
The Gospel of John 
 
REVIEW 
What is the purpose of the Gospel of John? 
 

I. Prologue – 1:1-18 
A. His Deity (1-5) 
B. His Witness (6-8) 
C. His Ministry (9-13) 
D. His Revelation (14-18) 

 
II. That You May Believe – 1:19-12:50 

A. The Background (1:19-2:12) 
Note: The events set forth in this section present three witnesses of Jesus: 

1. The witness of John the Baptist (1:19-34) 
2. The witness of the First Followers (1:35-51) 

 
PREVIEW 

3. The witness of the First Miracle (2:1-12) 
 
VIEW 

3. The witness of the First Miracle (2:1-12) 
The first public miracle Jesus performed took place at a wedding in Cana of Galilee. 
Why do you think Jesus chose a wedding as the place to perform his first miracle? How 
did his presence at a wedding compare with the lifestyle of John the Baptist? Wine 
represented joy to the people. The rabbis said that “without wine there is no joy.” How 
does this fact point to a distinction between the ministries of John the Baptist and Jesus?  
Note: According to Barclay, “It was not that people were drunken, but in the East wine 
was an essential. Drunkenness was in fact a great disgrace, and they actually drank their 
wine in a mixture composed of two parts of wine to three parts of water” (p. 82). 

 
 What is John’s purpose for recording these events? See verse 11.  
 
(1) When did the events recorded in these verses occur in relation to the events recorded in 

chapter one? Why do you think John recorded this fact? What does this verse tell us 
about Jesus? Why is Joseph not mentioned? Barclay Comments: “The explanation most 
probably is that by this time Joseph was dead. It would seem that Joseph died quite soon, 
and that the reason why Jesus spent eighteen long years in Nazareth was that he had to 
take upon himself the support of his mother and his family. It was only when his younger 
brothers and sisters were able to look after themselves that he left home.”  
 

 The wedding took place in a city called Cana. Although we do not know its precise 
location, according to Jerome, it was a small village which could be seen from Nazareth. 

 
(2) The invitation of Jesus to this wedding says something about what happens when we 
 invite Jesus into the events of our life. 



(3) As noted above, wine was a key ingredient to the celebration. It would be a social 
disaster to run out of it prematurely. In the close-knit communities of Jesus’ day, this 
great embarrassment of the families involved would never be forgotten. While some 
believe that the presence of the disciples, thought of as uninvited guests, made the wine 
run out faster than expected, the text gives no evidence of this. It is more likely that the 
marriage couple was poor and, having made the minimum provision, hoped for the best. 

 
Notice that Mary does not make a request; she simply states a fact. What do you think it 
might have sounded like to the ears of a bystander? Mary might have been wondering, 
“Jesus, if not now, when?” 

 
(4) Some have misinterpreted Jesus response to his mother, “woman,” as one of disrespect, 

but this misunderstands the true meaning of the word in the language. Barclay comments: 
“Far from being a rough and discourteous way of address, it was a title of respect. We 
have no way of speaking in English which exactly renders it; but it is better to translate it 
‘Lady,’ which gives at least the courtesy in it” (p. 83). 

 
Similarly, Jesus’ response has been misunderstood. What do you think He was referring 
to when He said, “My hour has not yet come”? The expression “my hour” is generally 
used in John to refer to the time of the Death of Jesus, but here, the appointed time is that 
of His self-manifestation by miracles. Edersheim comments: “Although we have no 
absolute certainty of it, we have the strongest internal reasons for believing, that Jesus 
had done no miracles these thirty years in the home at Nazareth, but lived the life of quiet 
submission and obedient waiting. That was the then part of His work” (p. 359). At this 
moment, as Jesus is on the brink of beginning His public ministry, He seems to 
communicate to Mary, “It isn’t up to you or me to begin this process, but my Father in 
heaven.” After this exchange, Jesus must have prayed and then known what to do, 
because later in this Gospel He says how he only does His Father’s will (5:19, 30; 8:28-
29). 
 
Note: The concept of Jesus’ “hour” is mentioned seven times in this Gospel (2:4; 7:6, 30; 
8:20; 12:23; 13:1; 17:1). 
 

(5) How did Mary respond to Jesus’ comments? What does this tell us about how she 
understood what he said? It seems there must have been a fair amount of nonverbal 
communication which transpired between verse four and five. Bruce comments: Though 
“the recorded words of Mary are few; these particular words have an application beyond 
the immediate occasion which called them forth.” It is good to pay attention to the words 
of Mary that are recorded because they consistently glorify Jesus, not herself. It is wise 
for everyone to obey her direction, “Do whatever He tells you.” 

