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If you’re of the opinion that today’s so-called “cancel culture” is something new, today’s gospel 

might suggest to you that it’s not anything new at all. People have been offending and excluding 

each other for years.  

 

Scholars tell us that the gospel we just heard dates from a time immediately before the 

definitive separation of Judaism and Christianity.  It was written, they believe, by certain Jewish 

leaders anxious to purge Judaism not only of Christians, but also of other Jewish sects which 

they found disagreeable. Dialog had evaporated, love was not part of the conversation and 

compromise had become unthinkable. As in any “cancel culture,” the rule was “my way or the 

highway.” Those who did not fit in were shut out and told to hit the road.  

 

That might strike us as sad, but it’s not at all unusual. People who study societies as systems 

remind us that “ Systems of…people tend to polarize, form protective alliances, and exclude or 

cut off from each other whenever they are traumatized and lack effective leadership.”1 The 

Romans had certainly done a good job of traumatizing the people of Judea, and the quality of 

leadership left much to be desired, as biblical and non-biblical sources of the time clearly 

indicate. 

 

Muted echoes of this urge to purge can be found to this day in the Shemoneh Ezrah, or the 

Eighteen Benedictions, that are recited while facing Jerusalem by observant Jewish people at 

their daily services and on high holy days. Although Jewish-Christian relations have improved 

dramatically since the Second Vatican Council, there remain plenty of folks of all religious 

persuasions as well as none at all, for whom love remains outside of the conversation, and 

compromise is still off the table. For them, the cancel culture works just fine. 

 

 
1 Richard Schwartz,No Bad Parts,Sounds True, p.77 
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If you haven’t read it yet, the council’s declaration on the relation of the church to non-Christian 

religions, Nostra Aetate,2 promulgated by St. Pope Paul VI back in 1965, I’d urge you to do so. 

It might serve as a good starting point for a new Nineteenth Benediction, or perhaps a 

rewording of the twelfth, the one that raises its eyebrows at Christians. The urge to purge and 

the yearning for love travel down different paths. Pilgrims do well to choose their paths wisely. 

 

The gospel is more than just history, of course, so let’s dig a little deeper. John’s story about the 

blind man and his critics gives substance to a quote attributed to St. Thomas Aquinas that 

describes with accuracy many of the people of that time as well as of our own: “For those who 

have faith, no proof is necessary. For those who do not have faith, no proof is possible.”3 The 

blind man in the gospel came to know the truth of the first part of that quote, and the Jewish 

leaders who opposed him demonstrated the truth of the second part of it.  

 

It would seem that the logical power of proof had indeed vanished, which is probably just as 

well, for when it comes to faith and love, a completely different kind of logic is in play. Those 

of us who have been married for more than a few decades understand this kind of logic 

intuitively. 

 

 Your spouse and mine don’t have to prove that they love us, and we don’t have to prove that we 

love them, except maybe on birthdays and anniversaries, because we’ve directly experienced 

and lived deeply within each other’s love. The difference between the blind man in the gospel 

and those who held him in contempt is quite simply that he had directly experienced the loving 

kindness and power of Jesus, and his tormentors had not.  

 

In this regard, the blind man of the gospel seems to have an advantage over us in that he 

experienced Jesus directly. But maybe it’s only an apparent advantage.  Recall that curious 

 
2 https://www.vatican.va/archive/hist_councils/ii_vatican_council/documents/vat-ii_decl_19651028_nostra-aetate_en.html, March 
15, 2023 
3 Thomas Aquinas Quotes (Author of Summa Theologica) | Goodreads, March 10, 2023 

https://www.vatican.va/archive/hist_councils/ii_vatican_council/documents/vat-ii_decl_19651028_nostra-aetate_en.html
https://www.goodreads.com/author/quotes/158904.Thomas_Aquinas
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statement at the beginning of the gospel, where Jesus said the man was blind not because of 

personal or inherited sin, but rather so that the works of God could be made visible in him. 

What did you make of that? 

 

Hopefully you weren’t offended enough to want to cancel God and throw God out of your life, 

but in various Bible study groups over the years, folks have told me that it seemed to them quite 

mean-spirited of God to use people like that. Happily, others have pointed out that the statement 

actually applies to all of us. Each of us is around to make the works of God visible. There is, in 

fact, no other reason for you and me to be around than to make the works of God visible in, 

through and with Jesus Christ. Just as the meaning of the gospel hinges upon the blind man’s 

direct, personal experience of Jesus, so does the meaning of your life and mine. 

 

It begins with our direct, personal experience of Jesus in the Eucharist. Each of us is then 

invited to become someone else’s direct experience of Jesus; an experience of love, healing and 

transformation that leads to faith in Jesus, just as an experience of love in a good marriage leads 

to ever-deepening faith in one’s spouse. Our faith invites us to become such that when people 

see us, they see Jesus; when they hear us, they hear Jesus, and when they are touched by us, 

they’re touched by Jesus. 

 

There’s certainly no way any of us would ever be able to prove it was really Jesus who did all 

that and not us, but if you ask anyone who has ever encountered Jesus in you, they’ll tell you 

that no proof is necessary. 


