John 1:1
Luke 16:31
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 is the transitional use of the postpositive conjunction DE, meaning “Now; Then” plus 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 Abraham produced the action.


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

This is followed by the dative indirect object from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “to him” and referring to the rich man.  Next we have the first class conditional particle EI, meaning “If (and they do not).”  Then we have the genitive direct object from the masculine singular proper noun MWUSĒS with the additive use of the conjunction KAI plus the genitive direct object from the masculine plural article and noun PROPHĒTĒS, meaning “Moses and the Prophets.”  This is followed by the negative OUK, meaning “not” plus the third person plural present active indicative of the verb AKOUW, which means “to hear; to listen to.”


The present tense is a static/aoristic present, which describes a static condition that is a fact.


The active voice indicates that the five brothers will not produce the action of listening to the word of God as contained in the Old Testament.


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

“Then he said to him, “If they do not listen to Moses and the Prophets [and they will not],”
 is the negative adverb OUDE, which means “nor; not even” when used in coordination with a previous negative.  Then we have the third class conditional particle EAN, meaning “if (and it may or may not happen).”  This is followed by the nominative subject from the masculine singular indefinite pronoun TIS, meaning “someone.”  Next we have the preposition EK plus the ablative of separation or ablative of origin from the masculine plural adjective NEKROS, meaning “from the dead.”  Then we have the third person singular aorist active subjunctive from the verb ANISTĒMI, which means “to stand up; to rise up; to rise.”


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


The active voice indicates that someone produces the action.


The subjunctive mood is a potential subjunctive, which is used in statements of uncertainty after conjunctions such as EAN to indicate possibility, but not actuality.  The auxiliary verb “should” can be used in translation to indicate this potentiality.

Finally, we have the third person plural future passive indicative from the verb PEITHW, which means “to be persuaded.”


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


The passive voice indicates that someone might produce the action of actually rising from the dead.


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

“not even if someone rises from the dead will they be persuaded.”’”
Lk 16:31 corrected translation
“Then he said to him, “If they do not listen to Moses and the Prophets [and they do not], not even if someone rises from the dead will they be persuaded.”’”
Explanation:
1.  “Then he said to him, “If they do not listen to Moses and the Prophets [and they will not],”

a.  Abraham concludes his response to the rich man with a dogmatic conditional statement that is based on the assumption of fact, that is, that the condition proposed is true.  This is a first class condition, which states the position “if and it’s true.”  The assumption of the condition is that his brothers will not listen to Moses and the Prophets.  More than likely this negative attitude toward the Scriptures is based upon their prior history and practice.


b.  Moses and the Prophets is a technical phrase for the two major parts of the Old Testament, the Torah and the Writings.  Abraham assumes that the brothers will not listen to the message of the Old Testament, which is far more authoritative than sending Lazarus from the dead.  This also assumes that the brothers will not listen to the story of Saul asking the witch of Endor to call back the prophet Samuel from the dead.  The issue of Jesus rising from the dead is dealt with in the next statement.


c.  Even if the brothers will hear the warning from some Rabbi, they will pay no attention to it or give it any credibility.

2.  “not even if someone rises from the dead will they be persuaded.”’”

a.  Rather than having Lazarus return temporarily from the dead, Abraham suggests an even more convincing evidence—that someone rise from the dead in resurrection and live in a body that cannot die.  This is a clear allusion to the resurrection of Jesus.  Just substitute the name ‘Jesus’ for the word ‘someone’ and we get the idea.  The brothers will not be persuaded to believe in Jesus even if He rises from the dead, which He will.


b.  Who is that someone that will rise from the dead?  The Lord Jesus Christ.  They will not believe in His resurrection.  Jesus, using the statement He puts in the mouth of Abraham, is prophesying what the five brothers will not do (believe in Him) and what the Pharisees also will not do after His resurrection.


c.  Remember that the Pharisees believed in resurrection!  Jesus is saying that the Pharisees will not be persuaded to accept the consequences of not believing in Him even if He is resurrected.  And in fact, He was raised from the dead and they still did not believe in Him.  His conditional prophecy came true, and they never even realized it.  For had they believed in His prophecy after His resurrection, they would have believed in Him.


d.  This same indictment is true of all unbelievers.  They do not believe in Jesus because they do not even believe in His resurrection from the dead.  For if any person believes in the resurrection from the dead, then they must logically conclude that Jesus is the Son of God, the Messiah, the Christ, the God of Israel, the Lamb of God who takes away the sin of world, and our only Savior.

