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Chapter 1

Introduction

What originally motivated the study of the present topic were intriguing and
recurrent remarks found in scholarly literature on the Fourth Gospel. For in-
stance, Brown, in his commentary’s introduction, writes that “the full faith in
Jesus which brings life to men is possible only after the resurrection, when men
confess him as Lord and God (xx 28).”! Likewise, Painter states that “from the
narrative confessions, it is clear that authentic faith was not a reality during
Jesus’ ministry.”? While these, and many other authors, distinguish pre- and
post-resurrection faiths, the nature of the difference is not clearly explicated. If
“full faith” leading to life must await the resurrection, how exactly should one
consider the faith of those who believed prior to the resurrection? Was, for in-
stance, their faith imperfect because it did not or could not properly understand
Jesus’ identity, words, and mission?* Consequently, were the disciples during
Jesus’ earthly ministry already in a saving relationship with Jesus?

Questions associated with the nature of faith prior to Jesus’ resurrection
come to the fore often in this Gospel, generally due to ambiguities in the pres-
entation of the disciples. The evangelist does portray them as believing, con-
fessing, and even witnessing about their faith quite early in the course of the
narrative (e.g. 1:41, 45, 49; 2:11; 6:68-69). Yet, Jesus apparently considers that
the disciples still need to believe (11:15) and even questions whether they do
indeed believe (16:31). Finally, the Fourth Gospel’s narrative points to a time,
after the resurrection, when faith and understanding would be present in them
(e.g. 2:22; 12:16; 20:8).* It follows that the literary and theological coherence of

' R. E. Brown, The Gospel according to John, 2 vols, AB 29 & 29a (Garden City, NY:
Doubleday, 1966, 1970), 1:cxviii.

2 J. Painter, The Quest for the Messiah: The History, Literature and Theology of the Johan-
nine Community, 2nd ed. (Nashville, TN: Abingdon, 1993), 414.

3 So for instance, Painter, Quest, 41112, states that misunderstanding Jesus is a mark of
superficial faith. Likewise, R. A. Culpepper, Anatomy of the Fourth Gospel: A Study in Literary
Design (Philadelphia, PA: Fortress, 1983), 11618, argues that there is a pattern of misunder-
standing in the disciples so that their faith is imperfect and “only [Jesus’] death and resurrec-
tion, his glorification, will enable them to understand what he has revealed.”

4 Thus, for Painter, Quest, 414: “[...] the words and works of Jesus could not provoke au-
thentic faith in the context of his ministry, but the reminiscence of them in the apostolic witness
would.” For Painter authentic faith presupposes the glorification of Jesus, the coming of the
Paraclete, and the resurrection of Jesus.



2 Chapter 1: Introduction

the narrative is at stake as readers wonder why the evangelist chose to portray
the disciples’ faith in such an ambiguous manner. Based on these apparently
contradictory statements, many have concluded that the disciples’ faith prior to
Easter was in some way deficient or faulty. But is this a necessary conclusion?
Are the distinctions between pre-Easter faith and post-Easter “full faith” or
between pre-Easter inauthentic faith and post-Easter “authentic faith” appropri-
ate? What could be the evangelist’s reasons for portraying the disciples’ faith
in the way he does? The issue deserves to be revisited in a thorough fashion.

It has long been recognized that the themes of faith and understanding play
a significant role in the Fourth Gospel. For instance, Mlakuzhyil proposed that
“Christocentric faith is one of the most prominent Johannine themes.” For
Culpepper, the plot of the Fourth Gospel is “propelled by conflict between be-
lief and unbelief as responses to Jesus”® and most of the disciples typify a re-
sponse to Jesus, which he labels “commitment in spite of misunderstanding.””
Commentaries on this Gospel frequently draw attention to faith and under-
standing in passing while several scholarly articles and monographs have dealt
with particular passages or concepts related to one or other aspect of the overall
question.® There is also agreement that the disciples are important characters

5 G. Mlakuzhyil, The Christocentric Literary Structure of the Fourth Gospel, AnBib 117
(Rome: Editrice Pontificio Istituto Biblico, 1987), 290. More recently, C. R. Koester, The Word
of Life: A Theology of John's Gospel (Grand Rapids, MI: Eerdmans, 2008), 161-86, has de-
voted an entire chapter to the theme of faith in his overview of Johannine theology.

¢ Culpepper, Anatomy, 97.

" Culpepper, Anatomy, 147.