 
(6) Water for purification was required for three purposes: 

1. For washing the feet of guest upon entry into the house. 
2. For washing the hands of all guests before the meal and between each course of 

the meal. 
3. For washing the vessels used for the meal. 



Edersheim comments: “‘Purification’ was one of the main points in Rabbinic sanctity. 
The largest and most elaborate of the six books into which the Mishnah is divided, is 
exclusively devoted to this subject...” (p. 357). To the Jewish people, maintaining 
“purity” was a big deal. How much water was contained in all of the stone water pots 
combined? According to Barclay there could have been up to 180 gallons (p. 89). 

 
(7) What did Jesus tell the servants to do? What did the servants do? Why do you think the 

author states that they filled the water pots with water “up to the brim”? What criticism 
does the author avoid by making this statement? Here we see Jesus’ desire is to not 
adding something to the water, but to transform it. 

 
(8) The term translated “headwaiter” is architriklinos and it was used to designate the person 

responsible for seating the guests and supervising the feast, he directed the servants when 
to clear one course, to wash the hands of the guests, to serve the next course, and to make 
certain that the following course would be ready when needed. 

 
 What did Jesus tell the servants to do? What did the servants do? Why do you think Jesus 

asked them to do this? How do you think they might have felt as they took some of the 
“water” to the “man in charge”? 

 
(9) When did the transformation of water to wine take place? It is not for us to know when in 

the process of obedience Jesus transforms; only that we be obedient. How do you think 
the servants might have felt when the “man in charge” called the groom over for a 
conversation? According to tradition, the groom’s family was responsible for the feast. If 
the groom knew what was happening (and there is no reason to believe that he did not 
know), how do you think he might have felt as he walked over to hear what the “man in 
charge” had to say after drinking the “water”? 

 
(10) How do you think the “man in charge” spoke the words of this verse? What kind of an 

impact do you think these words had on the groom? How do you think Jesus might have 
felt as He watched these events unfold? How do you think the fact that this miracle 
occurred became known? Who told who? Who could have made the observation of the 
transformation? The faithful servants who did their work to the full knew the greatness of 
the miracle. The “man in charge” only knew it was good wine; he didn’t know it was a 
miracle. This knowledge was a special blessing for the servants. 

 
 Notice how the headwaiter was amazed because the best was saved until last. He was 

amazed because this experience was not what he was accustomed to, this is not the way 
the world works. The world sweetens your taste first, and then when you’re intoxicated 
you realize what trouble you’re in, like an ox going to the slaughter. But Jesus saves the 
best for last. 
 
The fact that Jesus provided such a large quantity of wine, which was much more than a 
wedding party could consume, was deliberate. Trapp comments: “No small gifts fall 
from so great a hand.”  

 



An interesting note: In the first temptation in the wilderness, the devil asked Jesus to turn 
stones into bread (for Himself). In this first sign, Mary asked Jesus to turn water into 
wine (for others). Jesus refused the first, and did the second. 
 

(11) What term does the author use to describe this miracle? What does the term “sign” mean? 
What did the sign “say”? To what did the sign “point”? What did this “sign” do to the 
small band of pupils following this Rabbi? How did it affect them as a group? It says that 
they “believed in Him.” What did they believe? What had they believed about Jesus 
before this “sign”? Did they all believe the same thing and to the same extent? It’s as if 
now their belief was deepened and re-expressed. This is typical in the Christian life. 
When God does great things in our lives, we believe in Him all over again. 

 
I find it interesting that Jesus began this miracle by using what was available. He could 
have supplied more wine any number of ways, but He started with what was there. 
Furthermore, Jesus could have filled the pots Himself, or just as easily created the liquid 
in the pots, but He wanted the cooperation of men in this miracle because He knew that if 
the servants shared in the work, then they would share in the blessing. While the servants 
did not perform the miracle, due to their obedience to Jesus, they shared in the joy of the 
miracle. 

 
In the Old Testament, Moses’s first miracle was turning water into blood, alluding to 
how the Law results in death (Exo. 7:17-21). Here, in Jesus’ first miracle, He turns water 
into wine, showing the gladness and joy of His new work. What Israel has run out of, 
Jesus provides! This acts out what John said in 1:17, “For the law was given through 
Moses, but grace and truth came through Jesus Christ.” 
 
This first miracle, viewed with its many meanings, is the beginning of the multitude to 
follow, which in a sense, are the unfolding of what happened in Cana. Edersheim 
comments: “For miracle it is, and will ever remain; not, indeed, magic, nor arbitrary 
power, but power with a moral purpose, and that the highest. And we believe it, because 
this ‘sign’ is the first of all those miracles in which the Miracle of Miracles gave ‘a sign’, 
and manifested forth His glory—the glory of His Person, the glory of His Purpose, and 
the glory of His Work” (p. 362). 

