John 1:1
Luke 20:2



 is the additive use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and,” followed by the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb EIPON, meaning “to speak: they spoke.”


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


The active voice indicates that the leaders of the city and nation produced the action.


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

Then we have the nominative masculine plural present active participle of the verb LEGW, which means “to say: saying.”


The present tense is a descriptive present of what occurred at that moment.


The active voice indicates that the city/national leaders produced the action.


The participle is circumstantial.

Next we have the preposition PROS plus the accusative of place/direction from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “to Him” and referring to Jesus.

“and they spoke, saying to Him,”
 is the second person singular aorist active imperative of the verb EIPON, which means “to say, speak, or Tell.”


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


The active voice indicates that Jesus is expected to produce the action.


The imperative mood is a command.

With this we have the dative direct object from the first person plural personal pronoun EGW, meaning “us” and referring to the leaders confronting Jesus.  Next we have the preposition EN plus the instrumental of means from the feminine singular interrogative adjective POIOS and noun EXOUSIA, meaning “by what authority.”
  Then we have the accusative direct object from the neuter plural demonstrative pronoun HOUTOS, meaning “these things.”  This is followed by the second person singular present active indicative from the verb POIEW, which means “to do: You are doing?”


The present tense is durative or retroactive progressive present, which looks at the action as happening in the past and continuing to happen in the present.


The active voice indicates that Jesus is producing the action of doing these things.


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

“‘Tell us by what authority You are doing these things,”
 is the coordinating conjunction Ē, meaning “or,” followed by the nominative subject from the masculine singular interrogative pronoun TIS, meaning “who.”  Then we have the third person singular present active indicative from the verb EIMI, meaning “to be: is?”


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


The active voice indicates that someone produces the state of being the person giving Jesus this authority.


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

Next we have the predicate nominative from the masculine singular articular aorist active participle of the verb DIDWMI, which means “to give: gave.”


The article functions as a relative pronoun, meaning “the one who.”


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


The active voice indicates that someone produced the action of giving Jesus the authority to do what He is doing.


The participle is circumstantial.

Then we have the dative direct object from the second person singular personal pronoun SU, meaning “You” and referring to Jesus.  Finally, we have the accusative direct object from the feminine singular article and noun EXOUSIA plus the adjectival use of the demonstrative pronoun HOUTOS, meaning “this authority.”

“or who is the one who gave You this authority?’”
Lk 20:2 corrected translation
“and they spoke, saying to Him, ‘Tell us by what authority You are doing these things, or who is the one who gave You this authority?’”
Mt 21:23, “When He entered the temple, the chief priests and the elders of the people came to Him while He was teaching, and said, ‘By what authority are You doing these things, and who gave You this authority?’”

Mk 11:27b-28, “And as He was walking in the temple, the chief priests and the scribes and the elders came to Him, and began saying to Him, ‘By what authority are You doing these things, or who gave You this authority to do these things?’”

Explanation:
1.  “and they spoke, saying to Him,”

a.  This verse is the continuation of the sentence begun in the previous verse.  The entire sentence now reads: “Now it came to pass on one of the days, while He was teaching the people in the temple and proclaiming the gospel, the chief priests and the scribes with the elders attacked and they spoke, saying to Him, ‘Tell us by what authority You are doing these things, or who is the one who gave You this authority?’”


b.  Luke continues the story of the Jewish leaders verbal attack on Jesus with what they said to Him by way of verbal assault.  There is nothing polite in their words.  They are not being kind, thoughtful, considerate, or respectful.  The hate Jesus, are completely antagonistic to Him and are setting another verbal trap for Him.  They want Him to say the words that they can use as an excuse against Him to stone Him to death.  They just need a justification before the people, who are generally on Jesus’ side at this moment.  The Jewish leaders can’t just walk up and murder Jesus without an excuse or reason to do so.  Therefore, the question Jesus in order to get Him to say something they can use against Him.

