John 1:1
Mark 3:6


 is the continuative use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “And” plus the nominative masculine plural aorist active participle of the verb EXERCHOMAI, which means “to go out; to leave; to depart.”

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


The active voice indicates that the Pharisees produced the action.


The participle is temporal and precedes the action of the main verb.  It can be translated “after going out.”

Then we have the nominative subject from the masculine plural article and proper noun PHARISAIOS, meaning “the Pharisees.”  With this we have the temporal use of the adverb EUTHUS, meaning “immediately.”

“And after going out, the Pharisees immediately”
 is the preposition META plus the genitive of association from the masculine plural article and proper noun HĒRWIDIANOI, meaning “with the Herodians.”  Then we have the accusative direct object from the neuter singular noun SUMBOULION, which means “a plan.”
  With this we have the third person singular imperfect active indicative from the verb DIDWMI, which means 
“to give,” but in this context and idiom it means “to form, devise, hatch a plan.”


The imperfect tense is a descriptive imperfect, which describes a past, incomplete action.


The active voice indicates that the Pharisees produced the action with the Herodians.


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

Then we have the preposition KATA plus the ablative of opposition from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “against Him” and referring to Jesus.

“devised a plan with the Herodians against Him,”
 is the conjunction HOPWS, which means “how” plus the accusative direct object from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “Him,” referring to Jesus.  In the English idiom we add the words “[as to] how.”  Finally, we have the third person plural aorist active subjunctive from the verb APOLLUMI, which means “to destroy,” which is a euphemism, meaning “to kill.”


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


The active voice indicates that the Pharisees and Herodians produced the action.


The subjunctive mood is a subjunctive of purpose with an element of probability or possibility, which is brought out in the translation by use of the auxiliary verb “might.”

“[as to] how they might kill Him.”
Mk 3:6 corrected translation
“And after going out, the Pharisees immediately devised a plan with the Herodians against Him, [as to] how they might kill Him.”
Explanation:
1.  “And after going out, the Pharisees immediately devised a plan with the Herodians against Him,”

a.  Mark does not make clear whether the synagogue service was over or not.  Either the scribes and Pharisees got up right after Jesus defied them by healing the man or they rushed out when the service was concluded.  The service probably ended with a hymn or some sort of benediction.  So the Pharisees either left in disgust as soon as Jesus healed the man or they left in disgust as soon as the worship service concluded.  The point is that the Pharisees didn’t wait around to thank Jesus for healing a man in need or thank Him for showing them the true meaning of the Sabbath—God’s opportunity to show His love by providing for man.  They couldn’t get away from Jesus fast enough.

b.  So what was the rush?  They thought that they had been publicly insulted, embarrassed, refuted, and rejected by Jesus, and they wanted their revenge.  Therefore, they went to the Herodians—the backers of Herod Antipas, who had put John the Baptist to death—to devise a plan with them for the arrest, conviction, and possible execution of Jesus.  Mark does not give us the details of the plan.  Those details are played out in the arrest, trials, conviction, and execution of Jesus later in the story.

c.  But Mark makes it plain here that the scribes, the Pharisees, and the Herodians were against Jesus; that is, they were in opposition to Him in every way possible.  They would later be joined by the Sadducees, who would lead in the implementation of the plan.  It should be noted that the plan against Jesus had its birth during the first year of His public ministry.  Things only got worse as time went on.

d.  Who were the Herodians?



(1)  “The Herodians were a Jewish party in the time of our Lord who were evidently partisans of the Herod family.  The Herods were not of proper Jewish descent, and they had supplanted a royal family not merely Jewish, but of priestly blood and rank.  They also supported their authority by trying to please their Roman patrons. In doing this, they came into direct antagonism with the Pharisees.  But in the case of our Lord, these two warring parties united.  The Pharisees really aimed at the life of our Lord, and thus it was helpful to gain the assistance of people having influence at court.”



(2)  “The Herodians (Mt 22:16; Mk 3:6; 12:13) may have been Jews who favored a reunited Israel under a ruler from the Herodian dynasty.”



(3)  “The name of men of influence who were partisans of the Herodian house.  They are mentioned specifically in three passages of the Gospels dealing with two incidents, one in Galilee and one in Jerusalem.  Mark and Matthew associate the Herodians with the Pharisees in their opposition to Jesus (Mk 3:6; Mt 22:16= Mk 12:13), but neither Luke nor John mentions them.  Their origin may be traced to the time when Herod the Great sought to establish his right to rule in Palestine, because Josephus speaks of those both in Galilee and Judea who were of Herod’s party.  There has been much discussion of the origin of the name.  When one examines the Gospel narratives, however, it seems that the Herodians were neither domestic servants nor official agents of Herod, but rather adherents or partisans of Herod who were men of standing and influence.  Their outlook was friendly to the Herodian rule, and consequently to the Roman rule upon which it rested.  Evidence from the Gospels seems to indicate that they were adherents of Herod Antipas.  They preferred his rule to the direct rule of the Roman prefects.  Although at the time of Herod the Great’s death there were some Jews who wanted to put an end to the Herodian rule, later they found the rule of the prefects was less bearable than that of the Herodians.  Consequently, Herod Antipas’s rule was strengthened, and some Jews wanted a united nation under him.  This may account for their being in Judea as well as in Galilee.  One might say that religiously and economically the Sadducees and the Herodians would have been very close if not identical.  Although recently there has been an attempt to identify the Herodians with the Essenes, it seems impossible because the two groups are so different in character.    Furthermore, the Herodians and the Sadducees would have been on the same side of the political fence in opposition to the Pharisees; the former being pro-Roman while the Pharisees were anti-Hasmonean, anti-Herodian, and anti-Roman.  Hence, it can be seen why the Herodians and the Pharisees, though political and religious enemies, would together oppose Jesus, because He was introducing a new kingdom that neither would have wanted.  The Pharisees thought that Jesus misinterpreted the Mosaic law, and the Herodians felt that their mentor Herod Antipas should rule and have tribute money for the Roman coffers.”



