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

 is the transitional use of the postpositive conjunction DE, meaning “Now; Then; And then.”  This is followed by the third person singular aorist deponent middle indicative from the verb GINOMAI, which means “to happen, occur, take place, or come to pass.”


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


The deponent middle voice is middle in form but active in meaning with the subject (the disciples) producing the action.


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

Next we have the adverbial use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “also.”  Then we have the predicate nominative from the feminine singular noun PHILONEIKIA, which means “a dispute; an argument.”  This is followed by the preposition EN plus the locative of place from the third person masculine plural personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “among them,” referring to the disciples.

“Then there also occurred a dispute among them,”
 is the appositional/explanatory nominative neuter singular article HO, which stands before whole clauses to point to a further definition of the object of the action; in this case it points back to the predicate nominative, meaning “the [dispute regarding].”  Next we have the nominative subject from the masculine singular interrogative pronoun TIS, meaning “who? or which one.”  With this we have the ablative of the whole from the third person masculine plural intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “of them.”  Then we have the third person singular present active indicative from the verb DOKEW, which means “to think, believe, suppose, consider; to seem, to be recognized as.”


The present tense is a descriptive present of what is now the state of being.


The active voice indicates that one of the disciples produces the action of seeming to be something.


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

With this we have the present active infinitive of the verb EIMI, which means “to be.”


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


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


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

Finally, we have the predicate nominative from the masculine singular comparative use of the adjective MEGAS, used as a superlative, meaning “the greatest.”

“the [dispute regarding] which one of them seems to be the greatest.”
Lk 22:24 corrected translation
“Then there also occurred a dispute among them, the [dispute regarding] which one of them seems to be the greatest.”
Explanation:
1.  “Then there also occurred a dispute among them”

a.  The questioning of who the traitor might be developed into an argument about who was the greatest among them.  In self-defense someone made the argument that they couldn’t possibly be the traitor, because they were the most trusted of all the disciples.  Now who might that be?  Do you think Judas as the treasurer of the group might have been considered the most trustworthy, and therefore, the ‘greatest’ from a human standpoint instead of from the divine viewpoint that Jesus is about to teach them?


b.  It would have been in Judas’ best interest to ‘change the subject’ from who is the traitor to who is the greatest among them, in order to divert attention from the real issue at hand.


c.  Immediately raising this argument among the disciples also provided ‘cover’ for Judas to slip out of the room before anyone suspected him.


d.  Like all arrogant arguments, Satan is the power and motivator behind this ‘dispute’.  And since Satan already had entered into Judas at this point, Judas could effectively act as Satan’s agent in provoking this uproar.  It is easy to see that this dispute is exactly what Jesus did not want happening at this last and most special dinner.  So it is not hard to see Satan working through Judas to destroy the atmosphere in the room.

2.  “the [dispute regarding] which one of them seems to be the greatest.”

a.  Luke continues his sentence with an explanation of the nature of the dispute or argument.  The dispute or argument centered around which one of the disciples seems to be the greatest.  At this point none of them are the greatest.  In the future Paul will be the greatest and Peter will acknowledge that fact.



(1)  The sons of Thunder, James and John, at one point thought they were the greatest, and their mother asked that they be given special consideration as such in the kingdom.



(2)  Peter, at some point, probably thought he might be the greatest, since Jesus said that He would build His church on him.



(3)  Peter, James, and John might think that seeing the transfiguration of Jesus on the mountain might make them candidates for the greatest.



(4)  Andrew could always claim the fact that he was the first disciple to believe that Jesus was the Messiah and publicly declare this to his brother Peter.



(5)  Judas could point to the fact that Jesus trusted him more than the others by making him treasurer of the group.



(6)  John could always say that Jesus loved him more than the others.


b.  The other seven disciples could point out every flaw and failure of each of these men during the past three plus years.  There was plenty of tinder to light the fire of dispute.


c.  The fact is that the Lord Jesus Christ gives every believer equal privilege and equal opportunity to be great, to be a winner in the spiritual life.  We are not in competition with Christ and have no need to be in competition with others.  Each of us can be great for our own special reasons without having to compare ourselves with anyone else.  Appreciate the greatest you see in others and be thankful for whatever God-given ability you have to serve the Lord.  Anything beyond that is the intrusion of the doctrine of demons into our spiritual life.

3.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “Another topic at the meal is the ranking of the Twelve. In fact, this topic raises a certain amount of contention.  The dispute may well center around who will have what role in the kingdom that Jesus brings, since the topic of rule comes up again in Lk 22:29–30.  The Synoptics indicate that this is an old dispute (Mt 20:20–28 = Mk 10:35–45).  Mark introduces this earlier account with James and John asking Jesus to let them sit to his right and left in glory.  In Matthew, the mother of the Zebedees asks the same question.  Clearly they are jockeying for positions of honor in the kingdom.  The topic of greatness was one that plagued the disciples and that Jesus addressed on numerous occasions.  Jesus brings it up [Jesus didn’t bring this topic up; that is ridiculous] at His last meeting with them to stress the folly of such concern and the importance of unity in the face of his absence.  Jn 13:3–16 describes an incident that makes this point pictorially, so the topic is not foreign to the meal’s setting.  This was a major theme reiterated in Jesus’ ministry in similar terms on at least two occasions.”


b.  “This was not the first time the disciples had committed this sin (Mt 20:20–28; Mk 9:33–37; Lk 9:46–48), but in the light of what their Lord had said and done that evening, this latest exhibition was inexcusable.  Perhaps the argument grew out of their speculating over who would betray Him, or there may have been some jealousy over the way they had been seated at the table.  When you are interested in promoting yourself, it doesn’t take much to start an argument.”


c.  “Although Luke presents what may appear to be a new topic of conversation, in fact little has changed as the scene at the table unfolds into this interchange among those gathered with Jesus at the Passover table.  In verse 23 they had inquired among themselves ‘which one of them’ would betray Jesus; now they inquire ‘which one of them’ was the greatest.  Although one of the twelve will ‘betray’ Jesus, Luke suggests in this ironic way that all twelve of them ‘betray’ His basic kingdom message with its immediate implications for issues of status and position.”


d.  “The contention about who was the greater had started earlier in Jesus’ ministry, and since then Jesus had repeatedly impressed on His disciples the necessity for humility.  This, then, was a theme the disciples had heard for the previous six or more months, yet they had yet to assimilate the lesson.  We can imagine Judas’ inner amusement at the argument about who would be the greater, for he had already made up his mind that he would be the richest and had the thirty pieces of silver in his possession.  In any event, he would have concluded that he would at least be the greater in the chief priest’s estimation!  One cannot but be horrified by the stubbornness and obstinacy that contention over status brings.”


e.  “The holy solemnity of the institution of the Lord’s Supper had dissipated in a moment—and with it the effect of His words about His body and blood—His life.  Then the disciples began to argue about (of all things!) who was the greatest.  Amazing!  They had been His constant companions for three years.  They had seen Him live a life of service.  This self-promoting conversation was an outrageous slap in the Savior’s face.”
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