8 On faith in the Fourth Gospel, see e.g. A. Schlatter, Der Glaube in Neuen Testament
(Stuttgart: Calwer Verlag, 1927), 176-221, 486520, 595-600; J. Huby, “De la connaissance de
foi dans Saint Jean,” RSR 21 (1931): 385—-421; M. Bonningues, La foi dans I’évangile de saint
Jean (Paris/Bruxelles: Office Général du Livre/La pensée catholique, 1955); A. Decourtray,
“La conception johannique de la foi,” NRTh 81 (1959): 561-76; G. F. Hawthorne, “The Con-
cept of Faith in the Fourth Gospel,” BSac 116 (1959): 117-26; W. Grundmann, “Versténdnis
und Bewegung des Glaubens im Johannes-Evangelium,” KD 6 (1960): 131-54; A. Vanhoye,
“Notre foi, oeuvre divine, d’apres le quatrieme évangile,” NRTh 86 (1964): 337-54; J. Gaftney,
“Believing and Knowing in the Fourth Gospel,” 7S 26 (1965): 215—41; R. Schnackenburg, The
Gospel according to John, trans. by K. Smyth, 3 vols, HTKNT IV/1-3 (London/New York, NY:
Burns & Oates/Crossroad, 1968—1982), 1:558-75; L. Walter, “Foi et incrédulité selon Saint
Jean” (These de doctorat. Paris: Institut Catholique de Paris, 1975); abbreviated in L. Walter,
L’incroyance des croyants selon saint Jean, Lire la Bible 43 (Paris: Cerf, 1976); E. Szymanek,
“Glaube und Unglaube im Evangelium des hl. Johannes,” Col/T 46 (1976): 97-121; J.-M. Faux,
La foi du Nouveau Testament (Bruxelles: Institut d’Etudes Théologiques, 1977), 177-235;
D. Mollat, Etudes johanniques, PdD 19 (Paris: Seuil, 1979); Y. Ibuki, ““Viele glaubten an
ihn’ — Auseinandersetzung mit dem Glauben im Johannesevangelium,” AJ/BI 9 (1983): 128-83;
R. L. Adkinson, “An Examination of the Concept of Believing in the Gospel of John” (Unpub-
lished Ph.D. Thesis. New Orleans, LA: New Orleans Baptist Theological Seminary, 1990);
A. D. Hopkins, “A Narratological Approach to the Development of Faith in the Gospel of John”
(Unpublished Ph.D. Thesis. Louisville, KY: Southern Baptist Theological Seminary, 1992);
and most recently A. Barus, “The Faith Motif in John’s Gospel: A Narrative Approach”



Introduction 3

in the narrative of the Fourth Gospel, and research in this domain necessarily
mentions something about their faith and understanding. Yet, though disciple-
ship has become the focus of increased interest in the last several decades,’
Culpepper’s 1983 remark that “the role of the disciples in John has escaped the
intense interest that has recently been turned on their role in Mark”!® remains
true overall today. Clearly, the door is still open for further research on disci-
pleship and on the faith and understanding motifs in the Fourth Gospel. More
to the point, and quite surprisingly given the dilemma briefly exposed above,
there remains to be written a substantial work fully dedicated to the disciples’
faith and understanding in the Fourth Gospel. Therefore, this study will seek to
establish how and why the characterisation of the disciples has been presented

(Unpublished Ph.D. Thesis. Aberdeen: University of Aberdeen, 2000). On faith as it relates to
signs in the Fourth Gospel, see e.g. R. Bultmann, The Gospel of John: A Commentary, trans. by
G. R. Beasley-Murray (Oxford: Blackwell, 1971), 69, 131; M. de Jonge, Jesus, Stranger from
Heaven and Son of God: Jesus Christ and the Christians in Johannine Perspective, trans. by
J. E. Steely, SBLSBS 11 (Missoula, MT: Scholars Press, 1977), 117-40; F. J. Moloney, “From
Cana to Cana (Jn. 2:1-4:54) and the Fourth Evangelist’s Concept of Correct (and Incorrect)
Faith,” Sal 40 (1978): 817-43; M.-E. Boismard, “Rapport entre foi et miracles dans 1’évangile
de Jean,” ETL 58 (1982): 357-64; C. R. Koester, “Hearing, Seeing, and Believing in the Gospel
of John,” Bib 70/3 (1989): 327-48; G. H. Twelftree, Jesus the Miracle Worker: A Historical
and Theological Study (Downers Grove, IL: InterVarsity Press, 1999), 189-238.

> See R. M. Chennattu, Johannine Discipleship as a Covenant Relationship (Peabody,
MA: Hendrickson, 2006), 1-22, for a helpful overview of research on the Johannine disciple-
ship motif since 1970. Particularly influential studies in this area are: Schnackenburg, John,
3:203-17; de Jonge, Stranger, 1-17; M. Vellanickal, “Discipleship according to the Gospel of
John,” Jeev 10 (1980): 131-47; J. S. Siker-Gieseler, “Disciples and Discipleship in the Fourth
Gospel: A Canonical Approach,” StudBibT 10 (1980): 199-227; F. F. Segovia, “‘Peace I Leave
with You; My Peace I Give to You’: Discipleship in the Fourth Gospel,” in Discipleship in the
New Testament, ed. by F. F. Segovia (Philadelphia, PA: Fortress, 1985), 76-102; M. M. Pazdan,
“Nicodemus and the Samaritan Woman: Contrasting Models of Discipleship,” BTB 17 (1987):
145-48; C. L. Winbery, “Abiding in Christ: The Concept of Discipleship in John,” TTE 38
(1988): 104-20; R. F. Collins, These Things Have Been Written: Studies on the Fourth Gospel,
LThPM 2 (Louvain/Grand Rapids, MI: Peeters/Eerdmans, 1990), 46-55; J. A. du Rand, “Per-
spectives on Johannine Discipleship according to the Farewell Discourse,” Neot 25 (1991):
311-25; W. H. Gloer, ““Come and See’: Disciples and Discipleship in the Fourth Gospel,” in
Perspectives on John: Methods and Interpretation in the Fourth Gospel, ed. by R. B. Sloan
and M. C. Parsons, NABPRSSS (Lewiston, NY/Queenston/Lampeter: Edwin Mellen, 1993),
269-301; M. R. Hillmer, “They Believed in Him: Discipleship in the Johannine Tradition,” in
Patterns of Discipleship in the New Testament, ed. by R. N. Longenecker, McMNTS (Grand
Rapids, MI: Eerdmans, 1996), 77-97; D. G. van der Merve, “Towards a Theological Under-
standing of Johannine Discipleship,” Neot 31 (1997): 339-59; A. J. Késtenberger, The Missions
of Jesus and the Disciples according to the Fourth Gospel: With Implications for the Fourth
Gospel's Purpose and the Mission of the Contemporary Church (Grand Rapids, MI: Eerdmans,
1998), 141-98.

