John 1:1
Luke 15:11



 is the continuative/transitional use of the postpositive conjunction DE, meaning “Now; Then” with the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb EIPON, meaning “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 Jesus produced the action.


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

“Then He said,”
 is the nominative subject from the masculine singular noun ANTHRWPOS plus the indefinite pronoun TIS, meaning “A certain man.”  Then we have the third person singular imperfect active indicative from the verb ECHW, which means “to have: had.”


The imperfect tense is a descriptive imperfect, which describes a continuous, past action without reference to its conclusion.


The active voice indicates that a certain man produced the action.


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

This is followed by the accusative direct object from the masculine plural cardinal adjective DUO with the noun HUIOS, meaning “two sons.”

“‘A certain man had two sons.”
Lk 15:11 corrected translation
“Then He said, ‘A certain man had two sons.”
Explanation:
1.  “Then He said,”

a.  The Lord continues with a third parable/illustration of God’s attitude and action toward lost sinners and tax collectors.


b.  Jesus is still answering His critics, the scribes and Pharisees, while at the same time showing His compassion and unconditional love for the tax collectors and sinners.

2.  “‘A certain man had two sons.”

a.  This parable begins with a ‘certain man’, who is analogous to God the Father, God the Son, and God the Holy Spirit; for they each share the same relationship of care and concern for each ‘child of God’.  Since the certain man is the ‘father’ of two sons, it is most appropriate to have God the Father as the designee of the ‘certain man’.


b.  There are two interpretations of the two sons.  The first interpretation looks at the two sons as analogous to a believer and unbeliever.  The second interpretation looks at both sons as being two different kinds of unbelievers.  This second interpretation equates the self-righteous son with the scribes and Pharisees.  The first interpretation compares the two sons like Jacob and Esau.  Some commentators like to draw Church Age believers into this analogy and say that one son is like the Christian who never strays into degeneracy, and the other son is like a degenerate Christian, who eventually comes back into fellowship with God.  The parable can certainly be used to illustrate that point, but it is not the thrust of this context, which deals with lost and found.


c.  As with the previous two parables, this parable deals with a son who is an unbeliever, who in the end comes back into fellowship with his father—a picture of the saving of a lost soul.  This is Jesus’ main point to the two groups He is addressing, and we should not stray too far from this explanation.  Can it be applied to Church Age believers?  Yes, of course it can.  But we must remember the original intent and audience, which had nothing to do with the Church.


d.  As an illustration for the elect angels in the resolution of the angelic conflict, the second son who returns to his father is illustrative of God’s attitude and unconditional love for all his creatures, indicating what He would have done had the fallen angels ever desired to return to Him (which they did not).

3.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “Here we have the most famous of all the parables of Jesus, the Prodigal Son, which is in Luke alone.  We have had the Lost Sheep, the Lost Coin, and now the Lost Son.”


b.  “A brief introduction simply names the three characters: a father and two sons.  The two sons control the literary action, but it is the father’s response to the sons that provides the parable’s lessons by showing how the father views each son’s reaction.  The opening ‘a certain man’ is like Lk 15:4 and 15:8.  The focus of this parable is on the father.”


c.  “We call this story ‘The Parable of the Prodigal Son’ (the word prodigal means ‘wasteful’), but it could also be called ‘The Parable of the Loving Father’; for it emphasizes the graciousness of the father more than the sinfulness of the son.  Unlike the shepherd and the woman in the previous parables, the father did not go out to seek the son.”


d.  “The third parable makes the same point at greater length.  Its main character is really the father who in effect illustrates the character of God.”


e.  “The story we commonly call the Parable of the Prodigal Son is a story illustrating love in the most fundamental of relationships will readily be understood by all.  The parable could be called ‘The Parable of the Prodigal God’ because the word prodigal means ‘extremely generous or lavish,’ [no it does not! Check any dictionary and you will find it means ‘wasteful’] and the story is primarily about the lavishness of God’s love [correct, but this is not derived from the word prodigal].”


f.  Lenski sees the two sons as two types of unbelievers.
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