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I. 	Annas	vs.	The	Messiah	
19 Meanwhile, the high priest questioned Jesus about his disciples and his teaching. 

20 “I have spoken openly to the world,” Jesus replied. “I always taught in synagogues or 
at the temple, where all the Jews come together. I said nothing in secret. 21 Why question 
me? Ask those who heard me. Surely they know what I said.” 

22 When Jesus said this, one of the officials nearby slapped him in the face. “Is this the 
way you answer the high priest?” he demanded. 

23 “If I said something wrong,” Jesus replied, “testify as to what is wrong. But if I spoke 
the truth, why did you strike me?” 24 Then Annas sent him bound to Caiaphas the high 
priest. 
Annas actually only served as high priest for about nine years and was removed 
from office by Pilate’s predecessor in A.D. 15. Caiaphas, his son-in-law was the 
current high priest. Although deposed, Annas continued to hold powerful sway in 
the priesthood and among the people for two reasons:  
Because of his popularity. The appointment to high priest was originally 
supposed to be a lifetime appointment. Many saw his removal from office as I 
illegitimate manipulation of the priesthood by the Roman authorities.  
Because he had five sons and one son-in-law who held office at one time or 
another.  

A. This	particular	hearing	was	a	sham	for	more	than	one	reason.		
First of all, Annas was not the high priest. I know that is what the scripture says, 
but you have to understand the title “high priest” was used in the same sense we 
refer to any former president as “Mr. President”. They continue to carry the title 
even though they are not currently serving. Although Annas had some sway, he 
had no authority to render a decision. 
Second, Annas had no authority to hold a hearing. He was not empowered to 
make any standing judgment. The soldiers brought Jesus before Annas merely 
because they wanted Annas to have a crack at him, not because it was protocol.  
Third, this was taking place at the home of Annas (the palace). It was unethical to 
interrogate a prisoner in one’s home. Technically, Jesus owed no explanation to 
Annas. 
Fourth, this was conducted in the dark of night. Again, it was an unorthodox if not 
unethical maneuver. There was quite obviously something secretive and 
manipulative about this trial.  
Finally, there were no witnesses. Witnesses were required by Jewish law. The 
fact that Annas attempted to cross-examine Jesus was totally contrary to the way 
in which the Jews were to conduct their trials. And, this leads us to the next point.   

B. Did	Jesus	sass	the	high	priest?	
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Did he deserve to be slapped? Well first, lets establish that slapping the witness 
was against yet another thing against Jewish law. So, there is more evidence of 
the sham nature of this inquiry.  
Let’s jump over to another story in Acts where Paul gave testimony before the 
Sanhedrin saying, “My brothers, I have fulfilled my duty to God in all good 
conscience to this day.” At that point, the high priest Ananias ordered Paul struck 
on the mouth. Paul shot back, “God will strike you, you corrupt hypocrite! What 
kind of judge are you to break the law yourself by ordering me struck like that?”  
Both Jesus and Paul were slapped for merely speaking the truth. Neither one 
deserved to be slapped.  
But Paul apologized for talking back to the high priest in a condemning fashion.  
Now, what compelled Annas to order Jesus slapped? The way Jesus responded 
was not intended at all to answer the questions put before him by Annas. Annas 
was questioning him about his disciples and his teaching. But Jesus’ response 
had nothing to do with explaining why he had gathered a group of disciples to 
himself or what he was teaching them. The response Jesus gave was 
essentially, “I am here as a prisoner being interrogated. Where are you witnesses 
against me?” Jewish trials demanded witnesses. When Jesus held Annas 
accountable for holding a sham trial with no witnesses, a nearby official slapped 
Jesus and rebuked him for questioning the integrity of the high priest.  
Now compare. Paul nailed Ananias for being a corrupt hypocrite and got slapped, 
then apologized for the manner in which he spoke to the priest. I am not sure 
Paul was apologizing for what he said, as much perhaps as the way in which he 
said it.  
Jesus challenged Annas for trying to hold an unethical trial without witnesses and 
got slapped but Jesus didn’t back down because he didn’t have anything to 
apologize for. In fact, Jesus pushed the matter ever further.  
23 “If I said something wrong,” Jesus replied, “testify as to what is wrong. But if I spoke 
the truth, why did you strike me?” 24 Then Annas sent him bound to Caiaphas the high 
priest. 

