
John 3:1-21  
 
 
READ:  John 3:1-15 
 
Q:  v1 tells us that Jesus had a visitor.  He was [1] “a ruler of the Jews”, [2] was a Pharisee, [3] called 
Nicodemus.  What are we to learn from these 3 things? 

- He was a Pharisee.  Not a Priest (with whom Jesus had clashed with in Ch 2), not a Zealot, not 
a Scribe (Lawyer), not a Herodian.  Of all the Jewish parties, Jesus was closest to the Pharisees. 

- “Ruler of the Jews”.  Israel was occupied but self-governing (in WW2 like France, not Poland).  
The Sanhedrin were the council that governed with leading members of the Priest party, 
Scribes and Pharisees.  He was in a position of serious influence. 

- It is possible that he was of the highest family.  There was a Nicodemus as  Jewish ambassador 
to Roman Consul Pompey 63BC.  In AD70 a son of Nicodemus (our Nicodemus?) negotiated the 
surrender of the Jerusalem garrison at the end of the siege. 

- In other words, this man was a national heavyweight. 
 
Q:  v2. Why did Nicodemus come at night? 

- Tradition said that rabbis’ best study of the Law was at night – when they would be 
undisturbed. Or 

- Politically, temple priests would have been scandalised if a member of a rival group was in 
consultations with an unlicensed religious maniac who tried to cause a riot in The Court of the 
Gentiles recently. 

 
Q:  v2 He addresses Jesus as “rabbi” and is respectful in his opening statement.  Was he wrong to do 
so? 

- Certainly not.  Indeed, he is giving this un-schooled unknown some credit. 
 
Q:  But do you know people who use Nicodemus’ approach too.  They say Jesus was not Son of God, 
but readily concede that he “comes from God”.  How do you deal with such queries? 

- The classic response comes from CS Lewis “A man who was merely a man and said the sort of things Jesus 

said, wouldn’t be a great moral teacher. He would either be a lunatic on the level with a man who says he’s a 
poached egg – or else he would be the devil of hell: you must take your choice. Either this was, and is, the Son of 
God, or else a madman or something worse. You can shut Him up for a demon: or you can fall at His feet and call 
Him Lord and God. But don’t come up with any patronizing nonsense about his being a great moral teacher. He 

hasn’t left that alternative open to us.” 
- ….. 

 
Q:  The Hindu and religious Buddhist believe they are reborn many times. On occasion, journalists 
talk of “rebirth of the nation” (e.g. Iran after the fall of The Shah, USA after the Civil War, etc).  v3 
talks of “anothen” which can mean born again or born from above.  Does this seem weird to the 
modern ear, or actually quite woke?  On-trend? 

- It should not have been weird for Nicodemus.  Rabbis called a proselyte as “like a new born 
child  

- The phrase “born again” has become stigmatised by over use, and branded hostilely be critics.  
But the idea still has currency. 

- V5/6 spells this out. 
 
Q:  Why was Jesus surprised at Nicodemus’ poor response? 

- As a learned man, Nicodemus should have been aware of the water and spirit ideas in Is 
44:44:3-5 and Ezk 37:9-10.  But the point may be that an over reliance on the Pentateuch 
misses out huge parts of God’s unrolling revelation. 



 
Q:  v13-15, what is this seemingly obscure aside about? 

- From Numbers 21:4-9.  The story of twisted snake.  In the flesh - a killer.  But in obedience to a 
counter intuitive command by Moses – the Image seems to save. (The obedience does.) 

- This is a support to v16-18, “look to me, and God will save you”.  And in the context of being 
“lifted up on the cross”, entirely counter intuitive. 

- Jesus switches back into the Pentateuch to explain his mission has roots there as well as in The 
Prophets. 

 
READ John 3:16-21   
 
Q:  v16 is too familiar to Christians.  But it has a surprise for the many who welcome the existence of 
God, but believe that “there can be many routes to the mountain peak”. What is the surprise and 
why is their mountain analogy wrong. 

- It is belief in Jesus not belief in God that is the action that gets you the rescue. 
- The mountain-many-routes analogy says we give God the effort, by climbing.  That we know 

where god is, and that it is up to us to put effort into finding him.  V16/18 says no – He gave, 
not us.  And as v8 says, God is not a simple single point in space, but a shifting complexity we 
cannot hope to “tame”. 

 
Q:  Again, “light” is a nice word.  It has warm generalised religious connotations.  V19-21 refer to 
“the light” x5 (and x7 in Jn 1:1-9). What else do v19-21 bring us to understand, that is much less 
talked about?  

- “Darkness”, “evil”, the “exposed”.  A lot of “spiritual” people are happy to talk about “the 
light”, but believe that “the darkness” is just an issue for a few. 

 
Finally 
Q:  v5 & 8 says believers are born of The Spirit.   What evidence of the Spirit's work do you see in 
your life 

- … 
 
 
 
Material from:   CruComm, Bill Lovett 
 
PRAY IN THE PASSAGE:  


