John 1:1
Luke 22:3



 is the transitional use of the postpositive conjunction DE, meaning “Now” plus the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb EISERCHOMAI, which means “to enter.”


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


The active voice indicates that Satan produced the action.


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

Next we have the nominative subject from the masculine singular proper noun SATANAS, meaning “Satan.”  This is followed by the preposition EIS plus the accusative of place from the masculine singular proper noun IOUDAS, meaning “into Judas.”

“Now Satan entered into Judas,”
 is the appositional/explanatory accusative masculine singular articular present passive participle of the verb KALEW, which means “to be called.”


The article functions as a relative pronoun, meaning “who.”


The present tense is a historical present, which describes the past action as though occurring right now for the sake of vividness or liveliness in the narrative.  It is translated by the English past tense.


The passive voice indicates that Judas received the action of being called by his name.


The participle is circumstantial.

Then we have the accusative direct object from the masculine singular proper noun ISKARIWTH, meaning “Iscariot.”

“who was called Iscariot,”
 is the appositional accusative masculine singular present active participle of the verb EIMI, meaning “to be: being.”


The present tense is an aoristic present, which emphasizes the static fact of the state of being.


The active voice indicates that Judas produced the state of being something.


The participle is circumstantial.

This is followed by the preposition EK plus the ablative of origin from the masculine singular article and noun ARITHMOS, meaning “one of the number” or literally “from the number.”  BADG says, “belonging to the number.”  Finally, we have the ablative of whole from the masculine plural article and cardinal adjective DWDEKA, which means “of the twelve.”  The phrase “belonging to the number of the twelve” means “being one of the twelve.”

“being one of the twelve.”
Lk 22:3 corrected translation
“Now Satan entered into Judas, who was called Iscariot, being one of the twelve.”
Explanation:
1.  “Now Satan entered into Judas,”

a.  Luke continues with more background information concerning the final week before our Lord’s crucifixion.  Luke turns our attention to the activity of Satan as events draw to a close.  Whether we recognize it or not, Satan is always active in his opposition to God and God’s plan.  Satan allows nothing God is doing to go unchallenged.  He is just as active now as he was when he entered into Judas.


b.  The fact Satan could and did enter into Judas indicates several things:



(1)  Judas was a willing participant in the indwelling of Satan.  Judas wanted this and agreed to it in some form or fashion.  Judas had a free will as we all do and Satan didn’t just overrule the free will of Judas and enter him against Judas’ will.  It was probably Judas’ disappointment with Jesus for not immediately establishing His political kingdom on earth that motivated Judas to seek an opportunity to betray Jesus.  It is possible that Judas hoped that by being arrested, Jesus would be forced to take action and establish the kingdom.



(2)  Satan cannot enter into the body and influence the soul of a believer in the manner in which he operated through Judas.  Judas had to be an unbeliever for Satan to be able to do this.  Believers are protected by God from the indwelling of any fallen angel.



(3)  Satan attacks Jesus through those associated with Him.  Direct assaults on Jesus have failed consistently throughout our Lord’s incarnation.  Now Satan will use an indirect attack through the weakest of Jesus’ followers.



(4)  Satan entered the body of Judas, but the real purpose for indwelling Judas’s body is to influence Judas’ soul, his thinking, his motivation, and his decisions.  Satan’s ultimate purpose was to influence Judas to carry out his plan of betrayal.  Not only did Satan help Judas formulate the plan in his mind, but then influenced his motivation to carry out the plan to its conclusion.  It was not until the evil plot had been brought to completion that Judas realized the full implication of what he had done.  And at that point it was too late to undo his dastardly deed.  At that point Satan no longer needed to indwell Judas or influence, and Judas’ remorse was useless.

2.  “who was called Iscariot,”

a.  Luke adds this qualifying phrase, so that his reader(s) will clearly understand that this particular ‘Judas’ was the Judas called Iscariot and not the other man named Judas, who was also a member of the Twelve.  The other Judas was ‘Judas, the son of James’.  Judas, the betrayer of Jesus, was the son of Iscariot.


b.  Lk 6:13-16, “And when day came, He summoned His disciples, (that is, after choosing twelve from them), whom He also named ‘apostles’: Simon, whom He also named Peter, and Andrew, his brother, and James and John and Philip and Bartholomew and Matthew and Thomas and James, [the son] of Alphaeus and Simon, who is called ‘the Zealot’ and Judas, [the son] of James and Judah of Iscariot, who became the betrayer.”

3.  “being one of the twelve.”

a.  As the statement in Lk 6:13-16 says, Judas Iscariot was one of the twelve disciples, who were also called apostles.


b.  Luke is reminding us that Judas was a member of the inner circle of disciples that followed Jesus for most of His public ministry.  This is done to emphasize the fact that Jesus was betrayed by someone who knew Him well, whom Jesus had trusted, whom Jesus had loved, and someone who turned against Him without a cause.  This betrayal is considered the greatest betrayal in human history, and mirrors the greatest betrayal in angelic history—the betrayal of Satan against God.  The greatest betrayer in angelic history motivated and influenced the greatest betrayer in human history.

