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Sydney 

Passing the Test

“Whose Son is He?”
For those who are with us for the first time today, we have been studying Matthew, the book by the former tax collector, now follower of Y'shua. Each week we take a section or sections of the book and see if it has anything to say to us, as 21st century people  (Lots of endnotes following the Scripture for those online)

Do you remember the story, The Wizard of Oz? Do you remember the Wicked Witch of the West? She was the personification of evil in the story. Laughing at Dorothy, the little Kansas girl, who clung to both her dog and her dreams, the witch proclaimed, "I'll get you my little pretty, and your little dog, too."  The tale by Frank Oz reminds us again and again of the witch's words, and yet, by the end Dorothy escapes in the great balloon far from the place the witch received her watery death sentence. What a relief for the little girl, and for all who cared about her! Maybe you felt this way during the reading of the book or the viewing of the 1939 classic movie.

The threat of danger and the challenge by the antagonist against all that is good and right… that's what makes good Hollywood. And that's what makes our story today in the Bible. The leaders of the Jewish people throw down a challenge against our Messiah. How will he respond? How will he deal with the "I'll get you my Jesus, and your little followers, too"? I believe Y'shua will pass the test well, and if we learn, we too will do so. Let's read Matthew 22, beginning at verse 15.

Before we dig in, let's touch a bit of history and the sociology of the Jewish people at the time. 

First who are the Pharisees?

The Pharisees were the most considerable sect among the Jews, for they

not only had the scribes, and all the learned men of the law of their party, but they also drew after them the bulk of the people. When this sect arose is uncertain. Josephus, [Antiq. lib. v. c. xiii. s. 9,] speaks of them as existing about 144 years before the Christian era. They had their appellation of Pharisees, from çrp   parash, to separate, and were probably, in their rise, the most holy people among the Jews, having separated themselves from the national corruption, with a design to restore and practice the pure worship of the most High. That they were greatly degenerated in our Lord’s time is sufficiently evident; but still we may learn, from their external purity and exactness, that their principles in the beginning were holy. Our Lord testifies that they had cleansed the outside of the cup and the platter, but within they were full of abomination. They still kept up the outward regulations of the institution, but they had utterly lost its spirit; and hypocrisy was the only substitute now in their power for that spirit of piety which I suppose, and not unreasonably, characterized the origin of this sect. 

Then who are the Sadducees?

The Sadducees had their origin and name from one Sadoc, a disciple of

Antigonus of Socho, president of the Sanhedrin, and teacher of the law in one of the great divinity schools in Jerusalem, about 264 years before the incarnation.

This Antigonus having often in his lectures informed his scholars, that they should not serve God through expectation of a reward, but through love and filial reverence only. Sadoc inferred from this teaching that there were neither rewards nor punishments after this life, and, by consequence, that there was no resurrection of the dead, or angel, or spirit, in the invisible world. Further he reasoned that man is to be rewarded or punished here for the good or evil he does.

They received only the Torah, that is, the five books of Moses, and rejected all unwritten traditions. From every account we have of this sect, it plainly appears they were kind of mongrel deists, and professed materialists.  They ran the Temple in Jerusalem and were the recognized leaders in the Jewish community. 

Who are the Herodians?

But it is very likely that the Herodians mentioned c. xxii. 10, were courtiers or servants of Herod king of Galilee. Our Lord says, Mark 8:15 that they had the leaven of Herod, i.e. a bad doctrine, which they received from him. What this was may be easily discovered: 1. Herod subjected himself and his people to the dominion of the Romans, in opposition to that law, Deuteronomy 17:15, Thou shall not set a king over thee-which is not thy brother, i.e. one out of the twelve tribes. 2. He built temples, sat up images, and joined in heathenish worship, though he professed the Jewish religion; and this was in opposition to all the law and the prophets. From this we may learn that the Herodians were such as, first, held it lawful to transfer the Divine government to a heathen ruler; and, secondly, to conform occasionally to heathenish rites in their religious worship. In short, they appear to have been persons who trimmed between God and the world-who endeavored to reconcile his service with that of mammon-and who were religious just as far as it tended to secure their secular interests. It is probable that this sect was at last so blended with, that it became lost in, the sect of the Sadducees.

Now let's turn to our text and see which groups do which things to try to get our Messiah and his little group, too.

