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

 is the continuative use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “And,” followed by the nominative masculine singular aorist active participle ANAGW, which means “to lead up; to bring up.”


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


The active voice indicates that the devil produced the action.


The participle is a temporal participle that precedes the action of the main verb.  It can be translated “after leading up.”

This is followed by the accusative direct object from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “Him” and referring to Jesus.  Then we have the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb DEIKNUMI, which means “to show.”


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


The active voice indicates that the devil produced the action.


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

This is followed by the dative indirect object from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “to Him” and referring to Jesus.

“And after leading Him up, he showed Him”
 is the accusative direct object from the feminine plural adjective PAS plus the article and noun BASILEIA, meaning “all the kingdoms.”  With this we have the genitive of identity or possessive genitive from the feminine singular article and noun OIKOUMENĒ, meaning “of the world.”

“all the kingdoms of the world”
 is the preposition EN plus the locative of time from the feminine singular noun STIGMĒ, which means “in a moment.”
  Finally, we have the descriptive genitive from the masculine singular noun CHRONOS, meaning “of time.”

“in a moment of time.”
Lk 4:5 corrected translation
“And after leading Him up, he showed Him all the kingdoms of the world in a moment of time.”
Mt 4:8, “Again, the devil took Him to a very high mountain and showed Him all the kingdoms of the world and their glory.”
Explanation:
1.  “And after leading Him up,”

a.  Having passed the first test, the devil introduces another test.  Luke lists this as the second test, while Matthew lists it as the third test.  This is not an inconsistency.  Each writer had a different purpose for the order they used.  Matthew’s gospel emphasizes Jesus as the king of Israel, therefore, he wanted this test mentioned last, for the lasting impression it would make.


b.  Luke says that someone leads Jesus up, but he doesn’t say who or where.  The obvious subject from the context is the devil doing the leading rather than the Holy Spirit.  Mt 4:8 tells us that the devil “took Him.”  Luke also doesn’t tell us where “up” is.  Matthew tells us that it is a high mountain.  This wording suggests that Theophilus is already very familiar with this story, since without Matthew’s gospel account we would be hard pressed to know what Luke was talking about.


c.  We should note that Jesus doesn’t resist this leading by the devil, since it is a part of His testing and part of the will of the Father that He be tested/tempted to prove His impeccability.

2.  “he showed Him all the kingdoms of the world”

a.  After leading Jesus up on top of a high mountain, the devil shows Him all the kingdoms of the world.  There are several amazing suggestions that come out of this statement.  The most startling is the fact that Satan has the ability to show Jesus all the kingdoms of the world from one vantage point on earth.  For example, if they are standing on a mountain in Israel, then how does the devil literally show Jesus a kingdom on the other side of the world?  This begs the question whether Jesus saw these kingdoms literally and physically or in a vision?  Were they displayed one after another in sequential order?  Was the devil able to show only present kingdoms or was he able to also show future kingdoms?  How the devil did this and the manner in which he did it is impossible for us to know.  However, it does tell us that the devil has the ability to do far more than we imagine.


b.  It is unlikely that Satan is showing Jesus any past kingdoms of the world; for these kingdoms are dead and gone and offer nothing of value for Jesus to possess.  Therefore, it is certainly possible that Satan was showing Jesus all the kingdoms of the world that were present at that moment, which not only included the vast Roman Empire, but the kingdoms of China and India as well.  There were nothing equaling ‘kingdoms’ in the Australian, North American, or South American continents at that time.  There were people, but no kingdoms.  The same was true for most of Africa.  The real point is that the devil was offering all the world to Jesus.


c.  The fascinating question that we have no answer to here is whether or not the devil was showing Jesus any future kingdoms of the world; for example, the Tribulational kingdoms of the kings of the North, South, East, and West?  The devil was clearly offering the crown without the Cross.  In effect, Satan was telling Jesus that he would be willing to give up rulership of the world to Jesus and He could avoid the cross.  Jesus could have the present and future kingdoms of the world, if He wanted them.

3.  “in a moment of time.”

a.  This phrase is amazing, because it not only shows the unimaginable power of Satan in his ability to do this instantaneously, but it also indicates that he is probably showing Jesus more than just the present kingdoms.  By bringing a time element into the statement, the implication is that the future is contained in this presentation as well as the present.  This makes the offer even greater than at first imagined.


