John 1:1
Luke 19:46
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 is the nominative masculine singular present active participle of the verb LEGW, which means “to say: saying.”


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


The active voice indicates that Jesus is producing the action.


The participle is circumstantial.

Then we have the dative indirect object from the third person masculine plural personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “to them” and referring to the sellers of animals and other things that were to be offered.  This is followed by the third person singular perfect passive indicative from the verb GRAPHW, which means “to be written: It stands written.”


The perfect tense is an intensive perfect, which emphasizes the present, existing results of a past, completed action.


The passive voice indicates that the statement Jesus is about to make received the action of having been written.


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

“saying to them, ‘It stands written,”
 is the continuative use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “And,” followed by the third person singular future active indicative from the verb EIMI, which means “to be: it shall be.”


The future tense is a predictive future, which affirms what will take place.


The active voice indicates that God’s house will produce the state of being something.


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

Then we have the nominative subject from the masculine singular article and noun OIKOS with the possessive genitive from the first person singular personal pronoun EGW, which means “My house.”  Next we have the predicate nominative from the masculine singular noun OIKOS plus the genitive of purpose
 from the feminine singular noun PROSEUCHĒ, meaning “for prayer.”

““And My house shall be a house for prayer.””
 is the adversative use of the postpositive conjunction DE, meaning “However” plus the nominative subject from the second person plural personal pronoun SU, meaning “you” and referring to the sellers of sacrificial animals.  Then we have the accusative direct object from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “it” and referring to the temple grounds.  This is followed by the second person plural aorist active indicative from the verb POIEW, which means “to make, do, produce, or manufacture.”


The culminative aorist regards the action in its entirety as a fact with emphasis on its completion.  This is brought out in translation by use of the English auxiliary verb “have.”


The active voice indicates that the sellers have produced the action.


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

Next we have the double accusative predicate object from the neuter singular noun SPĒLAION, meaning “a hideout.”
  Finally, we have the genitive of advantage
 from the masculine plural noun LĒISTĒS, meaning “for robbers.”

“However, you have made it a hideout for robbers.’”
Lk 19:46 corrected translation
“saying to them, ‘It stands written, “And My house shall be a house for prayer.”  However, you have made it a hideout for robbers.’”
Mk 11:17, “And He began to teach and say to them, ‘Is it not written, “My house shall be called a house of prayer for all the nations”?  But you have made it a robber’s den.’”
Mt 21:13, “And He said to them, ‘It is written, “My house shall be called a house of prayer”; but you are making it a robber’s den.’”
Explanation:
1.  “saying to them, ‘It stands written,”

a.  This verse is the continuation of the sentence begun in the previous verse.  The entire sentence now reads: “And then, after entering into the temple area, He began to drive out those who were selling, saying to them, ‘It stands written, “And My house shall be a house for prayer.”  However, you have made it a hideout for robbers.’”


b.  As Jesus was driving the animal sellers out of the court of the Gentiles, He kept on repeating Scripture to them as the justification for what He was doing.  Before the leaders of Jerusalem could challenge Him and ask Him by what authority He was doing this, He quoted from Scripture the authority by which He was doing this.


c.  The authority stood written in the Old Testament Scriptures, which the Pharisees would not violate for any reason (expect the man-made workarounds they came up with to get around the Law).  By quoting Scripture, the authorities had to stand back and consider that Jesus was acting on the authority of the Mosaic Law and the Prophets, which meant that He was perfectly within His rights to do what He was doing.

2.  ““And My house shall be a house for prayer.””

a.  The Lord quotes from Isa 56:7d, “For My house will be called a house of prayer for all the peoples.”

b.  The temple and all its courts belonged to the God of Israel.  And Jesus was the God of Israel.  Therefore, when He quotes this passage from Isaiah, He is making a direct declaration that He is the God of Israel and the temple belongs to Him.  It is His personal possession and His home.  How do you think that statement sat with the current and former high priest?  Jesus was claiming as His personal possession, what they thought they controlled.  This was another reason they wanted Jesus dead.


c.  Jesus justifies His actions in driving out the sacrifice sellers, because the temple was designed for people to come and offer prayers of thanksgiving to Him and to ask for help for whatever they needed.  It was also the place to come and acknowledge their sins to Him and be forgiven.  It was never intended to be a marketplace for the selling of sacrificial animals or the exchanging of one type of money for another, and especially not for profit.  All the commercial activity going on in the court of the Gentiles inhibited the worship of God, prayers to God, and love for God.  Everything the sacrifice sellers were doing was a distraction to communion with the God of Israel.  And Jesus was sick of it.  He wasn’t going to tolerate it any more.


d.  The temple area was designed to be a place of prayer and communication with the God of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob.  It was not designed to be the ‘Mall of Israel’.

