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2. The Passion 18.1—19.42

jong farewell section has prepared readers, along with isci
;1; hz derstand the. events t}.lat now follow. The disciurse a;}:ie ;irlj;g]f:]
e ext endefi 1u.11 in the action gnderscore that what is about to happen
i ulminating hogr to which Jesus’ mission has all the time been
noving and thaF, despite all_coptrary appearances, the events of arrest,
- rerrogation, trlal and crucifixion are part of his hour of glory. He
emains in soverf-:lgn con,trol throughout these events, aware that they
e essential tO his 'Fa.thers purposes in achieving life for the world. The
us episodes within the passion tradition can now be related and the
fstinctive shaping and det@ of the Fourth Gospel’s narration of these
develop and reinforce thej implied author’s perspective that has already
been established. In particular, the overall structuring of this section
should be noted. It progresses in five distinct episodes: (i) Jesus arrest
(18.1'11)? (ii) his interrogation by Annas (18.12-27); (iii) his trial before
pilate (13,28——19.163); (iv) his crucifixion and death (19.16b-37); and
(v) his burial (19.38—42). The central and most extended scene is Jesus’
Roman trial, and this corresponds to what has emerged as the central,
overarching theme in this Gospel’s narrative, that of judgement or cosmic
rrial. As will become apparent, the literary artistry and the ironies of
that central episode contribute effectively to the narrative’s dominant
perspective, which claims that in Jesus’ mission, trial and death it is not he
who is being tried and judged but rather that in him God is trying and

yario

judging the world.

(i) The arrest 18.1-11

(1) When he had said these things, Jesus went out with his disciples
across the Kidron Valley to where there was a garden, which he
and his disciples entered. (2) Now Judas, who betrayed him, also
knew the place, because Jesus often met there with his disciples.
(3) So Judas, having got a detachment of soldiers and guards
from the chief priests and the Pharisees, came there with lanterns
and torches and weapons. (4) Jesus, knowing everything that was
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THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST JOHN

' im, went out and said to them, «

going tﬁi:ag’p(‘?)] ';‘oh:y answered him, ‘Jesus of Nazarey}, » men s
y°uhsee1 I am". Now Judas, who betrayed him, was algq Stangy,
o he b o g
fell to the ground. (7). So‘ he asked them ahg:ur;, Whom are y():
seeking?’ And they said, Jesus of Nazariti * (8) Jesus SWereq
I told you that I am. So if you are seeking me, let these el;
go? (9) This was to fulfl the word that he had spoken, 4 "
not lost any of those you gave me. ) Tl:en Simon Pete, Who
had a sword, drew it, struck the high priest’s slave and. Ut off by
right ear. The slave’s name was Malchus. (11). Jesus said 1o Peter
‘Put your sword into its sheath. Shall I not drink the cup thy, the

Father has given me?’

Although for the sake of convenience this episode has been entitled ‘Tp,
Arrest’, the actual arrest of Jesus is not mentioned until v. 12, where it is
simply stated as the necessary prelude to Jesus being takep to Annas, Why,
the episode depicts is the encounter between Jesus and his opponents that
leads to his capture. It falls into three parts — (i) a setting of the scene (v,
1-3); (ii) the exchange between Jesus and the arresting party (vv. 4-9);and

(iii) Peter’s act of violence and Jesus’ rebuke of him (vv. 10-11).

1-2 After the farewell discourse and its final prayer, Jesus went out
with his disciples across the Kidron Valley to where there was 3
garden. The Kidron Valley lies to the east of Jerusalem between the city
and the Mount of Olives, and the garden would have been at the foot of
the Mount of Olives. The entering of the garden, mentioned here, and
the exiting from it (v. 4) indicate it was a clearly defined enclosure. The
Synoptic accounts of the arrest do not mention the Kidron but specify
the place as Gethsemane (Mark 14.62; Matt. 26.36) and the location as the
Mount of Olives (Mark 14.26; Matt. 26.30; Luke 22.39). The backdrop
for their accounts may well be the incident in 2 Sam. 15.13-31, in which
David leaves Jerusalem when he is betrayed by his counsellor, Ahithophel,
and, weeping, ascends the Mount of Olives to pray to the Lord. There
i1s the intriguing possibility that John also draws on the same tradition,
since his designation of the Kidron Valley is, literally, ‘the winter-flowing
Kidron’, the same phrase that occurs in 2 Sam. 15.23 LXX. The Kidron

1 :
Some manuscripts supplement ‘I am’ Eyd elpll) with the name 6 " Inoob, either
after it (B) or before i ith . . - aurcfq
( re it (% (without the definite article) ACKLWA © 1T ¥ it
Vg Syr* cop™*® goth arm)

