John 1:1
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

 is the continuative use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “And then,” followed by the preposition PROS plus the accusative of place from the third person masculine plural personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “to them” and referring to the lawyers and Pharisees.  Next we have the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb EIPON, which means “to say: He said.”


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


The active voice indicates that Jesus produced the action.


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

“And then He said to them,”
 is the possessive genitive or genitive or relationship from the masculine singular interrogative pronoun TIS, meaning “of who” or “of which one.”  With this we have the ablative of the whole from the second person plural personal pronoun SU, meaning “of you” or “among you.”  Then we have the nominative subject from the masculine singular noun HUIOS with the coordinating conjunction Ē plus the nominative subject from the masculine singular noun BOUS, meaning “A son or an ox.”  This is followed by the preposition EIS plus the accusative of place from the neuter singular noun PHREAR, meaning “into a well.”
  Next we have the third person singular future deponent middle indicative from the verb PIPTW, which means “to fall.”


The future tense is a predictive future, which affirms what will take place.


The deponent middle voice is middle in form but active in meaning with the subject (a son or an ox) producing the action.


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

“‘A son or an ox of which one of you will fall into a well,”
 is the additive use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and,” followed by the negative OUK, meaning “not” and expecting a positive answer in reply to the question.  Then we have the temporal adverb EUTHEWS, meaning “immediately.”  Next we have the third person singular future active indicative from the verb ANASPAWA, which means “to pull up.”


The future tense is a predictive future, which affirms what will take place.


The active voice indicates that each of the hearers will produce the action.


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

Then we have the accusative direct object from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “him” and referring to both the son or the ox.  Finally, we have the preposition EN plus the locative of time from the feminine singular noun HĒMERA plus the genitive of identity from the neuter singular article and noun SABBATON, meaning “on the day of the Sabbath.”

“and will he not immediately pull him up on the day of the Sabbath?’”
Lk 14:5 corrected translation
“And then He said to them, ‘A son or an ox of which one of you will fall into a well, and will he not immediately pull him up on the day of the Sabbath?’”
Mt 12:11, “And He said to them, ‘What man is there among you who has a sheep, and if it falls into a pit on the Sabbath, will he not take hold of it and lift it out?’”

Explanation:
1.  “And then He said to them,”

a.  Luke continues the story by informing us of what Jesus then said to the lawyers and Pharisees, reclining at the dinner table in the home of a Pharisee in some unknown location near the end of His public ministry.


b.  The Lord has just asked His opponents another question, which they cannot and will not answer for fear of publicly displaying for all to see their ignorance, hypocrisy, foolishness, and evil.  After asking if was proper to heal on the Sabbath and receiving no reply, Jesus healed the man with edema, who was set before Him as bait to trap Jesus into doing ‘work’ on the Sabbath.  Jesus ‘took the bait’ in order to heal the man and now He explains to His opponents and the public observers standing around the room in the background exactly why these men are hypocrites and wrong in their application of the word of God.

2.  “‘A son or an ox of which one of you will fall into a well,”

a.  Jesus then asks another question, which is rhetorical, because everyone knows the answer.  The illustration concerns the life of something or something highly valuable to each of the men hearing the question.  A son is valuable because of the love that a father has for a son and the love that the son has for his father.  That love is emotionally priceless.  The ox is valuable because in an agricultural economy the life of the ox determines the economic life of the man and his family.  Without the ox to pull the plow, there is too little food grown to eat, sell, and barter with others for necessities of life.  The ox is economically priceless.


b.  So Jesus makes this an individual question for each of the men reclining at table with him by use of the phrase “which one of you.”  Each man has to answer for himself.  Imagine his son or his wife and son standing behind each man as Jesus asks this question.  You can easily imagine why none of them would reply.  If any of them dared reply that he would gladly let his son suffer and die in the well in order to keep the Law, word would have spread through the community like wildfire.


c.  The wells that were dug at the time, were open at ground level and had a large flat stone placed over them, so that someone would not accidentally step into it at night or when it was not in use in the day.  The wells were deep enough that a person normally could not climb out.  And the water level in the well was usually high enough that a person would eventually drown.  Their wells were not like our wells, with a protective wall built up around them to protect people from falling in.  Thus, a person or ox could accidentally wander right into an uncovered well, if they were not paying attention.

