John 1:1
Luke 22:23



 is the continuative use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “And,” followed by the nominative subject from the third person masculine plural personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “they” and referring to the disciples.  Then we have the third person plural aorist middle indicative from the verb ARCHW, which means “to begin: they began.”


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


The middle voice is a dynamic or intensive middle (grammarians use both terms), which emphasizes the personal responsibility of the disciples in producing the action.  They can’t blame anyone but themselves for producing this action.


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

With this finite verb we have the present active infinitive of the verb SUXĒTEW, which means “to dispute, debate, or argue.”


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


The active voice indicates that the disciples were producing the action.


The infinitive is a complementary infinitive, which completes the action of the finite verb.

Next we have the preposition PROS plus the accusative of hostile relationship from the third person masculine plural reflexive pronoun HEAUTOU, which means “against or among themselves.”

“And they began to argue among themselves”
 is the appositional/explanatory accusative neuter singular article HO, used to point to a further definition of the object of the action.  Next we have the nominative subject from the masculine singular interrogative pronoun TIS, meaning “who? or which one?”  Then we have the conjunction ARA, meaning “then.”  This is followed by the third person singular present active optative of the verb EIMI, meaning “to be: it might be.”


The present tense is an aoristic present, describing the present state of being as a reality.


The active voice indicates that one of the disciples produces the state of being Jesus’ betrayer.


The optative mood is a deliberative optative, which is used in indirect questions to indicate the possibility of something being true or not true.

Then we have the preposition EK plus the ablative of whole from the third person masculine plural personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “of them.”

“who then of them it might be”
 is the appositional (explanatory) nominative subject from the masculine singular articular present active participle of the verb MELLW, which means “to be about” to do something (with an infinitive following to complete the action).


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


The present tense is a tendential present (see above).


The active voice indicates that one of the disciples is about to produce the action.


The participle is circumstantial.

Next we have the accusative direct object from the neuter singular demonstrative pronoun HOUTOS, meaning “this thing” and referring to the delivering over of Jesus.  Finally, we have the present active infinitive of the verb PRASSW, which means “to do.”


The present tense is a tendential present, describing what has not yet taken place, but is about to take place.


The active voice indicates that one of the disciples is about to produce the action.


The infinitive is a complementary infinitive, which completes the meaning of the participle that precedes it

“the one about to do this thing.”
Lk 22:23 corrected translation
“And they began to argue among themselves who then of them it might be, the one about to do this thing.”
Mk 14:19, “They began to be grieved and to say to Him one by one, ‘Surely not I?’”

Mt 26:22, “Being deeply grieved, they each one began to say to Him, ‘Surely not I, Lord?’”

Jn 13:22, “The disciples began looking at one another, at a loss to know of which one He was speaking.”
Explanation:
1.  “And they began to argue among themselves”

a.  Jesus has just made the remark that “the hand of the one delivering Me over [is] with Mine on the table;…nevertheless woe to that man by whom He is delivered over.’”  This resulted in two things happening immediately in succession.   First, Mark and Matthew report that each of the disciples began asking whether or not it was them.  After each of them asked if it were them, then the disciples kept looking at one another at a loss to know which one of them He was speaking about.  The second thing that happened was that they then began to argue among themselves as to who I might be.

b.  Interestingly, all of them were involved in this argument.  Considering typical human behavior to deflect attention from the guilty person, we can well imagine that Judas might have begun this argument by accusing someone else, so that attention was diverted from himself.  While this argument is going on Peter motions to John to lean back and ask Jesus who it is.  This is when Jesus says it is the person to whom He gives the next piece of bread dipped in the sauce and while doing so, tells Judas to go do what he has to do quickly.  In the ensuing commotion of the argument, Judas leaves the room.


c.  I can imagine Judas starting the argument by saying, “It must be you, Peter, because you are always opening your big mouth and inserting your foot.”  Or, “It must be you, Thomas, because you doubt everything.  You probably doubt that Jesus is the Messiah.”  Any kind of statement like this would send the argument into an uproar.  Satan is highly effective at motivating these kinds of statements, and Satan was certainly helping Judas cover his tracks at this moment.

2.  “who then of them it might be,”

a.  Jesus had declared that one of them would betray Him.  None of them immediately thought of Judas, which indicates how cleverly he had covered his lack of belief in Jesus for so long.  Judas was a master of hiding his true character and had been able to do it for quite some time.


b.  It is fascinating to realize that even the inner circle of Peter, James, John and Andrew would ask Jesus “Is it I?”  And even more fascinating to realize that any of the other disciples could think of them as the betrayer of Jesus.


c.  Obviously the disciples knew that Jesus had supernatural knowledge of future events, since He had demonstrated this unique knowledge to Nathaniel from the beginning of His public ministry.  Therefore, they knew that Jesus really did know which of them was the traitor.  Therefore, when the eleven asked the question, ‘Is it I?’, they probably did so with confidence that it was not them.  When Judas asked the same question, he was probably desperately hoping that Jesus would not answer.

3.  “the one about to do this thing.”

a.  This is a clarifying clause, which further emphasizes the fact that whoever the betrayer was, he was about to betray Jesus shortly.


b.  We know from the rest of the story that follows that the betrayal would occur within about the next 4-5 hours (30 minutes for Jesus to finish what He had to say to the disciples; 30 minutes to go from Jerusalem to Gethsemane; two hours of prayer in the Garden; and 30 minutes for the approach of the group arresting Jesus to get from the city gate to Gethsemane).  Judas was about to complete his betrayal within hours.  He was about to do one of the most evil things in the history of the world.


c.  Mt 26:25 says, “And Judas, who was betraying Him, said, ‘Surely it is not I, Rabbi?’   Jesus said to him, ‘You have said it yourself.’”  It is likely that this exchange took place during the ensuing argument and no one but Judas heard Jesus’ reply.

4.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “Jesus’ remark causes speculation among the Twelve about the identity of the one who is about to betray Him.  It is beginning to dawn on them that Jesus’ situation is serious, and so discussion centers around the identity of the betrayer.  But the identity of the betrayer is not all that is on their minds.  As the next subunit shows, other irrelevant concerns also preoccupy these disciples.”


b.  “The fact that the disciples were puzzled by this strange announcement reveals that they did not know Judas’ true character.  If Peter had fully understood what was happening, he might have used his sword on Judas!”


c.  “Apparently the disciples had trusted Judas completely, for they had no idea who would do such a thing.”


d.  “Apparently, the disciples could not conceive of any one of their number perpetrating so low a deed.  The confusion over the identity of the betrayer suggests that each of the disciples recognized within themselves the ability to betray Jesus, for all asked the question, ‘Is it I?,’ and none protested.”
  It is also possible that they asked the question, hoping and expecting Jesus to say, “No.”


e.  Marshall suggests that the disciples ask one another, ‘Is it I?’, but this does not follow logically, since it was Jesus who made the statement that one of them would betray Him.  And since He made the statement, it is only Him that they would ask for an answer.
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