-The proper name does not occur in p% D it®® syr’. It s
€asy to see why the name mj

referenct
Macc. 3.
and nev¢
priests,f
A numb
were Ppr¢
at the m
Roman
the unli
comma;
that the
Jewish :
house ¢
the foll:
Romar
authori
passion
subsequ
gation !
and is ;
trial an
includ¢
trend
role of
respon
Into S

against



\\‘ll 1E AR REST
atercourse that was dr Y EXCEPL in the e
1 bmo&?]ru\l:]:“”‘-" 5.70; A. J. 8,.|7)?, Ptin the Winter rainy season
o o.stc}l s, who betrayed him, also |
o Juds® " chere with his disciples
o505 © etll: emphasizes that the betrayer yqg
er en b0 ollowers and makes clear how he w
:‘ ”"ste‘Luke 22.39, which also supplies the in
ot ;f.to g0 0 Pray at the Mount of Olives)
"-uS[O]

new the place, becayge
+ Judag' knowlcdge of the
one of Jegyy’ inner group
ould knoy Where to find
formation that it was Jesus’

having got a detachment of soldjers
3 50 Judas, ests and the Pharisees, came there
he chief P; weapons. The Fourth Gospel alone has Judas guiding not
rorches o forces but also Roman soldiers to the garden. A ‘detachment
only » (omelpa) is a term that is nearly always used elsewhere for
. ((;ort which consisted of six hundred soldiers, though it is
e ed,aS a translation for the Latin manipulus of two hundred
Ese few occasions the term is employed of Jews, it is with
n tthe troops of a local sovereign or a leader of a.revo]t (c211
eference © Macc. 8.23; Josephus, B. J. 2.20.7; 4. ] 17.19.3; Mark 6. : )
Macc- 355;2 - view the retinue at the disposal of the Sanhedrin or chief
d never has mn LY n any case clearly distinguished here (cf. also v. 12).
ar:iests from which it 15 lke it historically implausible that Roman soldiers
ek f factors ma ; S detachment (even
ber O de the size of the detachm
A num nt at the arrest. These 1nc.1u e e ek
wett P Jend ofthe scale) the likelihood ¢ f. Acts 21.31), and
stthe mlmmal efl erusalem, at the Antonia ForFress (cf. Acts .'bm;e &
Roman cohOftdln gjudas having any influence thfh t?ze)RI?r'naarlls:)rlunlikelY
. 1 (0] 3 2 V. s 1S
the unlikelihood O1J nt with his cohort (cf. ; o
ho 1s prese - d his cohort available to
commandant, W 1d have made himself an to the
; wou ; 1d agree to take Jesus
that the trlbunej his point and then wou fail to arrest
; horities at this p d by the Romans, yet fa
Jewish aut ho had been deposed by injury. The presence of
house of Annas, W had resisted and caused injury. s Eleih
who ha A ink between the ]
thebliowes OfJ}fS?: in the narrative SUBPheS s hrtlll; next section of the
Romar} 'trOOPS 1;3 Romans that is missing from the Sanhedrin and 1o
gttt tbe ause there is no trial beforifi . cussion of the interro-
s take Jesus to Pilate (set? o lsthe drama of the arrest
subsequent resolve to At the same time, it helg.htens tment of the Roman
gation befo're AnnaS)-.h he evangelist’s extensive t:;athat condemned Jesus
o3l ot g thow that the hostile worl here was an increasing
il g marsate, 5 5 d Jewish authorities. If the us to ameliorate the
included both Ro'mgn . gments of the death of]ffes the clear primary
trend in early Christian trea ; wish authoritt i neatly
ive the Je ¢ fit altog .
role of the Romans and to o this Gospel does O i the proceeding
responsibility for Jesus’ fate, t ehe R omans include
into such a trajectory. It has t

. ount.
against Jesus from the outset of its pa

and guards from
with lanterng and

443



THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST JOHN ‘

Typically, the narrator designates the Jewish ayghegr:,.
priests and the Pharisees’, the phrase employed earlierolf'ltws as ‘.
when they decide to take action against Jesus (cf, 7 3gr the authoc.hi“f
They had already sent out the temple guards or POlice' . 45; 1 7r1tie‘
arrest Jesus earlier in the narrative but had been unsuCcess;hexr di 0;2“57).
The mention of the lanterns, torches and weapons relninuci (cf.7,35 4t0
the arrest is taking place at night, the night, with its syny, ; rs’thS).
into which Judas had gone out in 13.31. It is also ironic, Sin(c) 1C ove, 0"::
and torches will not be needed to find the one who has Clairi the lanterns’
light of the world and who will openly announce himself tzd 0 be gy,
of darkness (cf. vv. 4-5; 8.12; 9.5), and the weapons will be the force,
in seizing the one whose kingdom is not of this world and thelip €rflugy

CfOre Not

dependent on the use of force (cf. vv. 10-11; 18.36).

