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OF THE HEAVENLY KNG T T EME

IN THE JOHANNINE PASSION NARRATIVE

OOK,

jmportance of the presentation of
Bl e o
re?earch. The aim of the present paper is to show on);h. er::o;']-
pat v- 1 ,1. includes two relevant allusions that can be recognize(lisinat;lS
ight of their pz.lrallel .Old Testament texts and offer a basic and introdu:
christological orientation to the implied reader of the following pas-

ion parrative.
L. “...Across THE KIDRON BROOK...”

per of mainly older interpreters have already noted that
the Kidron brook and ascending the Mount of Olives

m Absalom (2 Sam 15,23) is an interesting parallel to
that a crossing of the Kidron brook is not

Bible. This fact prompts us to attempt to
well as their two main protagonists, try-
ing to detect similarities and differences between them. On the basis of
the results of this comparison we are going to try to deduce if John de-
liberately included this motif at the beginning of his passion narrative.

A num
David’s crossing

while fleeing fro
John 18,1". It is noteworthy

mentioned anywhere else in the
compare the tWO narratives, as

aves David and goes t0 Hebron, not revealing to his fa-
t him (2 Sam 15,7-9). In an analo-

ther that he intends to revolt agains
elium nach seiner Eigenthiimlichkeit,

I. Cf. C.E. LuTHARDT, Das johanneische Evang . .
Le quatriéme évangile, Paris, 1903,

vol. 2, Niimberg, 1876, PP, 417-418; A. LoIsY, s !
’ §20: M.-J. LAGRANGE, Evangile selon Saint Jean (EB,R 4), P;ns, 1391?321 pl; ‘3‘?2:
. WIKENH i J snes (RNT, 4), Regensburg, gb. =

AUSER, Das Evangelium nach Joha . 785 (1973-74), p. | 18:

Lasso, Davidic Links with the Betrayal of Jes | Methodology, i Bibliotheca

1. Absalom le

I, Duncan M. DErRer, Peter’s Sword and Biblical M :
renals 31 1990) 162100, pp. TPETHE. CEMSSR i L The Gospel According
: 1970, p. 806, who is rather neutral on the

; en, (191956=1941,

0 John (xii-xi), vol. 2 (AB), Garden City, NY: R
it 5 o oas Evangelium des Jobannes (BEL: GOUIME, " HTKNT, 4)
14 n. 1, and R. SCHNACKENBURG, Das Johannesevanseinr 29 3h( ection
eiburg. Basel Wiery, 1975 p- 250,06 810 gaiBsh S SFEE o

Y& meant by the evangelist.
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us during the last supper in order to betry
t, of course, revealing his intentiop, (John

as are very near to David and Jeg

13'30')' Bo{ib/::ls;:??; :ns(j)nh:)? David (2 Sam 13,1) and Judas is ::er;
specuv&;ly. hosen disciples (John 6,70). Both men already gave sigp o
:::i;V:Sn\éi Sistance from David and Jezl)xzs, respectively, before thejr fina]

-29: John 12,4-6)".

bet’lr“;yai)c(ziasv?cr:; 1)?;2;8319(1 tJowaIds Absalom anq t}_1at of Jesus towardg
Judaseare totally different from one another. ll):\;f zlzolat(:js his son frop,
himself because of a previous crime (2 Sam f’ h- 8) an ht? finally ).
lows him to come into his presence because 0 the 1nter‘vent10n of Joah
(14,33). David keeps 2 great distance from Absalom without even gy;.
i i onspiracy-
peg?%hl;‘i:ﬁ::y? Jesgs kl’l}(,)WS that Judas is .going to be.tray h_im (ki
6,70; 13,21.26). However, at no time does he isolate or reject him (12,7:

1321

er Judas leaves Jes

gous mann —
him to the high priests withou

h David and Jesus are persecuted by their enemies (2 Sam

2. Bot :
15.14: John 11,53). Both of them cross the Kidron brook and ascend the

Mount of Olives (2 Sam 15,23.30; John 18,1).