10" Culpepper, Anatomy, 115. For a treatment of discipleship in Mark, with a recent bibliog-
raphy, see S. W. Henderson, Christology and Discipleship in the Gospel of Mark, SNTSMS 135
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2006), 3, n.2.
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in the way it is in the Fourth Gospel. Simply stated, recognizing the exegeti-
cal and theological obscurities still facing Johannine interpreters, this study
proposes to investigate how one should consider the faith and understanding of
Jesus’ disciples before and after the resurrection.

Given the limited space available, a wide-ranging exploration of the topic
from the mutually illuminating perspectives of literary, historical, and theologi-
cal analyses cannot possibly be undertaken. Although the study will at times
refer to the manner in which questions have been answered from a historical
and theological point of view,!! its primary interest is in the literary, and only
secondarily in the theological. Indeed, this study will propose that a narrative
understanding of the disciples’ faith and understanding may give new breath to
further historical and theological examinations. Arguably, of the three perspec-
tives, the literary task is primary, as the investigation of what the text says and
how it functions both within itself and in relation to its readers is essential for
questions of the text’s meaning. As Lee argues, “What lies behind the text is
important, yet it is always dependent on, and secondary to, what lies within.”'?
Only when questions have been formed on this level, however tentative they
may be, is it possible to employ the text properly as a resource for enquiries
into ‘the world behind the text’ and ‘the world in front of the text.’!* It should
be noted that a literary approach is neither necessarily a-historical, nor does it
exclude theological explorations. It is rather that the emphasis and focus of the
questions posed by literary critics are different from those posed by historians
and theologians.!* For instance, literary analysts attempt to appreciate a story
apart from its referential function, i.e., its ability to refer to the real world: “the
story world is to be entered and experienced rather than evaluated in terms of
historicity.”!* But this is not to say that a degree of historical or theological
analysis is not necessary to the literary task. It remains useful, for instance, to
understand historically what was going on during the Jewish feasts to better
grasp how the narrative of the Fourth Gospel functions within itself.

This study will employ narrative criticism in its focus on the disciples’ faith
and understanding. Narrative criticism or narratology is interested both in the
content and the form of the text. Its development began around 1970, and ad-

11" See especially chapters 4 and 5. These questions are essentially the following: Did the
disciples believe prior to Jesus’ glorification and what would such belief have entailed? Could
the disciples believe prior to Jesus’ glorification?

2 D. A. Lee, Flesh and Glory: Symbolism, Gender, and Theology in the Gospel of John
(New York, NY: Crossroad, 2002), 5.

13 See e.g. E. S. Malbon, “Texts and Contexts: Interpreting the Disciples in Mark,” Se-
meia 62 (1993): 82, n.3, for whom it is necessary to view the text as both window and mirror
in order for the interpretive task to be fully carried out.

4 For M. A. Powell, What Is Narrative Criticism?, GNTS (Minneapolis, MN: Fortress,
1990), 8, literary critics “bracket out questions of historicity in order to concentrate on the
nature of the text as literature.”

15 Powell, Narrative Criticism, 8.



Introduction 5

vanced with the works of literary critics such as Genette, Iser, Chatman, Booth,
and Ricoeur.!® As such, it can still be considered a recent method of analysis.
But in the last forty years, it has been very productive. For instance, though
the resources of earlier approaches have certainly not been exhausted, literary
approaches have moved beyond the traditional narrative and reader-response
criticisms, to, for example, poststructuralist, deconstructive, or ideological
criticisms.

