1. Examine the presentation of the identity and significance of Jesus (= Christology) in either the Gospel of Mark or the Gospel of Matthew or the Gospel of John.

Douglas Estes concludes that the purpose of the gospel of John is to show that Jesus is the Messiah.[footnoteRef:1] If this is the case why then not introduce and name Jesus from the beginning, instead readers are introduced to the Word. (Jhn 1:1) When studying the gospel of John there is a wide range of literature available with different opinions, some of which will be examined here. Scholars can agree that John is believed to be written between 66 and 70 CE.[footnoteRef:2] Within the Gospel of John Jesus is quoted as speaking in long philosophical discourses rather than in parables, more importantly especially in identifying the significance and identity of Jesus is that he speaks of his identity rather than morality.[footnoteRef:3] Despite containing more direct speech of Jesus, some such as Sung Lim argue that the speech in itself is more ambiguous.[footnoteRef:4] The ambiguity more importantly does not come from what is said, but because of who said it, namely Jesus.  [1:  Douglas Estes, 2020. ‘DUALISM OR PARADOX? A NEW “LIGHT” ON THE GOSPEL OF JOHN’, Journal of Theological Studies, 71.1, pp. 90–118, doi:10.1093/jts/flz168 p. 117.]  [2:  Sung Uk Lim,2021. Otherness and Identity in the Gospel of John (Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan) p. 37. ]  [3:  John – The Gospel According To, https://www.bibleodyssey.org/dictionary/john-the-gospel-according-to/ [Accessed 9th July 2026]. ]  [4:  Sung Uk Lim, 2021. Otherness and Identity in the Gospel of John (Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan) p. 37. ] 

The gospel of John can also be described as dualistic in nature. In understanding the term dualism Douglas Estes cites Michael Pye’s definition, ‘a system of religious or philosophical thought which distinguishes sharply between two fundamental principles’.[footnoteRef:5] Dualism was the first alternative interpretation of the gospel of John.[footnoteRef:6] Whether it was intended to be dualistic in nature or not, even those who challenge this understanding can agree that the gospel is at least dualistic sounding.[footnoteRef:7] The nature of this is evident through the bold contrasting propositions that John uses from the outset.[footnoteRef:8] Bold propositions that are described as using polarising language in order to convey his theological arguments.[footnoteRef:9] What then do these bold propositions, polarising language, and differing opinions on the gospel have to say about Jesus? This is the question that will be answered within this essay by examining and studying the opinions of others to determine if there is a theme that can be agreed on in respect of Jesus identity and his significance.  [5:  Douglas Estes, 2020. ‘DUALISM OR PARADOX? A NEW “LIGHT” ON THE GOSPEL OF JOHN’, Journal of Theological Studies, p. 92. ]  [6:  Ibid.  p. 94.]  [7:  Ibid. p. 96. ]  [8:  Ibid. p. 92. ]  [9:  Ibid.  p. 92. ] 

One who adopts the dualism found within John is Lim. Lim argues that there is more to be found in Jesus’ identity through the minor characters that are found within John such as Nicodemus, the Samaritan woman and Pilate.[footnoteRef:10] Lim finds duality within the context of the sociocultural background to the gospel of John.[footnoteRef:11] The significance regarding the timing in which John was recorded as Lim records is that the Jewish people were in between home and the world as they had become separated under roman rule.[footnoteRef:12] The diasporic experience resulted in the Jews finding themselves in a state of hybridity, being socially and culturally in-between. The impact of this Lim argues has an impact on how Jesus is then identified. Just as the Jews were in between, so Jesus is portrayed within the Gospel as being in between and therefore leaving the reader to interpret Jesus identity from two different but simultaneous perspectives, one from above, and one from bellow.[footnoteRef:13] This is evidenced within the scriptures whereby Jesus is portrayed as the word becoming flesh. (Jhn 1:14) The importance of understanding Jesus’ duality then allows readers to understand the scriptures when discussing the minor characters in John. When examining the story of Nicodemus Lim argues that the Greek word used for being born again can simultaneously mean to be born and born from above.[footnoteRef:14] Similarly Lim continues when examining the Greek for being lifted up, to mean both being lifted up from bellow and being crucified from above.[footnoteRef:15] Lim then argues that John portrays Jesus as a dynamic character and it is crucial to understand Jesus’ identity as two-fold. Ontologically he is depicted as being between heaven and earth, socially he is both Jew and Galilean, and finally he is both ruled and ruler.[footnoteRef:16] Understanding this duality of Jesus therefore may be difficult for some such as Nicodemus as Jesus often taught in parables. A parable can be defined as a story which is used intentionally and holds a signified meaning[footnoteRef:17]. When quoting Isiah within Matthew he explains that the disciples are able to understand the parables, however there are those,  [10:  Sung Uk Lim, 2021. Otherness and Identity in the Gospel of John (Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan) p. 94.]  [11:  Ibid. p. 36.]  [12:  Sung Uk Lim, 2021. Otherness and Identity in the Gospel of John (Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan) p. 36.]  [13:  Ibid. p. 37.]  [14:  Ibid. p. 37.]  [15:  Ibid. p. 38.]  [16:  Ibid. p. 39. ]  [17:  A. Cook, 1980 Myth and Language. Bloomington: Indiana University Press p. 309. ] 

