John 1:1
Matthew 19:10



 is the third person plural present active indicative from the verb LEGW, which means “to say: said.”


The present tense is a historical present, which describes the past action as though occurring right now for the sake of vividness or liveliness in the narrative.  It is translated by the English past tense.


The active voice indicates that the disciples produced the action.


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

Then we have the dative indirect object from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “to Him.”  This is followed by the nominative subject from the masculine plural article and noun MATHĒTĒS, meaning “the disciples.”  The next word AUTOS is in brackets, because the manuscript evidence is divided on its inclusion or exclusion.  It is not found in the two best uncial manuscripts Codex Sinaiticus and Vaticanus, and is more likely a scribal addition.

“The disciples said to Him,”
 is the first class conditional particle EI, meaning “if (and it’s true).”  Then we have the adverb of manner HOUTWS, meaning “so; thus; in this way” with the third person singular present active indicative from the verb EIMI, meaning “to be: is.”


The present tense is an aoristic present, which views the state of being as a fact.


The active voice indicates that the relationship of the man with his wife produces the state of being as such, in this way, or so.


The indicative mood is declarative for a condition of fact or reality.

Then we have the nominative subject from the feminine singular article and noun AITIA, meaning “the relationship.”
  With this we have the possessive genitive from the masculine singular article and noun ANTHRWPOS, meaning “of the man.”  This is followed by the preposition META plus the genitive of association from the feminine singular article, used as a possessive pronoun (‘his’) and noun GUNĒ, meaning “with his wife.”

“‘If the relationship of the man with his wife is so,”
 is the negative adverb OU, meaning “not,” followed by the third person singular present active indicative from the verb SUMPHERW, which means “to be better.”


The present tense is an aoristic present, which describes the state of being as a fact.


The active voice indicates that the situation previously described concerning the relationship of the man with his wife produces the action of not being better.


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

Finally, we have the aorist active infinitive of the verb GAMEW, which means “to marry.”


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


The active voice indicates that the man produces the action.


The infinitive is a complementary infinitive.

“it is not better to marry.’”
Mt 19:10 corrected translation
“The disciples said to Him, ‘If the relationship of the man with his wife is so, it is not better to marry.’”
Explanation:
1.  “The disciples said to Him,”

a.  After hearing Jesus’ words that a man cannot divorce his wife for any and every reason, they have something to say regarding the permanency of marriage.


b.  The disciples are somewhat in a state of shock.  They have heard Jesus’ teaching in the Sermon on the Mount (Mt 5:32, “However, I say to you that everyone who divorces his wife, except for the reason of unlawful sexual intercourse, makes her commit adultery; and whoever marries a divorced [woman], commits adultery.”)   But now after hearing almost the same statement in Mt 19:9 (“However, I say to you, that whoever divorces his wife except for sexual immorality and marries another commits adultery.”) they have a verbal reaction that never arose after the Sermon on the Mount.  The teaching of God’s seriousness about marriage has finally sunk into their souls.  They now realize the God means business about marriage being permanent—as long as the two shall live. 

2.  “‘If the relationship of the man with his wife is so,”

a.  The “if” is a first class condition, indicating that the relationship between a man and his wife is, in fact, so, thus, in this manner or this way.  And what way is that?  Permanent!  The normal, average, marital relationship between a man and his wife is permanent, and cannot be dissolved for any and every reason, just because one party or the other ‘calls it quits’.


b.  The marriage relationship of the man with his wife is exactly how Jesus has previously described it, “what God has joined together, man must not separate,” and the word ‘man’ refers to any person, man, woman, judge, or some other religious leader.  The exception is the case of sexual immorality.  Death, adultery, and capital punishment (or a life sentence), and desertion (1 Cor 7:15) are also reasons for divorce.


c.  The permanent marriage relationship is a fact that God recognizes and people cannot get out of just because they want to.

3.  “it is not better to marry.’”

a.  Therefore, based on this enlightenment the disciples come to their own grand conclusion.  If we cannot get out of a bad marriage, then it is better not to marry.


b.  Since the loophole is now closed to get a divorce for any and every reason, these men (I wonder what Peter thought who is married) recognize that is it better to remain single than to get married.  Will these men end up getting married?  We don’t know; for we have no information regarding their single/marital status during the rest of their lives.  There are advantages to being married and advantages to being single.  Every individual must decide for themselves what is best for them.

4.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “The disciples’ response to Christ’s teaching showed that they disagreed with Him.”
  That is a completely wrong conclusion and assumption.  It is wrong explanation.  The disciples recognized the seriousness of God’s standard, but weren’t challenging Jesus or disagreeing with Him.  That is a ridiculous conclusion.

b.  “Jesus obviously affirmed the permanence of marriage.  Those who heard His words understood Him in this way; for they reasoned that if there were no grounds for divorce one would be better off never to marry.  But this was not what Jesus intended, for God has given marriage to people for their betterment.”


c.  “Given that Jesus’ position proves stricter than Shammai’s, even with the exception clause, the disciples think that fulfilling marital obligations may be harder than remaining single.”


d.  “Matthew adds a section (verses 10–12) to which the other Gospels have no parallel.  Evidently Matthew felt that Jesus’ teaching on this subject was so far-reaching and so different from that of His contemporaries that it was important for him to add something about the Master’s further teaching when the disciples expressed a problem.  Not only Jesus’ antagonists but His disciples are staggered by this teaching.  The disciples are impressed by the problems they see when a marriage is under strain if this teaching is carried through.  If there is no relief from the strain and no possibility of divorce, then life is going to be very difficult indeed.  It would mean that no matter what the wife did, no matter how badly the marriage was going, there could be no divorce.  So they suggest to Jesus that if this is the way of it, it is not advisable to marry.  The disciples envision problems in maintaining the marriage relationship with this hanging over their heads.”


e.  “To be so tied to a wife that only her adultery would ever release the husband from her and thus to be compelled to put up with her faults for a whole lifetime seemed an intolerable yoke, to which remaining unmarried would be preferable.”
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