Biblical scholars rapidly learned to use the tools of narrative analysis,'” so
that in 1983 Culpepper’s seminal study Anatomy of the Fourth Gospel intro-
duced Johannine scholars to this method of analysis.!® At the time, its main
import was to show that the Fourth Gospel’s narrative, taken as a unified whole,
was inherently meaningful regardless of its sources or composition history.
Needless to say, Culpepper began a revolution of sorts in Johannine studies.
His monograph convinced many that new insights could be gained through
a narrative analysis of this Gospel, and so paved the way for the publication
of diverse narrative studies, such as Duke’s lrony in the Fourth Gospel and
O’Day’s Revelation in the Fourth Gospel respectively only two and three years

16 G. Genette, Figures III, Poétique (Paris: Seuil, 1972); G. Genette, Nouveaux discours du
récit (Paris: Seuil, 1983); W. Iser, The Implied Reader: Patterns of Communication in Prose
Fiction from Bunyan to Beckett (Baltimore, MD: Johns Hopkins University Press, 1974);
W. Iser, The Act of Reading: A Theory of Aesthetic Response (Baltimore, MD: Johns Hopkins
University Press, 1978); S. Chatman, Story and Discourse: Narrative Structure in Fiction and
Film (Ithaca/London: Cornell University Press, 1978); W. C. Booth, The Rhetoric of Fiction,
2nd ed. (Chicago, IL: University of Chicago Press, 1983); P. Ricoeur, Temps et récit. Tome I:
L’intrigue et le récit historique, Points-Essais (Paris: Seuil, 1983); P. Ricoeur, Temps et récit.
Tome II: La configuration dans le récit de fiction, Points-Essais (Paris: Seuil, 1984); P. Ricoeur,
Temps et récit. Tome I11: Le temps raconté, Points-Essais (Paris: Seuil, 1985); W. C. Booth, The
Company We Keep: An Ethics of Fiction (Berkeley, CA/Los Angeles, CA/London: University
of California Press, 1988).

17 See the works of pioneers of biblical narrative criticism, such as N. R. Petersen, Liter-
ary Criticism for New Testament Critics (Philadelphia, PA: Fortress, 1978); R. Alter, The Art
of Biblical Narrative (New York, NY: Basic Books, 1981); D. Rhoads and D. Michie, Mark
as Story: An Introduction to the Narrative of a Gospel (Philadelphia, PA: Fortress, 1982);
J. D. Kingsbury, Matthew as Story (Philadelphia, PA: Fortress, 1986); R. C. Tannehill, The
Narrative-Unity of Luke-Acts: A Literary Interpretation, 2 vols, Foundations and Facets (Phila-
delphia, PA: Fortress, 1986-90); J.-N. Aletti, L art de raconter Jésus Christ, Parole de Dieu
(Paris: Seuil, 1989); S. D. Moore, Literary Criticism and the Gospels: The Theoretical Chal-
lenge (New Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 1989); or Powell, Narrative Criticism. More re-
cently, see J. L. Resseguie, Narrative Criticism of the New Testament: An Introduction (Grand
Rapids, MI: Baker Academic, 2005).

'8 Culpepper, Anatomy. If Culpepper’s essay is a watershed in Johannine literary studies,
precursors to his Anatomy are H. Leroy, Rdtsel und Missverstdindnis, ein Beitrag zur Formge-
schichte des Johannesevangeliums, BBB 30 (Bonn: P. Hanstein, 1968); D. Wead, The Literary
Devices in John's Gospel (Basel: Friedrich Reinhardt Kommissionsverlag, 1970); or de Jonge,
Stranger.
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later.!® This new trend in Johannine studies reached its height in the 1990s, with
the publication of an issue of Semeia entitled The Fourth Gospel from a Lit-
erary Perspective,” and several important monographs such as Stibbe’s John
as Storyteller and The Gospel of John as Literature,”® Davies’ Rhetoric and
Reference in the Fourth Gospel,”* Tovey’s Narrative Art and Act in the Fourth
Gospel,? and Resseguie’s The Strange Gospel ** Most recently, Thatcher and
Moore published a collection of essays seeking to recount the history of narra-
tive analysis of the Fourth Gospel and to project the future of such an approach
to this Gospel, thus showing that this area of research is still alive and well.?
Thus this study will make use of basic narratological terminology® in its
focus on the story-as-discoursed.”” Throughout, it will seek to read the text as
the implied reader. Clearly, to the extent that the implied reader is an idealised
abstraction only perceptible in clues suggested by a narrative, this goal is never
perfectly attainable. Even more, actual (real) readers are each influenced by their
own reading conventions and competences, by their knowledge of other texts
(such as Synoptic Gospels), and by their location in space and history. Thus, it

19 P. D. Duke, Irony in the Fourth Gospel (Atlanta: John Knox, 1985); G. R. O’Day, Revela-
tion in the Fourth Gospel: Narrative Mode and Theological Claim (Philadelphia, PA: Fortress,
1986). See also J. L. Staley, The Print’s First Kiss: A Rhetorical Investigation on the Implied
Reader in the Fourth Gospel, SBLDS 82 (Atlanta, GA: Scholars Press, 1988), though he uses
reader-response criticism rather than narrative criticism.

20 R. A. Culpepper and F. F. Segovia, eds., The Fourth Gospel from a Literary Perspective,
Semeia, vol. 51 (Atlanta, GA: Scholars Press, 1991).

