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Mark 11:5



 is the continuative use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “And,” followed by the nominative subject from the masculine plural indefinite pronoun TIS, meaning “some.”  With this we have the ablative of the whole from the masculine plural articular perfect active participle of the verb HISTĒMI, meaning “to stand” plus the adverb of place EKEI, meaning “there.”


The article functions as a relative pronoun with an embedded demonstrative pronoun, meaning “of those who.”


The perfect tense is an intensive perfect, which emphasizes the present state of being as a result of a past, completed action.


The active voice indicates that the subject (‘some people’) is producing the action.


The participle is circumstantial.

Then we have the third person singular imperfect active indicative from the verb LEGW, which means “to say: were saying.”


The imperfect tense is a descriptive imperfect, which describes a repeated past action: more than one person said this and it was repeated a couple of times.


The active voice indicates that some people standing there 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 plural personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “to them” and referring to the disciples.

“And some of those who were standing there were saying to them,”
 is the accusative direct object from the neuter singular interrogative pronoun TIS, meaning “What?”  Then we have the second person plural present active indicative from the verb POIEW, which means “to do: are you doing.”


The present tense is a descriptive present, describing what is occurring at that moment.


The active voice indicates that the disciples are producing the action of doing something.


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

This is followed by the nominative masculine second person plural present active participle of the verb LUW, which means “to untie.”


The present tense is a descriptive present, describing what is now occurring.


The active voice indicates that the disciples are untying the colt.


The participle is supplementary or complementary, completing the meaning of the verb “to do.”

Finally, we have the accusative direct object from the masculine singular article and noun PWLOS, meaning “the colt.”

“‘What are you doing, untying the colt?”
Mk 11:5 corrected translation
“And some of those who were standing there were saying to them, ‘What are you doing, untying the colt?’”
Explanation:
1.  “And some of those who were standing there were saying to them,”

a.  Mark continues the story of Jesus sending two disciples to the village of Bethphage for the male foal of a donkey, which He intends to ride on as He enters Jerusalem.  The disciples have followed the instructions of Jesus and found the animal and its mother immediately upon entering the village as Jesus said they would.  They proceed to untie the animals as Jesus instructed them.


b.  As the disciples untie the animals from the front door of the residence of the owner of the animals some people who live in the neighborhood see what they are doing and have something to say about what the disciples are doing.  Luke 19:33 says that the owners of the animals questioned the disciples (“As they were untying the colt, its owners said to them, ‘Why are you untying the colt?’”).  Without the owner being there to give permission for these men to take the animals, it certainly appears on the surface that the two men are taking the animals without asking.  Therefore, the friends and neighbors of the owner question the disciples about what they are doing.

2.  “‘What are you doing, untying the colt?’”

a.  Mark then quotes what the bystanders ask.  Details like this cause commentators to speculate that one of the two disciples was Peter, who told the story many times in presence of Mark, who later recorded it.  Scholars back this theory up by pointing out that Jesus will later send Peter and John to make preparations for the last supper.  Therefore, the supposition is that Peter and John are the two disciples being sent on this occasion.


b.  The question doesn’t state but insinuates that the two men are doing something wrong or illegal.  They are indirectly being accused of stealing the animals.  However the bystanders temper the question by not directly accusing the disciples of theft, since thieves normally don’t act in broad daylight in view of a bunch of eyewitnesses.  So the behavior of the two disciples is more strange than it is criminal, which causes the bystanders to question rather than accuse them of their actions.


c.  We should remember from Matthew’s account that the two disciples took both the mother donkey and her offspring.  Therefore, each disciple was untying each of the animals.  But the real significance of this verse is that Jesus had the common sense to prepare the two disciples for what He either knew or suspected would happen when they untied the animals.  The Lord prepared the disciples ahead of time for the fact they would be questioned and had a ready answer for them to give.

3.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “Mark says that ‘some of those standing there’ asked the disciples what they were doing by untying the colt; Like identifies these as the owners of the colt, the people of the house, who were standing nearby.”
  Lenski attempts to explain the ‘conflict’ by saying that the bystanders were ‘servants’ or family members of the owners, which is plausible.


b.  No other commentary I read makes any attempt to explain this verse.

� Robertson’s Grammar, p. 1121 as well as BDF’s Grammar, p. 214.


� Walvoord, Volume 2, page 156.


� Lenski, p. 477.
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