Furthermore, it is important to understand that one of the most important reasons 
Jesus pushed for witnesses is because Annas was attempting to interrogate him 
on his theology. This could prove to be a defining moment for the entire ministry 
and mission of Jesus if anyone could possibly prove He taught heresy. It was 
imperative Jesus defend the integrity and truth of his teachings. History would not 
treat Christ or Christianity kind if a trial had proven he was a heretic. Therefore, 
Jesus boldly challenges Annas, “Produce witnesses to prove I have not spoken 
the truth.” There were no witnesses. Eventually the Jews’ accusation against 
Jesus would turn from a matter of theology to a matter of political insurrection.  

C. There	are	two	take-aways	from	this	section	of	scripture.		
First, we marvel at the poise and authority of Jesus. As we mentioned before, 
Jesus was not a victim. He was in charge, and it is very obvious by the way he 
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handled Annas that He was not a pushover. Never a man spoke like this man. 
Mere mortals would have crumbled under the intense pressure of appearing 
before Annas. They would have known that Annas had the influence and power 
to make or break their case with Caiaphas. Jesus was not intimidated in the 
least. Annas truly believed Jesus to be a common peasant turned rabble rouser 
and he intended to reduce him to a wimpering mess. After all, Caiaphas has 
already tipped his hand and suggested maybe what the Jews needed right now 
was a human sacrifice, and Jesus would be the convenient victim. But Annas 
didn’t know who he was dealing with. Jesus stood toe to toe with Annas and 
Annas blinked. It may have been the first time Annas ever lost a stare down 
contest with suspect on trial. It was then Annas realized he was not going to win 
this battle of wits and will and passed the case on to his son-in-law.  
This is the grave error of the senseless world. They grossly underestimate Jesus. 
They don’t understand who they are dealing with. They think him to be a 
disillusioned Jewish peasant from centuries ago who misplayed his hand and 
ended up getting himself executed on a cross. They think him to be a character 
of history who embarked on a failed mission. They think him to be a delusional 
character of antiquity who mistakenly believed himself to be some sort of deity 
incarnate. The world has seen too many of those characters come and go 
throughout history. But, like Annas, they don’t understand Jesus is not a flash in 
the pan. He is not a fad. He is not a paragraph in the history of the world.  
Second, we might take a lesson from this for ourselves. Jesus owed no apology 
for what he said because he measured his response with calculated precision. 
He said the right things and said them in the appropriate way.  
Our mouth and temperament get us into more trouble. Too many times we spout 
off and say the wrong thing. We know we blew it. It happens between husband 
and wife all too often. You know the very second it spills carelessly out of your 
mouth. You long to turn the clock back 30 seconds and get a do-over, but it is too 
late.  
But then there is another unique problem. You can get is just as much trouble 
saying the right thing the wrong way. And to add to your pain, you end up having 
to apologizing even when you know what you said was true and necessary. 
Therefore the power and effectiveness of your message is lost by your need to 
apologize, because an apology is never seen as adequate if we say, “I am sorry 
for hurting you feelings but I am not sorry for what I said.”  
In short, we need self-control like Christ. We can save ourselves a ton of misery 
if we just keep that mouth and temper under control.  

II. The	Denial	
We have to appreciate the skill of John as a writer as he expertly weaves 
together the stories of the hearings with the three denials of Peter. Let’s pick up 
the subplot now.  
When Jesus was arrested in the garden, he was taken directly to the palace 
where Caiaphas and Annas lived. The palace was walled and heavily guarded 
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and the anonymous disciple (many believe to be John, as he was reluctant to 
refer directly to himself in his writings) has some special connection with 
Caiaphas and is able to follow the guards as they enter through the gates into the 
inner courtyard. Peter has no such connection and is forced to wait outside the 
walls until John gets clearance for him to enter. When John returned for Peter, he 
spoke to the servant girl at the gate to let her know Peter had been cleared to 
enter. As Peter passed by, the servant girl says, “You aren’t one of this man’s 
disciples too, are you? The Greek gurus tell me this question was asked in such 
a way as to expect a negative answer. It is like we might say, “Please tell me you 
are not a disciple.” Shockingly, Peter complied.  