 
(12) After this first miraculous sign, the text says that they all went down to Capernaum and 

stayed a few days. Capernaum is about 20 miles from Cana. Why do you think Jesus led 
them so far away from Cana to stay there for a couple of days? Bruce comments: “It 
appears that the holy family as a whole moved from Nazareth to Capernaum, where Jesus 
had his headquarters for the greater part of his Galilean ministry”. Why do you think 
John includes this verse? See Matt. 4:12-17. 

 
 What do you think the disciples talked about while they were in Capernaum? What affect 

do you think this had on the disciples? Why do you think John included the events in this 
passage in his gospel? How is it related to his purpose in writing? 
 



Barclay closes his comments on this passage with the following: “John tells us, not of 
things that Jesus once did in Palestine, but of things that Jesus still does today. And what 
John wants us to see here is not that Jesus once on a day turned some water pots of water 
into wine; he wants us to see that whenever Jesus comes into life, there comes a new 
quality which is like turning water into wine. Without Jesus life is dull, and stale, and 
flat; when Jesus comes into life, life becomes vivid and sparkling and exciting. Without 
Jesus life is drab and uninteresting; with Jesus life is thrilling and wonderful and 
exhilarating... The story John is saying to us: ‘If you want the new exhilaration, become a 
follower of Jesus Christ, and then there will come a change in your life which will be like 
water turning into wine’” (pp. 90-91). 

 
 
 
APPLICATION 

What truths are in this passage? 
Can they be applied to your life? 
How can you apply them? 
What are you going to do this week to apply them? 

 
 
 

Prepared by Aaron G. Buttery with special thanks to William O. Brown. 
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B. The Message (2:13-4:42) 
1. The Background (2:13-25) 

a. The Cleansing of the Temple (13-17) 
b. The Sign of Resurrection (18-22) 
c. The Response (23-25) 

i. of the People (23) 
ii. of Jesus (24-25) 

 
VIEW 

1. The Background (2:13-25) 
 After giving the reader some background on the person of Jesus, the author shifts our 

focus from the messenger to the message. And, he begins this section with background 
information about the message. He uses the events and dialogue surrounding Jesus' 
cleansing of the temple to convey this information. 

 
a. The Cleansing of the Temple (2:13-17) 

What main message do these verses reveal about the heart of God? Why do you think 
John gives the account of the cleansing of the Temple at this point in the gospel? What 
do you think he is trying to communicate or set up? 
 

 The chronology of the life of Jesus in the Gospel of John differs significantly from the 
chronology of the other three gospels. According to John’s gospel Jesus visited the 
temple on numerous occasions. But, according to the other gospels, Jesus visited 
Jerusalem only once, just prior to His crucifixion. According to the other three gospels 
the cleansing of the temple took place at the end of Jesus ministry (Matt. 21:12-13; Mark 
11:15-17; Luke 19:45-46). In John’s gospel it is presented at the beginning of Jesus 
ministry. Which is correct? Do you think this represents a contradiction in the Bible? 



Have we encountered a major error? If not, how do you explain the discrepancies? How 
can John 20:30-31 help us find an answer? 

 
 Several solutions have been suggested to resolve this apparent contradiction. A couple of 

them are: (1) Jesus could have cleansed the temple twice, once at the beginning of His 
ministry and then again at the end. (2) Since we know that John is not writing a 
chronological “life of Jesus”, he may have recorded these events here for another 
purpose. At this point Barclay writes: “All the likelihood is that John put this tremendous 
incident here to set in the very forefront of his story of Jesus the great fact that Jesus was 
the Messiah of God who came to cleanse the worship of men and to open the door to 
God. It is not the date that John is interested in; the date does not matter; his great 
concern is to show men the fact that Jesus’ actions prove Him to be the promised one of 
God. Right at the beginning, John shows us Jesus acting as God’s Messiah must act” (pp. 
94-95). Whether or not we recognize one or two cleansings of the temple, I think that 
Barclay has captured the reasons for John including this episode in his gospel. 

 
(13) According to this verse, when do the events in this passage occur? What is the feast of 

the Passover? What was the purpose of this feast? Barclay comments: “The Passover was 
the greatest of all the Jewish feasts” (p. 95). Every adult male Jew who lived within 20 
miles of Jerusalem was required to celebrate the feast in Jerusalem, and it was the dream 
of every Jew, no matter where they lived, to celebrate at least one Passover in Jerusalem. 
There may have been more than 2 million Jews in Jerusalem for this feast. 

