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John 7:44


 is the continuative use of the postpositive conjunction DE, meaning “And, Now.”  With this we have the nominative subject from the masculine plural indefinite pronoun TIS, meaning “some.”  Then we have the third person plural imperfect active indicative from the verb THELW, which means “to wish, want, or will.”


The imperfect tense is a descriptive imperfect, which describes the past continuing action without reference to its completion.


The active voice indicates that some of the people in the crowd produced the action.


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

This is followed by the preposition EK plus the ablative of whole (also called the partitive genitive) from the third person masculine plural personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “of them” and referring to some of the people in the crowd.  Then we have the aorist active infinitive from the verb PIAZW, which means “to seize or arrest.”


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


The active voice indicates that some of the crowd produced the action.


The infinitive is a complementary infinitive, which completes the meaning of the main verb.

This is followed by the accusative direct object from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “Him” and referring to Jesus.

“And some of them wanted to seize Him,”
 is the adversative use of the conjunction ALLA, meaning “but,” followed by the nominative subject from the masculine singular negative cardinal adjective OUDEIS, meaning “no one.”  Then we have the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb EPIBALLW, which means “to lay hands on; to seize.”


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


The active voice indicates that no one produced the action.


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

This is followed by the preposition EPI plus the accusative of place from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “on Him” and referring to Jesus.  Finally, we have the accusative direct object from the feminine plural article, used as a personal pronoun, meaning “their” and the noun CHEIR, meaning “hands.”

“but no one laid their hands on Him.”
Jn 7:44 corrected translation
“And some of them wanted to seize Him, but no one laid their hands on Him.”
Explanation:
1.  “And some of them wanted to seize Him,”

a.  John continues by telling us what happened as the crowd was arguing over whether or not Jesus was the Messiah.  Some of the people wanted to seize Him.  The subject “some of them” refers to some of the people in the crowd.  It does not refer to the temple guards or police officers, who had been sent to arrest Jesus.  All the temple police wanted to do their job and arrest Him so they would not get into trouble from the Captain of the Temple Guard.


b.  The word translated “seize” means “to seize” in the sense of a citizen’s arrest, when used of people who are not police officers.  When the verb is used of police officers it means to arrest someone.


c.  So some of the unbelievers in the crowd, who didn’t believe that Jesus was the Messiah wanted to seize Him and make a citizen’s arrest and beat Him or stone Him.  The verb means to seize violently with the intent to harm physically.  These people were bloodthirsty, like the crowd that murdered Stephen.  I would not be shocked if Saul of Tarsus was one of the Pharisees in this crowd desiring to seize Him.

2.  “but no one laid their hands on Him.”

a.  In contrast to the violent intent of the bloodthirsty unbelievers in the crowd, no one laid their hands on Jesus.  The subject “no one” now includes both the unbelievers and the temple police.


b.  Was this supernatural intervention by God the Father and/or God the Holy Spirit to protect Jesus?  Or was this Jesus using His omnipotence to protect Himself?  The former is most likely correct, since Jesus was not allowed to use any of His divine attributes to provide for Himself according to the doctrine of Kenosis, Phil 2:6-7a, “Who, although He existed in the essence of God, He did not think to be equal with God a gain to be seized, but He deprived Himself [of the normal function of deity], by having received the form of a servant, although He had been born in the likeness of mankind.”


c.  God the Father and God the Holy Spirit put a metaphorical ‘wall of fire’ around Jesus to protect Him from Satan, who was motivating these unbelievers to murder Jesus, so that He could not go to the Cross and be judged for our sins.  God the Father and God the Holy Spirit thwarted the plan of Satan.


d.  “For the third time there is recorded in this chapter a desire to arrest Jesus which ended in failure.”
  “For the third time since Jesus arrived in Jerusalem (compare verses 30, 32), an unsuccessful attempt was made to seize Him.  As was the case with the earlier attempt by some of the crowd (verse 30), no one laid hands on Him, because the time was not right in God’s plan.”


e.  “His enemies had to be careful lest a riot would result.  So for a time, no one touched Him.  Twice later the Jews were again divided over Jesus (9:16; 10:19-21).”


f.  “Instead of receiving him as the Son of God whose word they should obey, they wanted to have him under their own will.  This disordered desire is at the heart of human rebellion against God.  But they do not act on their desire.  Again we see the contrast between the desire of rebellious humanity and the sovereign outworking of God’s plan.”
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