A. I	am	not	
Peter’s response is not insignificant. We have already seen the many times John 
put heavy emphasis on Jesus’s use of the expression, “I Am”, which are direct 
references to the Great I Am who was revealed to Moses. Here, we have the 
stunning contrast between the Great I am and the pitiful “I am not.” Peter’s 
human frailty is highlighted against Christ’s perfection. Peter thought he was 
denying he was a disciple of Christ (which was a lie), but the subtle, accidental 
double reference was “I am not” anything like the Great “I Am”.  
But it is highly important we remember our fallen-ness. He is God. I am not. He is 
perfect, I am not. He is trustworthy. I am not. He is faithful. I am not. He is 
omnipotent. I am not. He is all knowing. I am not. He is all powerful. I am not. He 
is unfailing. I am not.  
In Acts, we read of Herod gave a great speech and people began to cry out, “It is 
the voice of a god and not of a man.” And because Herod accepted that worship, 
he was immediate eaten by worms and died. It must have been a sickening, 
revolting sight. But God is a jealous God and will not allow men and women to 
steal his glory.  
I shudder at the thought of ministers in Christianity today who are self-promoters, 
who love the limelight, who carry themselves like rock stars, who revel in the 
wealth and popularity, who allow themselves to become objects of idolatrous 
worship. I despise those who put themselves on a pedestal above those they are 
supposed to serve. Jesus took a towel and washed his disciples’ feet. I see 
ministers today who prefer for people to kiss their feet. They are quoted like 
scripture. They are idolized and emulated. They are enriched by their followers. 
They fill stadiums and arenas. But they won’t come and sit by the bedside of your 
dying loved one. They won’t weep with you by the graveside. They won’t marry 
your children and bury your parents, but they will take your money for 
international ministries and lear jets.  
Peter was a disappointment when he denied Jesus, but Jesus knew he was 
going to deny him because he was humanly incapable of living up to his own lofty 
expectations of himself. He vowed he would never forsake Jesus, that he would 
follow him wherever he went. But he didn’t. He couldn’t. He lost to his human 
weaknesses. He rightly confessed, “I am not.” He simultaneously lied and told 
the truth.  
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B. Second	and	third	denials.		
Once inside the courtyard, Peter stood nervously by the fire, warming himself 
and looking nervously around to see if he would be recognized. Someone at the 
fireside asked the identical question. “You are not one of his disciples are you?” 
And again Peter emphatically replies, “I am not.”  
Then are relative of Malchus, the man who got his ear lopped off then restored, 
says, “Didn’t I see you with him in the olive grove?” A third time, Peter lied and 
denied. Then the rooster crowed.  
Just as a side note, there is a theory floated around that there was not actually a 
rooster crow. The theory is based on the fact that Jewish law prohibited the 
raising of fowl within Jerusalem and the suggestion that trumpet signal from the 
temple indicating the change in watch every four hours was called the 
“cockcrow”. This leads some to believe that this was actually a reference to the 
trumpets marking the end of the third watch (from midnight to 3:00 a.m.) The 
theory is compelling, but most reliable scholars I have studied refute that theory 
and merely suggest that Jewish laws were not always faithfully followed and it 
could have indeed been a rooster. I share that with you in case you have any of 
those friends that take great delight in trying to impress you with meaningless, 
trivial discoveries in scripture. You can be well prepared if you are confronted 
with this.  

III. What	Does	Peter’s	Denial	Mean	To	Us?		
As a matter of fact, there is a very important take-away in this story for us.  

A. Peter’s	failure	informs	us	that	we	are	not	perfect	
B. We	don’t	have	to	be	perfect	to	follow	Jesus.	

We will fail somewhere along the way. We may not fail in as grand a fashion as 
Peter did, but we will fail to some degree. We can be thankful we have the 
example of Peter failing on such a grand scale because we know that if he can 
have that kind of meltdown- cursing and swearing and lying and denying and 
deserting- and still find the kind of mercy and grace in God to become an 
effective minister of the good news, there is hope for every one of us. Peter didn’t 
just slip. He failed three times and became angrier and more animated every 
time. But to Peter’s credit, he didn’t continue running from Jesus. When he 
discovered the risen Christ, he was back on the team.  
And that is the secret. It doesn’t matter what your failure has been. Quit running 
away from God and run to Him. He will meet you there with grace and 
forgiveness.  
 
 
 


