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Luke 23:51
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 is the nominative subject from the masculine singular demonstrative pronoun HOUTOS, meaning “this man” or “he.”  Then we have the negative adverb OUK, meaning “not,” followed by the periphrastic construction, which includes the third person singular imperfect active indicative of the verb EIMI, meaning “to be” plus the nominative masculine singular perfect deponent middle/passive participle of the verb SUGKATATITHEMAI, which means “to agree with; to consent to.”


The imperfect and perfect tenses combine to describe a past, completed action and continued with reference to its conclusion. This can be translated by use of the English auxiliary verb “had.”


The active voice and deponent middle/passive combine to indicate that Joseph produced the action.


The indicative mood and participle combine to state a dogmatic fact.

Next we have the dative direct object from the feminine singular article and noun BOULĒ, meaning “plan” with the additive use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and” plus the dative feminine singular noun PRAXIS, meaning “course of action; action; disgraceful deed.”
  With this we have the accusative direct object from the third person masculine plural personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “their” and referring to the members of the Sanhedrin.  This entire phrase is parenthetical.

“(he had not consented to their plan and action)”
 is the preposition APO plus the ablative of origin from the feminine singular proper noun ARIMATHAIA, meaning “from Arimathea.”  Then we have the appositional genitive from the feminine singular noun POLIS plus the possessive genitive from the masculine plural article and adjective IOUDAIOS, meaning “a city of the Jews.”

“from Arimathea, a city of the Jews,”
 is the appositional nominative subject from the masculine singular relative pronoun HOS, meaning “who,” followed by the third person singular imperfect deponent middle/passive indicative from the verb PROSDECHOMAI, which means “to wait for; to look forward to.”


The imperfect tense is a descriptive imperfect, which describes a continuous, past action without reference to its conclusion.  It can be translated “who kept on waiting for.”  Finally, we have the accusative direct object from the feminine singular article and noun BASILEIA plus the genitive of identity or possessive genitive from the masculine singular article and noun THEOS, meaning “the kingdom of God.”

“who kept on waiting for the kingdom of God;”
Lk 23:51 corrected translation
“(he had not consented to their plan and action) from Arimathea, a city of the Jews, who kept on waiting for the kingdom of God;”
Explanation:
1.  “(he had not consented to their plan and action)”

a.  This verse is the continuation of the sentence begun in the previous verse.  The sentence thus far reads: “And behold a man named Joseph, being a councillor, a good and righteous man (he had not consented to their plan and action) from Arimathea, a city of the Jews, who kept on waiting for the kingdom of God;…”


b.  Luke continues his description of Joseph of Arimathea by inserting a parenthetical thought for his readers that Joseph did not agree with the plan and action of the rest of the members of the Sanhedrin.  This is probably also true of Nicodemus, who assisted Joseph in taking Jesus from the cross and burying His body.


c.  This statement reminds us that the high priests and members of the Sanhedrin formed a plan to arrest Jesus at night, to try and convict Him of some ‘crime’, to drag Him before Pilate, and to demand His execution by the Romans.  The whole plan was thought out ahead of time and put into action.  (Jn 9:22 tells us the beginning of that plan, “His parents said these things because they were afraid of the Jews; for the Jews had already agreed that if anyone acknowledged Him [to be] the Christ, he was to be expelled from the synagogue.”  Another part of the plan is given in Jn 11:57, “Now the chief priests and the Pharisees had given orders that if anyone knew where He was, he might report [it], in order that they might arrest Him.”  Jn 12:10 tells us another part of that plan, “Now the high priests planned that they might also kill Lazarus;”)  God used their plan to complete His plan of providing salvation.


d.  At least two men of the seventy-two involved did not agree with this plan and their voices were never heard in the trials of Jesus.  Joseph may have voiced his opposition, but no one listened to him or agreed with him except Nicodemus.

2.  “from Arimathea, a city of the Jews,”

a.  Luke continues his identification of Joseph as being from a city belonging to the Jews, called Arimathea.  Arimathea is believed to be a city twenty-miles northwest of Jerusalem on the border between Judea and Samaria.


b.  This city is not named anywhere else in Scripture and no one else in Scripture is described as a resident of this city.  The site of the city is believed to be Ramathaim-zophim of 1 Sam 1:1, the city of Rentis today.


c.  Luke adds the phrase ‘a city of the Jews’, so that his Gentile reader(s) will understand that this was a city located in Judea and not somewhere else in the Roman Empire.

