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LESSON LVI. 

Jesus Is Taken Captive 

(John 18:1-12) 

 

Jesus gives Himself into their hands, vss. 1-9. 

John, being an eyewitness of all these events, selects his material in an entirely free 

manner in accord with his particular plan and purpose in writing this Gospel. Therefore he, at 

one time, omits some very important incidents that took place at this time, and at another time 

mentions them. The reason for this is apparent. First of all he will not merely repeat what the 

Synoptists had written. (Remember that John wrote many years later) but, secondly, if he does 

narrate some of them he does so from the viewpoint of Jesus' attestation as the Son of God. This 

after all is the one purpose of His Gospel narrative. 

After Jesus has finished His beautiful farewell (John 14-17), He takes His disciples to the 

well-known garden of Gethsemane. It was east of Jerusalem. We are told that He often went 

thither with the twelve. Gethsemane was a garden of olive trees, hence the word itself means 

olive-press. And what a press it would be for our Lord! Who does not know a little about His 

agony in Gethsemane. 

Judas, having informed the Jews about the latest developments, and the latter quickly 

having assembled a motley group, leads them to Jesus. Perhaps they first went to the upper-

room, but not finding Him there went their way to Gethsemane. His common place of retreat. 

The group that follows Him is called a band. It certainly reminds us of our modern-day mobs. 

Among them is no order. Their weapons are swords and sticks, whatever they could lay hold of 

in so short a time. There was nothing official about the whole movement. And notice its 

constituents! Soldiers, perhaps to create a sense of greater fear; chief priests, scribes, captains of 

the temple and elders. Imagine, the leaders of the “church” (who should be expecting the Saviour 

and live in that hope) form such a mob to lay hold of the Lord of glory. Notice also that it was a 

great multitude. First of all, they wanted to be sure to be able to capture Him, being acquainted 

with His frequent displays of power. But they must also have good protection in the midst of the 

large numbers of pilgrims that have come to Jerusalem. 

Judas must lead them to Jesus. Undoubtedly there is also bitter satire in their actions, one 

of Jesus’ followers leading them in His capture. Approaching Jesus, Judas quickly stepped 

forward to give Jesus the promised kiss. Thereupon he very likely quickly stepped back to let 

them “close in” on Him. But then Jesus steps forward. “Whom seek ye?” What a question! Is this 

the same One who only a few moments ago crawled like a worm in the dust, mingling in His 

agony, His bloody sweat with the dust of the earth? Indeed, He is! Now He is prepared to go. 

“Whom seek ye?” Naturally this is not ignorance on the part of Jesus. He will expose their ac-

tions as utterly ridiculous. Are they seeking some criminal or dangerous evildoer, with all these 

weapons? Notice also how they answer Him: “Jesus of Nazareth”. To them He is just Jesus of 

Nazareth, no more. And as soon as Jesus identifies Himself they fall back, which means, not 

merely that they retreated, but fell down like dead ones. Christ for a moment shows them His 

divine power. Of course, the purpose of this repeated action is that they will be convinced first of 

all that He is the very Son of God (John’s purpose of writing the Gospel) but also that they will 



never take Him if He refuses. No one must ever be able to say that they finally succeeded in 

laying hold of Him. No, they must all admit that He gave Himself into their hands. How hard un-

belief is, for, wouldn’t we expect these people either to almost wilt, or flee away? But nothing of 

the kind; they now will lay their hands on Him. 

Questions: Why was the sign of the kiss so devilish? How do you explain the last part of 

vss. 8 and 9? 

 

Jesus Refuses all Defense, vss. 10-12. 

As the band approaches and takes hold of Jesus the disciples are ready. They will come to 

Jesus’ defense, possessing two swords. Perhaps they have so interpreted Jesus’ words of Luke 

22:36. First they ask the question: “Lord, shall we smite with the sword?” But Peter cannot wait. 
He will split the head of Malchus in two? However, only an ear falls off. Immediately it is 

healed. 

And Jesus again shows the disciples why He goes this way. Shall He not drink the cup 

the Lord has given Him? Jesus’ suffering is compared here with the drinking of a bitter potion. 

