John 1:1
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

 is the continuative use of the postpositive conjunction OUN, meaning “Then” plus the nominative subject from the masculine singular article and noun ARCHIEREUS, meaning “the high priest.”  This is followed by the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb ERWTAW, which means “to ask or question someone about something.”


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


The active voice indicates that the high priest produced the action.


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

Then we have the accusative direct object from the masculine singular article and proper noun IĒSOUS, meaning “Jesus.”  This is followed by the preposition PERI plus the adverbial genitive of reference from the masculine plural article and noun MATHĒTĒS plus the possessive genitive from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “about His disciples.”

“Then the high priest questioned Jesus about His disciples,”
 is the additive use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and,” followed by the preposition PERI plus the adverbial genitive of reference from the feminine singular article and noun DIDACHĒ plus the possessive genitive from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “about His teaching.”

“and about His teaching.”
Jn 18:19 corrected translation
“Then the high priest questioned Jesus about His disciples, and about His teaching.”
Explanation:
1.  “Then the high priest questioned Jesus”

a.  John switches scenes from the courtyard fire to the room just off the courtyard, where the interrogation of Jesus is being conducted.  Lk 22:61 tells us that as soon as the rooster crowed “The Lord turned and looked at Peter.  And Peter remembered the word of the Lord, how He had told him, ‘Before a rooster crows today, you will deny Me three times.’”  This tells us that the place where Jesus was being interrogated was a room in the house that opened into the courtyard, so that Peter could see Jesus, but not hear what was going on. 

 
b.  The high priest mentioned here is Annas, not Caiaphas.  His interrogation will come later after Annas finishes with Jesus and sends him to Caiaphas.  (verse 24, “So Annas sent Him bound to Caiaphas the high priest.”)


c.  This interrogation of Jesus is illegal.  It is done at night without witnesses and without the formation of the Sanhedrin or any kind of formal council.  This inquiry also included the illegal beating of Jesus.  Lk 22:63-66, “Now the men who were holding Jesus in custody were mocking Him and beating Him, and they blindfolded Him and were asking Him, saying, ‘Prophesy, who is the one who hit You?’  And they were saying many other things against Him, blaspheming.”
2.  “about His disciples, and about His teaching.”

a.  John tells us the two main topics in which Annas was interested—the disciples of Jesus and the teaching of Jesus.


b.  Even though John doesn’t tell us exactly what questions Annas asked, it is not hard to imagine, since all of them would be related to the threat Jesus posed to the continuation of Annas’ power behind the ‘throne’.



(1)  Regarding the disciples of Jesus, Annas would want to know:




(a)  How many followers do you have in Jerusalem and where are they located?




(b)  How many followers do you have in Galilee and where are they located?




(c)  Are your followers all armed like the one who cut off the ear of Malchus?  And do they intend to come here and fight for you?



(2)  Regarding the teaching of Jesus, Annas would want to know:




(a)  Are you teaching them that they have the right to overthrow the legitimate authority of the Sanhedrin?




(b)  Are you teaching them how to use weapons and military tactics?




(c)  Are you teaching them to ignore the Sabbath and other violations of the Law?


c.  Annas clearly wasn’t interested in things like: Do your believers come from good homes?  Do they have jobs?  Are they educated?  Do they read the Bible daily?  And Annas wasn’t interested in whether or not Jesus was teaching about loving one’s neighbor.


d.  Since all of Annas’ questions were related to his position of ‘power behind the throne’, he wasn’t going to get any answers he expected from Jesus.

3.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “Jesus was led first to Annas, the ex-high priest, who still retained much prestige (Jn 18:12-23).  After the preliminary hearing, which allowed time for the Sandedrin to gather for this highly irregular night session, Jesus was taken to the Sanhedrin.  At dawn, a second Sanhedrin session formally condemned him (Mt 27:1).”
  “This was not a trial, for the Sanhedrin had not been assembled; rather it was a hearing to get evidence to submit to that body when it was convened a few hours later. The inquiry touched Jesus’ disciples and doctrine.  It is not clear that Annas had in mind to prosecute the disciples.  More likely he hoped to get a confession that these men were being prepared for revolutionary activity. Jesus ignored the matter.  So far as his teaching was concerned, he denied having given secret instruction that might be construed as plotting against the authorities.  He had taught openly, in public places such as the synagogue and temple.  His teaching was not subversive.”


