John 1:1
Luke 13:31



 is the preposition EN plus the locative of time from the third person feminine singular intensive pronoun AUTOS, used as a demonstrative pronoun plus the article and noun HWRA, meaning literally “In the same hour” which might be an idiom, meaning “At that time.”
  Then we have the third person plural aorist active indicative from the verb PROSERCHOMAI, which means “to come to; to approach.”


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


The active voice indicates that some Pharisees produced the action.


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

With this we have the nominative subject from the masculine plural indefinite adjective TIS plus the proper noun PHARISAIOS, meaning “some Pharisees.”  This is followed by the nominative masculine plural present active participle of the verb LEGW, meaning “to say: saying.”


The present tense is a descriptive present for what occurred at that moment.


The active voice indicates that some Pharisees were producing the action.


The participle is circumstantial.

Next we have the dative indirect object from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “to Him” and referring to Jesus.

“In the same hour some Pharisees came to Him, saying,”
 is the second person singular aorist active imperative from the verb EXERCHOMAI, which means “to Go away; leave; depart.”


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


The active voice indicates that Jesus is requested to produce the action.


The imperative mood is an imperative of entreaty.

Then we have the additive use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and” plus the second person singular present deponent middle/passive imperative of the verb POREUOMAI, which means “to depart; journey, travel, proceed, go.”


The present tense is a descriptive present for what is expected to occur immediately.


The deponent middle/passive voice is middle/passive in form but active in meaning with the subject (Jesus) producing the action.


The imperative mood is an imperative of entreaty.

Next we have an adverb of place ENTEUTHEN, meaning “from here.”

“‘Go away and depart from here,”
 is the causal use of the conjunction HOTI, meaning “because,” followed by the nominative subject from the masculine singular proper noun HERWIDĒS, meaning “Herod.”  Then we have the third person singular present active indicative from the verb THELW, which means “to wish, want, will, or desire.”


The present tense is a descriptive/static present, which describes a current, permanent fact.


The active voice indicates that Herod Antipas produces the action.


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

Next we have the accusative direct object from the second person singular personal pronoun SU, meaning “You,” referring to Jesus.  Finally, we have the aorist active infinitive of the verb APOKTEINW, which means “to kill.”


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


The active voice indicates that Herod Antipas produces the action.


The infinitive is a complementary infinitive that completes the meaning of the main verb ‘to want’.

“because Herod wants to kill You.’”
Lk 13:31 corrected translation
“In the same hour some Pharisees came to Him, saying, ‘Go away and depart from here, because Herod wants to kill You.’”
Explanation:
1.  “In the same hour some Pharisees came to Him, saying,”

a.  The phrase “in the same hour” (or idiomatically: ‘At that time’) indicates that the events previously described occurred at about the same time (at least on the same day) as the event about to be described.


b.  Most Pharisees were the enemies of Jesus and some commentators would contend that these Pharisees were not opponents of Jesus.  However, the following passages showed the attitude of the Pharisees toward Jesus.



(1)  Jn 7:47-48 tells us the general attitude of the Pharisees in Jerusalem, “Therefore the Pharisees replied to them, ‘You have not also been led astray, have you?  No one from the rulers or from the Pharisees has believed in Him, has he?’”


(2)  Jn 9:16, “Therefore some from the Pharisees kept on saying, ‘This man is not from God, because He does not keep the Sabbath.’  Others kept on saying, ‘How can a sinful man perform such signs?’  And so there was a division among them.”



(3)  Jn 11:57, “Now the chief priests and the Pharisees had given orders that if anyone knew where He was, he might report [it], in order that they might arrest Him.”


(4)  Jn 12:42, “Nevertheless, despite that, many even of the rulers believed in Him, but because of the Pharisees they were not acknowledging [Him], in order that they might not be excluded from the synagogue;”


c.  Obviously these Pharisees came to warn Jesus, so on face value it would appear that they didn’t want Jesus murdered, but it is still possible that they had the ulterior motive of trying to get Jesus out of the territory ruled by Herod (Galilee and Perea).  It is impossible to tell definitively whether these Pharisees were trying to help Jesus or secretly trying to steer Him to Jerusalem sooner.

2.  “‘Go away and depart from here,”

a.  Luke quotes the Pharisees’ warning.  They tell Jesus to go away and depart from wherever He is currently.  From Luke’s gospel we have no idea exactly where Jesus is at this moment.  What we do know from the Lord’s reply to these men is that He is only three days away from Jerusalem, which means He is either in northern Judea, where Herod has no jurisdiction or in Perea in Bethany across the Jordan River as described in John’s gospel.  The latter is more likely than the former, but it is just as possible that Jesus was in northern Judea on His way to Bethany beyond the Jordan.


b.  Was the warning designed to protect Jesus or force Him into Judean territory, where the Sanhedrin had the authority to arrest Jesus?  It is impossible to tell if these men were trying to help or hurt Jesus.  The fact that Jesus does not criticize them in His reply points to the truthfulness of their warning and the likelihood that they didn’t agree with the plot to kill Jesus.  They may have not liked Jesus because of His theological views, but still did not see in Him anything worthy of death.

