Lesson Eight:
DIVORCE
Matthew 5:31-32

LESSON OBJECTIVE:
The student demonstrates understanding of the historical and literary meaning of Matthew 5:31-32 and
related texts.

LESSON INDICATORS:

Upon successful completion of this lesson the student:

1. Parses all substantives and verb forms in Matt. 5:31-32.
Classifies all subordinate clauses in Matt. 5:31-32.
Classifies all sentences in Matt. 5:31-32.
Translates by dynamic-equivalent method all sentences in Matt. 5:31-32.
Determines the most likely reading of Matt. 5:31-32 where textual variants are listed.
Assesses the literary structure of Matt. 5:31-32.
Evaluates the exegetical issues in Matt. 5:31-32.
Completes the exegetical outline of Matt. 5:31-32.
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GRAMMATICAL ANALYSIS:
Parse the following:

Epptbn
Og av
OTOALGY
™mv yovaliio
avtod
doT®
avTh
OmOGTAGLOV
Classity the following subordinate clause(s):
Oc¢ av amoAdoy v yovatfkao avtod, dotw avth arootdolov

Form: Function(s):



Oc¢ av amoiboy) v yuvatko avtod

Form: Function(s):

Classify the above sentence in Matt. 5:31:
Form: Function:

Translate the above sentence in Matt. 5:31 by the dynamic-equivalent method:
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Parse the following:
EY®
AEy®
vt
mag
0 amoAb®V
™V yovaliko
avtod
TOPEKTOG
Adyov
mopvelog
notet
avTNV
potyevbfivar

0G g0V



OmOAEALLEVIV

younon

potydTon

Classify the following subordinate clause(s):

0Tl 4G 0 amoAb®V TNV Yuvatika avtod mapektog Adyov mopvelog Totek vty poryevdfvar, Kai og eav
amolelvpévny youton potydron

Form: Function(s):
0G €0V OTOAEAVUEVTV YOO

Form: Function(s):

Classify the above sentence in Matt. 5:32:
Form: Function:

Translate the above sentence in Matt. 5:32 by the dynamic-equivalent method:
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TEXTUAL VARIANTS:

PASSAGE: 5:32
APPARATUS USED: UBS 3rd

CLASSIFICATION OF WITNESSES

Variant Alexandrian Western Unclassified Byzantine
Readings (Aland I-II) (Aland 1IV) (Aland III) (Aland V)

EVALUATION OF EXTERNAL EVIDENCE

1. Date.
2. Geographical Distribution.
3. Textual Relationships.




Summary of the External Evidence

EVALUATION OF THE INTERNAL EVIDENCE

1. Transcriptional Probabilities, i.e. what scribes likely did when copying the N.T.

(1) Shorter/Longer Reading.

(2) Reading Different from Parallel.

(3) More Difficult Reading.

(4) Reading Which Best Explains Origin of Other(s).




2. Intrinsic Probablities, i.e. what the author himself likely wrote.

Summary of Internal Evidence

CONCLUSION



(46)

(47)

.31

.32

BLOCK DIAGRAM:

oE,
Eppéon
O¢ av amoAl¥oy) TNV YUVODLKA QUTOW,
O08tw aUuTy amooTdoLOV.

8¢
ey® Adyw upav

Q@TL T6¢ O amoATwv TOV YUVOAKN OUTOL

nopekTOC¢ Adyou mopve lac
TIOLEA QUTTV
HoLYeuUBnNVaL,
Kol
o¢ gav amoAgAupfvnv youfjoy
HO LXOTOlL «



SEMANTIC DIAGRAM:

Complete the following literary analysis:

Semantic Diagram: Conne- Sent Verb Analysis: Other
ective Func Tense: Pers: Num: Subject: Links:
U (46)
A (47)

Summarize findings, i.e., possible literary patterns, poetical structures et al.:



I.

EXEGETICAL ISSUES:

Identify the literary role of this pericope in the Sermon on the Mount. Use
http://cranfordville.com/SerMt-ot.htm.

Identify the form of the premise statement of Antithesis 3 as apodictic or casuistic. See Appendix
Seventeen.

Oc¢ av amoldoy v yovatko avtod, dotw avtf} arootdoiov:

Compare Deut. 24:1-4 to Matt. 5:31. First, complete a semantic diagram of Deut. 24:1-4; then sum-
marize similarities and differences between the two.

24.1 5¢
gav TLG A&BER YUVALKA
Kol
-—-- ouvolxkfjoy auty,
Kol
B0TOL
gav un swpp x&plv svavilov autow,
QT L EUPEV...NOXNUOV POV
EV OQUTH
KO
(1) vye&yetr auvtnp BLBAlov amoctaclou
KoL
(2) dQoe
£1LC TAQ XEDMPOUC QUING
Kol
(3) efanooteden QAUTNV
ex 1n¢ olkloagc autow,
24.2 KO
QI EABOBON
(4) v&vntat avdpl etdpy,
24.3 Kol
(5) piofion autnv o AVIp O EBOXATOQG
Kol
(6) vyp&OeL autg} PBLPAlov anoctaclou
KoL


http://cranfordville.com/SerMt-ot.htm

(7) ddoe
£LC TAC XEMPOUC QAUTINC

KoL
(8) efAOCTEAEDN QUTIV
ex Tng oltkloag autoxw,
n
(9) anoBdvy o avip o BOXATOQ,
0C BANBEV AUTINV £QUTH YUVALKY,
enovacTpEvoag
(10) 24.4 ovu &duvijoetalL o avip o npdTEPOC... SAAREV QUTN AQUT EUVOKX
o gfanootelAaC quTHV
HETX TO pLovOnval authv,
Qtl BOEAuUyu& ot LV
[=mmmmmmmmmm oo |
evavilov xuplou tox Bgox cou-
KoL
(11) OU PLOVEATE THV YRV
nv xGpLoc o Bedc uvpev dIdwolv upav
ev xkAfpw.
4. Compare Gattin 9.3 to Matt. 5:31-32. Summarize similarities and differences between the two.!

Gattin 9.20.

The School of Shammia say, A man may not divorce his wife unless he has found in her aught
improper, as it is said, because he hath found som unseemly thing in her.

But the School of Hillel say, Even if she spoiled a dish for him, as it is said, because he hath found
some unseemly thing in her.

R. Akiba says, Even if he found another more beautiful than she is, as it is said, Then it cometh to
pass if she find no favour in his eyes.

'For a detailed survey of the rabbinical traditions concerning divorce and remarriage see the tractate Gattin
(in Mishnayoth 3:395-446 [Gateshead: Judaica Press, 1983]), and also Strack-Billerbeck 1:303-21.
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5. Compare Luke 16:18 to Matt. 5:32. First, complete a semantic diagram of Luke 16:18; then sum-
marize similarities and differences between the two.> See Appendix Eighteen.

oG O AmoATWV THV YUVOAKX QUTOL,
KoL
vouev e1&pav
(1) poixeder,
KoL
o amoAgAupfvny youev
amnd avdpoq
(2) poixelel.

?Additional parallels include Matt. 19:3-12 [//Mk. 10:1-12] and 1 Cor. 7:10-16.
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EXEGETICAL OUTLINE:
Complete the following outline according to the guidelines in Appendix Five:

I. (46)

I 47)
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