2L M. W. G. Stibbe, John as Storyteller: Narrative Criticism and the Fourth Gospel (Cam-
bridge/New York: Cambridge University Press, 1992); M. W. G. Stibbe, The Gospel of John
as Literature: An Anthology of Twentieth-Century Perspectives, NTTS 17 (Leiden/New York:
Brill, 1993).

22 M. Davies, Rhetoric and Reference in the Fourth Gospel, ISNTSup 69 (Sheffield: Shef-
field Academic Press, 1992).

2 D. Tovey, Narrative Art and Act in the Fourth Gospel, ISNTSup 151 (Sheffield: Shef-
field Academic Press, 1997).

24 J. L. Resseguie, The Strange Gospel: Narrative Design and Point of View in John, Bib-
IntS 56 (Leiden/Boston, MA: Brill, 2001).

% T. Thatcher and S. D. Moore, eds., Anatomies of Narrative Criticism: The Past, Present,
and Future of the Fourth Gospel as Literature, SBLRBS, vol. 55 (Atlanta, GA: Society of Bib-
lical Literature, 2008). See also G. Hallbick, “The Gospel of John as Literature,” in New Read-
ings in John: Literary and Theological Perspectives. Essays from the Scandinavian Conference
on the Fourth Gospel in Aarhus 1997, ed. by J. Nissen and S. Pedersen, JSNTSuppS 182 (Shet-
field: Sheffield Academic Press, 1999), 31-46.

26 See Chatman, Story, for a thorough explanation of the theoretical model that is most
often used by narrative analysts. His model is then expressed through a diagram on p. 267. See
also the diagrams (derived from Chatman) used by Culpepper, Anatomy, 6; Powell, Narrative
Criticism, 27; or Barus, “Faith”, 21.

27 Chatman, Story, 19. Chatman distinguishes the “what” (the story) from the “how” (the
discourse) of a narrative.
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may never be possible for them to perfectly read the text as the implied reader.?®
Yet, the following question, though implicit, will continually beg answering in
much of the following research on the disciples’ faith and understanding in the
Fourth Gospel’s narrative: “Is there anything in the text that indicates how the
reader is expected to respond to the characterisation of the disciples?”

Indeed, since this study attempts to clarify issues surrounding the faith and
understanding of Jesus’ disciples in the narrative of the Fourth Gospel, it is a
study of their characterisation.”” Characterisation is arguably the most inter-
esting element of the story. In fact, for Culpepper “Much of the power of the
Fourth Gospel comes from its vivid characterizations and their effects upon the
reader.”*® It is all the more surprising that this area of narrative analysis has not
produced a larger array of studies on the Fourth Gospel’s characters. Neverthe-
less, since Culpepper’s section of his Anatomy on the topic,’! one that is still
of much use and continues to influence new generations of Johannine scholars,
several studies have made a significant impact in the field, laying the ground-
work for further research in the area. These are best represented by Beck’s The
Discipleship Paradigm and Conway’s Men and Women in the Fourth Gospel.**

28 See discussion in Powell, Narrative Criticism, 19-21.

2 On characterisation in literature, see especially E. M. Forster, Aspects of the Novel (San
Diego, CA/New York, NY/London: Harcourt, Inc., 1955), 43-82; W. J. Harvey, Character
and the Novel (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1965); Chatman, Story, 96—145; T. Do-
cherty, Reading (Absent) Character: Towards a Theory of Characterization in Fiction (Ox-
ford: Clarendon, 1983); B. Hochman, Character in Literature (Ithaca, NY/London: Cornell
University Press, 1985); J. Phelan, Reading People, Reading Plots: Character, Progression,
and the Interpretation of Narrative (Chicago, IL/London: University of Chicago Press, 1989);
S. Bar-Efrat, Narrative Art in the Bible, BLS 17 (Sheffield: Almond, 1989), 48-92; On char-
acterisation in biblical literature, see D. Rhoads and K. Syreeni, eds., Characterization in the
Gospels: Reconceiving Narrative Criticism, JSNTSup, vol. 184 (Sheffield: Sheffield Academic
Press, 1999); P. Létourneau and M. Talbot, eds., Et vous, qui dites-vous que je suis? La gestion
des personnages dans les récits bibliques, SBib, vol. 16 (Montréal/Paris: Médiaspaul, 2006);
or E. S. Malbon and A. Berlin, eds., Characterization in Biblical Literature, Semeia, vol. 63
(Atlanta, GA: Scholars Press, 1993).

