Acts 18:16



 is the continuative use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “And,” followed by the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb APELAUNW, which means “to drive away.”


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


The active voice indicates that Gallio 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 third person masculine plural personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “them” and referring to the Jews.

“And he drove them away”

 is the preposition APO plus the ablative of separation from the neuter singular article and noun BĒMA, meaning “from the judgment seat.”
“from the judgment seat.”

Acts 18:16 corrected translation
“And he drove them away from the judgment seat.”
Explanation:
1.  “And he drove them away from the judgment seat.”

a.  Gallio’s time has been wasted and he demonstrates his disgust toward the Jews by driving them away from the court.


b.  There is no reason to believe that Paul is included in this treatment.  He was a Roman citizen, who had done nothing wrong.  He would be treated with respect as demanded by Roman law.

c.  The Jews had no case against Paul and were merely trumping up false charges in hopes of getting a guilty verdict.  Gallio sees through their cunning and orders his lictors to “clear the court.”


d.  The implication here is that the case was over, the judgment had been decided, but the Jews refused to leave.  They were defying the order of the Proconsul.

2.  The epilogue to this story in Corinth.


a.  Gallio’s judgment in this case has at least two important repercussions.



(1)  Paul can now remain in Corinth as long as he wants and continue to teach the word of God without fear of Jewish persecution.  But Paul only remained “many days longer” (verse 18) and then departed for Ephesus, where he also did not stay, and then on to Jerusalem.



(2)  “Gallio had no patience with the Jews.  Luke’s account judged that they were wasting the time of his court; that is, either the charge was purely irrelevant (a matter of Jewish theology), or there was not even prima facie evidence to support the belief that Paul constituted a danger to the Empire.  Either way, the precedent was a useful one.”


b.  Gallio could have served out the rest of his term of office in peace, but he got sick with a “fever” and had to return to Rome.  Gallio’s departure may have been the reason Paul decided to leave Corinth as well.  With a change of proconsul there may have been another Jewish attack on the church.


c.  The church of Corinth disintegrates into factions and has lots of problems.

� BDAG, p. 100.


� Barrett, ICC, Vol 2, p. 875.
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