I'eade

4-5 As he has been portrayed in the course of his mission, so |,

; 3 ’ €re 3
throughout the passion Jesus has sovereign knowledge and therefor ; nd
control of events. He takes the initiative in confronting the array of f 18 in
that have come out to seize him: Jesus, knowing everything thato:vces
going to happen to him, went out and said to them, “Whom a:s
you seeking?’ It is clear that Jesus is to be no helpless victim but act j;
conformity with his earlier claim that no one will take his life from him
but he will lay it down of his own accord (10.18).This is reinforced when
in response to the reply that they are seeking Jesus of Nazareth, He said,
to them, ‘I am. This is another Johannine double entendre employing
the ‘I Am’ formula (cf. 4.26; 6.20; 8.28). On the surface it can be read
simply as Jesus’ self-identification — ‘I am he, namely, Jesus of Nazareth,
whom you are seeking’ — but at the same time it is the divine self-
declaration — ‘I Am’, with its background in Deut. 32.39 LXX and Isa.
40—>55. The note that Judas, who betrayed him, was also standing
with them serves as a prompt for recognizing this latter meaning. The
disciples, and therefore readers, have already been prepared for it, because,
in predicting Judas’ betrayal, Jesus had said, ‘T am speaking to you now
before it occurs, so that, when it occurs, you may believe that I Am’
(13.18-19). Now the reliability of Jesus’ word is demonstrated, with both
parts of this prediction being fulfilled in the narrative, as Judas’ presence
with the arresting party shows him as the betrayer and as Jesus utters the
divine self-declaration. In this narrative, in contrast to the Synoptics (cf.
Mark 14.43—6; Matt. 26.47-50; cf. also Luke 22.47-8), Judas does not take
the lead in pointing out Jesus and there is no mention of
has taken the initiative in identifying himself.

a kiss, since Jesus

6 In order that there be no mistaking the significance of Jesus’ self-
identification, the narrator now relates that When he S-al'd to the.n;l’
‘I am,’ they drew back and fell to the ground. This 1 the typi€
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Synoptic tradition is reflected, this time of the Gethsemane episode,wm; ek ace but
the fourth evangelist has chosen to omit. There (ci.'. Mark 14.36 parr) k:“ ?dv;aﬁve :
had prayed in great distress to the Father that ‘this cup’ be removeq froy; m\lf1 s b
him, while nevertheless being prepared to accept the Father’s will. Hey, i eTh;S self-i
is firmly resolved to drink the cup of suffering and death that awaig by of the arT
<o that it can even be depicted as a gift from the Father. d Sl derk\‘t
ade
The Synoptic accounts of Jesus’ arrest are found in Mark 14.43-5) I;edict 3
Matt. 26.47-56 and Luke 22.47-53, where they follow on from Jegyy Now b
praying in Gethsemane. John’s account has taken care of the Gethsemane his OW!
episode in its own way through the reference in 12.27-8 and through contro
the extended, but remarkably different, prayer of 17.1-26 that precedes and W
the arrest. Nevertheless, as has been noted, his narrative of the arrest also conn
picks up on the language of the Gethsemane prayer with Jesus’ talk of displ
‘the cup’ (v. 11). With the possible exception of the distinctive reference his €
to the Kidron Valley, the differences in the Fourth Gospel’s depiction of i
the arrest — Jesus’ knowledge of what is about to happen, the presence of
of Roman troops, Jesus’ initiative toward his captors, Judas’ diminished ab
role, Jesus’ I Am’ announcement and the response of the arresting party, u
Jesus’ protective control over his disciples’ fate, the addition of names to h
4

the incident with the sword, and the exchange with Peter — can all be
seen, as indicated in the comments above, as the outworking of charac-
teristic Johannine themes with the necessary literary elaboration. This
suggests not so much independent access to and editing of a supposed
pre-Markan passion narrative as the evangelist’s creative reworking of the
Synoptic traditions. Here, as elsewhere, it should be remembered, this
does not entail the evangelist redacting actual copies of the Synoptics
!)ut rather knowing these other versions well enough to employ them
in developing his own account. This Gospel has already indicated that
Jesus’ death is to be his hour of glory. In a world in which honour and
shame were such pervasive values, the events of Jesus’ passion would have
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