30 Culpepper, Anatomy, 7.

31 Culpepper, Anatomy, 99—148.

32 D. R. Beck, The Discipleship Paradigm: Readers and Anonymous Characters in the
Fourth Gospel, BibIntS 27 (Leiden/New York, NY: Brill, 1997); C. M. Conway, Men and Wom-
en in the Fourth Gospel. Gender and Johannine Characterization, SBLDS 167 (Atlanta, GA:
SBL, 1999). In addition to these, particularly relevant to the present study are N. R. Petersen,
The Gospel of John and the Sociology of Light. Language and Characterization in the Fourth
Gospel (Valley Forge, PA: Trinity Press International, 1993); A. Fehribach, The Women in the
Life of the Bridegroom: A Feminist Historical-Literary Analysis of the Female Characters in
the Fourth Gospel (Collegeville, MN: Liturgical Press, 1998); M. M. Beirne, Women and Men
in the Fourth Gospel. A Genuine Discipleship of Equals, ISNTSup 242 (Sheffield: Sheffield
Academic Press, 2003); A. Marchadour, Les personnages dans I’évangile de Jean: miroir pour
une christologie narrative, Lire la Bible 139 (Paris: Cerf, 2004); B. B. Blaine Jr., Peter in the
Gospel of John: The Making of an Authentic Disciple, AcaBib 27 (Atlanta, GA: SBL, 2007).
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It should also be added that two books were released after the completion of
this monograph, so that interaction with them was impossible: Bennema’s En-
countering Jesus, and Hylen’s Imperfect Believers.>

In a narrative work, implied readers learn about characters primarily through
discovering their role in the plot. In the fourth chapter of the study, on the basis
of the conclusions reached in its two preceding chapters, the relationship be-
tween plot and characterisation will be discussed thoroughly, but at this point
Abrams’ definition of ‘plot’ may already prove useful. For Abrams, “the plot in
a dramatic work is the structure of its actions, as these are ordered and rendered
toward achieving particular emotional and artistic effects.”** Consequently,
characterisation emerges in the web of events and relationships that make up
the plot. The implied author may reveal, define, and shape character by a variety
of means that are best categorised as ‘showing’ and ‘telling.” Within these cat-
egories, what characters do or what they say reflect the showing aspect, while
comments made about them by the narrator (also called ‘inside views’*®) or by
other characters in the story reflect the telling aspect.* It follows that showing
may be less precise or reliable than telling.*’

Most Johannine scholars agree that the narrator of the Fourth Gospel speaks
from the ideological and temporal (in this case, retrospective) vantage point
of the Johannine community, as evidenced through the use of “we” language
in 1:14, 16 and 21:24. As such, his evaluative point of view is not impartial.
In fact, it has been proposed that one of his roles in the narrative is to “preju-
dice the reader toward or away from certain characters, claims, or events and
their implication.”® Yet, such a narrator is clearly meant to be trusted for he
“is established not only as omniscient and omnicommunicative but also en-
tirely reliable.” The narrator generally speaks in the third person, which

33 C. Bennema, Encountering Jesus: Character Studies in the Gospel of John (Milton Key-
nes/Colorado Springs, CO/Hyderabad: Paternoster, 2009); S. E. Hylen, Imperfect Believers:
Ambiguous Characters in the Gospel of John (Louisville, KY: Westminster John Knox, 2009).

3 M. H. Abrams, 4 Glossary of Literary Terms, 3rd ed. (New York, NY: Holt, Rinehart and
Winston, Inc., 1971), 127.

35 Culpepper, Anatomy, 22-25, provides a list of these in the Fourth Gospel.

3¢ On this terminology, see Booth, Fiction, 3-20; Powell, Narrative Criticism, 52-53.

37 Powell, Narrative Criticism, 52: “The reader must work harder, collecting data from
various sources and evaluating it in order to figure out the implied author’s view of the charac-
ter. One must consider the reliability of the character whose point of view is presented.”

3% Culpepper, Anatomy, 32.

3% Culpepper, Anatomy, 32 (italics original). Culpepper further explains that “The reliability
of the narrator (as defined by Booth and used as a technical term by literary critics) must be
kept distinct from both the historical accuracy of the narrator’s account and the ‘truth’ of his
ideological point of view” (p. 32). A similar statement may be proposed regarding the vantage
point of the so-called Johannine community. As used in a narrative analysis, such a designation
does not refer to any historical community, but to a literary construct. On this aspect of the nar-
rative, see also Davies, Rhetoric, 31-38.
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emphasises the sense that he bears the voice of an observer, but as omniscient,
he is able to give readers inside (or psychological) views of characters such as
Jesus (6:61, 64; 13:11; 16:19), and the disciples (2:11; 2:17; 2:22; 12:16; 20:9;
21:4).%° As the references just given illustrate, this omniscience is particularly
important for the present study, which focuses on internal dispositions such as
belief and understanding.*! Because of the narrator’s ability to give inside views
of characters, he does not have to suggest them merely from their actions and
behaviour. His omniscience, moreover, is not limited to what characters could
have known, and as such he is able to provide readers with what none of the
characters in the story would have been able to convey. In this sense, he is “free
to tell the reader whatever is vital for the progress of the story.”* Yet, part of the
difficulty in the interpretative task is that “the narrator does not make profound
or prolonged plunges into any of the characters.”? Since he is not interested in
exploring or detailing the exact state of mind or the psychological phenomena
experienced by the characters, including Jesus’ disciples, the present study’s
exegesis will necessarily entail many deductions and conjectures from the nar-
rative’s telling and showing aspects of the disciples’ characterisation.