2.  “‘Tell us by what authority You are doing these things,”

a.  The question is also a demand.  The imperative mood is not a polite request of an inferior to a superior, because the Jewish leaders don’t consider themselves to be inferior to Jesus.  They don’t regard Him as the Messiah, or their King, or their Savior, or the Son of God.  As far as they are concerned He is just an agent of the devil, an imposter, a fraud, a phony, and a deceiver of the people.  Therefore, since Jesus has no standing in their eyes, the Jewish leaders challenge His authority to do the things He has been doing.  In other words they are challenging His right to teach what He teaches, heal anyone, drive the sacrificial sellers and money-changers from the court of the Gentiles, and speak in any way against the leaders of the nation.


b.  The leaders are certain they have not given Jesus the authority to do anything.  They know of no Levitical priest that has given Him the authority to do anything.  No synagogue has given Him the authority to do anything.  And no civil ruler, such as Herod Antipas in Galilee, has given Him the authority to do the things He has been doing.  Therefore, the only place or Person from Whom He could have received the authority to do these things has to be heaven or God the Father.  And that is exactly what they hope He will say.


c.  If Jesus answers that He received His authority from heaven or from the Father, then the Jewish leaders intend to use this as an excuse to accuse Him of blasphemy; for their retort will be that it is well known that He is the son of Joseph and Mary of Nazareth and that He in no way came from heaven or was sent by God the Father.  Therefore, if Jesus claims to come from heaven or be the Son of God, the Sanhedrin is going to condemn Him on the spot and call for His immediate execution as a blasphemer.


d.  The Jewish leaders desperately want Jesus to proclaim the truth—that He is the Son of God and has come from heaven as the Messiah.  Even though these words are the truth, the leaders are certain they can use Jesus’ own truth against Him to get the people to turn against Him as a fraud.


e.  God the Father is the only Person who has the authority, which could be given to Jesus to do what He has been doing.  The leaders know the answer, but so does Jesus.  And He knows exactly what they are attempting to do with this verbal trap.

3.  “or who is the one who gave You this authority?’”

a.  The Jewish leaders add another side to their question.  On the one side they ask by what authority, which is the impersonal side of the question.  On the other side they now ask ‘who’, displaying the personal side of the question.  This addition to the question makes the question very personal.  There is only one Who involved in this situation and that ‘Who’ is God the Father.  Jesus is not going to say, “I gave Myself the authority,” because that would be a false statement.  The authority has come from the only Person from Whom it could come—God the Father.


b.  Jesus knows the Father gave Him His authority to do all that He does.  And the sneaky little slimy Jewish leaders also know that Jesus’ authority could only come from God the Father.  Remember Jn 9:29-33, “We [Pharisees] know that God has spoken to Moses, but as for this man, we do not know where He is from.  The [healed blind] man answered and said to them, ‘Well, here is an amazing thing, that you do not know where He is from, and yet He opened my eyes.  We know that God does not hear sinners; but if anyone is God-fearing and does His will, He hears him.  Since the beginning of time it has never been heard that anyone opened the eyes of a person born blind.  If this man were not from God, He could do nothing.”  This healed blind man knew exactly where Jesus was from and knew that He was from God the Father.  Yet, the same Pharisees are still questioning Jesus about the same issue, when they already received the answer from a man born blind.


c.  Jesus had already answered this same question:



(1)  Jn 5:18-19, “For this reason therefore the Jews were seeking all the more to kill Him, because He not only was breaking the Sabbath, but also was calling God His own Father, making Himself equal with God.  Therefore Jesus answered and was saying to them, ‘Truly, truly, I say to you, the Son can do nothing of Himself, unless it is something He sees the Father doing; for whatever the Father does, these things the Son also does in like manner.’



(2)  Jn 5:30-32, “I can do nothing on My own initiative.  As I hear, I judge; and My judgment is just, because I do not seek My own will, but the will of Him who sent Me.  If I alone testify about Myself, My testimony is not true.  There is another who testifies of Me, and I know that the testimony which He gives about Me is true.”



(3)  Jn 2:18, “The Jews then said to Him, ‘What sign do You show us as your authority for doing these things?’”
4.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “The leaders’ twofold question challenges the source of Jesus’ authority: what authority does Jesus have and who gave it to Him?  Given that Jesus’ teaching is mentioned in both 19:47 and 20:1, the leaders’ challenge probably centers on teaching, though of course actions like the temple cleansing are not excluded.  The leadership does not believe that Jesus has the right to do what he is doing, despite the evidence.  Their reaction stands in stark contrast to the popular reaction of Lk 19:48.  The point is not to give an explicit answer, but to show the leaders’ evasion of the clear answer.  They have tried to trap Jesus, but the trap snaps shut in their direction.”


