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
 is the continuative use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “And,” followed by the preposition META plus the adverbial accusative of measure of extent of time from the neuter singular article and noun PSWMION, meaning “after the bit of bread.”
  Then we have the temporal adverb TOTE, meaning “then.”
  This is followed by the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb EISERCHOMAI, which means “to enter into: he entered into.”

The aorist tense is a constative/historical aorist, which views the entire past action as a fact.


The active voice indicates that Satan produced the action.


The indicative mood is declarative for a simple statement of fact.

Then we have the preposition EIS plus the accusative of place from the masculine singular demonstrative pronoun EKEINOS, used as an emphatic personal pronoun, meaning “into him” and referring to Judas.  This is followed by the nominative subject from the masculine singular article and proper noun SATANAS, meaning “Satan.”
“And after the bit of bread, then Satan entered into him.”
 is the inferential/consequential use of the postpositive conjunction OUN, meaning “Therefore” plus the third person singular present active indicative from the verb LEGW, meaning “to say: said.”

The present tense is a historical present, which describes a past event as though happening right now for the sake of vividness and liveliness in the narrative.  It is translated like a simple past tense.


The active voice indicates that Jesus produced the action.


The indicative mood is declarative for a simple statement of fact.

Then we have the dative indirect object from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “to him” and referring to Judas.  This is followed by the nominative subject from the masculine singular article and proper noun IĒSOUS, meaning “Jesus.”
“Therefore Jesus said to him,”
 is the accusative direct object from the neuter singular relative pronoun HOS, meaning “that which” or “what.”  Then we have the second person singular present active indicative from the verb POIEW, which means “to do.”

The present tense is a tendential present, which describes a present action that is about to happen, but has not yet begun.
  It can be translated “what you intend to do.”  This could also be regarded as a futuristic present: ‘what you will do’.

The active voice indicates that Judas will perform the action.


The indicative mood is declarative for a simple statement of fact.

This is followed by the second person singular aorist active imperative from the verb POIEW, which means “to do.”


The aorist tense is a constative aorist, which views action in its entirety.


The active voice indicates that Judas must produce the action.


The imperative mood is a command.

Finally, we have the adverb of manner (or an adjective used as an adverb
—an adverbial accusative of measure of extent of time) TACHUS, meaning “quickly, soon, without delay.”

“‘What you intend to do, do without delay.’”
Jn 13:27 corrected translation
“And after the bit of bread, then Satan entered into him.  Therefore Jesus said to him, ‘What you intend to do, do without delay.’”
Explanation:
1.  “And after the bit of bread, then Satan entered into him.”

a.  John continues with an editorial comment about what happened next after Jesus gave the piece of bread that had been dipped in the bitter herb sauce—Satan entered into Judas.  Jesus didn’t tell John this as far as we know.  He may have done so after His resurrection, but there is no indication that Jesus did so at that moment or after Judas left the room.  Another possibility is that this information was revealed to John by the inspiration of the Holy Spirit as John was writing the gospel in 90 A.D.  How and when John received this information is impossible for us to know based on the information at hand.  One thing we do know—it was not a guess or conjecture on John’s part.

b.  The piece of bread represented Jesus’ unconditional love for Judas.  Even though Judas accepted and ate the piece of bread, he did not do so with an attitude of reciprocal love for Jesus.  In fact, he more likely despised Jesus at that moment for not becoming the political Messiah he wanted.  After rejecting the love of God, Satan had free reign to enter into Judas.  The order of events here is significant—Judas has to reject the love of Jesus before Satan can indwell and possess him.

c.  The fact that Satan entered into Judas is the clearest possible indication that Judas was an unbeliever and had never been a believer in Jesus.  Judas never believed that Jesus was God incarnate, nor the Messiah, nor the God of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob.  To Judas, Jesus was just a man who had the amazing ability to heal people, which was a God-given gift, but no more so than Moses or Elijah.


d.  Where “into” Judas did Satan enter?  Did he enter into his body, his soul, or both?  Probably into both, but most certainly into his soul, into his thinking.  Judas like the Antichrist of the Tribulation was not demon possessed, but Satan possessed.  Satan continued to indwell Judas until he placed the kiss on the cheek of Jesus, and that was clearly Satan motivating that act of hypocrisy, since Satan had long ago rejected the love of God.
2.  “Therefore Jesus said to him, ‘What you intend to do, do without delay.’”

a.  Jesus knew that Satan had entered into Judas, and therefore, there was no need for hesitation at this point.  Jesus wanted Judas to get on with what he intended to do.  There was no going back now.  Judas had crossed the point of no return.  He was resolved to betray Jesus and not doing so was no longer an option in his thinking.

b.  Jesus, knowing what Judas now intends to do, orders him to do so without delay.  This is tantamount to a command to leave the room.  Implied by the events that take place later in Gethsemane is that Judas knew that the group would not remain much longer in this room, but would head toward their normal resting place in the evening.  As far as we know, Judas did not bring the Temple guard back to this upper room, but led them to Gethsemane.  This command also indicates that Judas still has free will.  In order to obey any command, a person’s will must be free to do so.

c.  Jesus made this statement openly but quietly to Judas.  Others heard the statement, but did not know what it meant (as we shall see in the next couple of verses).

d.  Judas was eager to comply with the command of Jesus; for he probably thought that he better get the hell (now there’s a play on words with Satan representing ‘hell’) out of there before someone figured out he was the traitor and killed him.


e.  What was the rush of Jesus to get His crucifixion over with?  [Lk 12:50, “But I have a baptism to undergo, and how distressed I am until it is accomplished!”]  Jesus was the Passover lamb that had to be slain before Passover.  The timing was all a part of the Father’s plan.  Jesus had to die on the exact day that had been planned from the time the Jews left Egypt.  One day sooner or one day later would have been wrong.  Jesus had to die on the exact day He died.  There are no accidents in the plan or timing of God.