However, David has no idea of the danger that is awaiting him until a
messenger informs him about it (2 Sam 15,13). David tries to save him-
self by fleeing (15,14-16). He seems to be very decisive, but also weak
in a sense, as he weeps while ascending the Mount of Olives (15,30).
Actually, he is not in control of developments. He leaves himself in

God’s hands not knowing what will happen next (16,12).

Jesus, on the other hand, knows that the hour has come for him to die
because nothing is hidden from him (John 13,1; 18,4)3. However, he
does not try to save himself. He crosses the Kidron brook in order to be
arrested and not to escape®. He has absolute control over the situation
and he willingly gives himself up to his pursuers (18,4-5.7-8). It is clear
he exercises an invincible power over them which he withdraws in order
to let them capture him (18,6.8.12)°.

2. Already LUTHARDT, Evangelium (n. 1), p. 417, rightly suggests that the betrayal of
Judas has some common elements with the betrayal of Ahithophel too (2 Sam 15,1231
16,15.20 — 17,4.23).

: 3. Cf. E. HAENCHEN, Das Johannesevangelium: Ein Kommentar, ed. U. BUSSE,
Tiibingen, 1980, p. 518; U. SCHNELLE, Das Evangelium nach Johannes (THNT, 4), Leip-
zig, 1998, p. 263.

4. Cf. LU:I’H‘ARDT. Evangelium (n. 1), p. 418; W. BAUER, Das Johannesevangeliv
(HNT, 6), Tiibingen, *1933, p. 209; S. Schuiz, Das Evangelium nach Johannes (D3
Neue Testament Deutsch, 4), Géttingen, 121972, p. 225. :

5. Cf. among others BAUER, Johannesevangelium (n. 4), p. 209; SCHNACKENBURG:

Joh j g :
p:. ‘;Z;‘:g;‘;"gdmm (n. 1), p. 254; L. SCHENKE, Johanneskommentar, Diisseldorf, 19%%:
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5,14-17) and Jesus by hjg discip"ople; Davig

vid attracts more devoted followers wﬁlcs (18,1 8.9,
“C ﬂec TR
Ing, such

] r

P Ve and the Pelethit i

0 l(es esa Ill 3

" cpere™ S 18-22), the two pr ai the Gt 4

; g priests Zadok and Ab'a ong with 60q
1atha

avid al
hD Sam |

15,
6 05 it
Giw‘s,ns with all the LZ;": ;’St (1 3’34'29), Hushai the Arch; T, as well a5
i ormer S of Saul (16,1-4). Ittai in:is]tlse (15,3237
on Sla)’ing

390 or jife of death, although David frees hj
;‘\‘; pa;]‘/llm a ’19_22), All the people in Jem:::e::m from his duty 1o
¥ for pavid’s fate (15,23). David tries to prot are mourning and
“g g with them (15,14). ect his own people
Jt:;i on e Otherhl-l:?:;ii . nly followed by his disciples (John 1
b ests are 1% * nemies (19,6). Although the peopl el
reCClved him triumphantly some days before 1peop P
at the hour of his arrest. Jesus commands éi82,12-15)‘ e
Jet his disciples go (18,9). He thus savl:::r;l‘m 2
and surrender (cf. 17,12). Later, Peter denliiso ;ven

gh he had promised to sacrifice his life for him
5: 19,26-27) remain at Jesus’

of on
" i presence

1 g0
s ( only four very close persons (18,1

33
(e to the end’.
r Abishai offers to kill Shimei, who is cursing David

g at him (2 Sam 16,5-9). David does not agree. He

g throwing

-+uation 18 100 tragic to pay attention to the words of
expresses his hope of attracting God’s help through his
12).

pmiliation ( 16,10-
Jesus also accepts everything done to him. He

nore than David- However,
flc§tiny, but as the glorious fulfillment of Go
sinteresting that at the scene of

ing off the ear of the high priest’s $€
ad tells him that he will drink the cup his

suffers incomparably

5. In the end David is saved- He organize

?ha"'e against Absalom’s army 2 Sam 18,1-2) His arm 4
monents (18,7) and David’s general, Joab, Kills psalom (18 ¢
mourns the death of

Davi
id returns to Jerusalem victorious, a_lthOllgh he

61
Daig a::*ARDT. Evangelium (n. 1), P- 418,
2 Dlzsus at this point.
RRETT, Peter's Sword (0. 1), p- 185.
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his rebellious son (18,33-19.4). David will die later (1 Kings 2,10), ang
S .