Such an observation should lead narrative analysts to humility in their task
and in the conclusions they reach. Yet, the Fourth Gospel does not encour-
age bystanders but, in the words of O’Dayj, it invites “readers to enter into the
revelatory dynamic themselves.”* In fact, the narrative indicates that readers
are being led to make a judgement of their own on the issues at stake in the
narrative.* As such they are meant to be neither neutral nor detached observ-
ers, but have to make up their own minds while being involved, included, and
guided, as they are, within the narrative. Regarding characterisation proper in
the Fourth Gospel, Lincoln asserts that readers

[...] are judges who assess the attitudes and actions of all characters [...]. They are judges
who are expected to be familiar with the basic facts of this case and to be in sympathy with the
stance and witness of its main character.*¢

4 G. Genette, Figures Il (Paris: Seuil, 1972), 203-211, speaks of “focalisation interne” (as
opposed to “focalisation externe” and “focalisation zéro””) when the narrator orientates readers
to the internality of characters.

41 Culpepper, Anatomy, 23. 1t is also of interest for the present study that very few of these
inside views are of individual disciples. Rather, with the exception of Judas (12:4, 6, 18:2) and
the Beloved Disciple (20:8), these inside views are about the group of the disciples.

4 Culpepper, Anatomy, 26. See also Davies, Rhetoric, 31.

4 Culpepper, Anatomy, 24, continues: “Most of the comments are aesthetically or rhe-
torically motivated; they involve disclosures which establish characters and explain
responses.”

4 O’Day, Revelation, 95.

4 A. T. Lincoln, Truth on Trial: The Lawsuit Motif in the Fourth Gospel (Peabody, MA:
Hendrickson, 2000), 173, quotes Aristotle: “The object of rhetoric is judgment [kploig],” and
“he who has to be persuaded is a judge.”

4 Lincoln, Truth, 174.
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This, in essence, is the genius of the Fourth Gospel’s rhetoric: its readers are
jurors who have already come to a basic conclusion on the issues at stake,*” but
who are invited to revisit the issues throughout the narrative, with the goal of
confirming and strengthening their initial conclusion, all the while setting aside
any potentially defective judgment.

The present study, then, is concerned with the manner in which the Fourth
Gospel’s implied author fashioned the characters of the disciples, focusing on
the particular aspects of their portrayals that are their faith and understand-
ing. What this study seeks to clarify is the implied author’s ideological and
temporal points of view on the disciples’ faith and understanding. Further, it
seeks to understand why the implied author chose to portray these features in
the way he does, that is, what rhetorical strategy produced this characterisation.
To put it another way: What are implied readers supposed to gain from inter-
acting textually with the Fourth Gospel’s disciples? To that end, the key ques-
tions this study seeks to address regarding the disciples’ characterisation are the
following:

— How does the implied author’s evaluative point of view shape the presenta-
tion of the disciples’ faith and understanding in the Fourth Gospel’s narra-
tive?

— How does the presentation of the disciples’ faith and understanding function
rhetorically within the narrative of the Fourth Gospel?

— How does the implied author’s temporal perspective shape the presentation
of the disciples’ faith and understanding?

The study will proceed in the following manner. After this introductory chap-
ter, the second and third chapters constitute the bulk of the study. They will
approach the disciples’ faith and understanding in two complementary ways.
Chapter 2 will investigate the overall development of the faith of the disciples
as a group in the sequence of the entire narrative. In turn, chapter 3 will se-
quentially analyse the faith and understanding of key individual disciples in the
order in which they appear in the narrative: Peter, Judas, Thomas, the Beloved
Disciple, and Mary Magdalene.

These two chapters will complement each other, as comparisons will be pos-
sible between the group of the disciples and key representatives of this group.
For instance, such comparisons will demonstrate whether issues faced by in-
dividual disciples mirror the issues experienced by the group as a whole or
whether they are unrelated. Inevitably, the group of the disciples reveal aspects
of the faith and understanding that the entire group experienced and struggled
with, while individual disciples display more personal aspects of experience
and struggle. Thus, the group of disciples and individual disciples may not

47 See chapter 4 for an expanded explanation of this statement.
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function in the same way throughout the narrative. The manner in which im-
plied readers are to respond to either the group or each of the individual disci-
ples is not necessarily similar; different shades of responses may be expected
from them.