3.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “Acceptance of the sop without acceptance of the pleading love that went with it meant that Judas was steeling his heart to do what he had contracted to do—betray the Lord.  He had been discovered [by Jesus] and resented it.  From this hour Satan was fully in control.  Further efforts to dissuade Judas were useless.


b.  “The giving of the dipped morsel can be interpreted in several ways.  Becker thinks that the text turns Judas into a puppet dangling on the string of Jesus’ decision for his destiny.  Haenchen shrugs off the story as a ‘magical morsel with which Satan entered in Judas.’  Schlatter considered it to be Jesus’ effective termination of his relationship with Judas.  Bultmann sees the event as removing Judas’s act from human action and placing it in the sphere of Satan.  But perhaps Beasley-Murray’s argument needs to be pondered.  Citing Newbigin’s comment that the giving of the morsel to Judas was ‘the final act of love,’ Beasley-Murray is of the opinion that Jesus’ act set Judas ‘on the spot’ to make an ultimate decision.  Or to put it another way, one could ask: Did Jesus, by singling out Judas with a morsel, make his final and decisive, loving offer to Judas?  Was it similar to Jesus addressing Judas as ‘friend’ in Mt 26:50?  If Judas was reclining on the left of Jesus, he certainly had been given a place of honor, but he also had the potential of knifing him in the back (what a picture!).  At this point the tragedy of rejecting Jesus was therefore squarely on the shoulders of Judas.  If Jesus had offered him bitter herbs, symbolically one could easily see the gauntlet of pain being thrown down.  But whatever Jesus offered him, Judas was hardly a puppet, and the dipped morsel was hardly a magical potion.  Satan did not need magic to enter Judas.  All he needed was permission to take control.  That permission was given by Judas and confirmed by Jesus with the words ‘do quickly’ what you are about to do (13:27). With the acceptance of the morsel and the verdict of Jesus, the tragic case was closed. The traitor had been told to leave the company of the disciples.”


c.  Judas “was so far gone into his apostasy that even after the Lord dipped the morsel and gave it to Judas the wretched traitor’s heart remained implacably hardened.  Judas spurned Christ’s final gesture of love to him, just as he had all the previous ones for three years.  At that moment the day of salvation (2 Cor 6:2) ended for Judas; hell arrived as Satan then entered into him.  (The Devil evidently gained direct control over Judas on two occasions: just before the betrayal was arranged [Lk 22:3], and now as it was about to be carried out.)  Divine mercy gave way to divine judgment and Judas was in essence handed over to Satan (1 Cor 5:5; 1 Tim 1:20).  He had spurned Christ’s love for the last time, and his eternal doom was sealed.  F. F. Bruce writes,
Jesus’ action, in singling Judas out for a mark of special favor, may have been intended as a final appeal to him to abandon his treacherous plan and play the part of a true disciple.  Up to that moment, the die had not been irrevocably cast.  If Judas wavered for a second, it was only to steel himself to carry out his fatal resolution, to become the willing instrument of Satan whereas he might have been the free follower and messenger of his Master.  Satan could not have entered into him had he not granted him admission.  Had he been willing to say ‘No’ to the adversary, all of his Master’s intercessory power was available to him there and then to strengthen him.  But when a disciple’s will turns traitor, when the spiritual aid of Christ is refused, that person’s condition is desperate indeed. (The Gospel of John [Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1983], 290).
Once Judas had irrevocably crossed that line, Jesus dismissed him, (cf. Mt 26:50).  Jesus controlled every detail of His death, proving the truth of His declaration, ‘No one has taken it away from Me, but I lay it down on My own initiative.  I have authority to lay it down, and I have authority to take it up again.  This commandment I received from My Father’ (Jn 10:18).  Christ was about to institute the Lord’s Supper and He was not going to have it marred by Judas’s (and Satan’s) presence.”


d.  “‘Satan entered into him’ is one of the most terrible expressions in the Scriptures.  Satan now used Judas as his tool to accomplish his will.  ‘Do quickly’ is literally ‘do it more quickly,’ which may imply Jesus’ words spurred Judas to act in God’s proper timing.”


e.  “Why this peculiar command?  It conveys to Judas the thought that Jesus knows not only that he is the traitor but also how far his plan had at that moment advanced.  Judas had covenanted to hand Jesus over to the authorities but had not yet fixed the exact time and the place for the delivery.  He was now on the alert, looking for the favorable opportunity.  The word of Jesus intimates to Judas that he knows just what Judas had begun and what he still had to do.  More than this: Judas thought that Jesus was in his hand; Jesus tells him that the reverse is true.  It is Jesus who orders Judas about this business, to carry it out when Jesus wants it done and not when Judas may feel like doing it.  The situation is like that of the Jews and their plot to destroy Jesus, but not at the feast (Mt 26:5), while Jesus declares that he will be crucified at the feast (Mt 26:2).  When men are determined to do evil, a higher hand controls their deeds for ends that are utterly beyond them.  This word of Jesus also dismisses Judas.  …We may say that rage filled the traitor’s heart when he left the room, blind rage at finding himself exposed.  So he obeyed Jesus without wanting to obey Him; and so he obeyed Satan because he wanted to obey him.”


f.  “‘What you are about to do, do quickly,’ has the effect of setting Judas in the place of decision: he must make up his mind either to respond to Jesus’ goodwill, and so repent of his plan to betray Him, or to spurn it and carry out his intentions.  If this be a correct reading of the situation, no man in all history was more truly ‘put on the spot’ than Judas in that moment.”
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