' life again.
he will not come (o . fo .
Jesus is not saved but dies on the Cross. He army to Organiy,

d send to battle against his enemies (John 18,36)°. After hjg death
:-lc:ums to his heavenly kingdom and takes over the place near pjg fathe,
which‘ he had had before the creation of the world (17,5). Je§us will noy
remain in the tomb, but will be resurrected three days after hig death apg
manifest himself to his disciples (20-21).

6. Both David and Jesus are kings. Their kingdoms are, however, of 3
totally different nature. David rules upon an earthly realm. In such 5
realm preserving and exercising power is vital for the king’s anq the
people’s welfare. David is God’s representative. His relationship Wwith
God is one of a servant to his master.

Contrarily, Jesus’ kingdom has nothing to do with earthly realmg and
earthly power as it is not of this world (18,36). Jesus is the only~begotten
Son of God (3,16-18). God shares his heavenly kingdom with his Son op
an equal basis (1,14.18: 5,16-18).

There are certainly interesting analogies between the narrative of

own people, and they prevent their follower
their opponents,

ase 1, he attracts many people who are
sends hig army (o battle, he deft:1 tsal(i?ﬁce Wi fisiR afe he
as its victor; : : als his enemjeg
r1ous king. In the end he inevocably er'l:sr:::?s It)o J:jusalem
S Duried.
8. The Greek wo
i d used here ; : 07
used in the refen;ncer ere ig b’"lpa g
it f Tai A : A
solfilers O.f Absa]()m_ T?hesz;m 18,79 o the battlew;;‘rdhwnh t!’le same meamng is also
TS, which jg 4 synonyps W Word ig ey whil the soldiers of payid against the
IPETS in John couig e ot URTPEG, Wiy s g Word wsed n the LXX i
1€ than coingige “ckground the use.of the word
ntal
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on the olher hand, is the heavenly ki .

o ‘_HC dof;s no(tj intend lg protect himse);f kl:

" oy abfm' oned. One of his closest disci' |

e his irrevocable fate, but his vol"' i

" of the world. He does not have an arr::;o?: .

0
m death i How
ved fro in the end. However, he comes back to lif
o life and re-

pot ¥ glory to his heavenly Fath
S mn ) ather in ord .
[urone 1s the king of the world. rCer tosit back on his heavenly

ijus"
g. He does not punish

t the moment of his ar-

send to battle and he is

. noteworthy that Solomon i i
I ™ ot the Gihon spring. Af " > anointed as King by Zadok and
than at . g. Alter the anointment all th i
L ing (1 Kings 139-40). i nciént coukd et of g
ance 10 john 18,1, since the place of the anointir? . f ;180 i
jescendent of ngid and perhaps the most glorﬁ)gs k?lllomsfn,lthe Iﬁr'S[
uated in the Kidron valley. Although the link between ihn 182?1e : lj
| Kings 1,33-40 1s. admittedly very uncertain, it is perhaps not to be a?tltl)-
ether rejected as it creates a theologically interesting contrast. Solomon
was solemnly anointed in the Kidron valley as the king 'of Israel
whereas Jesus crossed the Kidron brook in order to be arrested and die:
s a false king, although, in reality, he was the divine king. This strong
tween glory and humiliation, as well as between humanity
ht reflect the reversal of Jewish messianic expectations

the n€

conﬂ'ast be ;
and divinity, Mg
in the fourth gospel.

