
Arrested & Denied
8

Inductive Study of John
7

Week 29
ARRESTED & DENIED
John 18:1-27

Day One
Nothing in our life that happens comes as a surprise to Jesus (18:4). We are His prime concern. As you read and study today, comfort yourself with this thought.
Father,
I pray that you will give me insight into my Lord, Jesus. Help me through the Holy Spirit to understand the protection that He offers to all of His disciples.
Amen
1. If Jesus knew that Judas was about to betray him, why would he go to the one place where Judas would be most likely to look for him (18: 1-4; see 10:17-18; 13:27)?

2. How do the soldiers react to Jesus words, "I am He," in 18:4-6?
3. What kind of protection does Jesus give the disciples (18:8-9 see 17:12)?’

How does Jesus’ handling of His arrest inform how we should deal with God's will for our life?
Day Two
In these verses, 12-14, we are introduced to two high priests, Annas held the office from A.D. 7-15, but was removed from office by the Roman governor. After that, he continued to wield a great deal of influence, due at least in part to the fact that five of his sons, as well as his son-in-law Caiaphas, held the office after him. Although Caiaphas was at this time the official high priest, Annas was calling the shots, and was the de facto high priest (see Lk. 3:2; Acts 4:6).
Lord, 
You use all people to do Your will. Lift the veil for me that I might see clearly how the world works against You.
Amen
4. What details are revealed about Annas and Caiaphas (18:12-14)? 

5. What is the meaning of Caiaphas statement (18:14; 11:50)?  

Why is it so important that one man should die for the people?

Day Three
We are often unfaithful to the Lord. In today’s reading, 15-24, we see clearly this contrast with the absolute faithfulness of the Lord.
Today, O Lord, show me how Jesus conquered these two high priests and upheld Your truth.
Amen
6. How do you explain Peter’s initial denial of Christ (18:15-18; see 13:38)? 

7. Why do you think Jesus refused to answer the high priest’s questions (18:19-23)? 

What does Jesus’ statement tell us about the nature of witnessing?
Day Four
Today, in 25-27, we see the final two denials by Peter of Jesus. Likely these took place in the courtyard at Caiaphas’ house, although these two may have been very close, perhaps sharing a courtyard.
Father, 
Show me the way the world pressures Your followers to fail. Let me see human weakness in its full display and humbly come to depend upon You for the supply of all the strength and wisdom that we need.
Amen
8. Do you think Annas’ actions had any influence on Peter’s second denial, if so what (18:24-25)? 


9. How might the servant’s relationship with Malchus have impacted Peter’s third denial (18:26-27)? 

In light of his denials, how do you explain Peter’s transformation into a fearless preacher (Acts 1:8; 4:1-20)?


