John 1:1
Luke 7:30



 is the adversative use of the postpositive conjunction DE, meaning “However” plus the nominative subject from the masculine plural article and proper noun PHARISAIOS, meaning “the Pharisees.”  With this we have the additive use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and” plus the nominative subject from the masculine plural article and adjective NOMIKOS, which means “the lawyers.”  Then we have the accusative direct object from the feminine singular article and noun BOULĒ with the possessive genitive from the masculine singular article and noun THEOS, meaning “the purpose/plan of God or God’s purpose.”  This is followed by the third person plural aorist active indicative from the verb ATHETEW, which means “to ignore; to reject.”
  BADG suggests the first meaning, but I think the second meaning is better, because to ignore something could imply that you simply didn’t pay attention to it, whereas in the case of these men, they paid very careful attention to Jesus’ gospel message and completely rejected the idea that they had to believe in Him to be saved.


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


The active voice indicates that the Pharisees and lawyers produced the action.


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

Next we have the preposition EIS plus the accusative of relationship (in this case the positive relationship that God wanted to have with them) from the third person masculine plural reflexive pronoun HEAUTOU, meaning “for themselves.”

“However the Pharisees and the lawyers rejected God’s purpose for themselves,”
 is the negative MĒ, meaning “not” plus the nominative masculine plural aorist passive particle from the verb BAPTIZW, which means “to be baptized.”


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


The passive voice with the negative indicates that the subjects did not receive the action.


The participle is causal or instrumental, meaning “because of not being baptized” or “by not being baptized.”

Finally, we have the preposition HUPO plus the ablative of agency from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “by him” and referring to John the Baptist.

“by not being baptized by him.”
Lk 7:30 corrected translation
“However the Pharisees and the lawyers rejected God’s purpose for themselves, by not being baptized by him.”
Explanation:

1.  “However the Pharisees and the lawyers rejected God’s purpose for themselves,”

a.  Luke continues his parenthetical comments regarding Jesus’ statement about the lowest person in the kingdom of heaven versus the greatest of unbelievers.  In the previous statement Luke noted that those who agreed with Jesus’ assessment of who should be in the kingdom of God were those having been baptized by John.


b.  In contrast to Jesus’ previous statement Luke now tells us the attitude of those who did not agree with Jesus’ statement about who should be permitted in the kingdom of God.  The Pharisees and the lawyers (another term used for the scribes) rejected God’s purpose for themselves, which was to change their mind about their own sinfulness and need of a Savior and submit to John’s baptism to prove that change of mind.


c.  God’s purpose for the Pharisees and lawyers/scribes was to believe in the message of John the Baptist and submit to his baptism, showing that they believed themselves to be sinners in need of salvation.  They refused to do so, because they didn’t believe they were sinners in need of salvation.  They believed they would be the first ones admitted into the kingdom of God.  They did not agree with John’s message then and did not agree with Jesus’ message now.  God’s purpose was for them then was to believe in John’s warning to repent (change their mind) and be baptized.  God’s purpose for them now was to believe that Jesus was the Messiah and their Savior.


d.  Notice that this statement proves the free will of man, since that will of man is able to reject the purpose of God.

2.  “by not being baptized by him.”

a.  The Pharisees’ and lawyers’ rejection of God’s purpose for their lives was demonstrated by their unwillingness to be baptized by John.  They saw no need for themselves to be baptized, since they considered themselves to be ‘holy’ from their ability to keep the Law.


b.  The baptism of John represented being cleansed from their sins by their identification with the coming Messiah, who would be the Lamb of God who takes away their sins.  They didn’t consider themselves to be sinful, and therefore, to be baptized by John would be an admission of their sinfulness, which in their self-righteous arrogance they would never do.


c.  So their rejection of the baptism of John was their rejection of purpose of God, which disqualified them from being even the least in the kingdom of God, though they considered themselves to be the greatest among men.

3.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “The usual name for a scribe is grammateus, a man of letters; for a doctor of the law, nomodidaskalos.  A comparison of Lk 5:17 with verse 21 and Mk 2:6 and Mt 9:3 shows that the three terms were used synonymously, and did not denote three distinct classes.  The scribes were originally simply men of letters, students of Scripture, and the name first given to them contains in itself no reference to the law; in course of time, however, they devoted themselves mainly, though by no means exclusively, to the study of the law.  They became jurists rather than theologians, and received names which called attention to that fact.  Some would doubtless devote themselves more to one branch of activity than to another; but a ‘lawyer’ might also be a ‘doctor,’ and the case of Gamaliel shows that a ‘doctor’ might also be a member of the Sanhedrin.”


b.  “These legalistic interpreters of the law refused to admit the need of confession of sin on their part and so set aside the baptism of John.”


c.  “The people’s response contrasts with that of the Pharisees and scribes, who are portrayed as rejecting ‘the purpose of God’.  The will of God refers here to John’s call to repentance, which is marked by one’s accepting baptism.  The leadership’s refusal to accept John’s baptism proves their rejection of God’s way of salvation and John’s ministry.  By rejecting the baptism, they chose not to accept their need for repentance and forgiveness.  The lawyer-scribes were a specialized group of upper-class Jews who gave themselves to the interpretation of the law.  Luke’s use of ‘lawyer’ (as compared to Matthew’s common grammateus = scribe) would be more intelligible for his Gentile audience, since they knew what a legal expert was (though Luke does use grammateus fourteen times in his Gospel).  They were usually Pharisees; though some had priestly background or served at the temple, most came from outside the official priesthood, from occupations such as merchant and artisan.  The key to their authority was their knowledge of the law.  To be a scribe one had to become ordained after years of study at the feet of a rabbi.  Three stages were a part of a scribe’s schooling.  At the beginning, he was simply a pupil who would watch even the gestures of his teacher, but later he took on the position of an ‘unordained scholar,’ which meant that he had mastered the traditional material and could make personal decisions on given questions.  Upon reaching the age of ordination [30?  Jesus’ age when He began His public ministry], he became a full scholar.  In this position, he could be called rabbi, make religious decisions, act as judge in civil matters and criminal proceedings, and become a recognized teacher of Torah.  Thus, in religion, government, justice, and education, these men had a key role.  In their hands was the right to interpret and control the religious tradition.  Their teaching spread across the land.  It is ironic that those most concerned with the interpretation of the law still missed God’s will.  Luke’s view of this group can be seen in Lk 3:7–9 and Lk 20:1–8.”


d.  “By refusing to be baptized by John they showed that they did not accept his message of repentance or accept the kingdom.  Thus they rejected God’s plan of salvation for them.  The ironic fact was that the Pharisees and the experts in the Law were the ones who should have known best about the ministry of the forerunner (John) and the Messiah (Jesus).”


e.  “But Pharisees and lawyers, who prided themselves on their keeping of the Law and were content to rest their hope of salvation on their merits, refrained from the humiliation of baptism.  Of course, they would never have claimed to keep the Law perfectly but rather, sufficiently.  They were sure that at the final judgment their shortcomings would be overlooked by their benign Judge.  Therefore, they considered John’s insistence that God would not overlook their shortcomings, that they must repent and be baptized, as extreme and grotesque.”
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