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4 Jobn 18:1-27: Jesus’ Arrest and Interrogation

hn 18:1 resumes the action paused at 13:31. In 13:30, Judas disappeared
o the night and Jesus followed with extended instruction for his disciples.
Bven though they did not yet understand, Jesus continues with God's will,
which brings him to the garden in 18:1. The scene divides into two portions:
m.1-12 recount Jesus’ purposeful and powerful surrender in contrast to the
folishness of all those around him, especially Judas and Peter; vv. 13-27
decribe Jesus' transportation to and interrogation by Annas, Caiaphass
fathcr-in-law. Even though Peter and the other disciple follow Jesus, Peter’s
nerogation differs from Jesus' own. While Jesus speaks “well” and trut'h-
bl Peter fulfls Jesus’ words by denying him three times. Peter’s cowardice
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coming against him” (v. 4). Jesus does not need an army to show his power
Verses 4-9 proceed in an ABAB pattern that underlines Jesus control of

what unfolds, as well 4 Judas's location with those rallied against his former
teacher.

AW, 4-5, Question and Answer: ¢

B.v. 6, The Power of Jesus' Words: Army’s Retreat
V. 7-8, Question and Answer: “lam.”

B.v.9, The Power of Jesug’ Words: Release My Followers
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11:45-53) and because Annas has not yet featured in the Sinel (v.q .‘
however, was high priest from 6—15 cg, when he was deposed b th‘ N, il
procurator Gratus. Brant (2011, 237) and Keener (2003, 1089) ey (\)\m?n
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his position. Indeed, Num 35:25-28 states that high priests were app;‘j:‘s of L
until death, regardless of what Rome might say. Annas, moreover, rema',ted o
connected to the men Rome recognized as high priests, being the fat;\‘ed 4
in-law of Caiaphas as well as the father of five sons, all of whom were h:,h an a¢
priests at some point. Arrival before Annas, therefore, meant connecigy o herd
one recognized as God's authority without this being an official trial, whig, bery
would require Caiaphass participation. As it was the Day of Preparation int
Caiaphas could have been otherwise occupied before Jesus was eventually in
taken to him in John 18:24. Even then, Caiaphas does not appear in the 10
story. His words from 11:49-50 are paraphrased in 18:14, and stand on their a
own as his judgment: “it is better for one person (anthépos) to die on behalf K

of the people (lz04).” He not only fails to protect his slave, Malchus, butals
hands over one who—according to the world’s perspective—was supposed to
be his own sheep to die, rather than standing to suffer punishment himself.
Verses 15-27 set side by side the interrogations of Jesus by Annas and
of Peter by various slaves in the courtyard. This is not an official trial scene
again, differing from Mark’s account, Jesus only has one trial in John'
Gospel—his trial before Pilate. The Romans and Jewish leaders are already
working together in John 18:1-3, when Judas arrives with 2 mixed army
to take Jesus. Warren Carter emphasizes that, in these scenes, the Jevish
leaders and Pilate are allies, not enemies: “Roman troops could not hat



