Acts 4:34



 is the explanatory use of the postpositive conjunction GAR, meaning “For” and introducing an explanation.  With this we have the negative adverb OUDE, meaning “not even” plus the nominative subject from the masculine singular adjective ENDEĒS, meaning “poor, impoverished (BDAG, p. 331) and the indefinite pronoun TIS, meaning “person” (BDAG, p. 1008).  Then we have the third person singular imperfect active indicative from the verb EIMI, meaning “there was.”

The imperfect tense is a descriptive imperfect for a past state or condition that continued to exist up to some unspecified point in time.


The active voice indicates that the described state or condition produced the action of being what it was.


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

This is followed by the preposition EN plus the locative of place from the third person masculine plural personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “among them.”
“For there was not even a poor person among them;”
 is the causal/explanatory use of the postpositive conjunction GAR, meaning “because” plus the nominative subject from the third person masculine plural relative pronoun HOSOS, meaning “as many as; all those who Mt 14:36; Mk 3:10; Acts 4:6, 34; 13:48; Rom 2:12; 6:3.”
  Then we have the predicative nominative from the masculine plural noun KTĒTWR, meaning “owners” (BDAG, p. 572).  With this we have the objective genitive from the neuter plural noun CHWRION, meaning “of a piece of land, a field, property,” followed by the correlative conjunction Ē, meaning “or” and the objective genitive from the feminine plural noun OIKIA, meaning “houses.”  Then we have the third person plural imperfect active indicative from the verb HUPARCHW, meaning “to really be there, exist, be present, be at one’s disposal; ‘since there is no good reason’ Acts 19:40; 27:21; 28:18; to be 4:34; 10:12; 17:27; Phil 3:20.”
 


The imperfect tense is a descriptive imperfect for a past state or condition that continued to exist up to some unspecified point in time.


The active voice indicates that the described state or condition produced the action of being what it was.


The indicative mood is declarative for a simple statement of fact.
“because all those who were owners of land or houses,”
 is the nominative masculine plural present active participle from the verb PWLEW, which means “to sell” (BDAG, p. 900).

The present tense is a descriptive present, which describes what took place at that time.


The active voice indicates that the owners produced the action.


The participle is circumstantial and temporal, “when selling,” the action occurring at the same time as the action of the main verb “to bring.” “The time of the present participle comes from the principal verb () Act 4:34.”
  “By implication also the present participle may be used to suggest antecedent time Mt 2:20; Jn 12:17; Acts 4:34; 10:7; Gal 1:23.”

Then we have the third person plural imperfect active indicative from the verb PHERW, which means “to bring” (BDAG, p. 1051).

The imperfect tense is an iterative/customary imperfect, which describes what normally took place in the past whenever the need for this action arose.

The active voice indicates that the owners of property and houses used to produce the action.


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

This is followed by the accusative direct object from the feminine plural article and noun TIME, meaning “the amount at which something is valued: price, value; especially the selling price Acts 19:19; also the price received in selling something Acts 4:34; 5:2; with the genitive of that for which the price is paid: the price paid for the piece of ground Acts 5:3; Mt 27:6, 9.”
  With this we have the genitive of production from the neuter plural articular present passive participle from the verb PIPRASKW, which means “to be sold.”  Literally this says “the values/prices of being sold” or in better English “the value or proceeds of the sales.”

The article substantivizes the participle, making it function as a noun, “the sales.”


The present tense describes what was occurring at that time.


The passive voice indicates that the property and houses received the action of being sold.


The participle is a substantival participle.
“when selling, would bring the value of the sales”
Acts 4:34 corrected translation
“For there was not even a poor person among them; because all those who were owners of land or houses, when selling, would bring the value of the sales”
Explanation:
1.  “For there was not even a poor person among them;”

a.  Luke continues by explaining his statement in verse 32, “Now there was one heart and soul in the group of believers; and not even one said that anything of the things which belong to him was his own, but everything was shared collectively among them” and the end of verse 33, “and great grace was on them all.”

b.  Great grace was on them all because of the attitude of generosity and unconditional love they had toward one another.  Their Christian attitude and values motivated their Christian generosity and unconditional love to take care of those in need.

c.  Did poor people exist among these Christians?  Yes, but not for long.  If a poor person did not exist, there would have been no need to sell any property in the first place to provide for them.


