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
 is the continuative use of the postpositive conjunction OUN, meaning “Then” plus the temporal adverb PALIN, meaning “again.”  Then we have the third person singular aorist deponent middle indicative from the verb ARNEOMAI, which means “to deny.”


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


The deponent middle voice is middle in form, but active in meaning with the subject (Peter) producing the action.


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

This is followed by the nominative subject from the masculine singular proper noun PETROS, meaning “Peter.”  There is no direct object “[it]” in the Greek, but should be supplied to form a proper English grammatical statement.

“Then Peter again denied [it],”
 is the additive use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and” plus the temporal adverb EUTHEWS, meaning “immediately.”  Then we have the nominative subject from the masculine singular noun ALEKTWR, meaning “a rooster; a cock.”  Finally, we have the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb PHWNEW, which means “to crow.”


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


The active voice indicates that the rooster produced the action.


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

“and immediately a rooster crowed.”
Jn 18:27 corrected translation
“Then Peter again denied [it], and immediately a rooster crowed.”
Explanation:
1.  “Then Peter again denied [it],”

a.  Peter makes his third denial.  John does not repeat the details already found in the other gospels.



(1)  Mt 26:74-75, “Then he began to curse and swear, ‘I do not know the man!’  And immediately a rooster crowed.  And Peter remembered the word which Jesus had said, ‘Before a rooster crows, you will deny Me three times.’  And he went out and wept bitterly.”


(2)  Mk 14:71-72, “But he began to curse and swear, ‘I do not know this man you are talking about!’  Immediately a rooster crowed a second time.  And Peter remembered how Jesus had made the remark to him, ‘Before a rooster crows twice, you will deny Me three times.’  And he began to weep.”


(3)  Lk 22:60-62, “But Peter said, ‘Man, I do not know what you are talking about.’  Immediately, while he was still speaking, a rooster crowed.  The Lord turned and looked at Peter.  And Peter remembered the word of the Lord, how He had told him, ‘Before a rooster crows today, you will deny Me three times.’  And he went out and wept bitterly.”

b.  The word ‘[it]’ refers to Peter’s close association with Jesus.  Peter didn’t just deny knowing Jesus.  He denied any association with him.  He denied being a believer, a disciple, a friend, a follower, etc.  In effect, Peter denied his faith in Christ.  Yet Peter did not lose his salvation.  Denial of our faith in Christ cannot undo our eternal salvation; for “If we are unfaithful, that One remains faithful, for He is not able to disown Himself,” 2 Tim 2:13.


c.  Peter denied knowing or believing in Jesus, but our Lord Jesus Christ never denied knowing and loving Peter.

2.  “and immediately a rooster crowed.”

a.  Jesus’ prediction from earlier in that evening came true.  Jn 13:38, “Jesus answered, ‘Will you lay down your life for Me?  Truly, truly, I say to you, a rooster will definitely not crow until you disown Me three times.’”


b.  Notice that Mark gives the detail that the “rooster crowed a second time.  And Peter remembered how Jesus had made the remark to him, ‘Before a rooster crows twice, you will deny Me three times.’”  Mark is writing the gospel story as told to him by Peter.  Peter knew the exact details of this incident.  He knew that the rooster crowed twice.  The rooster probably crowed twice in quick succession, so that Peter would not mistake the sound.  It was now early morning, Mk 15:1.
3.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “Panic-stricken, Peter emphatically denied for the third time any knowledge of Jesus.  At that very moment, two things happened that drew the two dramas concerning Jesus and Peter together.  Immediately after Peter’s third denial, a rooster crowed.  At that very moment ‘the Lord turned and looked at Peter.  And Peter remembered the word of the Lord, how He had told him, ‘Before a rooster crows today, you will deny Me three times’ ” (Lk 22:61).  Overwhelmed with shame, guilt, and grief at his sins of denial, Peter ‘went out and wept bitterly’ (Lk 22:62).”


b.  “A rooster crowing and Baalam’s donkey speaking reveal God’s sovereignty and the movement of all things in His plan and timing.”


c.  “At that point, Peter’s resistance broke down completely.  He began to ‘curse and swear’ (Mt 26:74).  This does not mean that Peter let loose a volley of blasphemies, but rather that he put himself under a curse in order to emphasize his statement.  He was on trial, so he put himself under an oath to convince his accusers that he was telling the truth.  It was at that point that the cock began to crow just as Jesus had predicted.  There were four ‘watches’: evening (6–9 p.m.), midnight (9–12), cockcrowing (12 midnight to 3 a.m.), and morning (3–6 a.m.) (see Mk 13:35).”

4.  An analysis of the denials of Peter.


a.  The first denial.