3.  “However, you have made it a hideout for robbers.’”

a.  This statement is a statement of the fulfillment of Jer 7:11, “‘Has this house, which is called by My name, become a den of robbers in your sight?  Behold, I, even I, have seen it,’ declares the Lord.”


b.  Instead of being the place of prayer, the sellers of sacrifices (who acted for the high priests—current and retired) had made the temple a hideout for robbers, thieves, extortionists, criminals, swindlers, etc.  Criminal activity of cheating the people out of their money was done under the guise of religious activity.  The sellers of sacrifices were really no better than robbers and thieves, defrauding the people who came to worship of their money.


c.  It was a ‘hideout’ because the criminal activity was done under the pretext of worshipping God.  Criminals were hiding in plain sight and conducting their criminal activity for all to see with impunity.  This was the grossest kind of evil, and completely sponsored by the prince of thieves—Satan himself.


d.  A very important principle of the word of God is taught here indirectly.  Whenever religious activity of any kind is attempting to get into your finances by any kind of pressure, then that activity is satanically motivated and a violation of the will of God.  This especially includes emotional pressure to give more.

4.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “Jesus summarizes the reason for His action by citing the prophets.  The first citation is Isa 56:7, which expresses the divine hope that the temple will be a house of prayer for all nations, though this universal note is not used by Luke.  God will be so active for Israel that people will come from other nations to worship at the temple.  This is the temple viewed in its most ideal form.  People in other nations who look to God can trust that the temple will be a place to honor God.  Luke leaves the universal note out and simply addresses the issue that the temple should be a place of appropriate worship.  Jesus applies these words rather directly to the current situation to express what the temple is designed to be in the last days.  But this is not what this temple was in His day.  The charge follows with the second allusion.  There is an indictment of Israel’s failure to be sensitive to God, even at the temple.  The nation missed Messiah’s visit, and they fail to worship God properly.  Is it surprising that they do not represent God’s way or have His blessing?  The second OT citation (Jer 7:11) comes from one of Jeremiah’s most scathing sermons.  In his temple sermon, the prophet blasts the nation’s unfaithfulness, idolatry, and failure to live justly while journeying to the temple to worship God.  Part of the charges raised against the nation was that it had turned the temple into a den of robbers; the place of worship had become the gathering place for thieves and criminals.  The righteous do not reside at the temple; rather the unrighteous do.  Jesus applies this passage directly to His first-century setting.  As positive a text as Isaiah is, so this text is negative.  The nation has turned the temple into exactly the opposite of what it was designed to be.  Those in charge were taking advantage of the worshipers.  In the very presence of God, as it prepares to worship, the nation dishonors its God.  Something about the current practice is too commercial.  It is a stinging challenge that is sure to require—and get—a response.”


b.  “Instead of praying for the people, the priests were preying on the people!  The temple was not a ‘house of prayer’; it was a ‘den of thieves’.  The religious leaders were using the services of the holy temple to cover up their sins.”


c.  “Jesus quoted from Isa 56:7 and Jer 7:11 as He was driving out the people who were selling in the temple.  Mark adds that the buyers and money changers were also driven out, as well as people who were apparently taking shortcuts through the temple compound in their business dealings (Mk 11:15–16).  Money changing was done because only certain coinage was then accepted in the temple from those who bought animals for sacrifices.  The religious leaders made money off the system of buying and selling animals for sacrifice (thus making the temple a den of robbers).  Also they led the people into mere formalism.  A pilgrim traveling to Jerusalem could go to the temple, buy an animal, and offer it as a sacrifice without ever having anything to do with the animal.  This led to an impersonalization of the sacrificial system.  The commercial system was apparently set up in the area of the temple which had been designated for devout Gentiles to pray and so was disrupting Israel’s witness to the surrounding world.”


d.  “The temple has served as a ‘cave for bandits.’  A ‘den of robbers’ recalls the caves to which ‘people of violence’ retreat in order to escape justice.  Such persons were known for their violence as well as greediness, which makes ‘robbers’ an apt description of the Jewish leaders, whose economic power is grounded in the socio-religious significance of the temple.  Legitimated by their exclusive capacity to handle holy paraphernalia and/or authoritative position as legal scholars, they distanced themselves from and even violated the needy, and in other ways demonstrated their antagonism to the ways of God surfacing in the ministry of Jesus and those who would follow Him.  And, taking refuge in the temple, they use the abode of God to justify their practices.”


e.  “Jeremiah called the temple a ‘den of robbers’ because Israel thought the temple was a refuge from divine judgment despite the people’s sins; injustice was taking place in the land, but the people did not expect judgment because of their ritual piety.”


f.  “Clearly, the chief priests and their cohorts would have been infuriated by this charge, especially as Jesus taught this to the crowds.  This can be added to their annoyance over Him upsetting the temple trade, and makes the leaders’ reaction all the more explicable.  Josephus records even worse corruption in temple practice some thirty years later, so confirms Jesus’ charge that their desecration was complete and irreversible.”
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