Battle One: The Herodians and Poll Tax

Verse 15:   In his talk.—  by discourse: intending to ask him subtle and ensnaring questions; his answers to which might involve him either with the Roman government, or with the great Sanhedrin. They want him to say something wrong. Oral tradition is highly regarded, and every careless word is fodder for Pharisaic antagonism. 

Malice Demonstrated

The depth of their malice is seen in 4 ways. , 

1. In their method of attack. They had often questioned our Lord on matters concerning religion; and his answers only served to increase his reputation, and their confusion. They now shift their ground, and question him concerning state affairs, and the question is such as must be answered; and yet the answer, to all human appearance, can be none other than what may be construed into a crime against the people, or against the Roman government. 

2. Secondly, . Their profound malice appears in the choice of their companions in this business, viz. the Herodians. Herod was at this very time at Jerusalem, to hold the Passover. Jesus, being from Nazareth, which was in Herod’s jurisdiction, was considered to be his subject. Herod himself was extremely attached to the Roman emperor, and made a public profession of it: all these considerations engaged the Pharisees to unite the Herodians, who, as the Syriac intimates, were the domestics of Herod, in this infernal plot.  

3. Thirdly,their profound malice appears in the praises they gave our Lord. Teacher, we know that you are true, and teach the way of God. This was indeed the real character of our blessed Lord; and now they bear testimony to the truth, merely with the design to make it subserve their wicked purposes. Those whose hearts are influenced by the spirit of the wicked one never do good, but when they hope to accomplish evil by it. Men who praise you to your face are ever to be suspected. The Italians have a very expressive proverb on this subject:-

[Che ti fa carezze piu che non suole,

O t’ ha ingannato, o ingannar ti vuole]  He who caresses you more than he was wont to do, has either deceived you, or is about to do it.  I have never known the sentiment in this proverb to fail; and it was notoriously exemplified in the present instance. Flatterers, though they speak the truth, ever carry about with them a base or malicious soul. 

4.   Fourthly and finally, their malice appears in the question they propose. Is it lawful to give tribute to Caesar, or not?-Matthew 22:17. The constitution of the Jewish republic, the expectations which they had of future glory and excellence, and the diversity of opinions which divided the Jews on this subject, rendered an answer to this question extremely difficult:- because of 5 factors. Stay with me, now, ok?

Factors of difficulty in answering

1)     Due to the presence of the people, who professed to have no other king but

         God, and looked on their independence as an essential point of their religion.

2.) In the presence of the Pharisees, who were ready to stir up the people against him, if his decision could be at all construed to be contrary to their prejudices, or to their religious rights.

3.) In the presence of the Herodians, who, if the answer should appear to be against Caesar’s rights, were ready to inflame their master to avenge, by the death of our Lord, the affront offered to his master the emperor.

4.) The answer was difficult, because of the different sentiments of the people, that is, regular Jews on this subject. Some maintained that they could not lawfully pay tribute to a heathen governor: while others held that as they were now under this strange government, and had no power to free themselves from it, it was lawful for them to pay what they had not power to refuse.

5.) The answer was difficult, finally when it is considered that multitudes of the people had begun now to receive Jesus as the promised Messiah. Messiah was to be the deliverer of their nation from spiritual and temporal oppression, and therefore had lately sung to him the Hoshanah Raba: see Matthew 21:9. If then he should decide the question in Caesar’s favor, what idea must the people have of him, either as zealous for the law, or as the expected Messiah? If against Caesar, he is ruined. Who that loved Jesus, and was not convinced of his sovereign wisdom, could help trembling for him in these circumstances?

Simply put, Jews were required by the Romans to pay tribute money into the fiscus,the emperor’s treasury. Some Jews (e.g., the Zealots) flatly refused to pay it, because it was for them an admission of the Roman right to rule. The Pharisees disliked paying it but did not actively oppose it, whereas the Herodians had no objections to it. The intent of this question then was to force Y'shua to a direct answer, identifying himself either with the Zealots or with the Herodians.

15b-16 Jesus was not about to fall into their trap; he called their question “hypocrisy.” So he asked them for a Roman denarius. In showing one to Jesus, they had already answered their own question. By using Caesar’s coinage they were tacitly acknowledging Caesar’s authority and thus their obligation to pay the tax. 

17 Jesus’ answer avoided the trap. Caesar has a legitimate claim and so does God. Give to each his rightful claim, for obedience to God does not abolish obedience to the state. Jesus did not, however, say that the claims of God and those of Caesar are the same. 