The Father has now placed this cup to His lips. And now refuse to drink from it? Never, for the 

will of the Father is His will. Therefore it is not a question of physical power, of swords or of 

legions of angels, but of voluntarily doing the will of His Father. He must go the way of 

obedience to fulfill all righteousness. Giving Himself unto them He begins to drink of the cup. 

To make the matter secure He is bound. And the disciples flee, as we are told by the other 

Gospel writers. 

Questions: What mental picture do we get of the power of twelve legions of angels if one 

angel can slay 185,000 Assyrians in one night? Can we say that the disciples, in fleeing, are 

cowards, after all? Show how Jesus manifested His love for His own in these actions. 

 

LESSON LVII. 

Peter Denies Jesus 

(John 18:13-27) 

 

Jesus before Annas, vss. 13, 14, 19-23. 

From John we learn that the trial during the night was preceded by a judicial examination 

under Annas. Why this was done is difficult to say. We can only guess that this preliminary 

hearing was invented in the spur of the moment, to mark time and afford the Sanhedrin to 

assemble at this time of the night. The legal restrictions forbidding trials at night unscrupulously 

set aside. 

Why John writes only about the trial before Annas and not about the one before Caiaphas 

is difficult to say. We do believe, however, that the element John wishes to emphasize is the 

denial of Peter, which he discusses rather elaborately. Notice also that the account of the trial 

before Annas is sandwiched between the account of Peter’s denial. It is very well possible that 

all that takes place before Annas as written here must be explained in the light of this denial. 

Therefore we will first take notice, briefly, of this preliminary trial. 

Annas undoubtedly utilizes his time to elicit from Jesus some dawning testimony which 

may be of help to his son-in law. Hence, the question concerning Jesus’ disciples and doctrine. 

Annas acts as though he did not know what Jesus taught, and as though he had not deemed it 

worthwhile hitherto to acquaint himself with the teachings of this man. It is understood that what 

He did teach is heretical. And heretics must, according to the Mosaic law, be killed. And now 



these ungodly men wall determine whether Jesus is a heretic or not. Jesus’ answer is short and to 

the point. Ask the public. Never did He say anything in secret. Hence the pertinent question: 

“Why dost thou question me?” Jesus lays His finger on the evil motive of Annas, who is seeking 

to lay hold of something that Jesus may now say in order to misuse this against Him. Annas is 

“on the spot”. But one of his servants is quick to realize the situation, and gives Jesus a violent 

blow in the face. Receiving no rebuke, since this was contrary to law, he evidently pleases his 

superior. Jesus answers His attacker with perfect calm and exposes his business. Let him give the 

real reason and not hide it. 

 

The Denial, vss. 15-18, 24-27. 

Peter must have witnessed these things, at least to a certain extent. That was the very 

purpose of his being here. But it was also the occasion for his great fall. 

The History. It is rather difficult to gather from the Gospel writers what the exact 
procedure was. John really speaks of only two denials. We consider it to have happened 

something like this. John first of all was well acquainted in this place, some commentators even 

think that he was a relative of the high priest. The building into which they had entered was very 

likely a large rectangular structure surrounding an open court, with rooms perhaps on each side. 

Most probably that there was a large hallway
 
around the court from which people could enter the 

various rooms. John, now, follows the crowd into the open court where there is a fire. Peter, 

however, at first remains behind; he is let in after John spoke to the door-maid. But it is this 

door-maid who occasions his first denial. From Matthew we get the impression that Peter soon 

after this again tried to leave the court, and passing through the covered entry that led from the 

court to the street outside is again charged with being a disciple of Jesus, this time by two maids 

and a man. This may have driven Peter back into the court, and he joins the group that is 

standing around the fire. Some time elapses, during all this time Jesus being tried. But then Peter 

is brought into straits. He is recognized by his speech, and one of the men recalls seeing him in 

the garden. Consequently a number of men confront him. With this circumstantial evidence the 

net is drawn tight around him. He resorts to oaths and cursing’s. He must do something. Jesus he 

does not know, and never did know. One lie compels others until the liar is submerged. 

