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

 is the nominative subject from the neuter singular article and noun BAPTISMA plus the nominative neuter singular article and genitive masculine singular proper noun IWANNĒS, meaning “the baptism of John.”  Then we have the preposition EK plus the ablative of origin from the masculine singular noun OURANOS, meaning “from heaven.”  This is followed by 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 past action without reference to its conclusion.  This use is also very much like the use of the aorist tense.


The active voice indicates that the baptism of John produced the state of being from somewhere.


The indicative mood is an interrogative indicative, which is used in questions that can be answered by providing factual information.

Then we have the coordinating use of the conjunction Ē, meaning “or,” followed by the preposition EK plus the ablative of origin from the masculine plural noun ANTHRWPOS, meaning “from men.”

“Was the baptism of John from heaven or from men?”
 is the second person plural aorist deponent passive imperative from the verb APOKRINOMAI, which means “to Answer.”


The aorist tense is a constative/historical aorist, which views the entire past action as a fact.


The deponent passive voice functions in an active sense, indicating that that the leaders of Israel are to produce the action.


The imperative mood is probably more a request than a demand.

Finally, we have the dative direct object from the first person singular personal pronoun EGW, meaning “Me” and referring to Jesus.

“Answer Me.’”
Mk 11:30 corrected translation
“Was the baptism of John from heaven or from men?  Answer Me.’”
Explanation:
1.  “Was the baptism of John from heaven or from men?”

a.  It is Tuesday of passion week (the final week before Jesus’ crucifixion) and Jesus is in the temple area with His disciples, having His authority challenged by the leaders of Israel (the chief priests, scribes and members of the Sanhedrin).  They have demanded to know from Jesus by what authority He ‘cleansed’ the court of the Gentiles yesterday, turning over the tables of the money-changers and the chairs of those selling doves, and then not permitting any pedestrian traffic through the area.  Jesus has answered their question with one of His own (a common rabbinic technique), getting the leaders to agree to answer one question from Him before He answers their question.  They agree.


b.  Mark now quotes (from Peter who heard the question) the question that Jesus asked the leaders.  The baptism of John refers to the ritual act of John the Baptist that identified people with the coming Messiah and the new kingdom of God.  Jesus asks if this ritual act by John came from heaven or from man, which is another way of asking if God told John to do this or if he thought of it himself.  This is also another way of asking whether John received authority to do this from God (from heaven) or from men (the leaders of Israel).  If the leaders say that the authority came from John deciding himself to do this, the people will turn against them immediately as liars.  Clearly the leaders cannot answer “from men” for they are the only “men” who had the authority to give John the authority to institute this ritual, and if they answer “from men” then that is a bald-face lie, since everyone knows they didn’t authorize John to do anything.  So the only true answer the leaders can give is that John’s authority came from God.  And if the leaders acknowledge that John’s baptism came from God, then that means that John’s message came from God, and John’s message was that Jesus was “the Lamb of God who takes away the sins of the world.”  And that was something the leaders of Israel absolutely would not admit as true.

2.  “Answer Me.’”

a.  Therefore, Jesus demands an answer that He knows the leaders of Israel cannot and will not give.  He has forced them into a corner out of which they cannot fight.


b.  This seems to be more than a polite request, but a dogmatic challenge thrown in their face to reveal their evil and hypocrisy.  This is not the meek and mild Jesus, but the God of Israel standing up against the agents of Satan!

3.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “The answer to our Lord’s one question should clear the air.  He refers to John the Baptist.  The latter had testified to the divine source of His mission.  The question of the Sanhedrin resolved itself into a question as to the source of the Baptist’s teaching.  In demanding an answer from them, our Lord was claiming an answer as from authorized teachers who were acquainted with the facts.  In twentieth century language, He put them on the spot.”


b.  “Why take them all the way back to John the Baptist?  For a very good reason: God does not teach us new truth if we have rejected the truth He has already revealed.  This basic principle is expressed in Jn 7:17: ‘If any man is willing to do His will, he shall know of the teaching, whether it is of God, or whether I speak from Myself’.  The Jewish religious leaders had not accepted what John had taught, so why should God say anything more to them?  Had they obeyed John’s message, they would have gladly submitted to Christ’s authority, for John came to present the Messiah to the nation.”


c.  “Was John’s baptism and his whole ministry from heaven (of divine origin), or from men (of human origin)?  Jesus implied that His own authority came from the same source as John’s which indicates there was no rivalry between them.  The leaders’ conclusion about John would reveal their conclusion about Him.”


d.  “The right answer to this would be the answer to their question.  If they admitted that John was sent by God then the claims of Jesus were established, for John had declared Him to be the Promised One who was to baptize with the Holy Spirit and with fire—something which none but Messiah could do.”


e.  “Jesus’ solidarity with John indicates that they both stand together as harbingers of the new eschatological action of God.  The decision one makes about the forerunner will affect the decision one makes about the One who follows John. Jesus in a sense stakes his own authority on that of John.”


f.  “If John’s authority were merely human (Dt 18:20; Jer 23:16), they should have taken a firmer stand against him (Dt 13:1–11); if it was divine, God would hold them to account for not having listened (Dt 18:18–19).”


g.  “Please remember, the opposition had had a day in which to caucus and lay their plot; Jesus, on the other hand, had to think on His feet and respond immediately.  The ‘from men’ means by his own invention, i.e., the question which Jesus posed was, ‘Was John’s baptism a divinely instituted ordinance or a man-made ritual?’  Our Lord’s question makes it clear that John’s baptism was divinely instituted.  Now if John the Baptist was authorized by God, as John had identified Jesus as the Lamb of God, the One whom he had been commissioned to herald, and the Son of God, it is axiomatic that Jesus’ authority derived from God.  So while not directly answering their question, by directing them to John’s reply to their question to him [John], Jesus pointed them to the answer to their question.”


h.  “Jesus was implicitly claiming an authority which threatened their supremacy and must justify it if He could.  But again He refused to be drawn.  His counter-question about John the Baptist effectively put them in a corner.  But it was not just a clever evasion, for it implied a continuity between John’s mission and that of Jesus.  If John really was God’s messenger, which they dared not deny, then Jesus was no less.”


i.  “Their decision about John will determine their decision about Jesus.  Jesus stakes his own authority entirely on that of the Baptist, and His declaration of solidarity with John is, in essence, a statement about the future crisis which both knew to be at hand.  John and Jesus stand in common opposition to those who disregard the will of God.  The reference to John is appropriate because already in his ministry the Baptist had effected that split between the people and their leaders which characterized Jesus’ ministry in the Temple.  The counter-question clearly implies that Jesus’ authority, like that of the baptism of John, is grounded in a commission from God.”


j.  “The leaders verdict on John’s message must be linked to their view of Jesus: if they accept John’s authority, they must also accept Jesus’ as the greater.”
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