The reply was not what they expected. It was simple yet profound, and “they were amazed at him.” But because he did not give a direct yes-or-no answer, they felt they had enough to charge him with opposition to paying taxes (cf. Lk 23:2).

Verse 20. Whose is this image and superscription?— He knew well enough whose they were; but he showed the excellency of his wisdom, in making them answer to their own confusion. They came to ensnare our Lord in his discourse, and now they are ensnared in their own. He who digs a pit for his neighbor ordinarily falls into it himself.

This answer is full of consummate wisdom. It establishes the limits, regulates the rights, and distinguishes the jurisdiction of the two empires of heaven and earth. The image of princes stamped on their coin denotes that temporal things belong all to their government. The image of God stamped on the soul denotes that all its faculties and powers belong to the Most High, and should be employed in his service.

But while the earth is agitated and distracted with the question of political rights and wrongs, the reader will naturally ask, What does a man owe to

Caesar?-to the civil government under which he lives? Our Lord has answered the question- That which is Caesar’s. But what is it that is Caesar’s? 1. Honor. 2. Obedience. and 3. Tribute. 

1. The civil government under which a man lives, and by which he is protected, demands his honor and reverence. 2. The laws which are made for the suppression of evil doers, and the maintenance of good order, which are calculated to promote the benefit of the whole, and the comfort of the individual should be religiously obeyed. 3. The government that charges itself with the support and defense of the whole, should have its unavoidable expenses, however great, repaid by the people, in whose behalf they are incurred; therefore we should pay tribute. 

Battle Two: The 7 Brothers and the Bride

Now, no sooner had Y'shua escaped the clutches of the Wicked Witch of the Herodians, than along came another group, the Sadduccees. Like the munchkins, they too put out their talons of cleverness into the Messiah hoping to unmask him and make him "just like them."

Verse 24. Raise up seed unto his brother.— This law is mentioned Deuteronomy 25:5. The meaning of the expression is, that the children produced by this marriage should be reckoned in the genealogy of the deceased brother, and enjoy his estates. The word seed should be always translated children or posterity. There is a law precisely similar to this

among the Hindus.

The rabbis said, if a woman have two husbands in this world, she shall have the first only restored to her in the world to come. Sohar. Genes. fol. 24.

But the Sadducees don't believe the Oral Law, hence they want Torah to inform them, don't they?

In Avoda Zera, fol. 18, Sanhedrin, fol. 90, it is said: “These are they which shall have no part in the world to come: Those who say, the Lord did not come from heaven; and those who say, the resurrection cannot be proved out of the law.”

Verse 31. Have you not read— This quotation is taken from Exodus 3:6,

16; and as the five books of Moses were the only part of Scripture which the Sadducees acknowledged as Divine, our Lord, by confuting them from those books, proved the second part of his assertion, “You are ignorant of those very scriptures which you profess to hold sacred.”

Battle Three: The Lawyer and the Mitzvah
The rabbis of Jesus’ day struggled to find summary statements of OT laws and establish their relative importance; and in all probability the question arose enough times in Jesus’ ministry that he developed a fairly standard response to the question. 

Firefighters are tired today. It's been almost 2 weeks of steady battle. Now as the bushfires are raging throughout our state, almost as soon as they put one out, another appears, some even due to hostile or accidental arson. In the same way, as soon as Y'shua is done with one battle scene today, another fiendish plot with its fiendish antagonists appear.

Verse 34 Matthew portrays this confrontation as owing something to the workings of the Pharisees, who saw how Jesus had silenced the Sadducees.

35-36 An expert in the interpretation of Scripture, perhaps especially the Pentateuch, as well as a vast complex of Jewish traditions, “tested” Jesus, asking which is the greatest commandment. The Jews quite commonly drew distinctions among the laws of Scripture—great and small, light and heavy (cf. 23:23). Almost what the Catholics did with mortal and venial laws. 

First, the two commandments stand together. The first without the second is intrinsically impossible (cf. 1Jn 4:20), and the second cannot stand without the first—even theoretically—because disciplined altruism is not love. True love demands abandonment of self to God, and God alone is the adequate incentive for such abandonment.


Jesus also suggests that the basis of human love as beginning with the heart’s sincere relationship with God is in keeping with the prophetic tradition of the OT (Dt 10:12; 1Sa 15:22; Isa 1:11-18; et al.). Sterile religion, no matter how disciplined, was never regarded as adequate.


