John 1:1
John 3:10


 is the third person singular aorist deponent passive indicative from the verb APOKRINOMAI, which means “to answer; to reply.”


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


The deponent passive voice functions in an active sense with Jesus producing the action.


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

Then we have the nominative subject from the masculine singular proper noun IĒSOUS, meaning “Jesus.”  This is followed by the connective or additive use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and” plus the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb EIPON, meaning “to say.”


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


The active voice indicates that Jesus produced the action.


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

Then we have the dative of indirect object from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, which means “to Him” and refers to Nicodemus.
“Jesus replied and said to him,”
 is the nominative subject from the second person singular personal pronoun SU, meaning “You” plus the second person singular present active indicative from the verb EIMI, meaning “to be: are.”

The present tense is an aoristic present, which describes the state of being as a fact.


The active voice indicates that Nicodemus produces the state of being something.


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

Then we the predicate nominative from the masculine singular article and noun DIDASKALOS, meaning “The Teacher.”  With this we have the objective genitive from the masculine singular article and proper noun ISRAĒL, meaning “of Israel.”  The article with the noun DIDASKALOS may be a “par excellence” use of the article.  “There were many teachers of Israel, but Nicodemus was either well known or, if the article is par excellence, the number one professor.”
  If this is the par excellence use of the article, then we have a formal title here, which is why I capitalize it.
“‘You are The Teacher of Israel”
 is the additive use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and” plus the accusative direct object from the neuter plural demonstrative pronoun HOUTOS, meaning “these things.”  Finally, we have the negative OU, meaning “not” and the second person singular present active indicative from the verb GINWSKW, which means “to know, understand.”

The present tense is a descriptive present for what is now going on.


The active voice indicates that Nicodemus produces the action of not knowing or understanding these things.

The indicative mood is an interrogative indicative, which is used in questions that can be answered by providing factual information.

“and do not understand these things?”

Jn 3:10 corrected translation
“Jesus replied and said to him, ‘You are The Teacher of Israel and do not understand these things?”
Explanation:
1.  “Jesus replied and said to him,”

a.  The conversation continues with Jesus replying to Nicodemus’ rhetorical question  ‘How can these things be?’

b.  Nicodemus was incredulous when Jesus said that a person must be born again and/or born from above.  Now Jesus is incredulous about the theological understanding of a man with the distinguished title of “Teacher of Israel.”  Nicodemus says, “How can these things be?” and Jesus answers “How can you not understand them?”

c.  Jesus was not being rude to Nicodemus but mirroring the attitude of Nicodemus to show him what kind of attitude he had.  Jesus mimicking the incredulousness of Nicodemus in order to try to get him to stop thinking in terms of the impossibility of what Jesus is saying.  Jesus wants Nicodemus to stop thinking in terms of the impossibility of what he is being told and begin thinking about how these things are possible.  This type of thinking will lead Nicodemus to salvation.  The other type of thinking will cause him to remain an unbeliever.

d.  So this shows us the two types of thinking that exist in mankind when the gospel is presented.  The unbeliever thinks in terms of the impossibility of the love of God providing eternal salvation, while the believer thinks in terms of the possibility of the love of God providing eternal salvation.

2.  “‘You are The Teacher of Israel”

a.  Jesus makes a declarative statement that recognizes the scholarly learning of Nicodemus.  He addresses him with a formal title of dignity and respect that was used for certain men of high academic standing in Judea, such Rabbis as Hillel, Shammai, (who founded the two main schools of the Pharisees) and Gamaliel (the son or grandson of Hillel).  Nicodemus ranked with them as a/the “Teacher of Israel.”

b.  This title can be translated either “The Teacher of Israel” or a “Teacher of Israel.”  In either case the point being made by Jesus is that Nicodemus is one of the very most learned men in the Old Testament Scriptures.  “Note that Nicodemus was ‘the teacher’ of the Jewish nation. This should not be pressed too far, but clearly we have one of the nation’s preeminent teachers coming to the teacher sent from God.”


c.  There is a hint or irony in the words of Jesus.  Jesus is saying in response to Nicodemus, “How can you be a teacher of Israel and not know about the spiritual death of Adam in the Garden of Eden and the need for salvation as depicted by the animal sacrifices and the description of the suffering Messiah in Isaiah?  You don’t understand the need for a spiritual birth?  I don’t understand how you cannot understand the need, since you are someone who is supposed to be able to teach all the men of Israel.”

d.  This would be like the great teachers of theology in the great universities of Europe and the United States not understanding or believing in the concept of eternal security.  You scratch your head and wonder how they cannot believe the integrity and veracity of God, when He says, “No one will snatch them out of My hand.”