 
(14) What did Jesus find in the temple? Alford comments: “The very fact of the market being 

held there would produce an unseemly mixture of sacred and profane transactions, even 
setting aside the abuses which would be certain to be mingled with the traffic.” Why 
were people selling oxen, sheep, and doves? Many pilgrims came to Jerusalem bringing 
the best sacrifice they could; the law required that every sacrifice must be perfect, 
flawless, and unblemished. Inspectors were appointed by temple authorities to ensure that 
only suitable sacrifices were offered; the fee for the inspection was twopence. Barclay 
comments: “If a worshiper bought a victim outside the Temple it was to all intents and 
purposes certain that victim would be examined and rejected. Again that might not have 
mattered much, but, in point of fact, a pair of doves could cost as little as ninepence 
outside the Temple, and as much as fifteen shillings inside the Temple. Here again was 
bare-faced extortion at the expense of poor and humble pilgrims, who were practically 
blackmailed into buying their victims from the Temple booths if they wished to sacrifice 
at all. It was rampant and shameless social injustice—and what was worse, it was being 
done in the name of religion” (p. 97). 

 
What else was in the temple? Why were money changers in the temple area? Each year, 
every Israelite and proselyte over 19 was required to pay a temple tax of ½ shekel, a head 
tax. The purpose of the tax was to pay for daily sacrifices and other rituals in the temple. 
The amount, ½ shekel was equivalent to almost two days wages. For all other purposes, 
coins from a variety of countries (Rome, Greece, Egypt, Tyre, Sidon, Palestine, etc.) 
were accepted and valid for trade and payment of debts, but not for the temple tax; it had 
to be paid in either Galilean shekels or sanctuary shekels. According to Barclay: “These 



were Jewish coins, and could be used as a gift to the Temple; the other currencies were 
foreign; they were therefore polluted and unclean; they might be used to pay ordinary 
debts, but not a debt to God. Now pilgrims arrived from all over the world with all kinds 
of coins. So in the Temple courts, there sat the money-changers. If their trade had been 
straightforward and honest they would have been fulfilling an honest and a necessary 
purpose. But it wasn’t and they weren’t…What enraged Jesus was that the pilgrims to the 
Passover, who could ill afford it, were being fleeced at an exorbitant rate by the money-
changers. Once again, it was a glaring social injustice aggravated by the fact that it was 
perpetrated in the name of pure religion” (pp. 96-97). 

 
(15) What did Jesus do? How do you think Jesus might have felt while he was making the 

scourge of cords? Was this an impulsive reaction or an intentional response? How do you 
think He looked when He used it? How does verse 17 help us answer these questions? 
How do you think the sellers and money changers felt when they saw Jesus coming 
toward them? What was the atmosphere like in the Temple while Jesus was “cleaning 
house”? 

 
(16) What did Jesus say while he was “cleaning house”? The temple consisted of a series of 

concentric courts: the innermost court was for the priests; the second court was for 
Israelite men; the third court was for Israelite women; the fourth court was for Gentiles. 
In which court do you think the selling and money changing took place? Since Gentiles 
could not offer sacrifices, what do you think they did when they came to worship at the 
Temple? In Mark 11:17 Jesus is quoted as saying, “Is it not written, ‘My house shall be 
called a house of prayer for all the nations’? But you have made it a robber’s den.” 
Barclay comments: “these Temple authorities and these Jewish traders were making the 
Court of the Gentiles into an uproar and a rabble where no man could pray. The lowing 
of the oxen, the bleating of the sheep, the cooing of the doves, the shouts of the 
hucksters, the rattle of coins, the voices raised in bargaining disputes—all these things 
combined [spoiled the only place where Gentiles could come and worship]” (p. 101). 
What was intended to be a “house of prayer” was transformed into a “den of robbers”. 

 
 Notice that Jesus did not hurt the doves. 
 