b.  “This was Annas making a preliminary examination of Jesus probably to see on what terms Jesus made disciples whether as a mere rabbi or as Messiah.”


c.  “The statement that ‘the high priest questioned Jesus’ raises two questions.  The first relates to the fact that Caiaphas was actually the high priest but Annas continued to be called the high priest much the same as a former president or general continues to be called by those designations, except that Annas continued to exert real power after being deposed.  The second question involves the legitimacy of the high priest questioning a defendant.  Certainly by the time of Maimonides (a Jewish philosopher 1135-1204) it was clearly established that a defendant according to the Mishnah was not required to testify but that charges had to be made and supported by witnesses.  One scholar argued that such a perspective did not apply to the Second Temple period [1200 years earlier]; another scholar countered that such an interpretation was still a ‘legitimate inference’ from the early texts [of the Mishnah—the Jewish interpretations of the Law].  The particular focus of the high priest’s question here is directed both at the disciples and at Jesus’ teaching.  Concerning the first issue, Jesus said very little as though he were ignoring any suggestion of sedition, but his closing words in verse 20 were clearly aimed at denying any hidden secret plot against the ruling authorities.  That statement does not mean that he never had any private conversations with people but that he was not double-tongued or two-faced in what he said.  The point of the second issue was apparently directed by Annas at seeking information concerning Jesus’ teaching itself.  This is the issue that is the primary concern in the Jewish trial before Caiaphas in the Synoptic Gospels.  The hearing described here in John is not mentioned in the Synoptics.  Some scholars faced with the differences between John and the Synoptics suggest that John may have been confused about the order of the events, and they propose various alternatives, such as a rearranging of the Johannine text to conform to the Synoptics, emendations of the text, or insertions into the original story of some material that does not fit.  But I distrust all of these suggestions.”


d.  “Jesus’ trial before the Jewish authorities was a sham, since His fate had already been determined.  Back in Jn 11:47-48, ‘the chief priests and the Pharisees convened a council, and were saying, “What are we doing?  For this man is performing many signs”.’ The chilling conclusion they arrived at (proposed by Caiaphas) was that Jesus had to die, ‘so from that day on they planned together to kill Him’ (verse 53).  Thus none of the three phases of the Lord’s trial before the Jewish authorities was an impartial attempt to truly determine His guilt or innocence.  Instead, their purpose was to put a veneer of legality on His murder.  This informal hearing before Annas was no exception.  Rather than bringing charges against the Lord and producing evidence to substantiate them as in any legal proceeding, Annas questioned Jesus about His disciples, and about His teaching.  This blatant attempt to get the Lord to incriminate Himself was illegal.  Just as the Fifth Amendment to the United States Constitution does today, Jewish law protected the accused from being forced to testify against himself.  It was Annas’s responsibility to inform Jesus of the charges against Him.  Instead, he asked vague, general questions, hoping to uncover a crime to justify the death sentence that had already been decided on.”


e.  “The preliminary investigation of Jesus may be likened to what might happen today when an arrested person is first brought into a police station.  Annas questioned Jesus about people who held His views and about the nature of His teaching.  If an insurrection was feared (Jn 11:48), these would be normal questions.”


f.  “After His arrest, Jesus was taken to the home of Annas and there interrogated informally.  Annas hoped to get information that would implicate Jesus as an enemy of the state.  He wanted to prove that both His doctrine and His disciples were anti-Roman, for then He would be worthy of death.”


g.  “In any court inquiry among Jews the correct procedure was to call witnesses, not to question the accused.  The questions of Annas about Jesus’ disciples and his teaching are likely to be linked with the tradition perpetuated in the Talmud that Jesus was convicted of being a false prophet.  The mark of the false prophet is that he ‘secretly entices’ or ‘leads astray’ the people to apostatize from the God of Israel, the punishment for which is death (Dt 13:1-10).  It looks as if Annas was endeavoring to make Jesus incriminate himself on this issue.”


h.  “Annas takes for granted that the doctrine of Jesus for which He gathered adherents is heretical and contrary to the teaching of the OT, the accepted standard of Judaism.  The question is thus full of hostile intent.  Its one purpose is to find something in whatever Jesus may say about His doctrine that may be used for condemning Him to death.”
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