You will indeed listen but never understand, and you will indeed look but never perceive. For this peoples heart has grown dull, and their ears are hard of hearing, and they have shut their eyes, so that they might not look with their eyes, and hear with their ears. (Mat 13:14-15)
Reading this particular scripture in light of Lim’s analysis leaves one to wonder whether those that do not hear or see is because they do not understand Jesus’ identity or position within the world. 
The intentional ambiguity therefore found within Jesus words is one that is echoed with Douglas Estes. Estes finds ambiguity in the way in which John’s gospel has been understood or interpreted. He does not explicitly call the text ambiguous but his questions surrounding it leads one to understand he does not wish to discount other ways of understanding the gospel of John.[footnoteRef:18] Estes purposes reading John through the lens of a paradox. A paradox simply described as a remarkable claim that seems contradictory or illogical.[footnoteRef:19] To understand how paradoxes are found within John Estes examines the first chapter specifically verses one through fourteen. To dissect and understand what the gospel is conveying in respect of Jesus Estes argues that like Lim, one must understand the context in which it was written, and understand how those who read it at the time would receive it.  [18:  Douglas Estes, 2020. ‘DUALISM OR PARADOX? A NEW “LIGHT” ON THE GOSPEL OF JOHN’, Journal of Theological Studies, 71.1, pp. 90–118, doi:10.1093/jts/flz168 p.92. ]  [19:  Douglas Estes, 2020. ‘DUALISM OR PARADOX? A NEW “LIGHT” ON THE GOSPEL OF JOHN’, Journal of Theological Studies, p.98.] 

The idea of light in ancient terms would be understood potentially as having three different meanings, firstly literal light such as daylight or artificial light such as a fire, secondly as a metaphor to symbolise a divine nature or being, and finally as a thought of fire leaving one’s eyes to meet with the fire emitted by other light sources in order to see.[footnoteRef:20]  [20:  Douglas Estes, 2020. ‘DUALISM OR PARADOX? A NEW “LIGHT” ON THE GOSPEL OF JOHN’, Journal of Theological Studies, 71.1, pp. 90–118, doi:10.1093/jts/flz168 p.110. ] 

In contrast darkness also has three meanings, first being literal night or lack of light, the second metaphorically meaning a blight or despair and finally the absence of emitting light, and the lack of the ability to see.[footnoteRef:21] Therefore in ancient thinking darkness in terms of both the literal and metaphorically was inevitable and would eventually come to all. The light sources they knew and understood would eventually follow darkness, with sundown each day, and any source of artificial light such as fire, eventually burning out. Understanding the darkness metaphorically they understood that all people would see death eventually.  [21: Ibid. p.110. ] 

