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

 is the explanatory use of the postpositive conjunction GAR, meaning “For” plus the first person singular present active indicative of the verb LEGW, which means “to say: I say.”


The present tense is a descriptive present of what is happening at this moment.


The active voice indicates that Jesus is producing the action.


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

Then we have the dative indirect object from the second person plural personal pronoun SU, meaning “to you.”  Next we have the conjunction HOTI, which is used here to introduce indirect discourse and should be translated “that.”  Then we have the nominative subject from the masculine singular negative cardinal adjective OUDEIS, meaning “not one” or “none.”  With this we have the ablative of the whole (also called a partitive genitive) from the masculine plural noun ANĒR with the demonstrative pronoun, used as an adjective, meaning “of those men.”  This is followed by the appositional genitive masculine plural articular perfect passive participle of the verb KALEW, which means “to be invited.”


The article functions as a relative pronoun, translated “who.”


The perfect tense is an intensive perfect, which emphasizes the past, completed action.


The passive voice indicates that those men received the action of being invited.


The participle is circumstantial.

“For I say to you that none of those men who were invited”
 is the third person singular future deponent middle indicative from the verb GEUOMAI, which means “to taste.”


The future tense is a predictive future, which affirms what will take place.


The deponent middle voice is middle in form but active in meaning with the subject (none of those men who were invited) will produce the action.


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

Finally, we have the possessive genitive from the first person singular personal pronoun EGW, which means “my” plus the genitive direct object (some verbs take their direct object in the genitive case
) from the neuter singular article and noun DEIPNON, which means “dinner,” that is, the principal meal of the day.  This can be translated either “of my dinner” or simply “my dinner”—the meaning is the same either way.

“will taste of my dinner.”’”
Lk 14:24 corrected translation
“For I say to you that none of those men who were invited will taste of my dinner.”’”
Explanation:
1.  “For I say to you that none of those men who were invited”

a.  The Lord concludes this parable to the lawyers and Pharisees sitting at that banquet table by explaining what the consequences will be for their turning down God’s invitation to believe in Him.  Jesus makes a solemn declaration regarding those who refused His invitation to come to the party and enjoy the blessings of fellowship with Him.  Instead of God the Father, the Master of the house, making this declaration, it is Jesus Himself telling them the consequences of their actions.


b.  The solemn oath is made using the definitive “I say to you,” shuts and locks the door to these men.  This warning applies to every single person in the story who turns down the final invitation of the master of the house, and by application to every man sitting in that room listening to Jesus.


c.  Jesus has told them that they have been invited by God the Father through His servant, the Lord Jesus Christ to accept the invitation to enter into the kingdom by believing in Him.  Jesus meant for this entire parable to apply to them and they could not help but understand that He was talking about them.  And as far as we know, not a single one of them accepted His invitation.

2.  “will taste of my dinner.”’”

a.  The Lord’s guarantee, promise, solemn declaration, and dire warning is that not a single person who has been invited and turns down or rejects the invitation will taste of that banquet in the kingdom of God.


b.  All these men firmly believed that they were guaranteed a place at the banquet table of God in His millennial kingdom.  Jesus has guaranteed that not one of them will be allowed to enter because of their failure to accept Jesus as their Messiah.


c.  Tasting of the dinner of the Lord in His millennial kingdom is a metaphor for enjoying all the literal blessings of having a resurrection body, enjoying the perfect environment of restored planet earth, and sharing in the fellowship and blessings that God has to offer to all those who believe in our Lord.  These men don’t even get to eat leftovers from the table.  They will continue to share the loneliness, hunger and thirst of the compartment of Hades known as Torments.

3.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “Here it is still the Master of the feast who is summing up his reasons for his conduct.  Jesus does not shut the door now to Jews who may turn to Him.”


b.  “Jesus summarizes the parable for his audience.  Jesus is now speaking and has ended the parable.  Jesus commonly ends his parables and teaching with a personal note.  Those originally invited to the feast will not be present.  The point is simply that the leadership missed an opportunity to sit at the table of God’s blessing, even though it appeared that they were at the head of the line.  They rejected their opportunity, so appearances are deceiving.  The point is that those who seemed to be in line will miss out, and others who do not seem even close at the time of initial promise will end up at the meal.”


c.  “The Christian life is a feast, not a funeral, and all are invited to come.”


d.  “The people who originally had been offered a share of the kingdom had rejected it, so now the message was going out to others including Gentiles.  The excuses seemed good to those who gave them, but they were inadequate for refusing Jesus’ kingdom offer.  Nothing was so important as accepting His offer of the kingdom, for one’s entire destiny rests on his response to that offer.”


e.  “This parable taught that those whom God had originally invited to have positions in His Kingdom (the Jews) were rejecting that invitation (by rejecting Jesus).  The Kingdom, however, would not be thwarted or postponed thereby, but their places would be filled by others, by people they despised and treated with contempt.”


f.  “Presuming that silence still prevailed at the dinner party, Jesus’ final words must have settled with a pall over the guests.  This was an extremely personal confrontation.  They were the original invitees, but not one would be admitted to the messianic meal unless there was a response of repentance.  At that moment every soul in that room except Jesus was lost!  Those custodians of the Law, those leaders of Israel, were doomed to judgment!  They had received two invitations to the messianic banquet.  The first had come through the Law, the Prophets, and the Writings.  They had answered yes.  Of course they would not miss the banquet, whenever it would come.  Just send the customary second invitation and they would be there for the feast.  It was a conventional yes, but it was not from the heart.  They actually loved their fields and their oxen and their homes far more than they loved God.  They preferred their possessions and affections to Heaven.  They loved the world first!  And now that Jesus the Messiah had come with the second invitation to the feast, they would have none of it.  All their religious posturing was so empty. ‘Blessed is the man who will eat at the feast in the kingdom of God’ was pious jargon.  Their kingdom longing was bogus.  Their true longing was for worldly comfort.  There was urgency in Christ’s method here.  He was combative [dogmatic, not combative] because He ached for their repentance.  They must hear and do his Word to avoid judgment.”
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