JESUS ARRESTED AND TRIED

John 18:1-40

Key Verse: 18:11 


“Jesus commanded Peter, ‘Put your sword away!

Shall I not drink the cup the Father has given me?’”
Introduction: The Passion narratives

From this week on, we will study the so-called Passion narratives and I would like to ask you to read the whole content of chapters 18-21 in one sitting. I hope you do that as many times as possible. That seems like the only way we can get to “know” the record. Each record of his suffering moves with perpetual motion as we read them. They register in our minds like a slow motion picture but then at a point like 19:18, the record moves so fast that we get lost. We need to empty our minds of everything and devote ourselves if we want to “know” his Passion record as it is. In other words, the only possible way to track down the Passion of Jesus seems to be having the whole content of chapters 18-20 as one piece live in our minds. That seems to be the purpose of the author who abruptly changes the writing style in this chapter. Unlike the previous chapters, the Passion narratives in John’s gospel is not much different from the other three gospel narratives. There still are John’s interpretations here and there, but the record of Jesus’ suffering is almost matter-of-factly recorded as they are in the other three gospel narratives. When they came to the record of Jesus’ Passion in the last two days, all four writers of the gospel narratives had nothing much to add but just record them as they happened. The Passion narratives are the live message of God to those whom he has called in Jesus Christ. May he open the ears of 120.
I. Jesus arrested (18:1-14)

Where had Jesus and his disciples been? They had been in the upper room of John Mark’s home where they had the Passover meal, the Last Supper, and heard Jesus’ teaching. When Jesus finished his closing prayer which we studied in the last chapter, he left with his disciples and crossed the Kidron Valley which was located southeast of Jerusalem. To the northeast of the city there was an olive grove called the Mt. of Olives where Jesus and his disciples went. Why did Jesus go there? According to verse 4, Jesus went there knowing all that was going to happen to him. Why did Judas come to this place? Verses 2, 3 say, “Now Judas, who betrayed him, knew the place, because Jesus had often met there with his disciples. So Judas came to the grove, guiding a detachment of soldiers and some officials from the chief priests and Pharisees. They were carrying torches, lanterns and weapons.” The author tells us nothing about the difference between Jesus’ knowledge and Judas’. He simply records that Jesus knew all that was going to happen to him and that Judas knew Jesus’ habit. How does this record affect us? It pricks my mind and reminds me that I have lived with Judas’ knowledge. Please, Lord, save me into the all knowing knowledge of Jesus. What could that knowledge be? It is not the ability to read God’s mind. It is the trust. How can I have that? I can’t generate that! Save me, Lord Jesus, into your knowledge.

The record in verses 4-8 shows how Jesus was arrested and is full of mysteries. Even after we are equipped with the information that Jesus went there to be arrested, there is something that we can not easily swallow. What is that? Look at verses 4-8.  “Jesus, knowing all that was going to happen to him, went out and asked them, “Who is it you want?” “Jesus of Nazareth,” they replied. “I am he,” Jesus said. (And Judas the traitor was standing there with them.) When Jesus said, “I am he," they drew back and fell to the ground. Again he asked them, “Who is it you want?” And they said, “Jesus of Nazareth.” “I told you that I am he,” Jesus answered. “If you are looking for me, then let these men go.” Why did they fall? We have no idea. Why did Jesus help them to arrest him? We have no idea though we may take note of his intention to protect his own disciples in the reading of verse 8. What is the author’s interpretation of this event? He says in verse 9, “This happened so that the words he had spoken would be fulfilled: ‘I have not lost one of those you gave me.’” What is the significance of this event according to his interpretation? We can think of two things on the basis of verse 9. This event reveals that the word of Jesus is the word of God. The meaning of the word “fulfilled” is that his words are to make replete, to cram a net, to level up a hollow, to satisfy, complete and full. The author is saying the word of Jesus is our salvation. His word is given and the grace is all sufficient. Another thing is that Jesus’ words are trustworthy. Jesus claimed that God has entrusted to him all those who believe in his name. The author is saying that his claim and the believers’ trust of his claim are both testified to be right and true in this event. Look at verses 4-8 again and see if you can recall verse 9 as you read them. It was not possible for me. Let’s read them with prayer so that verses 4-8 and 9 become one piece in our mind.
In the following verse we have some relief. Look at verse 10. How did Peter react in this situation? “Then Simon Peter, who had a sword, drew it and struck the high priest's servant, cutting off his right ear. (The servant's name was Malchus.)” Peter’s response is human and so understandable to us. But Jesus stopped him. What did Jesus say to Peter at this time?  Look at verse 11. “Jesus commanded Peter, ‘Put your sword away! Shall I not drink the cup the Father has given me?’” What did Jesus mean? Jesus was saying that he is the Lamb led by God to the slaughter. What puzzles us is that the author is saying that was Jesus’ command. Why does the author tell us that Jesus’ words were a “command”? Does he mean that Jesus the Lamb was in command? That seems like what the author means. But then that seems to not be the case. What happened as a result of Jesus’ obedience to the Father? He was not in command. He was arrested. Look at verses 12, 13. “Then the detachment of soldiers with its commander and the Jewish officials arrested Jesus. They bound him and brought him first to Annas, who was the father-in-law of Caiaphas, the high priest that year.”

