John 1:1
John 18:12



 is the inferential use of the postpositive conjunction OUN, meaning “Therefore” plus the nominative subject from the feminine singular article and noun SPEIRA, meaning “the Roman cohort.”  With this we have the additive use of the conjunction KAI (twice), meaning “and…and.”  Also with this we have the nominative subject from the masculine singular article and noun CHILIARCHOS, meaning “the commander of a thousand” or in this case “the cohort commander.”  We would call him a “battalion commander.”  In addition we have the nominative subject from the masculine plural article and noun HUPĒRETĒS, meaning “the helpers, assistants, or deputies.”
  With this we have the possessive genitive from the masculine plural article and adjective IOUDAIOS, meaning “of the Jews.”

“Therefore, the Roman cohort and the cohort commander and the deputies of the Jews”
 is the third person plural aorist active indicative from the verb SULLAMBANW, which means “to seize, arrest.”


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


The active voice indicates that the Roman soldiers, commander, and deputies of the Jews produced the action.


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

Then we have the accusative direct object from the masculine singular article and proper noun IĒSOUS, meaning “Jesus.”  This is followed by the additive use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and” plus the third person plural aorist active indicative from the verb DEW, which means “to bind.”  Today we would say they handcuffed Him.


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


The active voice indicates that the people arresting Jesus produced the action.


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

Finally, we have the accusative direct object from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “Him” and referring to Jesus

“arrested Jesus and bound Him,”
Jn 18:12 corrected translation
“Therefore, the Roman cohort and the cohort commander and the deputies of the Jews arrested Jesus and bound Him,”
Explanation:
1.  “Therefore, the Roman cohort and the cohort commander and the deputies of the Jews”

a.  As a consequence of Jesus’ speech to Simon Peter to put his sword back in its sheath, putting the ear back on Malchus, and our Lord’s speech to the Jewish authorities about why they didn’t arrest Him when He was teaching publicly in the synagogue and temple, the group that came to arrest Jesus now does so.


b.  John reiterates that there are two principle parties involved in the arrest of Jesus:



(1)  The Roman cohort with their commander, who in this case would be a Tribune—the highest ranking officer in the Roman cohort stationed in the Mark Anthony barracks in Jerusalem for the Passover festival.  Next to Pilate, this Roman officer was the most powerful Roman in Jerusalem.  Again a Roman cohort was composed of 600 men and the Greek word SPEIRA, which translates the Latin word COHORS and is never translated “detachment.”  The word for a detachment is MANIPLE, which is not used anywhere in this story.  The Romans didn’t send out a detachment of perhaps 200 soldiers as is so commonly mentioned in commentaries.  They sent out the entire force.  They were not taking any chances that they would be ambushed in the dark.



(2)  The second party involved was the deputies of the Jews.  This part would have been composed of the Captain of the temple Guard or his ‘Executive officer’ plus the Jewish police force that was in charge of guarding and protecting the temple and the temple grounds from desecration.  These men have come to arrest Jesus before (Jn 7:30, 32, 45-46) and would late arrest Paul (Acts 21:31-32).  The Temple Guards were the Jerusalem police force; therefore, the translation ‘deputies’ is most applicable.

2.  “arrested Jesus and bound Him,”

a.  The Roman and Jewish authorities acted together in the arrest of Jesus.  His arrest cannot be blamed on one party or the other.  The Jewish authorities represent the Jewish unbelievers of the world and the Roman authorities represent the Gentile unbelievers of the world.


b.  Jesus would have had His hands tied, but probably not His feet, since they had to walk back through the Kidron Valley to get back into the city.  Binding His feet would have made it impossible for Him to walk down hill and then up hill.  Whether his hands were bound in front or behind Him makes no difference, since He has already declared to the authorities that He is not resisting arrest.  Normally the hands were bound behind the prisoner.  This again indirectly points to the willingness of our Lord to carry out the Father’s plan by permitting Himself to be bound, when He could have simply spoken a word and knocked the entire arresting body of men to the ground again.