d.  As soon as it was discovered that someone was in need, those who were rich enough provided for those in need.  The result was that there was not even a poor person among them.


e.  This condition of mutual support was able to continue for several years (probably from 30-36 A.D.).  It probably did not last beyond 45 A.D. because of the great famine all over the world, mentioned in Acts 11:28.  Also the scattering of the believers after the martyrdom of Stephen probably put an end to this practice, Acts 8:1, 3, “Saul was in hearty agreement with putting him [Stephen] to death.  And on that day a great persecution began against the church in Jerusalem, and they were all scattered throughout the regions of Judea and Samaria, except the apostles.  …But Saul began ravaging the church, entering house after house, and dragging off men and women, he would put them in prison.”  The stoning of Stephen most likely occurred in 36 A.D. (“The conversion of Paul followed the stoning of Stephen (Acts 7–9), an event that may probably be assigned to the time of permissiveness in the Roman administration of Palestine that began in A.D. 36 when Vitellius, imperial legate in Syria (35–37), deposed Pilate and sent Marcellus as his representative to Caesarea, and also replaced Caiaphas with Jonathan as high priest.”
)  In addition, by the council of Jerusalem in 50 A.D. the other apostles asked Paul to remember to take up a collection among the Gentiles for the poor believers in Jerusalem, since they were no longer able to provide for themselves.
2.  “because all those who were owners of land or houses,”

a.  Luke now gives the reason for why there were no poor people among the early believers—those who were rich took care of those who were poor.

b.  Those who were owners of land or houses were people who were rich.

c.  This is not someone who had a house on a quarter of an acre of land.  This is someone who owned dozens of houses on hundreds or thousands of acres of land.  These were people who could sell pieces of property and houses without going into debt themselves.
3.  “when selling, would bring the value of the sales”

a.  When the need arose to take care of another believer, one of the rich believers in the church would sell a house or a piece of property and provide for the person in need.  This does not mean that everyone in the church sold all their possessions and everything went into a common bank account.  No property exchanged hands.  A portion of what someone owned was sold or not sold as that person saw fit.  And the seller could give whatever amount they wanted to the apostles to help other believers.  There was no fixed amount that was expected and no fixed amount that was asked for.

b.  “The verb tense (the iterative imperfect) indicates an ongoing process.  Whenever a need came to light, those having goods sold them and brought the money to provide for the need.”


c.  ISBE gives the following explanation: “The inference from this, that there was an absolute disposal of all the property of all the members of the church, and that its proceeds were contributed to a common fund, has been disputed upon the ground that the example of Barnabas in selling ‘a field’ for this purpose (4:37) would not have been mentioned if this had been the universal rule.  The thought conveyed is that all believers in that church held their property as a trust from the Lord, for the benefit of the entire brotherhood, and, as there was need, did as Barnabas.  No commandment has been preserved which prescribed any such course.  It came from the spontaneous impulse of the sense of brotherhood in Christ, when the band of disciples was still small, making them in a sense one family, and under the external constraint of extreme want and persecution.  Under such conditions they had so much in common already that they were ready to extend this to all things. It was, in a sense, a continuance of the practice of a common purse in the band of Jesus’ immediate followers during His ministry.  The penalty inflicted on Ananias and Sapphira was not for any failure to comply fully with this custom, but because the freedom of ownership which was theirs (Acts 5:4) they falsely claimed to have renounced, thus receiving in the estimation of their brethren a credit that was not their due.  This custom did not last long.  It was possible only within a limited circle, and under very peculiar circumstances.  Specialized revivals of it may be seen in monasticism and in various Christian communities.”


d.  There is no communism here.  There is no coercion of others here.  There is the simple fulfillment of the ideal stated in Dt 15:4, “However, there will be no poor among you, since the Lord will surely bless you in the land which the Lord your God is giving you as an inheritance to possess.”


e.  Believers had the freedom to own property and do what they wanted with the property.  Out of love for one another came the simple influence of the Holy Spirit and Bible doctrine in the soul to provide for those in need as the occasion and opportunity arose.  It was often done privately and without fanfare.  Those whom the Lord had blessed recognized the purpose for the Lord blessing them and provided for those in need.
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