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

 is the adversative use of the postpositive conjunction DE, meaning “However” plus the nominative subject from the masculine singular articular aorist active participle of the verb KATALEIPW, which means “to leave behind; to abandon.”


The article is used to substantivize the participle.


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


The active voice indicates that the youth produced the action.


The participle is substantival, translated “the one leaving behind.”

Then we have the accusative direct object from the feminine singular article and noun SINDWN, meaning “a light piece of clothing like a chemise, shirt, by metonymy [a figure of speech consisting of the use of the name of one thing for that of another of which it is an attribute or with which it is associated (as ‘crown’ in ‘lands belonging to the crown’)
], which was the only piece of clothing worn by the youth who tried to follow Jesus after the latter’s arrest Mk 14:51f.”

“However the one leaving behind the shirt”
 is the predicate nominative from the masculine singular adjective GUMNOS, meaning “naked.”  Finally, we have the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb PHEUGW, which means “to flee; escape.”

“escaped naked.”
Mk 14:52 corrected translation
“However the one leaving behind the shirt escaped naked.”
Explanation:
1.  “However the one leaving behind the shirt”

a.  Mark concludes this little pericope (short story) by telling us what happened to the unknown young man after the authorities seized his night shirt in an attempt to arrest him.


b.  The young man left the shirt behind, which means that he somehow slipped out of the sleeveless (short sleeve) night shirt or it tore off of him as the temple guards or Roman soldiers held it and he struggled to get away.


c.  The fact that the young man was strong enough to elude his captures in this manner further supports the fact that he wasn’t a young boy (who would not have the strength to do this) nor was he a full grown man (who would not have the agility to do this).


d.  Another thing this indicates is that the young man seriously considered his life to be in danger and was literally in his mind fleeing for his life.  If he thought he would be just considered an innocent bystander, then he would never have tried to escape.  People who believe they have done nothing wrong generally don’t act this way.  The young man had done nothing wrong, but the arresting authorities were treating him like his was guilty as hell of something.  We need to remember that there was much more said and done here than Mark records.  So there was probably something said that made the young man believe his life was in danger in combination with the actions of being manhandled by the authorities.


e.  Therefore, losing his shirt was the better option to losing his life.

2.  “escaped naked.”

a.  The quick actions of the young man affected his escape.  However, he escaped naked into the night.  Fortunately it was night, so that it made it easier for him to get away, just as it did so for the disciples.


b.  If this was Mark and he lived in Jerusalem, where the last supper was held, as many commentators assert, then there was no way he was going to get back through one of the gates of the city and into his house without being seen naked in the streets.  Therefore, if it was Mark, then he had to go somewhere else first and get something to wear before heading home.  Perhaps one of the disciples spotted him and gave him his outer coat.  Or maybe he had to go all the way to Bethany to the home of Lazarus for help.  It is more likely that this unnamed young man lived very close to the garden of Gethsemane (perhaps the gardener’s son and they had a house of the property) and simply went home.  We don’t know and anyone’s conjecture is as good as another’s.


c.  The point here is that there was no shame in fleeing his captures and there was no shame in being naked in this situation.  God covered his nakedness with the surrounding darkness.  Now, if a theologian wants to allegorize this story, he would theorize something like this: fleeing naked into the night represents what happens to all who reject and desert the Lord—they go into Satan’s cosmic system with nothing, being spiritually naked in their unbelief.  Or another way to allegorize it: God has to take away everything we have in this world of darkness before He can deliver us in this kingdom of darkness.  Or perhaps this young man represents the rest of us; that is, that he represents what anyone of us also would have done in this situation, so that none of us can boast, ‘I would have stayed with Jesus no matter what’.  My point is that you can use allegory to make a passage say whatever you want it to say based upon your preconceived theological notions.  Therefore, any allegorizing of this passage is really fruitless.


d.  So, what’s Mark point?  Whether the young man was Mark or not is really not the point, because the young man was still seized and still escaped.  Whether the young man escaped clothed or naked is not the point, because either way the emphasis is on his escape.  So what we have here is a short illustration of how serious the arresting authorities were about getting their hands on Jesus and anyone else they thought might be connected with Him or anyone who might be able to refute their story about what happened that night in the garden.  And the seriousness of the situation was to the point of being a life or death situation in the mind of not only the disciples who fled, but this innocent young bystander as well.


e.  As several commentators point out, this also illustrates at this point that Jesus was totally alone from this point on.  No one ever came to His aid until the Roman soldier offered him the sponge with sour wine on the Cross.

3.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “The youth, on hearing some sudden report, rose out of his bed and rushed out in his night-shirt, or being absolutely naked, hurriedly threw about his body, a loose cotton or linen sheet.  The statement that on being laid hold of he cast off the garment, favors the latter alternative.”
  Wuest assumes it was not John Mark.

b.  “So no one remained with Jesus—not even a courageous young man who intended to follow Him.”
  Walvoord assumes it was John Mark.

c.  “Who was this young man?  Was it John Mark himself, the author of this Gospel?  Many have thought so because of the fact that he alone mentions the incident, and does so without identifying the youth.  We shall never know for certain until we stand at the judgment-seat of Christ.”


d.  “Myers has suggested that the young man is a sort of allegorical symbol of the community or followers of Jesus first betraying and fleeing in shame, but then rehabilitated, reclothed, and testifying.  But elsewhere the biographer Mark does not give way to allegory in the narrative itself (unlike in some parables).  It may be that we should see a contrast between the young man who does not flee until grabbed, and so is more stouthearted than the disciples, and the disciples, who flee without direct provocation.  Notice that the posse is not interested in anyone but Jesus.  There is no hint that they chased the others, though they might have tried to grab the young man.  The isolation of the Son of Man is absolute.  Even the brief incident concerning the young man simply intensifies the atmosphere, which seems to say ‘Save yourself if you can.’  Against this background, the quiet dignity with which Jesus calmly goes on his way stands out clearly.”


e.  “This verse dramatically stresses our Savior’s loneliness in the moment of His desertion by humanity.  When this young man, the last of Jesus’ followers, deserted Him, He was utterly alone.  Yet this incident also teaches that Jesus’ protection, even in His time of utter duress, extended to ordinary disciples as well as apostles, particularly to this young man who was prepared to risk his life in His cause.  The fact that Mark is the only Gospel to record this incident is interesting; many scholars conclude from this and from the very personal nature of the incident that this young man was Mark himself, for its purpose seems slight, unless it be for the human author of Mark to say, ‘I was there!’  If this was Mark, it may be that Judas’ arrival at his home (at which the Last Supper seems to have been held) had wakened him [the assumption here is that Judas led the arresting authorities to the site of the last supper before heading to Gethsemane], and that he had then attempted to warn Jesus of the plot against Him.  He rushed out in haste, wrapping a bed sheet around his body to cover his nakedness, but did not reach Jesus before Judas, probably not knowing exactly where to find Him.  This supposition is fascinating but inconclusive: one fact is plain, however; when this young man fled, Jesus was absolutely alone.”


f.  “Even in the case of this young man verse 27 was fulfilled.”


g.  “The ignominious flight of this anonymous sympathizer serves in the narrative context to underline the complete failure of Jesus’ friends to support Him when the moment came.”


h.  “Mark’s primary purpose for including this vignette, appears to have been to emphasize the fact that all fled; leaving Jesus alone in the custody of the police.  No one remained with Jesus, not even a valiant young man who intended to follow Him.”
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