Its Significance. For Peter it means that he calls God to be a witness that he does not 

know Jesus and never has had anything to do with Him. And if he is lying, let God condemn him 

to hell. Such are the implications of an oath. Peter, in other words, also severs all contact with 

Jesus. Therefore he later had to be restored as a disciple. 

For Jesus all this spelled tremendous suffering, for He undoubtedly was aware of what 

was going on. While He is seeking to establish perfect fellowship with God’s people, they 

(Peter) are breaking it down. The Head is come to reconcile the body to God, but while He does 

so the body breaks to pieces. Jesus had instructed His disciples that in the kingdom of heaven 

oaths have no place, but here Peter casts all His words to the wind. The fundamental element of 

truth, taught in these words, Peter discards. In few words Peter here throws to the wind Christ 

and everything for which He stands. Is this the rock? 

Its Reason. But why? Was Peter really a coward after all? No, but such a Jesus he cannot 

believe in. Peter is offended. Can that Jesus be his Saviour, who gives Himself to be bound, and 

permits Himself to be beaten unjustly? Is He the expected Messiah? No, this cannot be. And 

Peter falls before humble slaves, door-maids. 

Bitter Weeping. But Jesus never forsakes His own, even while the waves and billows 

reach His own lips. Just as He is being led from Annas to Caiaphas, Peter is denying Him. No, 



He cannot stop to talk to Peter, His hands are tied, He can give only one glance. This He does, 

not in anger, but in penetrating love. And Peter catches this glance. At the same time the cock 

crows for the second time. And Peter goes out, weeping bitterly (loudly). 

 Questions: Which one thought over whelms us when we read and study these words? 

How do people deny Jesus today? Was Peter’s sin in reality much worse than Judas? Why was 

Peter saved and not Judas?  

 

LESSON LVIII. 

Jesus’ Trial Before Pilate 

(John 18:28-40) 

 

The Request of the Jews. vss. 28-32. 

John does not mention the details of the trial before Caiaphas and the Sanhedrin. The 

Sanhedrin has, however, condemned Him to death on the ground of His testimony of being the 

Son of God. Isn’t it striking that the basis and possibility of all His work (being the Son of God) 

is also the ground on which He is condemned. But the Romans only can execute the death 

sentence; therefore they must now have the permission of Pilate. Hence, they take Jesus to the 

hall of judgment (praetorium). It is early in the morning. A great procession arrives with Jesus. 

They halt before the hall, lest they be defiled by entering a Gentile abode, and be barred from 

eating the Passover. “Here we see men openly bent on no less a crime than judicial murder yet 

stickling about a human tradition devoid of divine sanction. They swallow camels but strain at 

gnats.” (Lenski) 

Since the Roman court proceedings were conducted in the most public manner, even on 

the street or in a market place, Pilate now opens court in front of this judgment hall. He naturally 

assumes that the Sanhedrin, having condemned Jesus, comes with weighty charges. But notice 

how they answer him, vss. 30. They certainly try to present Jesus as a most terrible criminal. 

Why question them anymore? All Pilate has to do is sign the Jewish verdict and give the order of 

immediate execution. If only they could succeed in this, for they dared not reveal the facts to 

Pilate, for he would at once turn them away from his tribunal. The Romans would never entertain 

a religious charge that lay outside of Roman law and pertained only to religious notions of a 

subject nation. 

But Pilate is not deceived. He is aware of their craftiness, and therefore acts as though he 

thinks they have not yet tried Jesus. “Judge Him according to your own law.” Now they must 

reveal their purpose in coming to the governor. Jesus must be put to death, and Pilate alone has 

this power. From this it becomes plain to Pilate that they are concerned only in Jesus’ execution, 

and that they are delivering Him up only for that purpose. 

In vs. 32 John tells us that this naturally all took place according to the Scriptures. Jesus 
must not be stoned, or killed in some other way. He must die the accursed death on the cross. 

This is the God appointed way, but also the demand of the law. And whereas only the Romans 

can crucify, it is to fulfill Scripture and Jesus’ own words that He is brought to the Roman 

governor. 

Questions: Do you think it often is true of the apostate church that she externally strictly 

keeps the law, but transgresses the spirit of it a thousand fold? Can you give other examples? 

