GOSPEL OF JOHN – SESSION 40
STUDY HELPS FOR JOHN 18:1-14
MAIN POINT

Jesus gave Himself fully and voluntarily to the will of God.

INTRODUCTION
For most of us, the bigger the decision the longer the time it takes to make it. We weigh out alternatives and options, carefully examining the fallout of the choices we make. For the Christian, one of the questions we must ask in every decision regards the will of God. But even if we know what the will of God is in a given situation, we might choose an alternative, particularly if the will of God seems difficult. 

COMMENTARY

Judas’s group included a detachment of Roman soldiers stationed in Jerusalem and some temple officials or temple guards from the Sanhedrin (18:3). Judas, the Roman soldiers, and the temple police must have appeared a formidable force, whatever their total number. This group was prepared for trouble and equipped to meet it. These verses illustrate the rejection of Jesus on the part of humanity. 

Jesus’ response demonstrated His complete control of the situation. The phrase I am is the designation by which God revealed Himself to Moses (Ex. 3:14) and from which is derived the name Yahweh, translated “LORD.” Thus some of those present may have recognized Jesus’ words as His affirmation of His deity (see also John 8:24,28,58). John also reported that Judas was standing there with the soldiers and others (v. 5). Judas, the betrayer, was the son of Simon Iscariot (6:71). Although John didn’t report it, the other Gospel writers recorded that Judas betrayed Jesus with a kiss. This act of betrayal was a turning point for Jesus’ disciples, followed later in John 18 by Peter’s denial.

John emphasized Jesus’ bold testimony about His identity to the group who came to seize and arrest Him. In contrast to Judas’s deception and Peter’s future denial, Christ boldly identified Himself, knowing such identification would start the process of His arrest, trial, and crucifixion. Those who seek to follow Christ live truthfully when they openly and boldly identify themselves as His disciples.

Peter displayed admirable courage and loyalty, but poor aim. He was a fisherman, not a swordsman. John didn’t record the healing of the ear, a detail reported by Luke, the physician, in Luke 22:51. 

The Father has given a cup of suffering and death. The Son, in obedience and subjection, will drink it. Jesus didn’t approach the cross glibly. He was realistic about the physical, emotional, and spiritual pain He was about to endure. Though He was tempted to avoid pain, as we all are, Jesus was confident in the plan and goodness of His Father.

18:1-3. As John told his story, he wanted us to see that Jesus hid from no one. The availability of the fugitive became obvious, since we learn that Jesus had visited this garden often with His disciples. Certainly Judas would have known it well. In the fulfillment of prophecy and surely the clear anticipation by Jesus, Judas brought quite an entourage—certainly no fewer than two hundred soldiers (the word detachment is speira) and the “big wigs” from among the chief priests and Pharisees. Picture them entering that quiet sanctuary with their torches, lanterns and weapons. One wonders at this strange group that went out to meet Jesus. At first it looked like the usual religious antagonists and their uniformed guard. But the phrase a detachment of soldiers added a Roman group to this advance party in the garden. 

18:4-9. John also wanted us to see that Jesus controlled this night. His response to the events was different than the reaction of the guards. Notice Judas came with them, electing almost total allegiance to those who could make him richer. We can hardly imagine what caused the guards to draw back and fall down. A miracle? The repetition of that familiar I am closely linked to the Lord God of the Old Testament? Parallel passages in the other Gospels (Matt. 26:36-46; Mark 14:32-42; Luke 22:39-46) do not help us much. This mob of armed officials displayed greater fear than the victim they were looking for.

18:10-11. Peter displayed admirable courage and loyalty but poor aim. He was a fisherman, not a swordsman. John did not record the healing of the ear, a detail reported by Luke. John’s only reference to Jesus’ final prayer came at the end of verse 11. We read more detail in Matthew 26, Mark 14, and Luke 22. Why did John not include more garden narrative as the other Gospels did? The answer seems to lie in his purpose—to focus on the words of Jesus, thereby showing Him as the Son of God rather than detailing history of His life incident by incident. The last phrase of this section is important for us, since the rhetorical question gives the motive for Jesus’ behavior on this occasion. The Father has given a cup of suffering and death. The Son, in obedience and subjection, will drink it.

18:12. The garden contingent did not take Jesus to the high priest but to Annas, father-in-law of the high priest. This gave John one more opportunity to remind his readers of Caiaphas’s famous prophetic announcement of substitutionary atonement back in 11:49-50. Verses 12-13 form another of the typical linking texts in John. Verse 12 marks the conclusion to the arrest, and verse 13 introduces the Jewish hearing. Although they are inseparably connected in the story, they are here divided for purposes of this commentary. The Romans and their commander were involved in this event, but it was the Jews, not the Romans, whom John says actually arrested Jesus. Or better still, it was the incarnate King Jesus who identified Himself and thereby allowed the Jewish servants to take, seize, or arrest Him and put Him in bonds.

18:13. Jesus was first brought bound before Annas. John is very specific here, which some find difficult to reconcile with the Synoptics. Annas became the power behind the throne of his son-in-law Caiaphas and five other family members who also held that position. The statement that Caiaphas was the high priest “that year” is not meant to suggest that the high priesthood changed every year. Rather, for John it meant that in the determinative year of salvation and world history Caiaphas was the high priest. He would be remembered for what he said and did.

18:14. However one might regard the role of this hearing, as far as John was concerned it was fundamentally a sham because a verdict had already been rendered by Caiaphas to the effect that Jesus had to die as an expedient sacrifice (John 11:49-51). This event, therefore, hardly began as anything akin to a fair trial. The way the evangelist presents the story, it is more like a biased police investigation or witch hunt from which most decent people would recoil in horror. Yet the ancient Middle East was not necessarily known for fairness, even though among the Jews the judicial procedures of the Sanhedrin were supposed to be weighted in favor of innocence. But John notes that Nicodemus earlier had complained that such procedures were not being followed in the council (cf. 7:50-51).
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