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

 is the transitional use of the postpositive conjunction DE, meaning “However” plus the nominative subject from the masculine singular article HO, used as a personal pronoun, meaning “he” and referring to the rich man.  With this we have the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb EIPON, which means “to say: he said.”


The aorist tense is a constative/historical aorist, which views the action in its entirety as a fact.


The active voice indicates that the rich man produced the action.


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

This is followed by the negative OUCHI, meaning “No” plus the vocative masculine singular from the noun PATĒR and the proper name ABRAAM, meaning “father Abraham.”

“However he said, “No, father Abraham,”
 is the strong adversative conjunction ALLA, meaning “but,” followed by the third class conditional particle EAN, meaning “if.”  Then we have the nominative subject from the indefinite pronoun TIS, meaning “someone.”  This is followed by the preposition APO plus the ablative of origin from the masculine plural adjective NEKROS, meaning “from the dead.”  Next we have the third person singular aorist deponent passive subjunctive from the verb POREUOMAI, which means “to go, travel, proceed, or journey.”


The aorist tense is a constative aorist, which views the action in its entirety as a fact.


The deponent passive voice is passive in form but active in meaning with the subject (someone) producing the action.


The subjunctive mood is a potential subjunctive, used after conditional particles such as EAN to indicate possibility, contingency, or probability.

Then we have the preposition PROS plus the accusative of place from the third person masculine plural personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “to them” and referring to the five brothers.

“but if someone goes to them from the dead,”
 is the third person plural future active indicative from the verb METANOEW, which means “to change one’s mind: they will change their minds.”


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


The active voice indicates that the five brothers will produce the action.


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

“they will change their minds!””
Lk 16:30 corrected translation
“However he said, “No, father Abraham, but if someone goes to them from the dead, they will change their minds!””
Explanation:
1.  “However he said, “No, father Abraham,”

a.  In contrast to Abraham’s dogmatic statement that the five brothers of the rich man had Moses and the Prophets to witness to the brothers, the rich man retorts somewhat rudely that Abraham isn’t correct.  The word “No” is an admonition of correction.  It is like saying, “No, you’re wrong,” as though the rich man, who just arrived in Torments knows better than 
Abraham what’s going on in Hades, who has been there for about 2000 years.


b.  The rich man talks like a ‘know-it-all’, but then suddenly realizes that he has misspoken and inserts the more polite address ‘father Abraham’, which he used previously to try and temper his objection.  The rich man switches gears from questioning the intelligence of Abraham to the humility of begging again, which didn’t work before, and will not work again.  But his switch doesn’t last long.

2.  “but if someone goes to them from the dead,”

a.  The rich man returns to questioning the authority, intelligence and assertion of Abraham with the word “but.”  “No, but” is one of those sayings that indicate complete disagreement with a final decision that has already been made.


b.  The rich man postulates that someone/anyone going to his brothers from the dead are going to make a difference in their lives, their thinking, their decisions, and their actions.  This is a false assumption that is refuted in Abraham’s answer to this suggestion.


c.  Again the rich man is making the assumption that someone could go from the dead to the living.  His only basis for this remark could be the return of Samuel to answer the desires of King Saul, when Saul went to ask the witch of Endor to request an answer from Samuel in a séance.  But since the rich man probably had no interest in the teachings at the local synagogue, he may not have even known this.  So as far as we know from the facts related in this story, the rich man is simply making an assumption or desperate guess that such an action might save his brothers.  He is desperate for anything that will work.

3.  “they will change their minds!””

a.  This is the supposed and hoped for result of Lazarus going from the dead to the rich man’s brothers.  He firmly believes that if they really had an eyewitness from Hades telling them about the place and the dangers here, they would change their mind about God and His offer of eternal salvation and believe in the Messiah.  Notice that the rich man understands now that a person must change their mind about God’s offer of salvation and believe in His Messiah in order to be saved.  The rich man is an instant expert on faith in Christ as the only solution to spiritual death and the eternal consequences of that spiritual death.  The word ‘repentance’ has nothing to do with feeling sorry for sin.  It means to change one’s mind about something.  Esau sought salvation with tears, that is, with all the emotion a man could have, but he never changed his mind about believing in the Messiah.  God needs us to change our minds from not believing in the Messiah (Christ) to believing in His offer of eternal life through faith in what He provides for us—forgiveness of sin.  The rich man now realizes what he should have done and what his brothers must do.  What he doesn’t yet realize is that they already have that witness and information given to them and the Witness, the Lord Jesus Christ, is already there.


b.  “The Rich Man had failed to change his mind and he now sees that it is the one thing lacking.  It is not wealth, not poverty, not alms, not influence, but repentance that is needed.  He had thought repentance was for others, not for all.”


c.  The rich man is an expert now on evangelization and God’s plan of salvation.  The need for salvation and the consequences of not believing in God’s plan of salvation is understood perfectly by every soul in Hades.  The issue in the angelic conflict between God and Satan is understanding that issue and changing one’s mind before it is to late (at the point of death).


d.  Just as a man come from Hades will not be believed, so the Man Christ Jesus came from heaven and then from Hades and was still not believed by many.
4.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “The rich man does not give up.  He disagrees that Moses and the prophets are enough, since he himself failed to heed them!  The rich man’s false premise—that there is something greater than God’s message through his servants—is significant.  He is convinced that some type of sign from the afterlife will be more effective.  The premise could not be more incorrect.  This focus on a specific type of sign is something that Jesus has already warned against.  The only sign that people need is the preached call to repent.  God’s revelation of His will and His call to love others should be enough.  That sign is present in Moses, the prophets, and Jesus’ teaching.  Ultimately, this message must be heeded.  A supernatural wonder alone is not good enough.  There were many other indicators and signs of this type in Jesus’ ministry, but they went unheeded as people pursued a specific sign or tried to make Jesus fit their expectations.  Why add another sign, when many had already been made available?  As Abraham makes clear in verse 31, even when such a sign is given graciously, response will still be lacking.”


b.  “The wealthy man, accustomed to extra considerations, will not take No for an answer.  Continuing to speak from his supposed position of privilege, the wealthy man insists that, for his family, more is needed, that a special envoy is required.”


c.  “The rich man disagreed.  His insistence that if someone would return from the dead, his brothers would repent was a subtle way of excusing himself.  He was implicitly arguing that he would have repented if a special messenger from the dead had come to him.  He was saying that Moses and the Prophets, God’s Word, was not enough.  This is exactly what our culture says today. ‘The Bible is not enough.  The Resurrection is not enough.  We need special signs and wonders.  Then we will believe.’  How arrogant we humans are, daring to tell God what he must do if we are to believe.  If God would just send ambassadors from the other side, great multitudes would believe.  Would they?  Jesus’ parable shouts a resounding no!  Jesus himself came from the other side, and though some believed, many, like the rich man and his brothers, did not believe.”


d.  “OUCHI is the sharper Greek ‘no’ [as opposed to OU, OUK, and MĒ, the ‘weaker’ negatives].  The most direct contradiction of unbelief persists even in hell.  Abraham is contradicted in what he says, and that is a contradiction of Moses and the prophets and of their Word as the means of salvation.  Even the fires of hell bring no unbelievers to repentance and faith.”


e.  “The rich man speaks from his own experience.”


f.  “The rich man knows from personal experience that his family do not take seriously what the law and the prophets say.  Something more is needed, and he persists with his request to Abraham.”
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