Does hatred for Jesus and the cause of God cause men to discard all justice and equity? Is this 

always true? 

 



The Trial, vss. 33-40. 

Pilate now takes up the case and proceeds with the trial. And the Jews come with their 

false charges. They are: 1. that Jesus by His activity has perverted the Jewish nation; 2. that He 

has forbidden to pay taxes to Caesar; 3. that He has been proclaiming Himself as the King of the 

Jewish nation. Every word is, of course, a deliberate lie. “Those who seek a criminal end are 

ready to use the necessary criminal means”. (Lenski) 

Notice how they pervert the whole idea of Jesus’ kingship, presenting it as one of this life 

in the realm of the natural, intentionally concealing the idea of the spiritual which certainly must 

have become plain to them intellectually. Consequently Pilate approaches Jesus from this point. 

“Art thou king of the Jews?” Thereupon Jesus asks a question stated in vs. 34; He will have 

Pilate clearly understand and realize that this reference to “The King of the Jews” only echoes 

the charge of the Jews and that it really did not originate with him. Notice how Pilate retorts: 

“Am I a Jew?” How would he know anything about this whole case and about Jesus? Then in vs. 

36 Jesus answers him regarding His kingship, clearly showing that His kingdom is of a spiritual, 

ethical nature, and not of this world. Pilate certainly must not place Him in the category of 

secular kings. “Art thou a king”, Pilate immediately asks. This is a surprise to him, for in his 

mind kings must always be associated with power, and glory and majesty. Jesus standing bound 

before him certainly does not look like one. But is Jesus a king then in some sense? Thereupon 

Jesus states fully and clearly what kind of king He is. He is one who bears witness of the truth. 

As king He brings the Word of God, and rules by it. Notice how His office of prophet and king 

are closely related here. This is too much for Pilate. “What is truth?” Some believe that this was 

mockery on his part. I rather believe that it manifested his total indifference towards the whole 

matter. Faith would ask more questions, but Pilate turns away, refusing to delve into such 

subjects. 

Naturally, Pilate has found no fault in Him. But now He begins to show his cowardice 

and fear, fear for the Jews and fear for Jesus on the other hand, if he had not feared the former he 

would have acquitted Jesus right then and even given Him protection. Yet he also fears to 

condemn Jesus. Undoubtedly he had heard of Jesus’ words and works, and he must also have 

been deeply impressed by Jesus’ tranquil and majestic testimony of Jesus. Later the dream of his 

wife aggravated the situation. Now he will therefore make a proposal which will certainly mean 

the release of Jesus. It being customary to release a prisoner on the Passover Pilate presents the 

nomination of Jesus and Barabbas. What an injustice! All the more so in the light of the last 

verse. 

Questions: How did Pilate already condemn Jesus with this act? What does Matt. 27:20 

say about this matter? How can it be explained that there apparently was not even a small 

minority opposing such a choice? 

 

LESSON LIX. 

Jesus Before Pilate, continued 

(John 19:1-16) 

 

The Soldiers and Jesus, vss. 1-5. 

After Pilate’s failure at his previous attempt to release Jesus, he will make another try. He 

gives Jesus to be scourged, and even lets his soldiers stage a mockery of this King of the Jews. 

Possibly the Jews will then turn away from this wretched figure, a man who is too helpless and 

too ridiculous to give another thought to. 



Scourging was a terrible ordeal. Stripped of clothes, the body was bent forward, the 

hands being tied, the back stretched and so exposed to the blows. The Jews used rods, but the 

Romans used short-handled whips, each provided with several leather lashes, with pieces of lead 

or bone fastened to the end of each lash. The strokes were laid on with full force. The effect was 

horrible; often the skin and the flesh of the back were gashed to the very bone, and bloody holes 

were torn in the body, sometimes exposing the bones and the very inner organs of the body. So 

they treated Jesus, and do not fail to notice that He submits Himself to this without a murmur. In 

all this He was bearing the wrath of God. 