Peter seemed to have gained the upper hand being in command of the situation. Though the experience was brief, his response seems right and reasonable to us. Why did Jesus stop him? Is Jesus’ showing an example of the non-violence movement to demonstrate that this tactic is more powerful than arms? Perhaps there is some element of the non-violence teaching. There seems, however, to be more of the teaching of complete devotion to God with trust in his words. The devotion is more like the thrust of himself into God’s love for the trust meant the full acceptance of the drinking of the cup of suffering and miserable death on the cross. The non-violence movement is a good political tactic. But it doesn’t lead a person to the unity with God. We learn from Jesus the latter. That insight is supported by verse 14. The author says in verse 14, “Caiaphas was the one who had advised the Jews that it would be good if one man died for the people.” It was good for Jesus to drink the cup. Jesus did what was good. He was in command when he did what was good. In my opinion, I still think Peter did what was good within his capacity and his devotion was never despised by God. When he would be sanctified by the blood of Jesus, he would be given the privilege to be good even for the Lord Jesus. But the man needed salvation from the rat race to be in command of life’s situation to the obedience that comes from faith.

What is the relevance of Jesus’ teaching to us? If anyone follows Jesus, he is first led to the drinking of the cup. That is what Jesus already taught the disciples when they were showing off their loyalty to him (Mark 10:39). Obviously, Peter forgot that teaching and acted according to his instinct. He did not follow Jesus at the moment. Strictly speaking, he never followed Jesus. He just agreed with Jesus up to this point. In other words, he could never love Jesus. That is why he could not confess that he loved Jesus when the Lord asked him in John 21:15. He could just say he was a friend of Jesus. But when he would confess his sinfulness, that he could not love, the Lord would reinstate the sinner in his love so that the man would follow him (21:19) in one mind and heart, that is in the Spirit, and be with Jesus who is in command of all things. Let there be 120 who will follow Jesus.
II. Jesus tried before the high priest (18:15-27)

The author juxtaposes Peter’s experience and Jesus’ trial before Annas, the high priest in verses 15-27. It is not clear why he did that. I hope we can come up to some learning. Look at verse 15. What did Peter do when Jesus was taken away?  “Simon Peter and another disciple were following Jesus.” How could he enter the high priest’s courtyard where Jesus was tried? “Because this disciple was known to the high priest, he went with Jesus into the high priest's courtyard, but Peter had to wait outside at the door. The other disciple, who was known to the high priest, came back, spoke to the girl on duty there and brought Peter in.” What was the risk Peter met in that hostile place as he was allowed to enter? “You are not one of his disciples, are you?” the girl at the door asked Peter. He replied, “I am not.” It was cold, and the servants and officials stood around a fire they had made to keep warm. Peter also was standing with them, warming himself.” Peter kept his word to follow Jesus even unto death. The irony was that he could follow Jesus that far only by denying his allegiance to Jesus. It is difficult to say whether he followed Jesus or that he followed himself. But to be fair, we can say he survived.