3.  “and will he not immediately pull him up on the day of the Sabbath?’”

a.  Having set the scene of a son or an ox having fallen into a well, Jesus now asks the pertinent question that His critics will again refuse to answer.  The question is somewhat rhetorical, but expects a positive or affirmative answer.  Each and every one of these men would leap to go rescue their son or their source of livelihood.  Jesus knows this, the men reclining at table with Him know this, and the public standing around the room in the background also know this.  Everyone knows the answer.


b.  If it comes to saving a life, especially the life of someone or something very valuable to life, then anyone would do whatever they could to save that life.  And it doesn’t matter what day of the week it is.  The life that God has given is more important than resting on a day of the week.  The whole point of resting on the Sabbath was to sustain the life of man by not forcing him to work himself to death.  God designed the Sabbath rest to support and sustain the life of man.  God didn’t design the Sabbath as the day in which all accidental deaths were to be tolerated by religious fanatics.


c.  The lawyers and Pharisees themselves violated their man-made ‘work laws’ in order to save their children and animals from accidental death.  They knew it and the crowd knew it.  Therefore they could not and would not answer Jesus’ question; for it already proved their hypocrisy without them even opening their mouths in reply.  Jesus had saved the life of a man full of water (edema), just as Jesus’ opponents would save the life of a son or ox filling up with water (drowning).  Jesus’ opponents could not condemn Him for doing what they themselves would do in a similar situation.  Jesus’ illustration and question was beyond brilliant; it was the infallible word of God.

4.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “The very form of the question is a powerful argument and puts the lawyers and the Pharisees hopelessly on the defensive.”


b.  “Jesus takes the offensive, defending His action, despite the Pharisees’ silence.  He knows what they are thinking.  Jesus points to the scribes’ and Pharisees’ own Sabbath practice to justify His actions: what would they do if a son or an ox was in danger on the Sabbath?  The remark is significant, for the appeal is to a basic act of compassion and rescue.  These concerns should govern human relationships, even on God’s day of rest.  If people do this for possessions, how much more readily ought they do so for other people?  The Mishnah mentions Sabbath exceptions for cattle.  Cattle could be led or fed as long as they did not carry a load.  The leadership has learned nothing from Jesus’ teaching, His work, or even their own practice!  Jesus’ rhetorical question expects a positive reply: of course, they would assist a son or ox in danger.  With their inconsistency exposed, no reply is possible.  The miracle becomes a rebuke and a call to repentance.”


c.  “The Lord knew too much about this legalistic crowd to let them escape.  He knew that on the Sabbath Day they would deliver their farm animals from danger, so why not permit Him to deliver a man who was made in the likeness of God?  Seemingly, they were suggesting that animals were more important than people.”


d.  “No one could object to Jesus’ reasoning.  This is important for three interrelated reasons: (1) the silence of his table companions marks this scene as a struggle regarding Jesus’ relative position within a group of persons distinguished by lofty status; (2) it establishes Jesus as an authoritative teacher who is able to determine what constitutes acceptable Sabbath observance; and (3) this opens the door for His further instruction as an authoritative teacher in verses 7–24.”


e.  “This miracle highlighted the Jewish leaders’ callousness and thus their unfitness to be Israel’s spiritual leaders.  Jesus had graphically pointed out their lack of mercy and compassion, and had done this in the semi-public of a dinner party.  The stage was set for His further reprimands of the Pharisees.”


f.  “The argument is that what the Pharisees allowed themselves for their own benefit must be allowed to Christ for the benefit of others.”


g.  “The dinner party remained silent for a few moments, an uneasy, resentful quiet.  For a few golden seconds humble, gentle Jesus rose high above His arrogant host and fellow guests.  Though they were leaders in Israel, the people at that dinner party were a lost bunch, tragically far from the kingdom.  In their keeping of legalistic minutiae, they had completely missed the point of the Law—they neither loved God nor their neighbors.  They were actually proud lovers of self and position.  None of them would make it into the kingdom unless there was a radical change in their spiritual disposition.  So Jesus went after their souls.”
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