The scourging has hardly been ended when the mockery begins. A crown of thorn-

bearing twigs was pressed on His head, and a purple robe (possibly and old and faded one) which 

was royal clothing, was put on Him. All the soldiers must see Him. How they mock Him! Each 

one greets Jesus with: “Hail King of the Jews!” Simultaneously they beat the thorns into His 

head with the reed, and give Him blows in the face. Then Pilate brought Him out before the 

Jews. What a spectacle! He means to say that the whole thing is a joke, let them see for 

themselves; hoping that they now will be satisfied. But at the same time the soldiers have been 

tried by Jesus, having shown what their attitude is towards the suffering servant of the Lord. And 

Pilate reveals himself to be a coward. Since when must the judge obtain the consent of the 

accuser to the verdict he has found? Does a righteous judge ever consider his own finding non-

final until the accuser gives the approval? Does the accuser ever have the power to alter the 

verdict of the judge when it does not please him? And the Romans were considered to have the 

best and most righteous form of government! But look what even the “best” do with the Son of 

God! 

 

Pilate Afraid of Jesus, vss. 6-12. 

The spectacle, instead of calming their bitterness, goads them on. Listen to their shouts 

demanding crucifixion. Pilate retorts with irony: You crucify Him, knowing that they could not 

do so according to their law. This implies that Pilate, who can do so, does not find Him guilty of 

such punishment. Still, he does not release Him for fear of the Jews. What a coward! 

Well, if Pilate can find no guilt in Him according to his law, they can, according to their 

law, for He makes Himself the Son of God. This made Pilate afraid. Hence, for the Jews it has 

the very opposite effect. Not that Pilate knew God, but he did believe in pagan gods or demigods, 

and possibly thought that Jesus was one of them. Therefore he surely must do some more 

investigating. Hence, the one question: “Who art Thou?” But Jesus is silent, having already 

testified of Himself. Notice how Jesus at this point easily could have freed Himself by showing 

that He was the Son of God. But no, He will go the way of suffering. But when Jesus did speak 

each word weighed tons. The power that Pilate has is of God, which implies that he in himself is 

weak, but also must be very careful. However, those who delivered Jesus into his hands are even 

more guilty. Now Pilate is determined (for the first time) to release Jesus. To the believers 

witnessing the trial it must have given hope. But no, now the Jews come with a final diabolic, 

cunning thrust. If Pilate fails to crucify Jesus he will no longer be Caesar’s friend, i.e., not loyal 

to him, but an enemy of him. The Jews would see to it that Caesar would hear how Pilate 

released a man who claimed to be king instead of Caesar. And woe unto him who speaks or acts 

against Caesar. Pilate is crushed. 

What lies and hypocrisy on the part of the Jews! And what a weak governor! Don’t fail to 

notice several things here. First of all that the Jews have always refused to have Jesus for their 

king. So it was in the days of Moses, Samuel, David, Rehoboam, etc. Secondly, here we have 



man's manifestation of evil and deviltry before the righteous God. Thirdly, that through this way 

the Son of God is condemned and crucified and able to make atonement for the sins of His 

people. 

Questions: How can we say that not Jesus, but Pilate, the soldiers and the Jews were on 

trial? What was Pilate’s one concern? 

 

Pilate’s Verdict, vss. 13-1.6. 

Pilate is seated for the final judicial act, John tells us about the time, it being the passover 

preparation. Wonder why the Holy Spirit wants us to know this? Can it be that through this act of 

the Jews and Pilate the real Passover was being prepared? 

The Roman governor will still scorn them even though his mind is made up as to the 

verdict. He has no choice, so he thinks. “Behold, your king!” An insult is hurled into their faces. 

At the same time Jesus willingly is presented to them as such. Pilate is too weak for courageous 

mastery, but he is strong in verbal thrusts. But again: “Away with Him, crucify Him!” Nothing 

else will do, God must be killed. Unrighteousness will extinguish the Righteous One. Man has no 

room for God “They received Him not". And the high priests, the representatives of the “church” 

cry out that they have no king but Caesar, implying that this Jesus is not their king. Pilate gives 

the verdict, and washes his hands, the coward and hypocrite, but certainly could not remove the 

stain of guilt. His name is covered with infamy to this day. We are told that in the year 36 he was 

deposed, sent to Rome to face charges, and then seems to have been banished and to have 

committed suicide. 
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