John 1:1
Luke 12:53



 is the third person singular future passive indicative from the verb DIAMERIZW, which means “to be divided.”


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


The passive voice indicates that the members of the family will receive the action of being divided.


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

Then we have the nominative subject from the masculine singular noun PATĒR, meaning “father.”  This is followed by the preposition EPI plus the dative of opposition from the masculine singular noun HUIOS, meaning “against son.”  Next we have the additive use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and” plus the nominative subject from the masculine singular noun HUIOS, meaning “son.”  Then we have the preposition EPI plus the dative of opposition from the masculine singular noun PATĒR, meaning “against father.”

“Father will be divided against son and son against father,”
 is the nominative subject from the feminine singular noun MĒTĒR, meaning “mother,” followed by the preposition EPI plus he accusative of opposition
 from the feminine singular article and noun THUGATĒR, meaning “against daughter.”  Then we have the additive use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and” plus the nominative subject from the feminine singular noun THUGATĒR, meaning “daughter.”  Next we have the preposition EPI plus the accusative of opposition from the feminine singular article and noun MĒTĒR, meaning “against mother.”

“mother against daughter and daughter against mother,”
 is the nominative subject from the feminine singular noun PENTHERA, meaning “mother-in-law,” followed by the preposition EPI plus the accusative of opposition from the feminine singular article and noun NUMPHĒ with the possessive genitive from the third person feminine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “against her daughter-in-law.”  Next we have the additive use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and,” followed by the nominative subject from the feminine singular noun NUMPHĒ, meaning “daughter-in-law.”  Finally, we have the preposition EPI plus the accusative of opposition from the feminine singular noun PENTHERA, meaning “against mother-in-law.”

“mother-in-law against her daughter-in-law and daughter-in-law against mother-in-law.’”
Lk 12:53 corrected translation
“Father will be divided against son and son against father, mother against daughter and daughter against mother, mother-in-law against her daughter-in-law and daughter-in-law against mother-in-law.’”
Mt 10:35, “For I came to set a man against his father, and a daughter against her mother, and a daughter-in-law against her mother-in-law;”
Explanation:
1.  “Father will be divided against son and son against father,”

a.  Jesus continues His illustration of “five in one household will be divided, three against two and two against three.”  This verse names the five people: the father, the son, the mother, the daughter, and the son’s wife—the daughter-in-law.  Remember that the wedding included the groom bringing the bride to His home, where she was made a part of his family.  The ‘daughter’ mentioned here was not yet married, because she had not yet left home.


b.  Jesus’ point in all these illustrations is that the closest of family relationships will be torn apart by people’s attitude toward Him.  Those who reject Jesus will reject their own family members.  Not even the greatest love among family members can hold a family together where rejection of the Lord Jesus Christ occurs.  Another way to look at it, is that human love cannot compete and should not compete with love for God.  After all, this is the greatest commandment in the Scriptures.


c.  Rejection of Christ tears apart human love.  It is not the believer who rejects the unbeliever; for we are commanded to have unconditional love for all.  (Yes, I understand that there are stupid believers who reject the unbelievers in their family because they are unbelievers.  But they are violating the will of God.)  Believers aren’t supposed to reject the members of their family because they refuse to believe.  We are to keep on demonstrating our love for God and our love for them in hope that they will come to believe in Christ.

2.  “mother against daughter and daughter against mother,”

a.  Just as the father’s love for his son is normally very great, so also a mother’s love for her daughter is very great.  Typically a mother and daughter are closer to each other than a father and daughter.  Just as typically a father and son are closer to each other than a mother and son.


b.  This in no way suggests that a father can’t be close to his daughter or a son to his mother.  The point remains that Jesus has appeared to cause division, and that division affects all the members of a household, even the closest relationships in that family.

3.  “mother-in-law against her daughter-in-law and daughter-in-law against mother-in-law.’”

a.  A third pairing is the son’s wife and his mother.  Typically a daughter-in-law has a closer relationship with her mother-in-law than a man will with his mother-in-law.  But more importantly is the cultural norm in this situation, where the daughter-in-law leaves her mother and father and lives in the home of the groom and his parents.  This was the typical situation in Israel at the time, and is a custom we try not to follow today in our society.  When people get married today, they normally try to live away from both their parents.


b.  So Jesus has made His point and it is undoubtedly a shock for those listening.  They all believe that Jesus, who has never hurt anyone in any way, is the Prince of Peace (Isa 9:6), the bringer of harmony among people.  They have never thought of Him in terms of the Person who will divide the world in two and tear people’s families apart.


c.  But the scandal of the Cross will be too much for people to bear.  They just can’t accept the fact that the Messiah had to be judged for their sins.  They could not relate the thousands of animal sacrifices to His spiritual death on the Cross.  Therefore, they had to overcome the fact that He died like a common criminal—as a ‘traitor’ to Israel (because He didn’t bring in the political kingdom) and a heretic.  But many Jews just couldn’t get over His death.  And then, when He rose from the dead, the people just couldn’t believe the story.  They couldn’t accept on faith that the message of His disciples was true.  Many thousands did believe, but many millions did not.  And to this day a veil still hangs over the minds of Israel.  2 Cor 3:14-15, “But their minds were hardened.  For until this day the same veil remains on the occasion of the public reading of the old covenant, not being unveiled, because it is removed by Christ.  In fact until this very day, whenever Moses is read publicly, a veil lies over their heart.”


d.  The issue that every member of any family must face is whether or not Jesus is the Son of God, who came to the world to be judged for our sins, and rose again as proof of who He is.  The closest family members can be torn apart by acceptance or rejection of this fact.

4.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “Peace at any price is not the purpose of Christ.  It is a pity for family divisions to come, but loyalty to Christ counts more than all else.”


b.  “Jesus uses an image from Micah 7:6 to detail the nature of the familial division.  Luke uses three pairs of comparisons: father and son, mother and daughter, and mother-in-law and daughter-in-law.  In each case the comparisons are given the first time to show that the division runs deep within the family, and then the image is reversed to make clear that the animosity goes both ways.  Tiede (1988: p. 244) summarizes well what this means: ‘Those who would reduce Jesus to a sentimental savior of a doting God have not come to terms with the depth of divine passion, of the wrath and love of God which is revealed in Jesus’ word, will, and obedience even unto death.’”


c.  “The division Jesus described is of the most heartbreaking kind.  A family of five (father, mother, daughter, son, and daughter-in-law) will be torn apart by appalling enmity.  The prophetic nature of Jesus’ words were emphasized by lines borrowed from Micah 7:6, which prophesied coming hostility between the younger generation and the old.  But this is worse.  The division is mutual and goes every generational direction.”


d.  “No member of the family is neutral.”
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