John 1:1
Matthew 22:23


 is the preposition EN plus the locative of time from the feminine singular demonstrative pronoun EKEINOS plus the article and noun HĒMERA, meaning “On that day.”  Next we have the third person plural aorist active indicative from the verb PROSERCHOMAI, which means “to come: came.”

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


The active voice indicates that the Sadducees produced the action.


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

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 proper noun SADDOUKAIOS, which means “the Sadducees.”
“On that day Sadducees came to Him,”
 is the nominative masculine plural present active participle of the verb LEGW, which means “to say: saying.”

The present tense is a descriptive present of what was now going on at that time in Jewish religious thought by these men.


The active voice indicates that the Sadducees produced the action.  The implied subject, referring back to the Sadducees can be expressed by the phrase “[the ones].”

The participle is circumstantial.  This participle introduces a parenthetical thought, which requires parenthesis marks “(…)” in the translation.
Then we have the negative adverb MĒ, meaning “not” plus the present active infinitive of the verb EIMI, which meaning “to be: that there is not” or better “that resurrection does not exist.”

The present tense is a static present for a state of being that permanently exists.


The active voice indicates that resurrection produces the action of not existing.

The infinitive is an infinitive of purpose, which functions like a finite verb in this accusative-infinitive construction.  This can be translated by use of the English introductory word expressing purpose “that.”
With this we have the accusative ‘subject of the infinitive’ from the feminine singular noun ANASTASIS, which means “resurrection.”

“([the ones] saying resurrection does not exist),”
 is the additive use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and,” followed by the third person plural aorist active indicative from the verb EPERWTAW, which means “to question.”

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


The active voice indicates that the Sadducees produced the action.


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

Finally, we have the accusative direct object from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “Him.”

“and questioned Him,”
Mt 22:23 corrected translation
“On that day Sadducees came to Him, ([the ones] saying resurrection does not exist), and questioned Him,”
Explanation:
1.  “On that day Sadducees came to Him,”

a.  Matthew opens the next event by telling us that this event happened on the same day as the attack by the Pharisees and Herodians.  First the Sanhedrin attacked Jesus, then the Pharisees and Herodians.  Now the Sadducees come after Him.  One attack after another and the Lord defeats them all with the ‘word of God’—His very own speech.

b.  Notice that Jesus didn’t go after the Sadducees.  He wasn’t looking for a verbal fight.  They were, and so they came to Him.  Their purpose in coming to Him in public in the temple was the same as the previous groups with their verbal traps.  The Sadducees hoped to back Jesus into a logical corner and trap Him in His own words.
2.  “([the ones] saying resurrection does not exist),”

a.  Matthew pauses for a moment to remind his audience that the Sadducees did not believe that there would ever be a resurrection of the dead.  This is important to remember, because their question to Jesus is based on the assumption that there is no resurrection, because of the ridiculous consequences (in their minds) that a resurrection could produce.  Jesus will prove their assumption to be wrong and affirm the future reality and existence of the resurrection.  He will do this verbally and experientially by His own resurrection from the dead.

b.  The Sadducees were the ruling religious party in Israel.  They controlled the high-priesthood.  The high-priest was appointed by the Roman governor (Pilate) and the Sadducees paid handsomely for one of their own to be appointed.  It was a family business.  The Herodians were the political rulers of certain areas of Palestine, while the Sadducees ruled Judea by controlling the high-priesthood.  The Pharisees had great religious influence as well by their influence in the Sanhedrin.

c.  So the first attack on Jesus came from the high-priest(s).  The second attack from the Pharisees and Herodians, and the third attack from the Sadducees.  Everyone wanted Jesus dead at this point, except the crowds.  And they would turn on Jesus in the next few days.
3.  “and questioned Him,”

a.  The Sadducees did the same thing the other groups had done.  They came with their question for Jesus, setting a trap for Him in which His answer could be used against Him.  Their evil was the same evil each time, and the same evil used by Satan in the desert.  Satan’s attacks were verbal attacks on Jesus, and these questions were just another form of the same verbal attacks from the same enemy of the Lord Jesus Christ.

b.  The Sadducees are not seeking legitimate information from Jesus with their question.  Their question is designed to humiliate, embarrass, and ridicule Him publicly.  They intend to make Him look like a fraud and false prophet, which they can then use as an excuse to have the people stone Him.
4.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “In spite of the fact that the Pharisees and Herodians had been worsted, the Sadducees entered the field and tried their attack.  Keep in mind that this group accepted only the authority of the five Books of Moses.  The Sadducees did not believe in a spirit world or in the doctrine of the resurrection (Acts 23:8).  They had often challenged the Pharisees to prove the doctrine of the resurrection from Moses, but the Pharisees were not too successful with their arguments.”


b.  “The Sadducees were the “religious liberals” of their day for they said there is no resurrection or angels or spirits (Acts 23:8).”


c.  “In order to understand the importance of this confrontation we must recall Jn 11:45 and Jn 12:10–11.  Lazarus’ resurrection [resuscitation] was accepted as a fact, and many people believed on Jesus because of this miracle.  This plot was a further attempt to separate Jesus from His extensive popular following.  In order to do this the Sadducees sought to ‘disprove’ Lazarus’ resurrection theologically and thus expose Jesus as a fraud, thereby alienating His popular support.  The Sadducees based their theology on the Mosaic Scriptures, regarding other Scripture as merely recorded tradition and subsidiary to the Pentateuch.  The Sadducees held that the Pentateuch does not specifically address the question of resurrection (though, for example, Gen 5:24 [‘Enoch walked with God’] demands it), so they denied it.  The Sadducees denied that the oral law, which the Pharisees attributed to Moses, was either authoritative or binding.  They interpreted the Mosaic Law more literally than the Pharisees and differed from them, too, by denying resurrection and, for that matter, eternal bliss or punishment, believing that the soul perished with the body.  For this reason, the messianic hope played no spiritual role in the Sadducean perspective.  However, by resurrecting Lazarus, Jesus had destroyed their position in the eyes of the common people; so they set out to prove that what He had been seen to do, He could not have done!  Presumably, their intent was to prove Him a liar and thus a fake or even a sorcerer.  (A classic case of, “I’ve made up my mind, don’t confuse me with the facts.”


d.  “Next appears that Jewish party which rejected the oral Torah and any doctrine not derivable from the five books of Moses.  The clearest Old Testament teaching on the resurrection of all people at the end of the age appears in Dan 12:2.  There are no unambiguous texts from Genesis through Deuteronomy that put forward this doctrine.  But the Sadducees do not couch their question so directly; rather, they try to ridicule the notion of resurrection with a worst-case scenario.”


e.  “The Sadducees were the aristocratic, high-priestly party, strongly opposed to the Pharisees and probably gratified that they were unable to trap Jesus.  But they were also strongly opposed to Jesus and the growing group of enthusiasts associated with Him.  Their cooperation with the Romans meant that they were suspicious of any movement that might disturb the current political setup, so they would like to have Jesus discredited.  They rejected all teaching of a life after this one (Josephus, ‘The Sadducees hold that the soul perishes along with the body,’ Antiquities 18.16; War 2.165).  As they could see, there was nothing about a resurrection from the dead in the Old Testament Scriptures, and specifically in the law.  So they now came to Jesus with a question about life after death that they evidently were sure He would not be able to answer.  This is an example of questions designed to ridicule a rabbi rather than to obtain information.”
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