero-Isaiah LXX, where the divine self~-manifestation
has saving significance for Israel. Not only has Jesus’ appearance on the
water shown that he is the one ‘who makes a way in the sea, a path in
the mighty waters’ (Isa. 43.16) and that ‘when you pass through the
waters, | will be with you’ (Isa. 43.2), but it is also now made clear that
his presence has ‘made the depths of the sea a way for the redeemed to
cross over’ (Isa. 51.10). iyl g v B
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| Jesus’ discourse on the bread of life & Frins
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(22) The next day the crowd that had stayed on the other side of
ti;e sea saw that no other boat had been there,

Jesus had not got into the boat with his dis

just one, and that
had set off by themselves.

ciples but that they
(23) Then other boats from Tiberias
came near the place where they had eaten the bread after the
Lord had given thanks.! (24) So when the crowd saw

that neither
jesus nor his disciples were there, they themselves got into the
boats and went to Capermaum searching for Jesus. (25) And

when they found him on the other side of the sea, they said to
him, ‘Rabbi, when did you come here?’ (26) Jesus answered them
and said, “Truly, truly, I say to you, you are searching for me not
because you saw signs but because you ate of the bread and were
satisfied. (27) Do not work for the food which perishes but for
the food which remains for eternal life, which the Son of Man
will give you. For on him God the Father has set his seal’ (28)
So they said to him, “What must we do to work the works of
God?’ (29) Jesus answered and said to them, “This is the work of
God, that you believe in the one whom he has sent.’ (30) So they
said to him, “What sign will you do then, so that we may see
and believe you? What will you work? (31) Our ancestors ate the
Manna in the wilderness, as it is written, “He gave them bread
from heaven to eat”? (32) Then Jesus said to them, “Truly, truly,
I say to you, it was not Moses who gave you the bread from
" The vagt majority of manuscripts contain the last clause of v. 23. However, it is absen;
1“”” Some Western texts (D 086 it*d< syr** arm). The use of ‘Lord’ by the nart:‘}O;us
,f:;“;]:"” atively rare in this Gospel. Three references are to .thc pm&tf%ﬁ%gcause
,;, '”h“_"?”; 21.7,12) and one to the Jesus of the public nllmSthﬂ(;i zor-lizl.in e Elaase.
it *lmuﬂr.l:: lzss and variety of text-type among the witnesses e in th

i his usage in the
Narya 1l probability be regarded as the only other msuncc"fﬂm T
o1 of the public ministry. :