3.  “and do not understand these things?”

a.  How can you be a great theologian of Israel and not understand the basics of salvation?  The question is as applicable today as it was when Jesus uttered these words.  “This question of surprise on the part of Jesus is to shake Nicodemus from his foolish ‘how’.”


b.  Jesus clearly understood that Nicodemus did not understand the spiritual depravity of man and the need for salvation apart from works.  Nicodemus believed he could be saved by simply being a circumcised Jew, who kept the Mosaic Law.  He did not recognize or realize that a person is saved by grace through faith and that it is not of ourselves.

c.  What were the things Nicodemus didn’t understand?



(1)  He didn’t understand man’s total depravity, which necessitated salvation.



(2)  He didn’t understand that only God could save man, and man could not save  himself by anything he did.



(3)  He didn’t understand that God promised to send His own Son to be the lamb of God who takes away the sins of the world.


(4)  He didn’t understand Isaiah’s description of the Messiah suffering in order to be punished for the sins of mankind.



(5)  He didn’t understand that God had to regenerate the human spirit before He could give eternal life to that human spirit.



(6)  He didn’t understand that God must regenerate a person spiritually, in order for him to live with God forever.



(7)  Jesus’ question to Nicodemus in John 3:10 implies that Nicodemus should have known about the new birth on the basis of Ezek 36:25-27,
 “Then I will sprinkle clean water on you, and you will be clean; I will cleanse you from all your filthiness and from all your idols.  Moreover, I will give you a new heart and put a new spirit within you; and I will remove the heart of stone from your flesh and give you a heart of flesh.  I will put My Spirit within you and cause you to walk in My statutes, and you will be careful to observe My ordinances.”

d.  What Nicodemus failed to understand as a Teacher of Israel, Paul, Peter, John and others more than made up for as Teachers to the Church.


e.  “Nicodemus’s final question to Jesus reveals that he was stuck in an intellectual and philosophical quagmire of the flesh (earthly realities) and that his earlier lack of comprehension seems here to have deteriorated into helpless doubt.  Jesus’ reply in 3:10 is an excellent example of Johannine patterns of reversal.  Nicodemus, as leader (3:1) and teacher (3:10) of the Jews, had come to Jesus as a seeking ‘knower’.  By the time Jesus asked his first question of Nicodemus (a man who was filled with questions), it became clear that Nicodemus was a confused ‘non-knower’.  The irony in the exchange is that Nicodemus, the earthly teacher, was shown to be a poor learner of the message of Jesus, the teacher sent from God (Jn 3:2).  Nicodemus was in fact one who did not know the core subject matter of his vocation as a Pharisee.”


f.  “Nicodemus still could not accept what he was hearing.  He could not let go of his legalistic religious system and realize that salvation was a sovereign, gracious work of God’s Spirit.  Because of his position as the teacher of Israel, Nicodemus could have been expected to understand the things Jesus had said.  His lack of understanding was inexcusable considering his exposure to the Old Testament.  The use of the definite article before teacher indicates that Nicodemus was a recognized, established teacher in Israel.  Jesus found it inexcusable that this prominent scholar was not familiar with the foundational new covenant teaching from the Old Testament regarding the only way of salvation (cf. 2 Tim 3:15).  Sadly, Nicodemus serves as a clear example of the numbing effect that external, legalistic religion has on a person’s spiritual perception—even to the point of obscuring the revelation of God.  His ignorance also exemplified Israel’s spiritual bankruptcy (cf. Rom 10:2–3).  In Paul’s words the Jews, failing to recognize ‘God’s righteousness and seeking to establish their own … did not subject themselves to the righteousness of God’ (Rom 10:3).  Therefore, their ‘zeal for God [was] not in accordance with knowledge’ (Rom 10:2), meaning that it was all for naught.”
  Doesn’t this make you wonder if the Pentecostal believers’ zeal for God is also not in accordance with knowledge, and therefore, all for naught?
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