(1)  Matthew says this denial takes place in the courtyard of Caiaphas, because of the question of a young servant-girl.  “Now Peter was sitting outside in the courtyard, and a servant-girl came to him and said, ‘You too were with Jesus the Galilean.’  But he denied [it] before them all, saying, ‘I do not know what you are talking about.’”


(2)  Mark agrees with Matthew: “As Peter was below in the courtyard, one of the servant-girls of the high priest came, and seeing Peter warming himself, she looked at him and said, ‘You also were with Jesus the Nazarene.’  But he denied [it], saying, ‘I neither know nor understand what you are talking about.’”  Notice that Mark says that they are in the courtyard of the high priest, where “all the chief priests and the elders and the scribes gathered together.”  This suggests that they are not at the meeting place of the Sanhedrin.


(3)  Luke places this denial at the house of the high priest, not saying if is the house of Annas or Caiaphas.  “And a servant-girl, seeing him as he sat in the firelight and looking intently at him, said, ‘This man was with Him too.’  But he denied [it], saying, ‘Woman, I do not know Him.’”


(4)  John says this denial takes place in the courtyard of the home of Annas and is initiated by the servant-girl gatekeeper, “Then the door-keeper slave-girl said to Peter, ‘You are not also [one] of the disciples of this man, are you?’  He said, ‘I am not.’”  The way some scholars reconcile the courtyard of Annas with the courtyard of Caiaphas is by suggesting that the courtyard was surrounded on three sides by the homes of Annas and Caiaphas and Annas’ other sons, the homes all sharing the same courtyard.  However, when Annas sends Jesus to Caiaphas, all the chief priests, elders and scribes are assembled, and this occurs in the home of Caiaphas with Peter outside in the courtyard of Caiaphas with the others.  So either Annas and Caiaphas shared a courtyard in a palace complex or their homes were relatively close to each other and they each had a courtyard.  Lenski says all the denials occurred in the courtyard of Annas before Jesus was sent to Caiaphas, and treats Jn 18:24 that Annas sent Jesus to Caiaphas as though it occurs after the cock crows.  Matthew says that all the denials occurred in the courtyard of Caiaphas.  John seems to indicate that the first denial occurred in the courtyard of Annas and the second and third denials in the courtyard of Caiaphas.


b.  The second denial.



(1)  Matthew says this denial takes place in the courtyard of Caiaphas because of the involvement of a second/different servant-girl.  “When he had gone out to the gateway, another [servant-girl] saw him and said to those who were there, ‘This man was with Jesus of Nazareth.’  And again he denied [it] with an oath, ‘I do not know the man.’”


(2)  Mark agrees with Matthew: “And he went out onto the porch.  The servant-girl saw him, and began once more to say to the bystanders, ‘This is [one] of them!’  But again he denied it.”  


(3)  Luke agrees with the others except that he says that the challenger is a man rather than a servant-girl.  “A little later, another [HETEROS is masculine singular here, meaning ‘another man’] saw him and said, ‘You are [one] of them too!’  But Peter said, ‘Man, I am not!’”  Notice that the servant-girl speaks “to those who were there” “to the bystanders” and not to Peter.  It is a man from this group of bystanders or those who were standing there that confronts Peter directly.


(4)  John places the second denial in the courtyard of Caiaphas, initiated by the group at the fire. “Therefore, Hannas sent Him, having been bound, to Caiaphas the high priest.  Now Simon Peter was standing and warming himself.  Therefore they said to him, ‘You are not also one of His disciples, are you?’  He denied [it], and said, ‘I am not!’”


c.  The third denial.



(1)  Matthew says this denial takes place in in the courtyard of Caiaphas, initiated by a group of people.  “A little later the bystanders came up and said to Peter, ‘Surely you too are [one] of them; for even the way you talk gives you away.’  Then he began to curse and swear, ‘I do not know the man!’”


(2)  Mark agrees with Matthew: “And after a little while the bystanders were again saying to Peter, ‘Surely you are [one] of them, for you are a Galilean too.’  But he began to curse and swear, ‘I do not know this man you are talking about!’”


(3)  Luke agrees with Matthew and Mark.  “After about an hour had passed, another man began to insist, saying, ‘Certainly this man also was with Him, for he is a Galilean too.’  But Peter said, ‘Man, I do not know what you are talking about.’”


(4)  John places the second denial in the courtyard of Caiaphas and initiated by a relative of Malchus.  “One of the slaves of the high priest, being a relative of the one whose ear Peter cut off, said, ‘Did I not see you in the garden with Him?’  Then Peter again denied [it].”  This is not inconsistent with the other accounts, if we realize that the relative of Malchus was probably talking to the other bystanders and led the group to confront Peter.
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