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

 is the transitional use of the postpositive conjunction DE, meaning “Then” plus the nominative subject from the masculine singular article, used as a personal pronoun, meaning “He” and referring to Jesus.  With this 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 action in its entirety as a fact.


The active voice indicates that the Lord produced the action.


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

This is followed by the dative indirect object from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “to him” and referring to one of the guests reclining at the table with Jesus and the host of the party.

“Then He said to him,”
 is the nominative subject from the masculine singular noun ANTHRWPOS with the adjectival use of the indefinite pronoun TIS, meaning “A certain man.”  Then we have the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb POIEW, which means “to give,” when used in the context of creating or making a dinner party or luncheon for a bunch of people.


The imperfect tense is a descriptive imperfect, which describes a continuous, past action without reference to its conclusion.  The continuous action is translated “was giving.”


The active voice indicates that the ‘certain man’ was producing the action.


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

Next we have the accusative direct object from the neuter singular noun DEIPNON and the adjective MEGAS, meaning “a big, great, large dinner party.”  Then we have the additive use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and,” followed by the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb KALEW, which means “to invite: he invited.”


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


The active voice indicates that the ‘certain man’ produced the action.


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

Finally, we have the accusative direct object from the masculine plural adjective POLUS, meaning “many [people].”  The word ‘people’ obviously isn’t in the Greek, but completes the English idiom, which likes to give full expression to thought, so there is no misunderstanding.

“‘A certain man was giving a big dinner party, and he invited many [people];”
Lk 14:16 corrected translation
“Then He said to him, ‘A certain man was giving a big dinner party, and he invited many [people];”
Explanation:
1.  “Then He said to him,”

a.  One of the lawyers or Pharisees reclining at the banquet with Jesus has just made the comment that everyone who will eat bread in the kingdom of God is blessed.  The Lord recognizes this statement for what it really is—a veiled assertion that all the men in that room were going to eat bread in the kingdom of God because they were more ‘holy’ than the sinners and prostitutes or the lame, crippled, blind, and poor.


b.  Therefore, Jesus cannot allow this hidden false assertion to go unchallenged.  The Lord immediately goes after the false doctrine with another parable or story to illustrate how wrong this man is in his basic assumption that he and his fellow guests around the table will be in the kingdom of God.


c.  The Lord is not harsh in His comments, but rather is still seeking to evangelize these men.  He tells them something they don’t really want to hear, but need to hear, in order that they will have no excuse at their judgment.  They will never be able to say: “But we didn’t know.”

2.  “‘A certain man was giving a big dinner party, and he invited many [people];”

a.  The Lord has picked up the theme of the great feast in the kingdom of God introduced by a certain man at the dinner party.  With the theme thus introduced by this ‘certain man’ the Lord moves the thought forward using the same theme introduces by this lawyer or Pharisee.


b.  The Lord begins His parable/illustration by describing an undefined man who was giving a big dinner party.  The host of this party is analogous to God the Father.  The big dinner party includes all the believers of human history up to the point of the second advent of Christ.  This is why it is called a “big, large, huge” dinner party.  There will be millions-billions-trillions of guests at the party.


c.  The host invites a whole lot of people to the party.  These invitees to the party are analogous to all the members of the human race throughout human history.  God has invited every member of the human race to believe in the Lord Jesus Christ and come join the party.  “Many are invited, but few are chosen.”  God is not willing that any should perish.  Therefore, He invites all to believe in Christ and join the party.  Unfortunately, not all invitees are willing to attend.

3.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “Jesus takes up the conventional remark of the guest and by this parable shows that such an attitude was no guarantee of godliness.”


b.  “Jesus replies with a parable of a man who gave a great supper.  He invites many to come to this major occasion, this grand time.  The invitees evidently accepted the invitation and then awaited the servant’s word to announce the celebration’s start.  Their initial response is like responding affirmatively to an R.S.V.P. request.  The imagery pictures Israel’s and the leadership’s invitation to the table.”


c.  “The socially elite Pharisees and scribes would easily see themselves in the mirror Jesus constructs, with references to the great dinner and the many invited serving to underscore the relative prestige of the host.”


d.  “The man in the parable would have invited well-to-do persons, though many of them would have been less well-to-do than himself.”


e.  “This parable’s purpose was to warn Israel that they were fast working themselves into the position of being excluded from the Kingdom of God.  The Parable of the Great Supper answers the question of just who will eat bread in the Kingdom of God.  The people at the Pharisee’s dinner mistakenly thought that Israel would automatically enter the Kingdom, for the thrust of this parable is to advise them that this would not be the case.  This concept that all the sons of Abraham were assured of automatic entry into God’s Kingdom was deeply rooted in Israel.”


f.  “A man of immense means extended an invitation to his friends to attend ‘a great banquet,’ the greatness of which would have derived from two things—a large list of names and an extensive menu of culinary delights and libations.  This was a feast no one would wish to miss.  The ‘great banquet’ pictured the ultimate kingdom banquet, the supper of the Lamb (Rev 19:9).  Using the symbol of a feast for Heaven is of immense spiritual significance because it suggests eternal satisfaction.  Even in this world, a banquet is much more than a means of satisfying physical hunger—it is more than eating.  The ‘great banquet’ is a lavish, sumptuous image of the kingdom of Heaven that will be exceeded by its reality—joyous satisfaction!  And, of course, the ultimate host will be Christ himself.”
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