3.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “Who was in charge of the arrest?  Was it the Jews or the Romans?  Obviously Pilate was in control of the Roman leader (a Chiliarch or Tribune).  And what was a Roman commander doing turning over a prisoner to the Jews?  That would mean that the Jews were responsible for the arrest and condemnation of Jesus.  Such a perspective seems to be quite clear as the story in John progresses.  The Jewish establishment was bent on eliminating Jesus, and it was clearly also intolerant of his Jewish (as well as his Gentile) followers after the resurrection.   The Romans and their commander were involved in this event, but it was the Jews, not the Romans, whom John says actually arrested Jesus.  Or better still, it was the incarnate King Jesus who identified himself and thereby allowed the Jewish servants to take, seize, or arrest him and put him in bonds.”


b.  “The arresting party consisted of both Jews and Gentiles.  The detachment from the Roman cohort that was stationed in Jerusalem during Passover season was accompanied by the cohort’s commander, the Roman tribune (CHILIARCHOS; ‘commander of a thousand’).  The officers of the Jews (members of the temple police force) were also accompanied by some of their superiors (Lk 22:52).  The presence of high-ranking officials reveals the explosiveness of the situation.  Both the Romans and the Jews feared that arresting Jesus might spark a riot by the militantly nationalistic crowds that had hailed Him as the Messiah only a few days earlier.  Jesus had just displayed His supernatural power by saying His divine name (after which the entire multitude collapsed on the ground) and restoring Malchus’s severed ear.  Incredibly, the soldiers and temple policemen acted as if nothing miraculous had happened and mechanically carried out their orders.  Their stubborn obtuseness graphically illustrates the terrible power of sin and Satan to blind the minds and harden the hearts of the unregenerate.  Having formally arrested Jesus, the soldiers and police bound Him.  This probably was standard procedure when making an arrest.”

Borchert provides the historical background regarding political/legal authority in Judea.

