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4th Sunday in Lent 2014 
————————————————— 

Gospel 

JN 9:1-41 

 
The season of Lent is about change, and change, as we all, at some point in our 

lives, come to realize is an inevitable part of our creatureliness.  But change is 

not always easy for us.  When we look forward to something new and different 

from what we currently have or where we currently are, we can, of course, 

receive it as a good thing.  When things are the way we want them to be, 

however, change can often appear to be threatening and something not so good.  

And sometimes when change happens unexpectedly or without our asking for it, 

it is just unsettling, and it can be costly.    

 

One of the recurring themes  for spiritual or religious change in the gospels is the 

metaphor of  the movement from blindness to sight  At first, the idea of 

overcoming blindness, of seeing again, or of seeing for the first time, seems like 

an obviously good thing.  The story of Jesus healing the man born blind in John’s 

gospel, however, is far more ambiguous than that if we keep in mind that John is 

undoubtedly using the story as a metaphor for a change from some of kind of 

blindness in our own lives.  This story of the man born blind is quite different from 

other accounts of the blind being healed throughout the gospels.  First of all, in 

other accounts, the blind often cry out to Jesus for healing, often quite 

persistently; here, the blind man doesn’t ask for anything.  Secondly,  in other 
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stories about the blind being healed, they often already identify Jesus as “Lord” 

or as “Son of David” before anything happens to them; not so in this story.  This 

blind man does not ask for healing and he then has trouble even identifying who 

it was that healed him. 

 

Here, I think, is where the story gets really quite interesting, because it leads us 

to ask the question: And what did this unexpected and unasked for healing cost 

the blind man?  In some sense, wasn’t he better off being blind than seeing?  I’m 

asking this question for two reasons: 

 In the first place, while  he was blind, he could at least beg, and he seems to 

have be quite well known.   As lowly as the place of a beggar was, it did give 

the man a particular place in society and a certain, if limited, source of income.  

Now, with his new gift of sight, he is going to have to learn how to work at 

something else and learn how to navigate society and social life and human 

relationships in an entirely new and different way.   Even situations that are far 

less than ideal for human beings, psychologists tell us, are sometimes difficult 

for people to change or to give up because they have gotten use to them and 

in a certain sense, they depend on them for establishing who they are and 

how they live life.  I can’t imagine that it would have been very easy for this 

man to adjust to life in the ancient world after a life of blindness.  There was 

cost to his healing. 

 Secondly,  as a blind man,  his parents recognized him and took delight in him.  

He belonged to the synagogue and he had a place there.  But once the man 
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could see, his parents then kept their distance from him- “Ask him”, they say 

when questioned by the officials about what had happened; “he’s of age; he 

can speak for himself”- they don’t want to get mixed up in whatever mess he 

has gotten himself into with the synagogue officials.  And then when he simply 

tells the truth- that his eyes were opened- and suggests that whoever healed 

him must be from God,  the synagogue officials turn on him and throw him out 

of the synagogue.  For simply saying what had happened and linking his new 

gift of sight with the goodness of God, which a believing Jew might well do, he 

has  now lost the only faith community he had ever known. 

 

This story seems to be suggesting to us that being able to see can be quite 

costly, and that maybe remaining blind is easier.  Here, I think, is where 

metaphor of blindness and sight as a way for talking about change bumps up 

against our own lives.  Isn’t it sometimes easier for us not to see things, to 

remain blind, because the cost of seeing the truth, seeing what is happening 

around us, can cause us problems.  We are all painfully aware of what this looks 

like.  The horrible sex abuse scandal at Penn State University  not so long ago, 

and the continuing sex abuse crisis in the Catholic Church throughout the world 

are about human beings preferring blindness to sight, preferring not seeing to 

seeing.  Change can be incredibly difficult for us.  We often would rather turn our 

heads and look another way so that we don’t have to  see  and so that we don’t 

have to change.   
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This story of the blind man is about how costly it can be when we begin to see.  

Reading it during Lent is obviously intended to get us to think about how difficult 

change is in our own lives and about how we often do prefer blindness to sight 

because of the cost involved in seeing things as they are.   

 How often do I not just pass by and refuse to see someone whom I perceived to 

be more of an annoyance than a creature made in God’s image?   

 How often do I not just give up on the political processes and turn my gaze away 

from the growing poverty rates in this country, from the increasing number of 

hungry children, from the cutting of food programs and other basic assistance 

relief efforts when they are needed most, simply because I don’t want to deal 

with that right now?   

 How often am I unwilling to change my bad habits of consumption that will 

irreversibly damage this world and its systems of life upon which all of life 

depends?   

 How often do I refuse to say what needs to be said or  to defend those who are 

still all too easily victimized, because it might threaten my security in some 

way? 

 How often do I not prefer blindness to sight because it will cost me too much? 

 

Each of us can probably name some area of life in which we prefer blindness to 

sight and in which we would simply rather not change.  Real change, as I said, 

can be rather difficult, despite the fact that it goes on all the time.  The Gospel 

calls us to change because the Gospel calls us to seeing what is to be seen and 
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doing what needs to be done.  The early Church called Baptism “Enlightenment” 

and for a good reason- because once we have gone throughout the waters of 

Baptism, we are “enlightened”, we are called by God to see, to see anew, to see 

in truth, and to see afresh.  Lent, a time for renewing our baptismal covenant and 

our baptismal life, is intended as an opportunity for us to begin once again, to see 

sin for what it is and wherever it- beginning with me and my own life- and then to 

begin again to see the world through the eyes of Another One- through the eyes 

of the Crucified and Risen Christ.  Seeing more and seeing more clearly calls all 

of us to  greater responsibility. 

 

The question this gospel reading raises for us and then leaves us with 

unresolved is very simply: What do I need to see in my own life this Lent?  What 

will that sight cost me?  And, What am I going to do with it? 