Look at verse 19. While Peter was going through the course of learning to love Jesus, the high priest questioned Jesus about his disciples and his teaching. What did Jesus answer?  “I have spoken openly to the world,” Jesus replied. “I always taught in synagogues or at the temple, where all the Jews come together. I said nothing in secret. Why question me? Ask those who heard me. Surely they know what I said.” What did Jesus mean in his answer to the high priest? He means the high priest must answer Jesus’ teaching. “When Jesus said this, one of the officials nearby struck him in the face. “Is this the way you answer the high priest?” he demanded.” Why did the official strike Jesus in the face?  He demanded Jesus to respect the high priest. Why did he demand Jesus to show respect to the high priest? It was a right thing to do. What did Jesus reply to the demand? Look at verse 23. “If I said something wrong,” Jesus replied, “testify as to what is wrong. But if I spoke the truth, why did you strike me?” What did Jesus mean? He meant to face the truth which he had been speaking of and testifying to in all his deeds. What did Annas do at hearing Jesus’ reply? Look at verse 24.”Then Annas sent him, still bound, to Caiaphas the high priest.” Why did he send Jesus to Caiaphas? He did because he was not in power. He was an ex-high priest; Caiaphas was the de-facto high priest. We may wonder why and how the ex-high priest could try Jesus. The high priesthood was a family-run business. Caiaphas was the son-in-law to Annas and the family was appointed to the high priesthood by Herod. They were not the descendants of Aaron or Levi. The high priesthood had nothing to do with God. The fact that the high priest and his officials demanded respect for the system shows that the high priesthood was a human institution. Jesus brought them to the trial before the truth when he was tried.

We may still wonder why he tried them by being tried in their hands. The answer is strikingly simple. If he was not tried by them, they would never be brought before God. In other words, he took their sins on himself when he was tried. That understanding is well supported in the story of Peter in the following verses of 25-27. While Jesus was taken from the house of Annas to Caiaphas’, what happened to Peter? Though he was allowed to enter the courtyard, the people there still suspected him. In other gospels, we find that they suspected him because of his Galilean accent. At any rate, “As Simon Peter stood warming himself, he was asked, “You are not one of his disciples, are you?” He denied it, saying, “I am not.” But he was not lucky. His violent record tagged along. “One of the high priest's servants, a relative of the man whose ear Peter had cut off, challenged him, “Didn't I see you with him in the olive grove?” Of course, he wouldn’t admit that. Verse 27 says, “Again Peter denied it, and at that moment a rooster began to crow.” At reading verse 27, we learn that the author is not having fun by recording Peter’s failure. He reports Peter’s experience to tell us how Jesus was involved in this embarrassing and awkward incident. As Peter denied Jesus three times, it was declared that Jesus is true and that every man is a liar (Ro 3:4). That means Jesus is declared to be the righteous Judge in this event.
What is the relevance of the record of Jesus’ trial before the high priest? In light of Peter’s experience, we can think of his grace of saving us to live before God’s judgment seat. Up to this time, Peter lived in the world which was made up of loyal people and those who were not loyal. Peter was very loyal and had a kind of pride for being faithful and loyal. The problem was that his world revolved around him even in the matter of his loyalty to the Lord or to God. Peter had to outgrow the self-centered world. Of course, he wouldn’t deny Jesus any more. He will surely be faithful to Jesus unto death.  His faithfulness and loyalty will be blessed for sure and it is not surprising that the Catholics believe that this man became the first Pope by serving the Lord to his death. But Peter had to learn to stand before God’s judgment rather than defending his righteousness. That is what he learned through his denial of Jesus three times. His maturity is shown in his words when he himself was tried in Acts 4:19, 20 and later in Acts 11:17. We pursued righteousness. But we should shed and shake off all our relative righteousness and stand before God’s judgment in the gospel of Jesus Christ only. That is the place which Jesus has brought to earth, which is full of legal suits, so that we might be saved to live before him by God’s righteous judgment. How does this maturity come? It comes through the fiery trials which makes us to deny Jesus. We should remember Jesus in those trials.

III. Jesus tried before Pilate (18:28-40) 
Verses 28-40 contain the record of Jesus’ trial before Pilate. Look at verses 28-32 and find the reason why the Jews took Jesus to Pilate. “Then the Jews led Jesus from Caiaphas to the palace of the Roman governor. By now it was early morning, and to avoid ceremonial uncleanness the Jews did not enter the palace; they wanted to be able to eat the Passover. So Pilate came out to them and asked, “What charges are you bringing against this man?” “If he were not a criminal,” they replied, “we would not have handed him over to you.”  Pilate knew them very well and knew about Jesus. He knew what they meant by accusing Jesus to be a criminal. So he said, “Take him yourselves and judge him by your own law.”  “But we have no right to execute anyone,” the Jews objected.” Jesus was led to Pilate because the Jews wanted to kill Jesus by the hands of the Gentiles. They wanted to kill three birds with one stone. They would be free from the responsibility of shedding innocent blood. They would humiliate Jesus. They could also blame the Roman governor for shedding the blood of a Jewish person. Pilate was shrewd and so he tried to turn the responsibility back on the Jews.  But the author tells us a different reason why Jesus was tried before Pilate, sandwiched between their dirty, political games. What is revealed in the development of the situation that led to Jesus’ trial before Pilate according to the author’s interpretation in verse 32? Look at verse 32. “This happened so that the words Jesus had spoken indicating the kind of death he was going to die would be fulfilled.” What kind of death did Jesus die according to the testimony in these verses? He would be betrayed by his own and would die in the hands of the Gentiles. Thus he would be the Lord and Savior of both the Jews and the Gentiles. He said in 12:32, “But when I am lifted up from the earth, I will draw all men to myself.”

