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Matthew 26:66



 is the nominative subject from the neuter singular interrogative pronoun TIS, meaning “What?,” followed by the dative direct object from the second person plural personal pronoun SU, meaning “you.”  Then we have the third person singular present active indicative from the verb DOKEW, which means “to think: do you think?”


The present tense is a descriptive present, which describes what is going on right now.


The active voice indicates that the members of the Sanhedrin are producing the action.


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

“What do you think?’”
 is the transitional use of the postpositive conjunction DE, meaning “Then” with the nominative subject from the masculine plural articular aorist deponent passive participle of the verb APOKRINOMAI, which means “to answer.”


The article functions to identify the subject and is used as a personal pronoun, “they.”


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


The deponent passive voice is passive in form, but active in meaning with the subject (the members of the Sanhedrin) producing the action.


The participle is circumstantial.

This is followed by the third person plural aorist active indicative from the verb EIPON, which means “to say: they said.”


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


The active voice indicates that the members of the Sanhedrin produced the action.


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

“Then, answering, they said,”
 is the predicate nominative from the masculine singular adjective ENOCHOS, which means “deserving; answerable; guilty.”
  Then we have the objective genitive from the masculine singular noun THANATOS, which means “of death.”  Finally, we have the third person singular present active indicative from the verb EIMI, meaning “to be: He is.”


The present tense is an aoristic present, which describes the state of being as a fact.


The active voice indicates that Jesus produces the state of being deserving.


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

“‘He is deserving of death.’”
Mt 26:66 corrected translation

“What do you think?’  Then, answering, they said, ‘He is deserving of death.’”
Mk 14:64b, “Then they all condemned Him to be deserving of death.”

Explanation:
1.  “What do you think?’”

a.  A second question follows the first.  Caiaphas asks the Sanhedrin for a final verdict.


b.  The members of the Sanhedrin take no time to deliberate or think.  Their minds were made up before they ever assembled.  And Caiaphas has already declared that Jesus blasphemed, which indirectly also passed judgment on Him.  So instead of the high priest being the last to pass judgment so as to not unduly influence the verdict of others, He votes first to condemn Jesus and now acts the others for their ‘independent and unbiased ’ judgment.  The proceedings are a kangaroo court at this point.


c.  Jesus was never given a legal trial by jury.  This was trial by a prejudiced mob.

2.  “Then, answering, they said, ‘He is deserving of death.’”

a.  The jury verdict comes in with any time spent in deliberations.  Jesus is found guilty of blasphemy and therefore deserving of death.  The verdict is wrong and illegal; for the methods used to obtain it were illegal.


b.  The Sanhedrin speaks with one voice.  (We can only wonder if Nicodemus and Joseph of Arimathea were present.)  Not one person objects or challenges what is going on.  These men condemn the Son of God and by so doing condemn the nation of Israel for what is now almost two thousand years.  Death will come to Jesus, but sadly the second death will come to all these men unless in the future they believe that Jesus is the Christ.

3.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “No further evidence was examined at this point. No one defended Jesus or pointed to the works He had performed among them during the past three years. It appeared that the Sanhedrin had Jesus where they wanted Him.”


b.  “The full might and ingenuity of a pedantically ritualistic nation could not find a single fault in Jesus’ conduct; all they could lay against Him was a trumped-up charge of blasphemy.  The mere act of putting Him through their ultra-fine sieve and coming up empty-handed was the ultimate evidence that He is who He claimed to be—God, for it is impossible for a mere man to live thirty-three years and still be so sinless that this hypercritical committee could find nothing with which to charge Him.  So the Sanhedrin became an eloquent witness to Jesus Christ’s sinlessness. The only logical explanation for this bizarre circumstance is that natural man hates God and desperately wants Him dead.  Only one decision would satisfy the human race: their Creator must die.  The underlying reason for this, of course, is that sinful man is desperately and ridiculously anxious to avoid the responsibility he recognizes towards God, so he wants God dead.  There is no logic in wanting the source of all being dead, but, then, sin is never logical.  So, of course, Caiaphas’ argument must be inconsistent, self-contradictory, and illogical, for it is the supreme expression of mankind’s desire to be unfettered from God. Sin is essentially a rebellion against God’s authority.”


c.  “Sentencing became a formality. What do you think? asked the high priest; in other words, ‘What is your verdict?’  He was met by a chorus, He is worthy of death.  Once blasphemy was established there was no question about the sentence: ‘He who blasphemes the name of the Lord shall be put to death’ (Lev 24:16).  The law was quite clear, and the Sanhedrin had no hesitation.”


d.  “According to Jewish legal procedure in capital cases the verdict could be passed only at a second session of the court that was to be held on another day and never on the same day.  And the votes had to be written with two scribes tabulating the votes.  And yet not a single person questioned the proceedings.  Mark notes that ‘all condemned Him’—the vote was unanimous.”
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