IL. “...WHERE THERE WAS A GARDEN”

After passing the Kidron brook®, apparently having come out of Jeru-
calem'?, Jesus entered 2 garden on the other side of it. The Synoptic gos-

pels speak at this point of Jesus’ going to the Mount of Olives''. The

word Kfjmog, which is used four times in the Johannine passion narra-

tive, is almost a Johannine unicum within the New Testament as it is
only used once more in a Lucan parable.(Lk 13,19). The question that
arises here is why John does not refer in 18,1 (as well as in 18,26) to the
Mount of Olives, which is, in fact, situated on the other side of the

Kidron brook opposite to Jerusalem. We should not suppose that he Was

name of the brook was Kedpov,
Kings 2,37; 15,13; 2 Kings

9. Itake it for granted that the original writing of the
£dpov or Kédpav stem-

;Greek wransliteration of the word 1P (2 Sam 15,23; 1
346.12; Jer 31,40; 2 Chron 15,16; 29.16; 30,14) and not K
mmlg() from the word k£3pog. : ) o, 208
. Cf. among others BAUER, Johannesevangelium (0. P20
L 11 Man 26.30; Mark 14.26; Luke s f also Mait 21,1; 24.3; Mark [L1: o
ke 19.29.37: 21.37. John 8,1 does not belong 10 the JehAATIoE adinon.
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- iliar with this important place of Old Ies;]‘"ge.m and Synopyio tra.
up!.nnn oo if we take it for granted that he ha lgn(?red the Specify,
dition. Even 1 | of Jesus’ arrest in Gelllzsemane (which | Persongy,
Murc;:? t'md';:lmld have been obvious to him that Jesus .W0uld p"obably
doubt '),. its OUl ds the Mount of Olives after crossing the Ki P4
be heading towar rs the vague word Kfjmog to characte,

. less, John prefers fne VAT :
pro?}lfl‘iazeszg?:a; on of Jesus and his disciples before his arregtl4,
1ze the

i ; rd kfjmog not only appears in the introdye.
i o+ lntireS['lr?%h??:tc)::juv:;n Ole the Johannine passion narraiye, S::_
tl_on, o a'8011941-42 we are told that Jesus was placed into , tomp
c1ﬁcglly, " der; at the place of his crucifixion. It w9uld seem that (h
:Zlft;'?ncaesg f:) a garden in 18,1 and 19,41 fgrm some kind of an inclusi,
which frames the whole passion narrative™”. Thls Ilr:eans :)llat the inUblc
reference to a garden in Verses 1:’116 and 19,41 might not be as unimpoy.

i t sight™.
tanltnafh;t V(;i’(;l l'(li“essizlr:lle?:tftlflsere ire a few texts that refer to the “King’s
garden” in Jerusalem (2 Kings 254; Jer 3”9,4; 52,7; Neh ;2,,15). B
these texts we learn that the “king’s gardt;nD wg;» near the Kidron valley
lv belonged to the city ot David.

am(l)nm(t)li:ap;;:zbh);nd, ac%:ording to Neh 3,16(Lxx),.David’s tomb wag
situated within a garden in the city of David (cf. 1 K}ﬂgS 2.,10). Thereaf-
ter, the kings of Judah were usually buried along \leth their fathers!’, [
2 Chron, reference is made to three cases of bad kings buried in the city
of David, but not in the “tombs of the kings” (21,20; 24,25; 2827),
This could suggest that according to the Chronicler the other kings were
not only buried in the city of David but also specifically in a site called
the “tombs of the kings”. Also Manasseh and his son Amon are pre-

12. Cf. C.K. BARRETT, The Gospel According to St John: An Introduction with Com-
mentary and Notes on the Greek Text, London, *1978, p. 517; D. DORMEYER, Joh 18.1-14
par Mark 1443-53: Methodologische Uberlegungen zur Rekonstruktion einer
vorsynoptischen Passionsgeschichte, in NTS 41 (1995) pp. 218-239; SCHNELLE, Evan-
gelium (n. 3), p. 262. C.H. Dobb, Historical Tradition in the Fourth Gospel, Cambridge,
1963, pp. 67-68, does not accept the possibility of John depending on Mark.

13. Cf. K. WENGST, Das Johannesevangelium. 2. Teilband: Kapitel 11-21 (TKNT, 4/
2), Stuttgart, 2001, 199.

14. Even in the apocryphal Gospel of Peter 6,24, the garden of Jesus’ burial is speci-
fied as Joseph’s garden.

15. J.-M. AuweRs, La nuit de Nicodéme (Jean 3, 2; 19, 39) ou I’ombre du langage, in
RB 97 (1990) p. 495.

16. Cf. E.C. HoskyNs, The Fourth Gospel, ed. F.N. DAVEY, London, 1967, p. 509,
who sees the importance of the two references in that they symbolically refer to the gar-
den of Eden. Many exegetes follow this line of interpretation.