Pilate was reminded of his duty to judge the execution requested by the Jews. That is how he was pulled back to deciding Jesus’ execution. With what question did Pilate open his investigation of Jesus’ case? “Pilate then went back inside the palace, summoned Jesus and asked him, “Are you the king of the Jews?” Obviously he knew with what political excuse Jesus was accused. What did Jesus ask him? Look at verse 34. “Is that your own idea,” Jesus asked, “or did others talk to you about me?” Why did Jesus ask this question? He did because all the problems and questions of our life, and therefore, the answers, are summed up in the question whether Jesus is the King of the Jews. When you answer Jesus is the King of the Jews, you are saved. What is of importance if the question was Pilate’s own idea? That question becomes a very personal encounter of an individual with God. What do you learn of Jesus in his counter question in verse 34? We learn here that Jesus is the King of the Jews who came to ask that question to every man on earth. 

How did Pilate answer Jesus’ question? Look at verse 35. “Am I a Jew?” Pilate replied. “It was your people and your chief priests who handed you over to me. What is it you have done?” What do you learn of his attitude? He evaded the question. What could have been Jesus’ answer to him? He could have rebuked him. He could have answered the man that he is the King. But either of the answers would be empty words as we can see that in Jesus’ reply in verse 36. What did Jesus teach him instead of answering his inquiry? Look at verse 36. Jesus said, “My kingdom is not of this world. If it were, my servants would fight to prevent my arrest by the Jews. But now my kingdom is from another place.” What did Jesus mean? He meant that he represents something other than this world.  He also meant that Pilate lived in the world where there is no God. What do you learn of Jesus here? Jesus brought Pilate before God’s presence. 

What was Pilate’s objective conclusion of Jesus’ statement? Look at verse 37. “You are a king, then!” said Pilate.” What was Jesus’ answer? “Jesus answered, “You are right in saying I am a king. In fact, for this reason I was born, and for this I came into the world, to testify to the truth. Everyone on the side of truth listens to me.” What could have Jesus’ answer meant to Pilate? The answer could have meant the invitation of the governor before the living God. How did Pilate respond to Jesus’ answer of truth? Look at 38. “What is truth?” Pilate asked. With this he went out again to the Jews and said, “I find no basis for a charge against him. But it is your custom for me to release to you one prisoner at the time of the Passover. Do you want me to release ‘the king of the Jews’?” What was truth to him? The truth was worthless. Instead of listening to Jesus, what did he attempt to do?  He wanted to do his job right as the governor of the Roman Empire. He wanted to be right in the system. As a civilized man, he wanted to be fair. He used his authority to be a fair judge. How was his attempt to be fair blocked?  Look at verse 40. “They shouted back, ‘No, not him! Give us Barabbas!’ Now Barabbas had taken part in a rebellion.” Pilate wanted to be fair and right in his conscience according to the Roman justice but ended up endorsing rebellion against the Emperor. He ended up being responsible for the death of Jesus whom he was convicted of as being the King of the Jews. His example asks each of us what the truth is to us. Jesus’ own words ask us if we are standing on the side of truth.

Pilate is the reminder of the typical product of the civilized culture. In this culture, everyone is asked not to side with anything but to be fair and right in his conscience. In other words, a civilized person takes all the responsibility on himself. That is commendable. But regarding the truth, there is no middle ground. Of course, there comes the question of what truth is. We shouldn’t evade the question as Pilate did. Then the truth will evade you. We should listen to Jesus and answer him. He said, “You are right in saying I am a king. In fact, for this reason I was born, and for this I came into the world, to testify to the truth. Everyone on the side of truth listens to me.” When we review Jesus’ arrest and trial, how he dealt with those who were involved and how each of them was involved, we receive much help in answering what it is for us to stand on the side of truth for we come to this crossroad in our every day experience. We should learn from Jesus to listen to him and join him in his suffering for the truth.