The main point Jesus makes is the priority of love within the law. These two commandments are the greatest because all Scripture “hangs” on them; i.e., nothing in Scripture can cohere or be truly obeyed unless these two are observed. The entire biblical revelation demands heart religion marked by total allegiance to God, loving him and loving one’s neighbor. Without these two commandments the Bible is sterile. This section therefore prepares the way for the denunciations of 23:1-36 and conforms fully to Jesus’ teaching elsewhere. We'll get to that next week.

Battle Four: The Reply by Jesus to the crowds: Who is the Messiah?

Jesus’ question now addresses the issue of Christology- not on resurrection or taxes—the real issue that turned the authorities into his enemies. The Messiah’s identity according to the Scriptures must be determined. One way to do that is to ask whose son he is. The Pharisees gave the accepted reply: “the son of David” (cf. 2Sa 7:13-14; Isa 11:1, 10; Jer 23:5; see comments on 1:1; 9:27-28).

43-45 But this view, though not wrong, is too simple because, as Jesus points out, David called the Messiah his Lord. How then could Messiah be David’s son? The force of Jesus’ argument depends on his use of Ps 110, the most frequently quoted OT chapter in the NT. The Davidic authorship of the psalm is essential to his argument. The phrase “speaking by the Spirit” not only assumes that all Scripture is Spirit-inspired (cf. Ac 4:25; Heb 3:7; 9:8; 10:15, 2Pe 1:21) but here reinforces the truth of what David said.


How does Jesus use this psalm in his argument? We have already seen how Matthew portrays much prophecy and fulfillment as OT paradigms pointing forward to the Messiah, sometimes with the understanding of the OT writers, sometimes not. David is regularly portrayed, even in the OT, as the model for the coming Anointed One; and David himself understood at least something of the messianic promise (2Sa 7:13-14).


The widely held, if not dominant, view of the Jewish community was that the coming Messiah would be the son of David, meaning from his children's line. Jesus not only declares that view inadequate, but also insists that the OT itself (e.g., Ps 110) tells us it is inadequate. But if Messiah is not David’s son, whose son is he? The solution is given by the prologue to Matthew (chs. 1-2) and by the voice of God himself (3:17; 17:5): Jesus is the Son of God. Even the title “Son of Man” offers a transcendent conception of messiahship. This does not mean, however, that Jesus (or Matthew) is denying that the Messiah is David’s son. This gospel repeatedly recognizes that Jesus the Messiah is Son of David—by title (1:1; 9:27; et al.), by genealogy (1:2-16), and by portrayal of Jesus as King of the Jews (2:2; 27:11, 29; et al.). What Jesus does is to synthesize the concept of a human Messiah in David’s line with the concept of a divine Messiah who transcends human limitations, even as Matthew elsewhere synthesizes kingship and the Suffering Servant. The OT itself looked forward to one who would be both the offshoot and the root of David (Isa 11:1, 10; cf. Rev 22:16).

It is with this comment that the water is tossed onto the Wicked Witch and she melts. It is now that Jesus has triumphed in the confrontation with the opponents in the 'wisdom' battle.

Verse 46 Matthew uses the comment about the silence of Y'shua's opponents in order to finish the entire section of confrontations (21:23-22:46). Many who were silenced were not saved; so Messiah's enemies went underground for a short time. Yet even their silence was a tribute. The teacher who never attended the right schools (Jn 7:15-18) confounds the greatest theologians in the land. And if his question (v. 45) was unanswerable at this time, a young Pharisee, who may have been in Jerusalem at the time, was to answer it in due course (Ro 1:1-4; 9:5). His name was Saul of Tarsus.

But if you think we're done with the challenge, wait till next week. Messiah will preach a full on sermon of condemnation that makes me nervous even pondering, about religious folk who claim superiority and will not only not curry favor with God, but will solicit his harm. As a religious person, I humbly suggest we do what Y'shua says, and we listen to what God says about Messiah.
Invitation

So… let me ask you. Have you met the God of all Wisdom?  Have you received His Messiah, Son of David and Son of God? Would you like to today? If so, pray this prayer and receive His love and grace. Father, forgive me in the name of Y’shua for all my sins. He was the Savior and the fulfillment of all prophecies about Messiah. He is the one and the only one who can save me from my selfishness, from my sin. I acknowledge Y’shua as that one who wants to free me, and who alone can free me. I repent of my sin and accept Y’shua as my deliverer. By faith I am now born again by the Holy Spirit. Amen.