17. Cf. especially 1 Kings 14,31; 15,24; 22,50; 2 Kings 8,24; 9,28; 12.21; 13,13;
14,20; 15,7.38; 16,20; 2 Chron 21,1; 25,28; 26,23; 35,24,
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o i - - (2 Kin
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47 ing ° Ar , erent from the site of o
el could have }ncluded a garden too (cf 1lhe. royal tombs
‘.’un.d it might not be coincidental o ;(mgs 2,10).
eginning anq the end of his Passion ﬂarrOI-m speaks of
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'ngly and divin® ma]fasty and authority™. In the narra;' v
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e 5, L e e
6). Afterwar
ound (18.6) s, they are only able to take Jesus

¢ “commands” them (18,8)?".

p ALY h
oy whe £ :

“poen 4 of the passion n'arranve the dead body of Jesus is placed in

A i 2, which reminds us of the above mentioned garden of

» purial has royal characteristics; Nicodemus brings
nt of costly myrrh and aloe which is only ap-

Jong an €007 23
: for a king (19,39; of. Ps 45,8)" Furthermore, the information

5
d 2 the gar
l||8_26)|1’

erent &

which was identical with the garden

of the royal garden that, for some

anasseh, W meant t0

' king Uzziah 5 ‘A zariah), of. 2 Kings 1420-21; 15,1-7.30.32-
London, 31977, p. T11.

already been related to John

s alo
ical and lnternatiorzal Commentary On the Gospel According 10
928, p- 655, BULTMANN, Evangelium (. 1),

i to meet his pursuers:
21. The &y 1P certainly connee Jesu
imusilseG(;d(l,l.IS; 20.28)and UereLoe L) Copment
a1, Reading John: A Literary @ c0logic o ¢
e oaine Epistles, New YO 1992, p- 233 DM tlls;w I An 124, Sheffield
: ;;gar)' Function, Backgrou and Theolaglfal Imp ;l“}o " nes (D88
1% p. 20 U. WILCKENS, o 1P 2
¢ LA:‘ 4), Gottingen, 471998, P- Zhe W LABAT ] .
A Snor Was fir ein Konig it al;‘ﬁo;;en in !oha”"””""gehu
Eiasle \N (eds.), [srael und seiné Heilstrad!
n Tft;Paderbom, 2004, pp- ;
Go;p;, : ¢ two gardens are definitely different fro™ e
B Cl:'. la:' P.2806. ph Ant.
Fonasy 4 Chron 16,14; Josei us, A © e
\ s[un(:;;c“- Johannes-Evangelium (S : Wlﬁﬁ 1d, 1993, P:
i, 8%, /A M.W.G. John, Sheffie™ " p95; WEX
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used before (19,41; cf. Luke 23 53
hority of the dead Jesus?,

ions 18,1-12 could be tellin u

oG tobthet izot‘)/: :cbsjsr:;t:;d condemned as a false fings, t::
Jesus,.who 1sda Ouwith even more power and authorlty th@ a rea] king,
pears in a g?r4€2:ntell us that after his death he was buried in anothe, gar.
Verses 1%4 l manner®, The reason for the garden’s anonymity i, John
?::;;:: lie tlllxityhe intended to theologically as:ociate the first gardep, of
the passion narrative with the “king’s gzllr.den ar}id the slecond one with
the garden of David’s tomb and the tr«jfldltl(?n ;)6f the royal tombs ip Jeru-
salem, thus underlining Jesus’ kingly identity".

) mj
that the tomb had never been o

be an allusion to the royal aut

III. CONCLUSIONS

John’s reference in 18,1 to Jesus’ crossing the Kidron brook and hijg
entering a garden is surely related to an old tradition about the place of
Jesus” arrest. The Synoptic gospels identify this place as the Moun¢ of
Olives, while John does not refer to this obvious destination of Jesus af-
ter his crossing the Kidron brook.

