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

 is the additive use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and,” followed by the third person plural imperfect passive indicative from the verb EKPLĒSSW, which means “to be amazed: they were amazed.”


The imperfect tense is a descriptive imperfect, which describes a continuous, past action without reference to its conclusion.


The passive voice indicates that the people received the action of being amazed.


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

Then we have the preposition EPI plus the instrumental of cause/reason
 of the feminine singular article and noun DIDACHĒ with the possessive genitive from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “at or because of His teaching.”

“and they were amazed at His teaching,”
 is the causal use of the conjunction HOTI, meaning “because,” followed by the preposition EN plus the instrumental of manner from the feminine singular noun EXOUSIA, meaning “with authority.”
  Then we have the third person singular imperfect active indicative from the verb EIMI, meaning “to be: was.”


The imperfect tense is a descriptive imperfect, which describes a continuous, past action without reference to its conclusion.


The active voice indicates that Jesus’ message produced the state of being with authority.


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

Finally, we have the nominative subject from the masculine singular article and noun LOGOS with the possessive genitive from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “His instruction, teaching, message Lk 4:32; 10:39; Jn 4:41; 17:20; Acts 2:41; 4:4; 10:44; 20:7; 1 Cor 1:17; 2:1.”

“because His instruction was with authority.”
Lk 4:32 corrected translation
“and they were amazed at His teaching, because His instruction was with authority.”
Mt 7:28-29, “When Jesus had finished these words, the crowds were amazed at His teaching; for He was teaching them as one having authority, and not as their scribes.”

Mk 1:22, “They were amazed at His teaching; for He was teaching them as one having authority, and not as the scribes.”

Explanation:
1.  “and they were amazed at His teaching,”

a.  This verse is the continuation of the sentence begun in the previous verse.  The entire sentence now reads: “And then He came down to Capernaum, a city of Galilee, and He was teaching them on their Sabbaths; and they were amazed at His teaching, because His instruction was with authority.”

b.  The subject “they” are the Jews of Capernaum and surrounding cities (for example, Bethsaida).  Luke characterizes the reaction of the people to the teaching of Jesus as one of amazement or astonishment.  The reason for their amazement is given in the next clause.


c.  Something very important is not mentioned here—His miracles.  There were very few miracles performed by Jesus at this point in His ministry.  The people were not amazed by His miracles, but by His teaching.  The miracle at the wedding in Cana, mentioned in Jn 2, was the first miracle performed, but that was not done in Capernaum and it is likely that the news of that may not have spread to Capernaum yet.  However, some miracles must have been performed prior to this because of the statement in Lk 4:23b, “Whatever we heard occurred at Capernaum, do also here in your hometown.”  It wasn’t His teaching that they heard about, but His miracles.
2.  “because His instruction was with authority.”

a.  Luke then tells us the reason for the people’s amazement.  They were amazed by the manner in which He taught—He taught with authority.  This does not mean that He bullied the congregation by what He said.  It means that He was dogmatic and assertive in what He said.  “This is what it says and this is what it means.”  There was no, “Well, it might mean this” or “It might mean that.”


b.  The scribes or doctors of the Mosaic Law were ‘wishy-washy’ on the interpretation and exegesis of the Scriptures.  There were so many contradictory opinions that no one would say with authority, “This is exactly what this passage means.”  No one could or would stake their reputation on what the word of God said, because they were afraid of being wrong and proven wrong publicly by another Rabbi or scribe.  Jesus had no such fear of being wrong.  He explained the Scriptures as a matter of fact.  There was no conjecture, no guesswork, no hesitation, and no diffidence or reserve.


c.  Jesus was the polar opposite of the scribes and Pharisees, and the people were amazed at His honesty, accuracy, forthrightness, and candor.  The Jewish police, sent to arrest Jesus, came back empty-handed and said, “Never has a man spoken in this manner,” Jn 7:46.
3.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “The reaction to Jesus’ teaching was similar to the reaction in Nazareth.  In fact, exeplēssonto (= were astonished) is the same term used in Mt 13:54 and Mk 6:2 of Jesus’ teaching in Nazareth, as well as in Mark’s description of the Capernaum episode (Mk 1:22).  The verb also recalls the astonishment felt at the answers of the younger Jesus (Lk 2:48).  The reason for the reaction was the authority of Jesus’ word.  Two ideas are key here.  First, Jesus’ authority is what impressed the people.  The issue, as Luke puts it, is simply a matter of authority.  What probably caused the reaction is that the scribes would teach from tradition, while Jesus would handle the text directly and independently.  His word alone was sufficient.  The second key idea involves the use of ‘His word’, which is another way to draw attention to Jesus as a teacher with God’s message.  The focus on the word and on Jesus’ authority keeps the attention right on Jesus and His teaching.  The idea of Jesus’ authority reappears in Lk 4:36 to describe His miraculous work, but here the attention is only on His teaching.  In short, Jesus speaks from God.  The omission of any comparison between Jesus and the scribes, as in Mk 1:22, may be explained in one of two ways: Luke’s audience is basically Gentile and so would not be interested in the scribes, or Luke’s desire is to focus on Jesus alone.  Jesus’ teaching makes an impression on the crowd, but later, Luke will reveal that this impression does not last (Lk 10:15).”


b.  “The doctrines of the Pharisees were a fairly compact and definite body of teaching, a fixed tradition handed down from one generation of teachers to another.  In contrast with the Pharisaic system, the teaching of Jesus was unconventional and occasional, discursive and unsystematic, so that His contemporaries were astonished at it and recognized it as a new teaching.”


c.  “Most teachers would try to expound the law by explaining the proper way to translate it or by appealing to their legal or narrative traditions; Jesus goes beyond such practices.”


d.  “Their teachers, mostly Pharisees, were in bondage to quotation marks—they loved to quote authorities.  For example, Rabbi Elieser affirmed in the Talmud: ‘Nor have I ever in my life said a thing which I did not hear from my teachers.’  The same was said of Rabbi Johanan ben Zakkai: ‘He never in his life said anything which he had not heard from his teachers’.  Thus their teaching was a chain of references: ‘Rabbi Hillel says … But also Rabbi Isaac says …’  It was secondhand theology—labyrinthine, petty, legalistic, joyless, boring, and weightless.  But when Jesus spoke, it was just the opposite.  There were few quotation marks.  His style was, ‘You have heard that it was said … But I tell you’.  He preached God’s Word, not just about God’s Word.  His preaching of the Law and the Prophets was clear and simple, as it has been with all true preachers of the Word.  Once Harry Ironside was greeted by a visitor who said he had enjoyed the service, although he did not think Ironside was a great preacher.  Ironside replied, ‘I know I’m not a great preacher.  But what was it about my preaching that brought you to that conclusion?’  The man answered, ‘I understood everything you said.’  This was an unwitting confession of one of the reasons for Ironside’s greatness.  Jesus too, when He preached the Word, was clear and painfully direct in His application, as we see again and again in the Gospels.  If we had been there, we too would have been thunderstruck!   Jesus’ teaching was authoritative because He proclaimed God’s Word clearly and with conviction.”
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