If you prayed that prayer, please talk to me after the service is over, so we can talk about growing in this knowledge and this relationship with God.

For online folks only

For those reading this sermon online and who have just prayed that prayer; please email me straightaway so we can ‘talk.’ Also online folks, you get two extra features that the ones listening don’t get. One, the references in parentheses are not usually cited verbally. Hence you can do further study more slowly. Second if you don’t have this Bible handy…here’s the actual text from New American Standard Bible (the one I like to use)

Words in [brackets] are usually for reference and not read aloud. 

You do have a disadvantage by reading and not attending, as often in the sermon I will add thoughts of Spirit-led information that seem to rise from the kishkes for the people present. I suppose someone could tape the sermons and fill in with those additions to (and sometimes subtractions from) the text, but that’s a noble work to which no one has offered himself and I doubt I would even do so myself. In the meantime, you have what is generally accurate. It’s the Torah without the Talmud, if you know what I mean. Enjoy! 

Matt. 22:15 ¶ Then the Pharisees went and counseled together how they might trap Him in what He said. 

Matt. 22:16 And they sent their disciples to Him, along with the Herodians, saying,  “Teacher, we know that You are truthful and teach the way of God in truth, and defer to no one; for You are not partial to any. 

Matt. 22:17  “Tell us therefore, what do You think? Is it lawful to give a poll-tax to Caesar, or not?” 

Matt. 22:18 But Jesus perceived their malice, and said,  “Why are you testing Me, you hypocrites? 

Matt. 22:19  “Show Me the coin used for the poll-tax.” And they brought Him a denarius. 

Matt. 22:20 And He said to them,  “Whose likeness and inscription is this?” 

Matt. 22:21 They said to Him,  “Caesars.” Then He said to them,  “Then render to Caesar the things that are Caesars; and to God the things that are Gods.” 

Matt. 22:22 And hearing this, they marveled, and leaving Him, they went away. 

Matt. 22:23 ¶ On that day some Sadducees (who say there is no resurrection) came to Him and questioned Him, 

Matt. 22:24 saying,  “Teacher, Moses said,  ‘If a man dies, having no children, his brother as next of kin shall marry his wife, and raise up an offspring to his brother.’ 

Matt. 22:25  “Now there were seven brothers with us; and the first married and died, and having no offspring left his wife to his brother; 

Matt. 22:26 so also the second, and the third, down to the seventh. 

Matt. 22:27  “And last of all, the woman died. 

Matt. 22:28  “In the resurrection therefore whose wife of the seven shall she be? For they all had her.” 

Matt. 22:29 But Jesus answered and said to them,  “You are mistaken, not understanding the Scriptures, or the power of God. 

Matt. 22:30  “For in the resurrection they neither marry, nor are given in marriage, but are like angels in heaven. 

Matt. 22:31  “But regarding the resurrection of the dead, have you not read that which was spoken to you by God, saying, 

Matt. 22:32  ‘I am the God of Abraham, and the God of Isaac, and the God of Jacob’? He is not the God of the dead but of the living.” 

Matt. 22:33 And when the multitudes heard this, they were astonished at His teaching. 

Matt. 22:34 ¶ But when the Pharisees heard that He had put the Sadducees to silence, they gathered themselves together. 

Matt. 22:35 And one of them, a lawyer, asked Him a question, testing Him, 

Matt. 22:36  “Teacher, which is the great commandment in the Law?” 

Matt. 22:37 And He said to him, “‘You shall love the Lord your God with all your heart, and with all your soul, and with all your mind.’ 

Matt. 22:38  “This is the great and foremost commandment. 

Matt. 22:39  “The second is like it,  ‘You shall love your neighbor as yourself.’ 

Matt. 22:40  “On these two commandments depend the whole Law and the Prophets.” 

Matt. 22:41 ¶ Now while the Pharisees were gathered together, Jesus asked them a question, 

Matt. 22:42 saying,  “What do you think about the Christ, whose son is He?” They said to Him,  “The son of David.” 

Matt. 22:43 He said to them,  “Then how does David in the Spirit call Him ‘Lord,’ saying, 

Matt. 22:44 The Lord said to my Lord,  “Sit at My right hand, Until I put Thine enemies beneath Thy feet”? 