Bonus Material
v. 1 On the other side there was an olive grove . . . This olive grove is the garden of Gethsemane ("oil-press"). It was located at the foot of the Mount of Olives, approximately 150 yards east of the city of Jerusalem and about a mile from where the last supper took place (Mt. 26:36; Mk. 14:32; Lk. 22:39).
v. 2 Now Judas, who betrayed him, knew the place, because Jesus had often met there with his disciples . . . The gospel of Luke is more specific, telling us that during the week preceding the Passover, Jesus went to the Mount of Olives "each evening" (Lk. 21:37; see Lk. 22:39). This is another example of the fact that Jesus knew from the beginning what was going to happen to him (v. 4), and that he gave his life voluntarily (10:18, see 13:27). If he had wished to avoid capture, he could have easily gone somewhere else, but instead he placed himself exactly where Judas would expect to find him.
v. 3 a detachment of soldiers and some officials from the chief priests and Pharisees . . . The "soldiers" would be an auxiliary cohort of Roman troops, which were stationed in Jerusalem on feast days to maintain order and to guard against any kind of nationalistic uprising. Their presence at Gethsemane, along with the darkness and the secluded locale, would help to ensure that no mob would prevent the arrest of Jesus (see Mk. 11:32; Lk. 22:2; Acts 5:26). The "officials" were the Jewish temple police. Matthew refers to this group as a "large crowd" (Mt. 26:47); it may have numbered into the hundreds.
v. 4 Jesus, knowing what was going to happen to him, went out and asked them, "Who is it you want?" This again demonstrates that it was Jesus, not the Roman or Jewish authorities, who was in control of his own destiny. Rather than being captured, he willingly offered himself up for arrest, even forbidding Peter to defend him (v. 11; see 10:18; 13:27; 19:10-11).
v. 6 When Jesus said, "I am he," they drew back and fell to the ground . . . Jesus’ words could be taken as a simple self-identification, i.e., "I am Jesus of Nazareth." But the soldiers’ response indicates that Jesus is doing something more, revealing himself as Yahweh God, the "I AM" of the Old Testament (see notes on 8:24, 58; 13:19). Evidently, at this moment he unveiled something of his glory, so that the soldiers were unable to stand in his presence. This revelation was not necessarily visual; it may have taken the form of a direct impression on their minds that they were standing in the presence of majesty.
v. 9 This happened so that the words he had spoken would be fulfilled: "I have not lost one of those you gave me." The focus in 17:12 is on protecting the disciples from apostasy in order to safeguard their salvation. Here, the focus is on protecting them from arrest and execution. But in both cases, Jesus is protecting them from the evil one in order that that the purpose which God has for their lives may be fulfilled. In this sense, Jesus’ ability to protect them from physical death points to his ability to protect them from spiritual death: both were accomplished by offering himself in their place (see v. 8). This does not imply that believers will never die or suffer physically, but that Satan cannot afflict us without God’s permission (see Job 1:12; 2:6) and that nothing Satan may do can prevent God from carrying out the plans he has for our lives.
vv. 10-11 Simon Peter, not understanding the significance of what is happening, attempts to defend Jesus by attacking the high priest’s servant. Although brave, the effort was quite useless: a handful of fishermen had no hope of defeating a detachment of Roman soldiers. Moreover, it was in direct opposition to Jesus’ determined purpose of carrying out the Father’s will, which required that he die and rise again (see Mt. 16:21-23). Thus, Jesus rebukes Peter, "Put your sword away! Shall I not drink the cup the Father has given me?" (see Mt. 26:39, 42). (Luke, the physician, reports that Jesus healed the servant’s ear [Lk. 22:51].)
vv. 12-14 The fact that the soldiers brought Jesus to the religious authorities indicates that they considered this a religious matter. Their role was merely to assure that Jesus’ arrest did not cause a riot. Annas, who was the father-in-law of Caiaphas, the high priest that year . . . Both Annas (vv. 19, 22) and Caiaphas (vv. 13, 24) are referred to in this passage as the "high priest." 
vv. 15-16 The "other disciple" was likely John, the author of this gospel: he and Peter were closely connected (13:23-24; 20:2-9; 21:20-24), and John refers to himself both as "the other disciple" and as "the one Jesus loved" in 20:2 (see notes on 13:23).
v. 17 "You are not one of his disciples, are you?" the girl at the door asked Peter. He replied, "I am not." How can we explain Peter’s tragic denial? From the perspective of divine sovereignty, he was acting out the part that God had planned for him, fulfilling Jesus’ prophecy (13:38). On a human level, he might have been intimidated by the unfamiliar environment of the high priest’s courtyard (v. 16), and fearful that if he were identified, his attack on the high priest’s servant could result in his own arrest. Add to this his confusion and lack of understanding concerning what was happening, and we can perhaps understand, if not excuse, Peter’s failure. But we must avoid a condescending attitude toward Peter, as if we would have behaved differently in his place. Not only is it impossible for us to comprehend the stress he was under, but Jesus’ words in chapters 14-17 clearly establish that only the sustaining power of the Holy Spirit prevents each of us from doing exactly what he did. This is the same Spirit who changed Peter from a man who trembled at a servant girl’s question into a bold and fearless preacher of the gospel (see Acts. 1:8; 2:14-39; 4:1-20). Peter’s denial also emphasizes the fact that Jesus was completely alone in his suffering (13:33). On the night of his betrayal, the disciples were unable to stay awake and pray with him (Mt. 26:36-45). At his arrest, they deserted him and fled (Mt. 26:56; Jn. 16:32). And at the end, when on the cross "God made him who had no sin to be sin for us" (2 Cor. 5:21), even the Father turned away from him (Mt. 27:46). As a result, there can be only "one mediator between God and men, the man Christ Jesus" (1 Tim. 2:5). He alone suffered and died for sins, and he suffered and died alone.
vv. 20-21 Jesus’ refusal to answer Annas’ question is an implicit rejection of Annas’ authority to ask it. First, the interrogation itself was illegal, being held at night contrary to the Mishnah (Jewish oral law). In addition, it is possible that under the legal procedures in effect at that time, the proper approach would have been to examine witnesses, rather than the defendant himself. This would explain Jesus’ statement that Annas should question those who had heard him teach. In any case, Jesus’ response was entirely appropriate (v. 23), exposing the lawlessness of those who presumed to judge him as a lawbreaker. It is worth noting that Jesus’ teaching was not revealed in secret, but was proclaimed openly to the world (although it was sometimes explained more fully to the disciples in private). This should make us suspicious of groups whose teachings are secret and revealed only to members of the group, or are even restricted to a select few within the membership.
[bookmark: _GoBack]vv. 25-27 The placement here of the account of Jesus’ interrogation, between the accounts of Peter’s two denials, serves to highlight the contrast between the two: even while Peter is breaking under pressure and denying his master, Jesus is standing firm and recanting nothing. 
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