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

 is the transitional/continuative use of the postpositive conjunction DE, meaning “Now” and is used here to introduce background information.  With this we have the nominative subject from the proper noun IWSĒPH, meaning “Joseph.”  Then we have the appositional/explanatory nominative from the masculine singular article and noun ANĒR with the possessive genitive from the feminine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “her husband.”

“Now Joseph, her husband,”
 is the predicate nominative from the masculine singular adjective DIKAIOS, meaning “righteous, fair, or just.”  With this we have the nominative masculine singular present active participle of the verb EIMI, meaning “to be: being.”


The present tense is a descriptive present, describing the state of being at the time Matthew is describing.


The active voice indicates that Joseph kept on producing the action of being fair, just, and righteous.


The participle is circumstantial.

Next we have the additive use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and,” followed by the negative adverb MĒ, meaning “not” plus the nominative masculine singular present active participle of the verb THELW, which means “to want, wish or will.”  The morphology of this participle is the same as the previous participle.  This is followed by the accusative direct object from the third person feminine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “her” and referring to Mary.  Then we have the aorist active infinitive from the verb DEIGMATIZW, which means “to expose, make an example of, disgrace.”


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


The active voice indicates that Joseph produced the action.


The infinitive is an infinitive of indirect object.

“being a righteous man and not wanting to disgrace her,”
 is the third person singular aorist deponent passive indicative from the verb BOULOMAI, which means “to intend, plan, or will” something.


The aorist tense is a constative/historical 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 (Joseph) producing the action.


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

Next we have the adverb of manner LATHRAI, which means “secretly.”  This is followed by the aorist active infinitive from the verb APOLUW, which means “to divorce.”


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


The active voice indicates that Joseph was planning to produce the action.


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

Finally, we have the accusative direct object from the third person feminine plural personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “her” and referring to Mary.

“planned to divorce her secretly.”
Mt 1:19 corrected translation
“Now Joseph, her husband, being a righteous man and not wanting to disgrace her, planned to divorce her secretly.”
Explanation:
1.  “Now Joseph, her husband,”

a.  Matthew continues the story of the birth of Jesus with another piece of background information.  This information is about Joseph.  The previous piece of background information was about Mary.


b.  Joseph is identified as the husband of Mary.  This is important because the two had not yet ‘come together’ and yet Joseph is still considered the legal husband of Mary.  The Greek word for husband here is ANĒR, which is the same word used for husbands in Col 3:19, “You husbands, love your wives…”  As noted in detail in the previous verse, once the marriage contract was signed, the couple was considered legally married, but still had to wait one year before they could consummate the marriage physically.  It was during this one-year waiting period to ensure the bride was not pregnant that Mary was found to be pregnant.  Thus the crisis of faith.  Joseph had to have faith in Mary’s word that she was still a virgin, and Joseph has to have faith in the message he is about to receive from an angel about this situation.

2.  “being a righteous man and not wanting to disgrace her,”

a.  Matthew then identifying the single most important characteristic about Joseph that applied to this situation—Joseph was a fair, just, and righteous man.  He wanted to be fair to Mary.  He wanted to be just to Mary.  He wanted to do the right thing by her.


b.  Therefore, Joseph was not willing to publicly disgrace her by dragging her before the synagogue council and having her stoned to death for adultery.  He wanted no harm to come to her.  He obviously loved her so deeply that he couldn’t bear the thought of her death.


c.  According to Dt 22:23-24, he had every right to have her stoned to death.  But he also knew that it was not in her character or personality to be an adulteress.  He believed that she was not lying to him, but still he could not deny the fact of her pregnancy.  His sense of righteousness did not allow him to continue to be married to her, and that same sense of righteousness could not bear the thought of her being hurt in any way.

3.  “planned to divorce her secretly.”

a.  Therefore, the only plan Joseph could devise to satisfy his sense of righteousness was to divorce her secretly.  How this could be secretly without everyone in the synagogue knowing what was happening we are not told.  Certainly, Joseph would have to go to the synagogue and sign the document of divorcement and place it in her hand.  Then she would be sent back to her parents’ home, which in itself was a form of disgrace.


b.  Joseph’s sense of honor and integrity could not continue to live with her, and could not allow any harm to come to her.  So without any fanfare or publicity, Joseph worked out in his mind the steps he needed to do to divorce her and send her away.  The mental agony must have been tortuous for him.  Mary herself was in a helpless situation at this point and only had the grace and word of God to hang on to.  It was time for God to intervene and save the day.