With this now being understood one can begin to understand the nature of Jesus that the gospel is portraying from the outset. 
	In him was life, and the life was the light of all people. The light shines in the darkness and the darkness did not overtake it. There was a man sent from God whose name was John. He came as a witness to testify to the light, so that all might believe through him. He himself was not the light, but he came to testify to the light. (Jhn 1:4-8)
The paradox found within this scripture is the declaration that the light shines in the darkness and the darkness did not overtake it. The gospel acknowledges that there is life or ‘light’ in the world that is comparable to death.[footnoteRef:22] The statement is not in respect of that light, but the light that does not yield to darkness. That statement would and should be illogical, however the identity of Jesus is revealed through this in understanding that Jesus is God. He was in the beginning with him and without him nothing came into being. (Jhn 1:2-3) Later in John Jesus declares this himself calling himself the light of the world. (Jhn 8:12) This statement may be illogical however with the full revelation of scripture that Jesus is said to have rose from the dead, the statement that the light was not overtaken by the darkness is then supporting then the introduction and the foundation message on which the gospel of John is conveying.[footnoteRef:23] The gospel of John for Estes remains dualistic therefore in the logical polarising opposites throughout.[footnoteRef:24] The message however is a paradox which is to be understood that Jesus is God, he is the light both literal and metaphorically understood with the light as sited earlier representing a divine nature. The scripture therefore reveals that Jesus literally dies as all other people do, however he is not overtaken by the darkness in both the physical death, and his divinity.  [22: Ibid. p. 111-112.]  [23: Ibid. p.114.]  [24: Ibid. p.112.] 

The introduction of Jesus within the beginning of John is unique in that it portrays God as entering the world through the embodied form of speech.[footnoteRef:25] ‘In the beginning was the word. (Jhn 1:1). Deborah Forger argues that the auditory senses are intentionally utilised to reveal Jesus and they form a pivotal but underappreciated role.[footnoteRef:26] This role may assist in identifying who Jesus is through the gospel of John. Forger notes that the recorded miracles found within John come about from what Jesus speaks.[footnoteRef:27] The idea of speaking things into being is what is found within the creation account within Genesis chapter 1. (Gen 1) The corelation between the two does then appear to be significant. Especially when considering that when studying parables some scholars believe the stories to be the very words of Jesus and are therefore hearing the very thoughts and mind of God.[footnoteRef:28] Forger expands on this, she states that speaking forms sounds. Sounds are perceptible and to be understood, Jesus therefore speaking miracles into being, and God being the word is therefore the God of Israel becoming a tangible bodily sense to his people.[footnoteRef:29] God is being able to be perceived and understood by his people through Jesus words, this is supported by the gospel of John where it states that ‘He was in the world, and the world came into being through him. (Jhn 1:10) As well as ‘And the Word became flesh and lived among us. (Jhn 1:14) [25: Deborah Forger,  2020. ‘Jesus as God’s Word(s): Aurality, Epistemology and Embodiment in the Gospel of John’, Journal for the Study of the New Testament (London, England), 42.3, pp. 274–302, doi:10.1177/0142064X19890489 p. 276. ]  [26:  Deborah Forger, 2020. ‘Jesus as God’s Word(s): Aurality, Epistemology and Embodiment in the Gospel of John’, Journal for the Study of the New Testament (London, England), 42.3, pp. 274–302, doi:10.1177/0142064X19890489 p.276. ]  [27:  Deborah Forger, 2020. ‘Jesus as God’s Word(s): Aurality, Epistemology and Embodiment in the Gospel of John’, Journal for the Study of the New Testament (London, England), p. 275. ]  [28:  J. D. Strong,  2021 The Fables of Jesus in the Gospel of Luke A New Foundation for the Study of Parables. 1st ed. Paderborn: Brill Deutschland GmbH, p. 10. ]  [29:  Deborah Forger, 2020. ‘Jesus as God’s Word(s): Aurality, Epistemology and Embodiment in the Gospel of John’, Journal for the Study of the New Testament (London, England), 42.3, pp. 274–302, doi:10.1177/0142064X19890489 p. 276. ] 

In conclusion there are many different views and opinions from scholars and authors as to what is the correct way to understand the gospel of John. What is apparent is the gospel regardless of which approach is taken appears to address the same issue. This issue being the nature and identity of Jesus. If understood utilising the duality then one can determine that Jesus is the light in the darkness. As a paradox the understanding develops further with respect of what that actually means. Focusing on the language outside of the polarising nature of the text one then can draw on significance in God being the word, and the identity of Jesus found through the word becoming flesh. From the beginning of John Jesus is introduced as being there at the beginning. (Jhn 1:2) He is significant in his nature as his claim is to be God in human form and those who understand this claim and identify with this are said to never walk in darkness and share in the light of life. (Jhn 8:12) 
Whereas each author will argue their own case for the stance that they take. It can be argued that all three which have been examined within this text can all be correct at the same time, as they all complement each other’s work when studying the gospel of John with a view of identifying the nature and significance of Jesus. 
I have not utilised AI during the writing of this essay, all sources are referenced within the bibliography. 
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