4.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “Satan uses Judas and has success with him for Judas allowed him to come again and again (Jn 13:27). Judas evidently opened the door to his heart and let Satan in. Then Satan took charge and he became a devil as Jesus said (Jn 6:70). This surrender to Satan in no way relieves Judas of his moral responsibility.”


b.  “Opportunity comes when Satan acts.  Luke says simply that Satan entered Judas.  The meaning of this expression is not entirely clear, but its import is: Judas came under the control of the spiritual personification of evil, Satan.  Judas acts and is responsible, but Satan is the impetus.  Luke has not directly named Satan as an active agent since the temptations of Jesus in Lk 4:1–13.  Luke elsewhere expresses demon possession as spiritual forces ‘entering’ a person (Lk 8:30; 11:26; Acts 5:3; Mk 5:12–13).  The idea seems to emphasize demonic residence in, or at least control of, a person.  Jn 13:2, 11 makes a similar point about who motivated Judas to act, and Jn 13:27 repeats the expression ‘Satan came into him’.  Jesus’ death is ultimately a cosmic battle of the greatest proportions.  Satan is making his move.  Why Judas succumbed has been the object of great speculation.  Some suggest that he was disappointed that Jesus did not set up an earthly kingdom, while others argue that he was covetous, since he received money for his services.  The text does not tell us explicitly, except to say that he was ‘of the devil’.  His betrayal reveals his true character and shows that standing close to Jesus does not in itself guarantee spiritual success if the heart is not allied properly to God.  Luke goes on to note that it was one of the Twelve who betrayed Jesus.  What the leadership [of Israel] could not engineer was accomplished with the help of one who was hand-picked by Jesus.  Judas pictures the defector from the faith, one who links himself to Jesus only to deny Him and show his real colors later.”


c.  “Judas was motivated and energized by Satan (Jn 13:2, 27), for he never was a true believer in Jesus Christ.  He had never believed and received eternal life.  Yet none of the other Apostles had the least suspicion that Judas was a traitor.  We have every reason to believe that Judas had been given the same authority as the other men and that he had preached the same message and performed the same miracles.”


d.  “The Evangelist [Luke] has provided a linguistic connection between Lk 4:13 and 22:6.  In this way he hints that the ‘opportune time’ for which Satan was waiting had begun to take shape, and that the propitious moment Judas seeks for his betrayal of Jesus will coincide with the implementation of Satan’s own scheme.  Satan, it is said, ‘enters’ Judas.  This gives what had earlier appeared to be a struggle among humans and human institutions an even more profound and cosmic dimension.  It also leaves room for human volition on the part of Judas.”


e.  “Judas seems to have reached his resolve when Jesus again repeated His prophecy of His own death.  Lk 22:3 reveals that Judas was motivated by Satan.  Satan lost no time in finding a man to do his dirty work for him.  Judas had apparently toyed with the idea of turning his connection into a cash benefit when Mary anointed Jesus’ feet with spikenard on Sunday evening of that same week.  Now Satan moved in and turned that trifling into temptation; ‘If Jesus has to die,’ he reasoned, ‘at least I will make something out of it.’”
  (Recognize that this commentator is only speculating on what he thinks might have gone on in the mind of Judas.)

f.  “Luke’s statement that ‘Satan entered Judas’ does not suggest demon possession [This commentator never explains why this is not the case; so again we have opinion without facts.] as such but rather influence.  The same idea was clearly stated by Peter to Ananias, the husband of Sapphira: ‘Ananias, how is it that Satan has so filled your heart that you have lied to the Holy Spirit?’ (Acts 5:3). [This was definitely a case of ‘influence’ rather than possession, because Ananias was a believer, who could not be demon possessed.]  Ananias was under the sway of Satan.  The Apostle John also describes what happened to Judas in the Upper Room: ‘As soon as Judas took the bread, Satan entered into him’ (Jn 13:27).  Judas’ heart was under the devil’s influence.  But on each occasion Satan could not have entered into Judas unless Judas opened the door.”


g.  “When the Lord made clear that he was not going to claim the throne of Israel but that he expected to die, Judas was disappointed, and resolved to save himself if possible. His attitude gave an opening for Satanic suggestion and control.”


h.  “This is mental possession, giving Satan control of mind, heart, and will.  Satan entered into Judas as a welcome master, who is received by a willing slave.  Judas was raised so high by Christ, someone who was destined for one of the apostolic thrones in heaven and now one who not only lost all this grace and glory but reversed it to the absolute opposite.”
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