4.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “One can imagine how his heart must have broken. He genuinely loved Mary, and yet the word came that she was pregnant.  His love for her was demonstrated by his actions.  He chose not to create a public scandal by exposing her condition to the judges at the city gate.  Such an act could have resulted in Mary’s death by stoning.  Instead he decided to divorce her quietly.”


b.  “Mary returned to Nazareth from Elizabeth’s home around the time of John’s birth (Lk 1:56) by which time she was in the fourth month of her pregnancy.  We cannot say whether her pregnancy was obvious, but what we know of her suggests that she would have told Joseph of her condition and the miraculous circumstances surrounding it just as soon as she returned to Nazareth.  This evidently happened; for how else can one explain Joseph’s dilemma?  But no man could be expected to believe Mary’s explanation; for virgins just do not conceive!  Joseph was undoubtedly torn between love and duty, love for Mary his betrothed and duty to the Mosaic Law; for his betrothal to Mary made her married to him in all but one respect, they had yet to consummate their marriage.  Joseph was a righteous man, so he did not want to marry an impure woman (Dt 22:13–21), but in order to terminate his betrothal he had either to divorce Mary privately or to publicly declare her a harlot (which could result in her death by stoning—Dt 22:20–21).  Now which was the more righteous thing to do; what should a God-fearing man do?  It surely was a monstrous thing to hand the girl he loved over for execution, yet that is what the Law indicated.  Or could he just divorce her privately?  Clearly, marrying her [continuing the marriage] was out of the question; if only she would tell him the truth about the affair, what really happened in the hill country of Judea?  How could he terminate the betrothal and not be unduly harsh on Mary, and yet true to God’s laws?”


c.  “In Old Testament law the penalty for unchastity before marriage was stoning, but by this time divorce, based on Dt 24:1, was the rule.  Joseph, as a just (i.e. law-abiding) man, could, and perhaps should, have done so by an accusation of adultery resulting in a public trial, but his unwillingness to put her to shame (the same uncommon Greek word is used in Col. 2:15) led him to consider the permitted alternative of a private divorce before two witnesses (Mishnah [Rabbinic commentaries on the Law], Sotah 1:1, 5).”


d.  “When Joseph discovers Mary’s pregnancy, he naturally assumes that she has been unfaithful to him.  He is called a ‘righteous’ man, which for Matthew does not imply sinless perfection but regularly refers to one who is law-abiding, upright in character, and generally obedient and faithful to God’s commandments.  Joseph’s righteousness leads him to want to spare Mary the disgrace of public divorce and censure and the legal proceedings for a suspected adulteress.  Jewish laws typically required a man to divorce an adulterous wife (Misnah Sota 5:1), but Joseph proposes to divorce her ‘privately’, in the sense of a settlement out of court.”


e.  “The OT punishment for unchastity before marriage was death, but divorce had by this time become accepted instead, and a private divorce before witnesses was a humane option.”


f.  “Joseph is called just, which probably means that he was careful in his observance of the law.  The passage that covered the situation was that of the betrothed woman who has had sexual intercourse (Dt 22:23–27).  Where the woman is a consenting partner, both are to be put to death; where she has been violated, only the guilty man is to be executed.  But the violation has taken place: the girl is no longer a virgin.  She is no longer eligible to be married to her betrothed; she must be given a bill of divorce.  Joseph, being just, saw that he was unable to consummate the marriage, but he did not want to be harsh.  Perhaps we should say that for Joseph being just before God included an element of mercy (the ‘just man’ is compassionate, Ps 37:21).  Probably also he preferred to act in a way that would avoid an open scandal.  He could have made a public display of his indignation by taking Mary before the law court and making an example of her.  But his concern for the law did not lead him to the conclusion that he must humiliate the young lady who, he thought, had offended.  He preferred to divorce her secretly.  Divorce was no great problem for an Israelite man: he simply had to give the lady ‘a bill of divorce’ before two witnesses and send her away (the procedure is given in Dt. 24:1).”


g.  “Letters of divorce were both private and legal, needing no publication before a court.”
  The implication of this is that Mary would be sent away in her pregnant condition and all anyone could assume would be that Joseph got her pregnant before the one year period was up.  This would avoid any charge of adultery against her.
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