(17) When the disciples saw Jesus’ actions they were reminded of a Psalm that was 

recognized as prophetic of the Messiah, Psalm 69:9. “Zeal for thy house will consume 
me.” See also Mal. 3:1-4. What does this tell us about how His followers interpreted His 
actions? What does this communicate to the reader about Jesus’ identity? How does this 
relate to the author’s purpose? What do you think it means to be consumed by zeal? 
Webster defines zeal as eagerness and ardent (fiery/hot) interest in pursuit of something. 
Does zeal equal anger? 
 

b. The Sign of Resurrection (2:18-22) 
 
(18) In contrast to the disciples’ response, how did the Jewish leadership respond? It’s 

interesting that after such actions, not a word was spoken to arrest Jesus. Edersheim 
comments: “His Presence awed them, His words awakened even their consciences; they 



knew, only too well, how true His denunciations were. And behind Him was gathered the 
wondering multitude, that could not but sympathise with such bold, right royal, and 
Messianic vindication of Temple sanctity from the nefarious traffic of a hated, corrupt, 
and avaricious Priesthood” (p. 373). Implicitly, anyone who drove merchants out from 
the temple courts claimed the authority to do it. The Jews wanted to know if Jesus really 
had this authority. Barclay comments: “The point in their case is this. They 
acknowledged the act of Jesus to be the act of one who by the very act claimed to be the 
Messiah. Now it was always expected that when the Messiah came He would confirm 
and guarantee His claims by doing amazing and extraordinary things… So, the Jews said: 
‘By this act of yours you have publicly claimed to be the Messiah. Now show us some 
wonder which will prove your claim’” (p. 102). Though they saw, they did not see. 
Thought they heard, they did not hear. For their understanding was darkened, and their 
hearts hardened (Matt. 13:13-15). Edersheim comments: “As for ‘the sign,’ then and ever 
again sought by an ‘evil and adulterous generation’—evil in their thoughts and ways and 
adulterous to the God of Israel—He had then, as afterwards (Matt. 12:38-40), only one 
‘sign’ to give” (p. 375). 

 
(19) How did Jesus respond to their request? Why do you think Jesus did not perform a sign 

then and there to prove that He is the Messiah? 
 
(20) Who are these “Jews” speaking in this verse? How did they understand Jesus’ statement? 

How did they reply to it? How do you think they felt at the time of this exchange? What 
was the atmosphere like? Barclay comments: “It was in 19 B.C. that Herod had begun to 
build that wondrous Temple; it was not until A.D. 64 that the building was finally 
finished. It was forty-six years since it had been started; it was to be another twenty years 
before it was ended.” 

 
(21-22) To what was Jesus referring when He made his statement in verse 19? How do we know 

this? When did the disciples understand what He said? Do you think they understood 
what He meant at the time? How do you think they felt about what He said at the time? 
What was the ultimate sign to the nation of Israel that He is the Messiah? Read Acts 
2:32-36. Jesus was teaching in this verbal exchange that worship is not focused on a 
building and ritual, but on a person, the Messiah, who looks for people to worship Him 
in Spirit and in truth (John 4:23). The statement Jesus makes in this exchange is 
remarkable, audacious, and evidence of His self-awareness of Deity, for no mere man 
could make the claim to raise himself from the dead, even if one had confidence that God 
would raise him. 

 
 The Scripture they believed was primarily Psalm 16:10, the promise that God’s Holy 

One would not remain in the grave. 
 
 
 
 
 
 



c. The Response (2:23-25) 
 

i. of the People (2:23) 
 
(23)  What happened in Jerusalem while Jesus was there for the Passover? It says that 

“many believed in His name.” Who were these “many”? The text says, 
“beholding His signs which He was doing.” According to this, what influenced 
their belief in Jesus? If Jesus performed signs that influenced many to believe in 
Him, why do you think He did not perform a sign in the Temple when He was 
asked to show a sign? What is the difference? 

 
ii. of Jesus (2:24-25) 

 
(24-25) What does John tell us about Jesus in these verses? Why do you think he tells us 

this? How does this observation by John help us explain why Jesus did not 
perform a sign in the Temple? Barclay comments: “It is the great characteristic of 
Jesus that He did not want followers unless these followers clearly knew and 
definitely accepted that which was involved in following Him” (p. 106). 

 
  Why do you think Jesus did not “entrust Himself to them”? Barclay comments: 

“Jesus knew human nature. He knew the fickleness, the instability of the heart of 
man. He knew that a man can be swept away in a moment of emotion, and then 
back out when he discovers what decision really means. He knew how human 
nature hungers for sensations. He wanted, not a crowd of men cheering they knew 
not what, but a small company who knew what they were doing and who were 
prepared to follow to the end.” (p. 106) Jesus was looking for followers, not fans. 

 
 

Looking at the first two chapters of this gospel, John begins with Jesus’ call of 
discipleship (calling men to follow him). Then he shows Jesus’ miracle 
of conversion (changing water into wine). Then he shows Jesus performing a work 
of cleansing (the cleansing of the temple). This is how Jesus always works in His 
people: He calls first, then He converts, then He cleanses. 

 
 
 
APPLICATION 

What truths are in this passage? 
Can they be applied to your life? 
How can you apply them? 
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