b.  Therefore, in a second of time the devil has the ability to show Jesus all the present kingdoms of the world and all the future kingdoms of human history as they will all look at the peak of their greatness and splendor.  Imagine seeing all the various European kingdoms, the United States, Russia, China, Japan, India, the Middle East, etc. at the height of their prosperity and glory all displayed together at once.  There is no way we can imagine this being literally done.  We can only imagine it as some sort of vision.  Yet Satan had the power to do this and do it instantaneously.  Notice that our Lord was not surprised, shocked, or amazed.  He was not impressed with the devil, his ability or his offer.
4.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “Matthew adhered to the historical sequence in putting the pinnacle before the mountain top.  But for Luke, there may have been a more logical order in putting the temptation of taking an immediate shortcut to world power as an appropriate middle stage in the ascending order of testings, rather than the climactic display of supernatural powers before the great throng worshiping at the Jerusalem temple.  That Luke should be less exact than Matthew in matters of chronological order may seem surprising, since Luke normally is the most careful of all the Synoptists in regard to correct sequence.  But in this particular chapter he seems to have preferred a proleptic [future] order in the interest of dramatic effect.”


b.  “This panorama of all the kingdoms of the world and the glory of them in a moment of time was mental, a great feat of the imagination (a mental satanic ‘movie’ performance), but this fact in no way discredits the idea of the actual visible appearance of Satan also.  This second temptation in Luke is the third in Matthew’s order.  Luke’s order is geographical (wilderness, mountain, Jerusalem).  Matthew’s is climacteric (hunger, nervous dread, ambition).  There is a climax in Luke’s order also (sense, man, God).  There is no way to tell the actual order.”


c.  “The second temptation begins with a glimpse of the world.  Matthew places this temptation last, which is probably the original order.  The nature of this experience is disputed, mainly because Mt 4:8 mentions Jesus’ being taken to a very high mountain, while Luke speaks only of His going up and seeing the kingdoms in an instant.  Luke focuses on the quickness of the special appearing of the kingdoms, while Matthew simply presents the place.  But most commentators, going back as far as Calvin, note that no mountain gives a view of the entire world.  So most posit some type of vision here.  So Jesus is given a perspective from above—whether by vision or by rapture—which allows him to see a great expanse of territory.  The reason for Luke’s omitting the reference to the mountain, if he in fact knew of it, has been variously explained. (1) Luke knew a vision was present, so he removed the mountain reference. (2) A revelation was present, though it was a diabolical one. (3) Luke focuses on time over place, because he realizes no mountain is high enough to see all the kingdoms.  The first part of this approach is likely, though the rationale for it interprets the text in an overly literal manner and ignores the possible apocalyptic origin of the figure. Luke’s change allows for a steadier progression toward Jerusalem.  This observation about Jerusalem, if stated carefully, is correct. In the three Lucan temptations the only locale mentioned is Jerusalem.  Probably stylistic reasons cause omission of the mountain reference.  Perhaps Luke is simply working with a different source.  What is clear is that Jesus had a view of all the inhabited earth and that all earthly power was presented to Jesus.  Luke’s use of oikoumenēs = inhabited world, may well be a reference to the Roman Empire, in that Rome was basically regarded as the world of that day.  In a place where Jesus has nothing, He is about to be offered everything.”


d.  “We do not know why Luke reversed the second and third temptations, but since he did not claim to record the events in order, he is not contradicting Matthew.  The word then in Mt 4:5 indicates that Matthew’s order is the correct one.  We do seem to have in Luke’s order a parallel to 1 Jn 2:16: the lust of the flesh (stones into bread), the lust of the eyes (the world’s kingdoms and glory), and the pride of life (jump from the pinnacle of the temple); but it’s doubtful that Luke had this in mind.”


e.  “It is worth contemplating the significance of Ps 2:8: ‘Ask of Me, and I will make the nations Your heritage, and the ends of the earth Your possession.’  God’s purpose is to grant Jesus an everlasting kingdom—a promise made in Lk 1:32–33 (“He will be great and will be called the Son of the Most High; and the Lord God will give to Him the throne of David His forefather; and He will rule over the house of Jacob forever, and there will not be an end of His kingdom.”), now recalled by this faint echo of Ps 2:8 and indeed by the devil’s own offer.”


f.  “What was the actual order of the testings of Jesus?  We cannot be sure.  We know which one was first, but do not know the order of the other two.  I personally believe that Matthew had less reason to rearrange the testings than did Luke, so suspect that Matthew’s order is the original order, but that is impossible to prove conclusively.  Both the Gospel writers give what they promise, a truthful interpretation of the life of Jesus that brings out the true meaning of the different events.  Each of the authors sees a different aspect of this true meaning.  Matthew focuses on Jesus as the fulfillment of the Old Testament and thus Jesus as the true Son that Israel failed to be.  Luke focuses on Jesus moving toward Jerusalem as the Son of God invading Satan’s kingdom and bringing God’s salvation in history to those whom Satan has bound.”


g.  “If the showing of the kingdoms was mental only, then a mental mountain was certainly not necessary but wholly superfluous.  The plain words of both Luke and Matthew bar out any mental hypothesis.  If Satan by his mere volition could project thoughts into the mind of Jesus, and could make Jesus thinking that He was where He actually was not, the mind of Jesus would be utterly helpless under the will of Satan.”
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