According to the above analysis it seems possible that through the
topographical note of 18,1 about the Kidron brook, John wanted

evangelium (q, 13), 270;
24 (1999)., p. 116. SCHNACKENBURG, Joha’

;214 T“l;?sre' b“riettih In the tomb of their father, cf.
: oo LS I8 g € case for any king of Judah.
was b 185 9285 2330, e ron 3o athers, butin thir own tomb, of. for
in P .
fathers hag als;m auready used 'omb, but rather g, d(;:s o ecessarily mean that Josish
fal i o o OWN tombs, erwise thi & he was placed in a tomb where his
£ W a(':;ed tomb, S text would be the only text speaking of a
o NS, EVangelium ( S
$ conclusjop is co n. 21), P. 302; E R
been bt TTeCt, then the ey vangelium (n. 3), p. 295.
Evangelium (5, 4'; b:nzeflb;f::t;e_ns not ’i'“Ple“egloln:sbom the tomb ‘i,n a garden, where no
B, Wunderbare Vorsorge”, as Scuz,
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0

y oly clear that Jesus is a king of a (o 5
d s knowledge, power, reactions bel‘;|
S.,nv g completely different from th(;s'c
“n),n's anointing at the Gihon spring wi;hi:
,n’trc uld have added to this contrast pey
mld Testament and the heavenly king of ¢,
O]f indeed this is the motivation of Jo

8,1, then this could also explain

ok his menti
b L Sy Sy ention of an anonymous
» I an analogous way, intend to

gard® :
B ciate Jesus’ path to his death with
SsusCO an association could have COnn::;(? ll?] T;:tarl}ent king’s garden.
e the divine power an d authority of Jesus mind of _the implied
= arrest with his identity as a king. Thi e tl?e following scene of
E]sme oy of e e S kingl); sta;s]risisr?matlon is also supported
[[i(e end of the passion narrative. an anonymous garden at
If \iVe suppose that John kﬂe.w the name of Gethsemane as the place of
Jesus® arrest from the Synoptic tradition, then we could explain his si-
ence about it on the grounds of the above conclusions. At this point the
reference 10 @ site that cannot be linked with the Old Testament kingship
would have obscured John’s intention to make such a link in 18,17’.
However, John could have added in 18,1 that Jesus headed to the
Mount of Olives, thus making the link with the parallel Old Testament
story even more evident. I have the impression, though, that such an ad-
dition would have obscured this link rather than making it clearer, be-
cause it 18 information also included in the Synoptic gospels where it is
not necessarily associated with David. The reference to the Mount of
Olives in John 18,1 would have linked the Johannine passion narrative
more with the presumably well-known parallel Synoptic tradition.
Moreover, it would have broken the link of the garden of Jesus’ arrest
with the “king’s garden”, since there is a considerable distance between
the Mount of Olives and the “king’s garden”. It seems to me that John
has preferred at this point to refer to the Kidron brook and to an anony-
mous garden in order to create and maintain the link and the contrast
with relevant Old Testament Davidic traditions. In this way, he was
ble to imply, already in the introductory verse of his passion parrative,

vt aide
aIzli(()lrlﬁcrcnl kind ang quality
: DaViadnd also his final des.
i K'd. The story of Solo-

Idron valley, if implied

ween an earthly ki
y kin
e New Testament, s

hn’s reference to the Kidron

2. This could be an answer to Dopp’s, Tradition (0. 12), p. 67, conclusion, according
0 which “if he (John) had before him the name efonpavei, there seems no good rea-
son why he should not have copied it...". :

28. Cf. BARRETT’s, Gospel (n. 12), P- 516, opinion that wit is difficult to see how 2
theological purpose c:;n be served by 'the names K o E my conclusions are cor-
r("’)cr:;mlh‘ere lies indeed a theological purpose behind the reference of this topographical in-

ation, 3
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the identity of the dying Jesus as the real king of ISrael and at the

time as the heavenly king of the world. Sanh
Nymphon 2 Christos K Ous

GR-152 36 Penteli
Greece : £ ol e