3.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “‘Saul was not led to repentance when he saw Samuel at Endor nor were the Pharisees when they saw Lazarus come forth from the tomb.  The Pharisees tried to put Lazarus to death and to explain away the resurrection of Jesus’ (Plummer).  Alford comments on the curious fact that Lazarus was the name of the one who did rise from the dead but whose return from the dead ‘was the immediate exciting cause of their (Pharisees) crowning act of unbelief.’”


b.  “Abraham again disagrees, revealing God’s mind in this clash of worldviews.  Abraham does not share the rich man’s optimism.  God has often worked mightily, only to see people lack belief.  Since the OT message of hope is tied to the power of God’s work, Abraham argues that even a resurrection from the dead will not lead to belief, because failure to believe Moses and the prophets shows where one’s heart really is.  The remark suggests that a lack of empirical evidence does not stop people from believing; their will does.  What is needed is a heart that responds to God and does not seek heavenly signs.  To see God’s work and hear His call the heart must be open and the eyes must be looking for Him.  Only faith yields understanding.  The first condition in this verse is a first-class condition that means the premise about not believing Moses and the prophets is presented as the current live option: ‘If they do not listen to Moses and the prophets—and they do not—neither will they believe if someone is raised from the dead.’  Jesus’ message is not a surprise to anyone who really understands what the promise concerns.  How one responds to the previous revelation will determine how one responds to Jesus.  One is to take revelation as a whole.  Jesus and ancient Scriptures—are linked.  To reject the ancient message is to reject Jesus, and to reject His teaching is to reject the ancient message.  If God’s Word is believed, a resurrection is not necessary to engender faith; it only bolsters it.  If they cannot hear God’s voice, they will not see His hands at work.  The second condition is a third-class condition presenting the possibility of resurrection without comment: ‘If a resurrection should come.’  Abraham has raised the stakes a little.  The rich man asked for a message from someone in the afterlife, a mere visit from the afterlife.  Abraham says even if a person were to do more than just visit, if one were to rise from the dead, such a sign would not change the way the man’s brothers respond, if they are not inclined to believe God.  Such resurrections were rare in the OT and are better called resuscitations since all the figures died again (1 Kg 17:17–24; 2 Kg 4:18–37; 13:20–21).  Abraham’s comment clearly alludes to Jesus’ approaching resurrection.  This makes Abraham testify to Jesus’ approaching work, though that would only become clear after the fact.  There is great irony in the parable.  Jesus’ listeners (and Luke’s readers) hear the testimony of one from the dead, which the brothers in the story are denied.  Thus, the parable ends with the listeners facing a choice.  Will they become generous in response to God’s demands to love others?  Or will they live in a self-indulgent way, unconcerned about those in need?  In the movement of the narrative, the Pharisees may be the audience in view, but the warning also calls for Luke’s audience to consider the kind of values that God desires of His people.  The message of the afterlife issues a call to repent [change one’s mind] and a warning about the importance of the decision.”


c.  “Doctor Luke does not tell us how the covetous Pharisees responded to this account.  They certainly knew Moses and the Prophets, and this meant even greater responsibility—and greater condemnation (Jn 12:35–41).  We must remind ourselves that the rich man was not condemned because he was rich, nor was Lazarus saved because he was poor.  Abraham was a very wealthy man, yet he was not in torment in hades.  The rich man trusted in his riches and did not trust in the Lord.”


d.  “Jesus was obviously suggesting that the rich man symbolized the Pharisees.  They wanted signs—signs so clear that they would compel people to believe.  But since they refused to believe the Scriptures, they would not believe any sign no matter how great. Just a short time later Jesus did raise a man from the dead, another man named Lazarus (Jn 11:38–44).  The result was that the religious leaders began to plot more earnestly to kill both Jesus and Lazarus (Jn 11:45–53; 12:10–11).”


e.  “This is Jesus’ indictment against the Pharisees: in neglecting the poor, they have disregarded the will of God so clearly expressed in the Scriptures.”
  But that is not the major issue in the story.  The major issue is their failure to believe in Him as the Messiah and the irrevocable consequences of that decision.

f.  “As with the rich man, our use of our wealth in relation to the needs of our neighbors reveals our spiritual state.  If we claim to be Christians (as the rich man claimed to be a son of Abraham), but our material wealth is amassed for our own pleasures, if we are not generous and compassionate in our use of wealth, if we hoard our money, if we only give what amounts to crumbs to others, then we do not truly believe God’s Word.  We are deluded, and a mighty reversal awaits us.

If anyone has material possessions and sees his brother in need but has no pity on him, how can the love of God be in him? (1 John 3:17)
Suppose a brother or sister is without clothes and daily food. If one of you says to him, “Go, I wish you well; keep warm and well fed,” but does nothing about his physical needs, what good is it? (James 2:15, 16).”

This analysis is true, but is it the major emphasis of the passage?  No, the major emphasis of the story ends with the fact that those who choose to not believe in Jesus are going to go to Hades and then eventually be transferred to the Lake of Fire because they refuse to believe what the Old Testament Scriptures and the coming resurrection of Jesus from the dead.  What was more important to Jesus, whether the Pharisees gave more money to the poor or believed in Him as the Messiah?


g.  Marshall concludes his comments on this story thus: “Miracles will not convince those whose hearts are morally blind and unrepentant; they will not be persuaded.  The parable ends on a note of solemn warning.”
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