The five individual disciples were selected because they appear at different
times of the story, so that developments in their faith and understanding may
potentially be noted. Moreover, they display particularly important aspects of
faith and understanding, especially, though not exclusively, in relation to Jesus’
resurrection. For instance, Thomas is well known for his reluctance to believe
the testimony of his fellow disciples regarding Jesus’ resurrection, and Peter
for both his inspiring confession of faith in 6:69 and for his lapses, especially
his threefold denial of Jesus, followed by his ‘reinstatement’ after the resurrec-
tion. In this light, the choice of Judas in a study related to issues of faith and
understanding may appear odd. Though he appears several times in the course
of the narrative, he is never said to believe, and indeed, disappears from the
narrative before the resurrection. Yet, Judas is clearly identified as one of Jesus’
disciples (6:70—71), and his characterisation will prove particularly helpful in
illustrating the dramatic differences between his own experience and that of
the disciples who do believe and seek to follow Jesus during his earthly minis-
try, albeit imperfectly. Likewise, Mary Magdalene is not always thought of as
one of Jesus’ disciples. But this common understanding of what is a disciple
results more from a knowledge of the Synoptic tradition and its listings of the
twelve male apostles than from the Fourth Gospel proper. As will be argued in
the beginning of the first chapter, the title “the Twelve” appears only 4 times
in the narrative of the Fourth Gospel and does not play a prominent role. The
term “disciples” (uaOntat), however, is used almost 60 times in the Gospel, so
that the Twelve may be thought of as a group distinct from, but included in, the
overall group of Jesus’ disciples. Mary Magdalene is certainly to be considered
a member of this larger group of disciples. Her encounter with the risen Jesus
in the garden, moreover, will prove particularly beneficial in delineating issues
of faith and understanding both before and after Jesus’ resurrection. Surely, this
is not an exclusive list: other characters in the story could have been studied as
well. For instance, it might have been beneficial to analyse the characterisation
of Nicodemus (3:1-21; 7:43-52; 19:38-42), the Samaritan woman (4:4—42), or
the man born blind (9:1-38). Yet, these characters, who come to faith in Jesus
in the story, can hardly be called “disciples” since they do not appear to follow
Jesus during his earthly ministry. Moreover, the Samaritan woman and the man
born blind receive significant narrative space, but their characterisation is each
limited to only one section of the narrative, so that an analysis of the develop-
ment of their faith and understanding throughout the narrative could not be
undertaken. Finally, none of these characters appear after Jesus’ resurrection,
so that the impact the resurrection had upon their faith and understanding in the
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story cannot be noticed. For these reasons, it was thought best to leave them out
of the thorough analysis of individual characters.

To study the disciples’ faith and understanding in the sequence of the nar-
rative was considered necessary in order to note the development, changes,
and struggles (e.g. misunderstandings, doubts) they experienced regarding the
person of Jesus, his message and his mission.*® Such analysis can be done on
its own, but a study of the contrasts between the disciples’ and other characters’
attitudes towards Jesus will also prove useful. How do the disciples, as a group
or as individuals, appear in relation to other characters in this or other scenes
of the Gospel? The goal of this narrative analysis is to provide an overview of
the author’s treatment of the disciples’ faith, and thus to clarify the nature of
such a faith both leading up to Jesus’ resurrection and following it. Therefore,
in each of the episodes being analysed, an appreciation of the nature or state
of the disciples’ faith and understanding will be given, as well as an evaluation
of the way their characterisation contributes to meaning in the narrative as a
whole. Finally, focus will be maintained on potential patterns of presentation in
the characterisation of the disciples’ faith and understanding, since these pat-
terns may prove relevant to an appreciation of the implied author’s rhetorical
intentions.

Following these two chapters, chapter 4 stands as an extended reflection on
the issues raised by the findings of its two preceding chapters. It is in this chap-
ter that answers to the three literary questions posed above will be proposed.
Thus, based on the findings of chapters 2 and 3, chapter 4 will suggest first a
way to understand the plot and the purpose of the Fourth Gospel’s narrative,
together with the manner in which the characterisation of the disciples fits and
serves both the plot and the purpose. In turn, this will lead into a more precise
formulation of the rhetorical function of the disciples’ faith and understanding
in the Fourth Gospel, and into a discussion on the temporality (narrative time)
of this narrative.

Thus, the decision was made to deal with the narrative analysis of the text
before laying down literary reflections regarding the relationship of the plot
with characterisation, the rhetorical functions of characterisation, or aspects of
temporality in narratives. Yet, although a narrative analysis is performed first in
this study, this is neither the only way to proceed, nor does it reflect exactly how
the reading of the Fourth Gospel’s narrative advanced for this interpreter in the
course of his research. This study does not make the claim to have come at the
narrative by means of an objective critical description, and then to have moved

* In other words, this sequential analysis is not an attempt to read the text naively, as a first
time reader. Arguably, such a naive reading is impossible for those who have already read this
Gospel numerous times. Thus, this study is a critical reading, an engagement with the text from
a research standpoint, seeking deeper comprehension of the text. On the process of reading,
see especially P. Ricoeur, Interpretation Theory: Discourse and the Surplus of Meaning (Fort
Worth, TX: Texas Christian University Press, 1976), 71-88.
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on to the application of these findings. Rather, as research was conducted on
the topic at hand, questions and prior research related to literary theory, char-
acterisation theory, or narrative time were continually in the background and
influenced in varied ways the findings of the second and third chapters. It is
nonetheless preferable to await chapter 4 to draw conclusions related to these
matters, since they will therefore benefit from the surer foundation of narrative
analysis of the disciples’ faith and understanding.

Finally, chapter 5 constitutes the conclusion of this study. It is an attempt to
move from narrative analysis to more explicitly theological questions. Using
Bultmann’s numerous works on the Fourth Gospel, it will dialogue with his
conclusions to answer the basic question: what is the relationship between faith
and understanding according to the Fourth Gospel?