Matt. 22:45  “If David then calls Him ‘Lord,’ how is He his son?” 

Matt. 22:46 And no one was able to answer Him a word, nor did anyone dare from that day on to ask Him another question.

Endnotes:

There are three kinds of enemies and false accusers of Christ and his disciples; and three sorts of accusations brought against them.

1. The Herodians, or politicians and courtiers, who form their questions and accusations on the rights of the prince, and matters of state, Matthew

22:16.

2. The Sadducees, or libertines, who found theirs upon matters of religion, and articles of faith, which they did not credit, Matthew 22:23.

3. The Pharisees, lawyers, scribes, or Karaites, hypocritical pretenders to devotion, who found theirs on that vital and practical godliness (the love of

God and man) of which they wished themselves to be thought the sole proprietors, Matthew 22:36. As to their religious opinions, they still continued to credit the being of a God; they received the five books of Moses, the writings of the prophets, and the hagiographa. The Pharisees believed, in a confused way, in the resurrection, though they received the Pythagorean doctrine of the metempsychosis, or transmigration of souls. Those, however, who were notoriously wicked, they consigned, on their death, immediately to hell, without the benefit of transmigration, or the hope of future redemption. They held also the predestinarian doctrine of necessity and the government of the world by fate; and yet, inconsistently, allowed some degree of liberty to the human will. 

For a more complete doctrine of the relationship of Christians to the state, this statement of Jesus in 22.15-16 must be coupled with Ro 13:1-7; 1Ti 2:1-6; and 1Pe 2:13-17.
Verse 32. I am the God of Abraham— Let it be observed, that Abraham

was dead upwards of 300 years before these words were spoken to

Moses: yet still God calls himself the God of Abraham, etc. Now Christ

properly observes that God is not the God of the dead, (that word being

equal, in the sense of the Sadducees, to an eternal annihilation,) but of the

living; it therefore follows that, if he be the God of Abraham, Isaac, and

Jacob, these are not dead, but alive; alive with God, though they had

ceased, for some hundreds of years, to exist among mortals. We may see,

from this, that our Lord combats and confutes another opinion of the

Sadducees, viz. that there is neither angel nor spirit; by showing that the

soul is not only immortal, but lives with God, even while the body is

detained in the dust of the earth, which body is afterwards to be raised to

life, and united with its soul by the miraculous power of God, of which

power they showed themselves to be ignorant when they denied the

possibility of a resurrection.
The hagiographa or holy writings, from  holy, and  I write, included the twelve following books-Psalms, Proverbs,

Job, Canticles, Ruth, Lamentations, Ecclesiastes, Esther, Daniel, Ezra,

Nehemiah, and Chronicles. These, among the Jews, occupied a middle place between the law and the prophets, as divinely inspired.

But remember, if Caesar should intrude into the things of God, coin a new creed, or broach a new Gospel, and affect to rule the conscience, while he rules the state, in these things Caesar is not to be obeyed; he is taking the things of God, and he must not get them. Give not therefore God’s things to Caesar, and give not Caesar’s things to God. That which belongs to the commonwealth should, on no account whatever, be devoted to religious uses; and let no man think he has pleased God, by giving that to charitable or sacred uses which he has purloined from the state. The tribute of half a shekel, which the law, (Exodus 30:13,14,) required every person above twenty years of age to pay to the temple, was, after the destruction of the temple, in the time of Vespasian, paid into the emperor’s exchequer. This sum, Melanethon supposes, amounted annually to THREE TONS OF GOLD.

Verse 35. A lawyer—  a teacher of the law. What is called

lawyer, in the common translation, conveys a wrong idea to most readers:

my old MS. renders the word in the same way I have done. These teachers

of the law were the same as the scribes, or what Dr. Wotton calls

letter-men, whom he supposes to be the same as the Karaites, a sect of the

Jews who rejected all the traditions of the elders, and admitted nothing but

the written word. See Wotton’s Mishna, vol. i. p. 78. These are allowed to

have kept more closely to the spiritual meaning of the law and prophets

than the Pharisees did; and hence the question proposed by the lawyer,

(Mark, Mark 12:28, calls him one of the scribes,) or Karaite, was of a more

spiritual or refined nature than any of the preceding. This is similar to the Sadducees by rejection of Talmud, but very different in that they are not a powered group. I actually met one in Melbourne on my last trip there. She is one of about 1000 in the world today.