“In broad strokes the Romans entered the political scene in Israel in 63 b.c. during the internecine battle between the Hasmonean rivals (the successors of the Maccabees), Aristobulus II, who was trying to unseat his brother Hyrcanus II. When Pompey arrived in the land, he finally rejected the claims of Aristobulus II, but he also wanted to see the famous God of these Jewish people. Rejecting the pleas of the Jews, he strode into the Temple precincts and the Most Holy Place to catch a glimpse of the statue of their “god.” When he emerged from the empty shrine (the ark had long since been lost) in astonishment, he labeled the Jews as atheists who had NO GOD! The Jews never forgot this desecration of their sanctuary, and when Crasus later (54 b.c.) robbed the Temple treasury to pay the tribute rather than collecting it by more tedious means, the die was cast in hatred against the defiling pagan Romans.
After Pompey and his cohorts exited the scene, Julius Caesar entered the stage of Jewish history. Along with him the Idumean family of Antipater rose to greater power as governors, with the Hasmoneans having to settle for the high priesthood. But when Caesar was murdered, Antipater was likewise eliminated by the Jews. The stage was then set for one of the major battles in the history of the Roman republic. Octavian and Mark Antony joined forces to defeat Brutus and Cassius at the battle of Philippi in 42 b.c. Although Antony was probably the most capable military leader in the winning triumvirate, his escapades with Cleopatra caused him to lose support among the rank and file of his Roman legions. Herod had been appointed by Antony as governor, similar to his father, but when Antony lost to Octavian at the strategic battle of Actium in 31 b.c., Herod had to flee for his life.
With his strategic victory Octavian moved quickly to eliminate from the Senate any opponents to his complete power. Although for a time he was reappointed annually as emperor, he was awarded by the Senate the auspicious title of Augustus, and he was praised by many as a divine savior in Rome. Even Virgil penned a most honoring poem to him in his Sixth Eclogue.
Herod the Great charmed Octavian with his political abilities, and in an unusual act Octavian appointed him king of the entire area, which virtually approximated the size of the kingdom of David and Solomon. Herod returned to Israel and ruthlessly secured his position by conquering the territory and then building fortresses throughout the land so that he would have places of protection wherever he went. He eliminated anyone whom he thought might pose a threat to his status. Although the Jews despised him because of his harshness and because he was an Idumean, Herod won for the Jews some significant rights. Among those rights was the declaration that the Jews were regarded as an official ethnos within the Roman Empire. They thereby gained some significant privileges, including some tax relief and the to be a religio licita (licensed religion), which excused them from worshiping the Roman gods on the condition that they would offer daily prayers and sacrifices on behalf of the Roman imperium.
When Herod died, he sought to have his most ruthless son Archelaus enthroned in his place (cf. Matt 2:22), but the Romans did not honor his will because such rights of succession did not accrue to conquered peoples and because of complaints by the Jews concerning him (cf. Luke 19:12, 14, 27).
To understand the post-Herodian period and the time of Jesus requires some clarity concerning the Roman provincial system. Rome had two types of provinces: senatorial and imperial.
Senatorial provinces were basically peaceful provinces governed by a senior senator/proconsul who generally held office for one year at a time. During that period the senator was expected to keep the peace and to collect money for his retirement by skimming off a portion from the taxing process. This brief pattern when senators were for a short time proconsuls in the provinces provides an excellent way of gaining time frames of events. For instance, because of the Gallio inscription found at Delphi, we are able to date Paul’s time in Corinth to the beginning of the fifties (approximately 52–54; cf. Acts 18:12, 17). Senators were permitted to succeed themselves but normally for only one year. In unusual circumstances some senators were given a second assignment in another province, as was the case with Marcus T. Cicero. But such a senator would have to have been deemed very significant to gain such a privilege.
Imperial provinces, however, usually created problems for Rome, and therefore they were in imperial times under the direct supervision of the emperor. The governors were usually termed legates or what we would term generals, as was the case with Vespasian before he became emperor. They had major armies under their control. Some of the legates served in more general capacities to assist in the collecting of taxes or tribute (cf. Luke 2:2). They held office at the discretion of the emperor. Where there was need for closer supervision in smaller areas, such as Judah, within a larger imperial province, such as Syria, then prefects or procurators such as Pilate would be appointed by the emperor for as long as he felt they were useful. Normally these subprovinces were not desirable postings, and often they would either ruin a military man’s career or be given to less respected commanders.
In terms of the judicial system in the empire, those city states that were granted colonial status, such as Philippi, had all the privileges of Roman law that were enjoyed by Rome itself. Those provinces governed by proconsuls had a modicum of independence in matters of civil law, but criminal matters were under the jurisdiction of the proconsuls. For example, during the time of Jesus and Paul, Ephesus was not the capital of the Roman province of Asia and was under the jurisdiction of Asiarchs (local authorities) in civil matters (cf. Acts 19:30). But riots and grounds for disruption were another matter because they threatened the pax (peace) and would come to the attention of proconsuls (cf. Acts 19:38). Two decades after Paul, the proconsulship for Asia was shifted from Pergamum to Ephesus.
What, then, was the situation in the subprovince of Judea in the time of Jesus? Archelaus was removed in a.d. 6 because he was such a ruthless ethnarch (a local ethnic governor, one stage below a tetrarch, which was the status given to Herod Antipas in Galilee and Philip in northern Caesarea). When Archelaus was removed, the Romans were not ready (until Herod Agrippa I) to have a Jewish ruler in charge of this volatile area. Therefore they appointed a procurator/prefect to govern Judea and Samaria. The Roman governor was clearly in charge, but the legal system was a little confused because under Herod the Great the Jews had been granted the rights of an ethnos and along with that status went certain rights of punishment, although in general capital punishment was reserved for the Roman governor. Nevertheless, the Jews sometimes took stoning into their own hands in matters of blasphemy (cf. Stephen in Acts 7:58 and the attempted stoning of Jesus in John 10:31–33). But official declarations of death belonged to Rome.
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