John 1:1
Luke 22:50



 is the continuative use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “And then,” followed by the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb PATASSW, which means “to strike.”


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


The active voice indicates that one of the disciples produced the action.


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

Next we have the nominative subject from the masculine singular cardinal adjective HEIS, meaning “one” plus the indefinite adjective TIS, meaning “someone; a certain” plus the preposition EK plus the ablative of the whole from the third person masculine plural personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “of them” and referring to the eleven disciples.  Then we have the genitive of possession from the masculine singular article and noun ARCHIEREUS, meaning “of the high priest.”  This is followed by the accusative direct object from the masculine singular article and noun DOULOS, meaning “the slave.”

“And a certain one of them struck the slave of the high priest”
 is the additive use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and,” followed by the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb APHAIREW, which means “to cut off; to sever; to detach.”


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


The active voice indicates that one of the disciples produced the action.


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

Then we have the accusative direct object from the neuter singular article and noun HOUS with the possessive genitive from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “his ear.”  Finally, we have the accusative direct object from the neuter singular article and adjective DEXIOS, meaning “right.”

“and cut off his right ear.”
Lk 22:50 corrected translation
“And a certain one of them struck the slave of the high priest and cut off his right ear.”
Mk 14:47, “But one of those who stood by drew his sword, and struck the slave of the high priest and cut off his ear.”

Mt 26:51, “And behold, one of those who were with Jesus reached and drew out his sword, and struck the slave of the high priest and cut off his ear.”
Jn 18:10, “Simon Peter then, having a sword, drew it and struck the high priest’s slave, and cut off his right ear; and the slave’s name was Malchus.”

Explanation:
1.  “And a certain one of them struck the slave of the high priest”

a.  Luke continues his story with the reaction of one of the disciples to attempt by the slave of the high priest to lay his hands on Jesus and arrest Him.  The disciple in question is none other than the impulsive Peter, identified by John in his gospel.  Luke probably fails to mention Peter by name, just as Matthew and Mark do not mention him by name because Peter was still alive when those three men wrote their gospel accounts.  Out of politeness, they would not mention Peter’s attempted murder, while he was still alive and trying to evangelize people, since any opponents of Peter would use this story against him to discredit him and his ministry.  However, John had no such problem, since he is writing over twenty years after the death of Peter.


b.  The slave of the high priest isn’t just an ordinary slave or servant.  He is one of the most trusted and dependable persons that serve the high priest.  Otherwise he would not have been sent on this mission.  Whether this is the servant of the retired high priest, Annas, or the current serving high priest Caiaphas, we are not told.  However, since Jesus was taken first to the house of Annas and interrogated there, it is more likely that this servant/slave worked for Annas, the power and influence behind his son-in-law, Caiaphas.


c.  Peter is extraordinarily courageous in attacking this man.  Remember that there were dozens of temple guards and a cohort of Roman soldiers backing up this action.  Clearly, Peter was either really stupid in doing this or fully prepared to fight to the death to protect Jesus.  One thing is for certain, Peter was carrying out his words in Jn 13:37b, “I’m ready to die for You.” and Lk 22:33, “‘Lord, I am ready to go both to prison and to death with You.’”  On the one hand Peter’s action was very courageous, but on the other hand it was also clearly pointless and stupid.  God doesn’t ask us to commit murder for Him.  Jesus had already demonstrated, when He spoke identifying Himself and knocking them all to the ground that He could easily defend Himself from the whole host of people without the aid of a weapon.  Jesus didn’t need Peter’s sword to defend Himself.
2.  “and cut off his right ear.”

a.  Peter strikes the servant/slave of the high priest and cuts off his right ear, that is, the outer portion of the ear, which is visible.  In order to strike the right of a man standing in front of Jesus, Peter would have had to be standing on Jesus’ left side.  Had Peter been on Jesus’ right side, he could not have been able to make a blow to the man’s right ear.


b.  There are two possibilities regarding why the ear was cut off.



(1)  One theory says that Peter meant to strike the man in the middle of the head, but because he was not a professional soldier, he missed hitting the top of the man’s head and killing him, and only managed a glancing blow that cut off the man’s ear.



(2)  A second theory says that the servant/slave was wearing a protective helmet, which defected the blow off the top of the head and caused the sword to side down the side of helmet, cutting off the exposed portion of the ear.  The difficulty in this theory is the assumption that a house servant of the high priest would be wearing any kind of military headgear.  He would probably not be doing so.


c.  Notice that whoever the other disciple was that had a sword didn’t follow Peter in his actions.  Also if we are wondering why Peter didn’t attack Judas, we can assume that he had already slithered his way to the back of the crowd and was in the process of disappearing into the dark.

3.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “The disciples do not wait for an answer.  One of them acts.  Only Jn 18:10 notes that Peter wielded the sword and strikes the ear of a slave of the high priest.  And only Luke and John mention that the right ear was severed.”


b.  “The disciples asked Jesus if now was the time to make use of their two swords (verse 49).  Without waiting for the answer, Peter rushed ahead and attacked a man who turned out to be Malchus, a servant to the high priest (Jn 18:10, 26–27).  Why did Peter do this?  For one thing, he had to back up the boastful words he had spoken in the Upper Room (Lk 22:33) and again on the way to the Garden (Mt 26:30–35).  Peter had been sleeping when he should have been praying, talking when he should have been listening, and boasting when he should have been fearing.  Now he was fighting when he should have been surrendering!  Peter made a number of serious mistakes when he attacked Malchus with his sword.  To begin with, Peter was fighting the wrong enemy with the wrong weapon.  Our enemies are not flesh and blood, and they cannot be defeated with ordinary weapons (2 Cor 10:3–6; Eph 6:10–18).  In His wilderness temptations, Jesus defeated Satan with the Word of God (Mt 4:1–11), and that is the weapon we must use (Eph 6:17; Heb 4:12).  Peter also revealed the wrong attitude and trusted the wrong energy.  While Jesus was surrendering, Peter was busy declaring war!”


c.  “The slave of the high priest is presumably the high priest’s personal representative functioning as a leader of the posse.”


d.  “Being well-to-do, high priests had many servants.  The servant mentioned here is probably not a Levite.  This attack on this servant would confirm the armed expedition’s suspicions that Jesus’ followers are violent revolutionaries.”


e.  “I wonder whether Malchus became a believer; he certainly had grounds for conviction every time his ear itched!  The fact that His name was given six decades after the event suggests that he was well known to the initial readers of John (his name does not appear again in the New Testament), so this may indicate that he did indeed place his faith in Jesus as the Messiah.”


f.  “It was Peter against the world.  Peter’s swordsmanship may have been less than Zorro-like.  But there is another explanation.  Malchus may have been wearing the traditional helmet that left the ears exposed, and Peter caught him atop the head and took off an ear.  Peter was playing for keeps!  Though impulsive and angry, Peter was willing and ready to take on the enemy.  He was a brave man.  His trembling sword would show no mercy.”


g.  “The title the slave puts this man in a class by himself.  He is not one of the Temple police; he belongs to the high priest himself.  He thus appears to be a trusted and important member of the high priest’s own household, who had been sent with this expedition as the high priest’s personal representative.  That explains why he is out front under Peter’s sword.”
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