b.  “Authority is important for the success of any social, political, or religious organization; without authority, you have confusion.  The chief priests claimed their authority from Moses, for the Law set the tribe of Levi apart to serve in the sanctuary.  The scribes were students of the Law and claimed their authority from the rabbis whose interpretations they studied.  The elders of Israel were the leaders of the families and clans, chosen usually for their experience and wisdom.  All of these men were sure of their authority and were not afraid to confront Jesus.  They wanted to push our Lord into a dilemma so that no matter how He answered, He would be in trouble.  If He said that He had no authority, then He was in trouble with the Jews for invading their temple and acting like a prophet.  If He said that His authority came from God, then He would be in trouble with the Romans who were always alert to would-be messiahs, especially during Passover season.”
  More importantly, He would be accused of blasphemy by the Jewish leaders.


c.  “The first question dealt with the kind of authority Jesus was using.  Was He a prophet, a priest, or a king?  No doubt the words doing these things referred to His cleansing the temple.  The second question dealt with who was backing Him.  Did Jesus believe that He was acting on His own or was He acting for some group?”
  How about: ‘Was He acting for God?’

d.  “The question they put to Jesus is not an innocent one.  Luke’s audience knows already of Jesus’ authority (Lk 4:32, 36; 5:24), signaled by his divine Sonship and grounded in His experience of the Spirit (LK 1:35; 3:21–22; 4:18–19); so do the people, earlier seen welcoming him into Jerusalem as though he were a king (Lk 19:29–40).  Now, however, His authority—its nature and its source—is in question.  The protest of the Jewish leaders gains its potency from the setting in which it is spoken.  Jesus is not a priest.  He has no official role in the temple.  On what basis can he engage in actions and proclamation that counter the ‘reality’ of the temple as this has been propagated by the temple leadership and taken for granted within Israel?”


e.  “The powerful priestly aristocracy who ran the temple exercised their own authority over it; they would know that Jesus has not received the authority from themselves or from the Romans.  They would not accept any other human authorization as legitimate, nor regard other humans as divinely authorized; they presumably believed that God had authorized them rather than someone else to be in charge of the religious aspects of the temple.”


f.  “These men were antagonistic and jealous.  This band of questioners did not approach Jesus with pure motives, but purely in an attempt to find a basis for condemning Him.  This attitude and the challenge to Jesus is incredible in view of the fact that as recent as the previous day, God had authenticated Him by a voice from Heaven, a voice heard by a whole multitude of witnesses.  What more proof could one ask for?  Jesus demonstrated their impure motives by turning their ‘trick question’ against them.  Luke paints a picture of the opposition moving in to the attack.  This was not an attempt to ascertain whether Jesus was the Messiah; this was an onslaught on His person.  Luke presents the Son of Man under attack.  The issue of what authority Jesus operated under was a pernicious one.  A little more than one year into His ministry, the leadership of the Jewish nation tried to deny Jesus’ messianic claims by charging that He operated in the power of Beelzebub, a charge that became persistent.  It thus seems that they were trying to revive this discussion, presumably feeling that they had some new argument which would make their charge stick this time.”


g.  “The leaders wanted to know what authority lay behind His triumphal entry, the temple cleansing, and His right to teach.  Derived authority was a major pillar in their system.  They correctly assumed that no leader of Israel had been consulted about the propriety of Jesus’ notorious activities, much less had given approval.  They hoped, therefore, that He would be forced to admit this and would thus begin to be discredited in the eyes of the people.  Jesus saw the trap and with effortless brilliance put a counterquestion to them that they dared not answer.”


h.  “The two questions are not identical; nor is the second a mere explanation of the first.  They ask by what kind of authority, human or Divine, ecclesiastical or civil, assumed or conferred, He acts.”


i.  “The Sanhedrists had always known that Jesus claimed authority from God, His Father.  These men expected Jesus to assert once more that such is, indeed, his authority, and they intend then to demand of Jesus the fullest proof for His having God’s authority, being prepared on their part to deny the validity of any proof Jesus might venture to offer.  They had everything planned as to just what Jesus would have to say and just how they would nullify His claim.  But when we compare Jn 2:18, where three years before this time the same Sanhedrists made the same demand of Jesus, we see that they have not advanced a single step beyond their first challenge.  Unbelief is negative and thus unprogressive in its very nature.”
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