3.  “who kept on waiting for the kingdom of God;”

a.  The next thing Luke emphasizes about Joseph is that he was waiting for the kingdom of God, which is another way of saying that he was waiting for the Messiah and believed in the coming of the Messiah.  Combine this with his actions, and we have a good case for accepting the conclusion that Joseph believed that Jesus was the Messiah.


b.  Joseph’s faithfulness in waiting is demonstrated by his faithfulness in action.  He didn’t agree with the actions of the Sanhedrin, but put his own plan into action upon the death of Jesus.  Joseph couldn’t stop the execution of Jesus, but he could do all that he could for Jesus after His death, when none of the Sanhedrin cared about what happened to the dead body of Jesus.


c.  Luke previously described Joseph as good and righteous.  Now we see the motivation behind his actions of being and righteous.  He was good and righteous because He believed in the coming Messiah by waiting for the kingdom of God to be established by the Messiah.  He believed in God’s plan.

4.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “This parenthesis is given by Luke alone and explains that, though a councillor, he had not agreed to the vote of the Sanhedrin.  It is fairly certain that both Joseph and Nicodemus were suspected of sympathy with Jesus and so were not invited to the trial of Jesus.”


b.  “Luke continues to describe Joseph, making a parenthetical comment.  Joseph did not assent to the Sanhedrin’s purpose and action.  He probably rejected the deal with Judas, the council’s verdict, and their sending Jesus to Pilate.  Plummer (1896: 541) notes that Joseph must have been absent from the evening trial, which gave a unanimous decision (Mk 14:64).  In Luke’s view, Joseph is faithful in the midst of the disobedience of others.  Joseph is from Arimathea, probably his birthplace or earlier home, since he has a tomb in Jerusalem and serves on the Sanhedrin.  All of the Gospels mention the locale in order to prevent confusion with any other Joseph.  The exact location of Arimathea is not certain.  Many suggest Ramah (Samuel’s birthplace), which is known as Ramathaim-zophim (1 Sam 1:1), Rathamin (1 Macc 11:34), or Ramathain (Josephus, Antiquities 13.4.9 §127).  This town is located about five miles north of Jerusalem.  Joseph is described as a disciple who awaits the kingdom of God (Lk 2:25, 38).  Some argue that this simply means that Joseph held to Jewish eschatological hope and was not necessarily a disciple.  In light of the kingdom hope, however, this limited force is unlikely.  Tradition seems clear that Joseph is a disciple (Jn 19:38 = Mt 27:57), though one should not forget that at the time he was part of the Jewish leadership.”


c.  “Joseph and his friend Nicodemus (Jn 19:38–42) were both members of the Jewish council, but they had not been present to vote against Jesus.  Mk 14:64 states that the whole council condemned Him, and that could not have happened if Joseph and Nicodemus had been there.”


d.  “Waiting for the kingdom of God [means that] he believed that Jesus is the Messiah.  He was a secret disciple of Jesus (Mt 27:57; Jn 19:38).”


e.  “Even though he was a member of the council, he did not agree with its counsel.  This may help to recall for Luke’s readers that the story of Luke-Acts is, in large part, the tale of two competing purposes—that of God and that which opposes God.  Like Elizabeth and Zechariah, Simeon and Anna, Joseph is aligned with God’s purpose (Lk 1:5–6; 2:25, 37).  Joseph’s Jewishness is further accented by the explicit report that he hailed from a Judean town.”


f.  “Arimathea’s location is uncertain, but it is thought to have been 20 miles northwest of Jerusalem (the modern Rentis).  Joseph believed Jesus to be that Messiah and therefore the King of the Kingdom.  He certainly proved the mettle of his faith in his act that Friday afternoon.  Luke is specific in recording that Joseph of Arimathea had not consented to the Sanhedrin’s action of condemning Jesus.  So, by requesting Jesus’ body from Pilate, he served notice that the Sanhedrin’s decision was improper, for their rules were that the death penalty could only be imposed by a unanimous vote.”
  And that vote was unanimous, if Joseph and Nicodemus were not invited to attend the gathering in the evening or morning trials.


g.  “Arimathea was about 20 miles (32 km) north-west of Jerusalem on the border between Judea and Samaria.  Since all Jews were waiting for the kingdom of God, the phrase here must mean that Joseph held the particular form of expectation taught by Jesus and lived in accordance with it.”


h.  “The site of Arimathea is generally thought to be the modern town of Rentis, just north of Jerusalem.  His local proximity and membership in the Sanhedrin had led him to have a new family tomb excavated near the Holy City.  Apparently he was out of town when the Sanhedrin condemned Jesus because the deed was done by a unanimous vote that he did not consent to (Mk 14:64; Lk 22:70-71).  Or perhaps the trial had been hidden from him because he was out of sync with the Sanhedrin. John’s Gospel tells us he was a secret disciple of Jesus (Jn 19:38).  Indeed, Luke says here that he was a man of character.  As such, he fit the pattern of pious Jews mentioned at the beginning of Luke’s Gospel whom God used, people like the parents of John the Baptist, Zechariah and his wife Elizabeth, who were ‘upright in the sight of God’ (Lk 1:6), and the aged Simeon in the temple who was not only an upright man but was ‘waiting for the consolation of Israel’ (Lk 2:25), just as Joseph of Arimathea was ‘waiting for the kingdom of God.’”
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