Acts 20:10



 is the continuative use of the postpositive conjunction DE, meaning “Then” plus the nominative masculine singular aorist active participle from the verb KATABAINW, which means “to go down.”


The aorist tense is a constative/historical aorist, which views the entire past action as a fact.


The active voice indicates that Paul produced the action.


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

This is followed by the nominative subject from the masculine singular article and proper noun PAULOS, meaning “Paul.”  Then we have the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb EPIPIPTW, which means “to fall upon.”


The aorist tense is a constative/historical aorist, which views the entire past action as a fact.


The active voice indicates that Paul produced the action.


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

This is followed by the dative of direct object from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “him” and referring to the youth, Eutychus.

“Then, after going down, Paul fell upon him,”
 is the continuative use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and,” followed by the nominative masculine singular aorist active participle from the verb SUMPERILAMBANW, which means “to throw one’s arms around, embrace with the accusative object [in this case the word “him”] to be supplied Acts 20:10.”


The aorist tense is a constative/historical aorist, which views the entire past action as a fact.


The active voice indicates that Paul produced the action.


The participle is temporal and precedes the action of the main verb.  It is translated “after embracing [him].”

Then we have the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb EIPON, which means “to say: he said.”


The aorist tense is a constative/historical aorist, which views the entire past action as a fact.


The active voice indicates that Paul produced the action.


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

“and after embracing [him], he said,”

 is the negative MĒ plus the second person plural present passive imperative from the verb THORUBEW, which means “to cause emotional disturbance, disturb, agitate; but mostly used in the passive voice with intransitive sense: to be troubled, distressed, aroused Acts 20:10.”


The present tense is a descriptive present of what is now going on and what Paul wants to stop now.


The passive voice indicates that the group of believers needs to receive the action of stopping.


The imperative mood is an imperative of prohibition.  Paul is prohibiting these believers from continuing being troubled and distressed.

Then we have the explanatory use of the postpositive conjunction GAR, meaning “for” or “because.”  With this we have the nominative subject from the feminine singular article and noun PSUCHĒ with the possessive genitive from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “his life/soul.”  Then we have the preposition EN plus the locative of place from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “in him” and referring to the boy.  Finally, we have the third person singular present active indicative from the verb EIMI, meaning “to be: is.”


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


The active voice indicates that the boy’s soul produces the state of being in him.


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

“‘Stop being distressed, for his life is in him.’”

Acts 20:10 corrected translation
“Then, after going down, Paul fell upon him, and after embracing [him], he said, ‘Stop being distressed, for his life is in him.’”
Explanation:
1.  “Then, after going down, Paul fell upon him, and after embracing [him], he said,”

a.  Obviously everyone rushed to the aid of Eutychus, who was still lying on the ground after being examined and pronounced dead.


b.  It was not until after the boy had been examined and declared dead that Paul took action to fall upon him.  Some commentators say that Paul performed Cardio-Pulmonary Resuscitation (CPR), which is reading entirely too much into the situation.


c.  Paul’s act of falling on and embracing the boy is a picture of the “striking correspondence to the raising of lads by Elijah and Elisha (1 Kg 17:21; 2 Kg 4:34f.).”



(1)  1 Kg 17:21-22, “Then he stretched himself upon the child three times, and called to the Lord and said, ‘O Lord my God, I pray You, let this child’s life return to him’.  The Lord heard the voice of Elijah, and the life of the child returned to him and he revived.”



(2)  2 Kg 4:34-35, “And he went up and lay on the child, and put his mouth on his mouth and his eyes on his eyes and his hands on his hands, and he stretched himself on him; and the flesh of the child became warm.  Then he returned and walked in the house once back and forth, and went up and stretched himself on him; and the lad sneezed seven times and the lad opened his eyes.”


d.  Paul did the same thing that he knew Elijah and Elisha had done.  The symbolism of Paul’s action would not be misunderstood to the believers looking on.  They would recognize that what Paul was doing was similar to what had been done in the past by a communicator of God’s word.

2.  “‘Stop being distressed, for his life is in him.’”

a.  Paul then makes a simple request for the group of believers to stop being distressed, to stop grieving, and to stop mourning for the child and his family.  Literally he orders them to stop their commotion.  The implication is that these believers had already begun the mourning and grieving process.  They would not have begun mourning, if they were not certain that the boy was really dead, which he was.  Paul’s request to silence the mourning believers here is similar to what our Lord did in the raising of the synagogue official’s daughter in Mt 9:18ff, when He ordered the crowd of mourners to leave before resuscitating her.


b.  Paul then explains why he asks them to stop being distressed—because the boy’s life was again in him.


c.  The boy’s soul life had left him and God restored the boy’s soul life to his body.  How did Paul know this?  We are not told.  God the Holy Spirit could have made it known to Paul.  Paul could have felt his heart begin beating again as he embraced him.  Or Paul could have felt or heard him breathe as he embraced him.  It really doesn’t matter how Paul knew, which is why Luke doesn’t tell us.  That is not the point of the story.  The point of the story is that God performed a miracle through Paul, in order to emphatically illustrate Paul’s teaching of resurrection.


d.  Just as life was in the boy by the will of God, so life will be in us in resurrection by the will of God.  That is the point of the story.  We have nothing to fear from death.  We do not grieve as those who have no hope or confidence in God.


e.  Paul had confidence in God and demonstrated it by embracing the boy.  God honored Paul’s faith in resurrection by resuscitating the lad; thus providing an object lesson of resurrection.


f.  It is one of the most difficult lessons to learn and believe, but it is the difference between Christianity and all pagan religions.  We have faith in the Living God, who gives eternal life to those who trust in Him.  Just as Jesus said to the Sadducees, who did not believe in resurrection of the dead, “He is not the God of the dead, but of the living; you are greatly mistaken,” Mk 12:27.


g.  Witherington makes an interesting point related to this whole incident.  “Yet our author does not make the miracle the centerpiece of this tale.  The proclamation [Paul’s teaching] is deliberately indicates to be more crucial, as the return to it in verse 11 makes evident.”
  Witherington’s point is that the main point of Luke’s story is not the resuscitation of the boy, but Paul’s continued teaching of the word of God.  Paul teaches for several hours before this incident at midnight, and then continues teaching for several hours (until dawn) after this incident.  Paul taught for about ten straight hours with a break in the middle of the service for an illustrating miracle and the breaking of bread, which also was an illustration of the message.  The emphasis for Luke is on the teaching of God’s word, which various illustrations are designed and provided to support.  It is the teaching of the word of God that is important and should be emphasized in the gathering of believers.  Everything else supports the teaching of the word of God.
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