3.  “because Herod wants to kill You.’”

a.  The reason for the warning to ‘get out of town’ is added to emphasize the urgency of request and reality of the situation.  The statement “Herod wants to kill You” presents another problem: was this really true or not?  Herod had already killed Jesus’ cousin John, but he was maneuvered into that situation and didn’t really want to do it.  In addition, Herod longed to see Jesus face to face and watch Him perform a miracle.  Not exactly an attitude compatible with the desire to kill someone.  In addition Herod had ample opportunity to arrest and kill Jesus during the entire time Jesus ministered in Galilee, but never even sent anyone to arrest Him.  There is no reason given anywhere in this context for Herod’s motivation to kill Jesus.  So if the Pharisees were telling the truth, we don’t know what motivated Herod to want to kill Jesus.  And if the Pharisees are lying, then they are being devious in order to maneuver Jesus to Jerusalem.  Yet Jesus does not censure them for attempting this.


b.  So we have the ask ourselves the question, ‘Did Herod really want to kill Jesus?’  Probably ‘yes’, because Luke gives us no indication that this statement is anything other than the truth.  So we have to accept it at face value as a true statement and true warning from a group of men that may have been opposed to Jesus, but not willing to see Him die unjustly, especially at the hands of the murderer of John the Baptist.

4.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “Luke connects this event to Lk 13:22–30.  At about the time Jesus is warning the nation about missing the banquet, He receives a warning from some Pharisees: Herod Antipas seeks to kill Him.  Josephus pictures Herod as a man who liked His region to be as peaceful as possible; Herod undoubtedly wishes to remove any source of agitation.  While this looks like a friendly attempt to help Jesus, it might be an expedient way to get Jesus out of the region without resorting to violence.  There is not enough detail to decide this issue.  Luke does not, however, note any malice on the part of the Pharisees.  Nonetheless the effort will fail. The event occurs in either Perea or Galilee.  Most favor the latter.”
  Jesus could have been in northern Judea on His way to Perea, since He was only three days from Jerusalem it is more likely that He was not in Galilee.

b.  “Jesus was in Perea, which was ruled by Herod Antipas.  The Pharisees wanted to get Jesus back into Judea where the religious leaders could watch Him and ultimately trap Him, so they tried to frighten Him away.  Herod had been perplexed by our Lord’s ministry and was afraid that John the Baptist, whom he murdered, had come back from the dead (Lk 9:7–9).”


c.  “There is debate concerning the Pharisees’ report about Herod wanting to kill Jesus.  Throughout Luke, the Pharisees are presented in a negative light. Why would the Pharisees have wanted to protect Jesus in this instance?  It seems best to understand the incident as the Pharisees’ pretext to get rid of Jesus.  Jesus had publicly stated that His goal was to reach Jerusalem, and He was well on His way.  Thus the Pharisees were apparently trying to deter Him from His task, to scare Him into setting aside His goal.”
  Another theory that is only speculation.

d.  “The exchange between the Pharisees and Jesus revolves around two related questions: (1) Whose agenda is being served by Jesus’ ‘journeying’? (2) Who will serve as Jesus’ executioner? The Pharisees put forward one view of things, Jesus another.  In the first instance, the Pharisees advise Jesus ‘to depart’ and ‘to travel’ on account of the threat of Herod; Jesus replies that He will indeed ‘travel,’ but not to escape the menace of Herod’s plans.  We have every reason to imagine that the threat presented by Herod is a real one.  Nevertheless, the peril represented by Herod is not for Jesus a motivating factor.  Instead, He intends to continue carrying out His ministry as before.  And although He will be ‘on his way,’ just as the Pharisees had urged, His going is not for the purpose of escaping the hand of Herod. It is, rather, to bring to fruition the divine purpose for his mission.  The second contrast has to do with the death of Jesus. The Pharisees approach Jesus with information that would allow Him to escape death.  Jesus’ death already looms over His ministry, and He does not consider the option of eluding Herod, advised by the Pharisees.  Instead, He develops the contrast between being killed by Herod and being killed in Jerusalem.”


e.  “Herod Antipas had considerably more authority in Galilee than the priestly aristocracy did in Jerusalem; he had executed John and could do the same with Jesus.  If, however, Jesus leaves Antipas’s jurisdiction (as the well-meaning Pharisees here warn him to do), He will be safe.”
  Will He really be safe by going into Judea?  No, even though Herod can’t touch Him, the high priest has already signed Jesus’ death warrant, Jn 11:57.


f.  “The purpose of this section is to depict the sly hate of the Pharisees.  Perea was under Herod’s jurisdiction and the Pharisees had little influence there.  The Pharisees manifestly had no love for Jesus as they wanted Him removed from the scene (Lk 11:54), so the ‘warning’ of verse 31 must be seen as having an ulterior motive.  The Jewish leadership wished to do away with Jesus, and this incident indicates that their hatred was so virulent that they literally hounded Jesus even when He was outside their bailiwick.  Here, they were trying to frighten Jesus back to Judea where they could lay charges against Him (both Perea and Galilee were under Herod’s control, so the only place free of his insidious government was Judea, which was exactly where the Pharisees and Sanhedrin had influence).  Jesus treated it as a valid report of Herod’s intent.”


g.  “Whether they were friends warning Jesus of possible danger or enemies acting in collusion with Herod to frighten Jesus into silence is not clear.”


h.  “When some Pharisees came to Jesus with what appeared to be friendly advice, Jesus was not fooled.”
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