(4)  “The view that they were a religious party known in rabbinical literature as ‘Boethusians’, i.e. adherents of the family of Boethus, whose daughter Mariamne was one of the wives of Herod the Great and whose sons were raised by him to the high priesthood, is not now generally held.”



(5)  “It is clear that the Herodians were known as a group of people, though not necessarily a party.  They must have occupied an influential position, seeing that their support was called on against Jesus.  They could not have been merely formal officials or part of the household of Herod Antipas, for the Pharisees would not have collaborated with such officials.  Unlike the Sadducees who were found only in Jerusalem, the Herodians were spread over the whole country, as far afield as Galilee where the miracle recorded in Mk 3:1-6 took place.  They were a secular group among the people loyally inclined to the dynasty of Herod, without claiming party status.  According to Mark, a deputation of Pharisees (a religious party) and Herodians (a secular group), are representative of dissatisfaction with Jesus’ actions—in the one instance concerning a miracle, in the other regarding the payment of taxes.  Mk 3:6 depicts Jesus contravening a religious law (related to the Sabbath), and in Mk 12:13 the question revolves around a government law (tax).  The Herodians may have been hated by the people, but their clout with the dynasty of Herod was hoped to contribute to the nullifying of Jesus’ influence.”

2.  “[as to] how they might kill Him.”

a.  Mark then tells us the ultimate goal of the plan—how they might kill Jesus.  The options were: hire an assassin or assassins to murder Him; stir the people up in a revolt against Him and let them stone Him; arrest Him secretly and have Him die ‘accidentally’ in prison; figure out a way to have Him arrested by the Romans for insurrection and let them put Him to death.

b.  The important thing to remember here is that for the greater part of our Lord’s ministry on earth during the First Advent His enemies were constantly seeking some way in which they might kill Him.  Therefore, our Lord not only had to protect Himself, but He also had to protect His disciples as well.
3.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “The Pharisees could stand no more.  So out they stalked at once in a rage of madness (Lk 6:11) and outside of the synagogue took counsel with their bitter enemies, the Herodians, on the sabbath day how they might destroy Him, a striking illustration of the alternatives of Jesus a few moments before, ‘to save life or to kill’.  This is the first mention of the Herodians or adherents of Herod Antipas and the Herod family rather than the Romans.  The Pharisees would welcome the help of their rivals to destroy Jesus.  In the presence of Jesus they unite their forces as in Mk 8:15; 12:13; Mt 22:16.”


b.  “This verse climaxes the section on Jesus’ conflicts in Galilee with the religious establishment.  It is Mark’s first explicit reference to Jesus’ death, which now began to cast its shadow over His mission. The Pharisees conspired immediately with the Herodians (cf. Mk 12:13), influential political supporters of Herod Antipas, in an unprecedented common effort to destroy Jesus.  His authority confronted and overwhelmed their authority, so He must be killed.  Their problem was how.”


c.  “Manifesting utter lack of conscience toward God, the Pharisees entered into collaboration with the Herodians, the worldly and corrupt politicians of their day, as to how they might lay hold of Jesus and put Him out of the way.  Thus did extremes, meet then, as often since, in men of entirely opposite views, agreeing together in the rejection of Christ and consulting mutually as to how He might be destroyed.  Such is the inevitable evil and opposition to God of the natural heart!”


d.  “Rage drove these very religious Pharisees into the arms of the ungodly Herodians (politicians associated with Herod) simply because Herod had the right to impose the death penalty in Galilee, something which the Pharisees did not have.  So these Pharisees, filled with foolishness in their maddened desire to accuse Jesus, consorted with their despised enemies, the Herodians.  Their hate caused them to abandon their principles, and they reported Jesus to Herod’s administration in the hopes that He would be sentenced to death!  This action is filled with irony, for they despised the Herodians for pandering to a half-breed Jew who served the Romans; and now their hate for their purebred Jewish Messiah, of the house of David, irrationally united them with this despised half-breed usurper.  Jesus’ ministry was little more than a year old, already the vicious hate for God’s righteous One is clearly moving towards venting itself in killing Him.”


e.  “The Sabbath controversies reported by Mark did not originate in subordinate departures from the scribal tradition, but were symptomatic of Jesus’ entire attitude toward the oral law.  Jesus refused to observe the traditional rules; He moved in grace toward sick individuals and healed them without regard to the day of the week.  From the Pharisaic point of view Jesus’ word and action totally undermined their interpretation of the Law, their piety and their actions.  Jesus was not simply another scribe who advocated an independent opinion; He constituted a threat to true religion and ancestral tradition.  When Jesus failed to submit to the scribal regulation of the Sabbath He broke the tradition, and authority confronted authority.  It was inevitable that conflict should ensue, and that the Pharisees should seek to destroy Jesus.  Undoubtedly the Herodians lent their support to the Pharisees because they saw Jesus as a threat to the peace and stability of the tetrarchy.”
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