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

 is the temporal adverb OUKETI, meaning “no longer,” followed by the first person singular present active indicative of the verb EIMI, meaning “to be: I am.”


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


The active voice indicates that the prodigal son produces the state of no longer being something.


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

Then we have the predicate nominative from the masculine singular adjective AXIOS, meaning “worthy.”  This is followed by the aorist passive infinitive of the verb KALEW, which means “to be called.”


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


The passive voice indicates that the prodigal son receives the action.


The infinitive is a complementary, which is always used after expressions of worthiness to complete their meaning/thought.

Next we have the predicate nominative from the masculine singular noun HUIOS with the possessive genitive from the second person singular personal pronoun SU, meaning “your son.”

“I am no longer worthy to be called your son;”
 is the second person singular aorist active imperative of the verb POIEW, which means “to make” (in the sense of treating someone in such a way: ‘treat me as one of your workers’).


The aorist tense is a constative aorist, which views the action in its entirety.


The active voice indicates that produced the prodigal’s father is expected to produce the action.


The imperative mood is an imperative of entreaty.  The son is begging.

Then we have the accusative direct object from the first person singular personal pronoun EGW, meaning “me” and referring to the prodigal son.  This is followed by the comparative use of the conjunction HWS, meaning “as, like.”  Next we have the predicate accusative (as part of a double accusative) from the masculine singular cardinal adjective HEIS, meaning “one” plus the ablative of the whole from the masculine plural article and adjective MISTHIOS with the possessive genitive from the second person singular personal pronoun SU, meaning “of your hired-hands.”

“make me as one of your hired-hands.’””
Lk 15:19 corrected translation
“I am no longer worthy to be called your son; make me as one of your hired-hands.’””
Explanation:
1.  “I am no longer worthy to be called your son;”

a.  Jesus continues describing the thought process of the prodigal son as he comes to his senses and plans his return to his father’s house.  The young man is rehearsing out loud what he intends to say to his father upon his return.  He is in a state of genuine humility, which is reflected accurately in what he now says.


b.  The young man says he is no longer worthy to be called his father’s son.  This is a true statement and not pseudo humility.  The young man truly believes this and feels this way.  He truly isn’t worthy after all he has done, and rightly assesses the situation.  His evaluation of himself and his arrogant treatment of his father is accurately reflected in his words.  He doesn’t deserve anything from his father.  There is zero worthiness in him as a son.


c.  But in reality he cannot change his biological relationship to his father.  He is his father’s son even though he has stopped acting like it for some time now.  He does not deserve forgiveness or any act of graciousness or love on the part of the father, but that doesn’t change the fact he is still a child of his father.


d.  Many commentators like to interpret the prodigal son as an unbeliever, that is, as a child of God that has gone astray and is saved by changing his mind and coming back home.  The only problem with this interpretation is that by analogy the prodigal son would have to start out as a true son of God, that is, as a believer, who goes into degeneracy and then recovers from that degeneracy.  Many Christian commentators don’t believe that it is possible for a believer to become degenerate and recover (they forget the examples of David and Solomon; as well as Paul).  These commentators say that the person wasn’t saved in the first place.  The more accurate analogy being portrayed in this story is that of a believer (the prodigal) who becomes degenerate in his behavior and then recovers from his/her degeneracy and returns to God the Father.  Once a son, always a son.  The parable can be interpreted or taught both ways, but the more accurate analogy is that the tax collectors and sinners have gone astray and God the Father will welcome them back with open arms without suggesting that they were believers before or unbelievers before they went into their degeneracy.  This gives the interpretation of the parable a neutral position.

2.  “make me as one of your hired-hands.’””

a.  This expression is like our English expression: “treat me as one of your hired-hands.”  The prodigal son can’t literally be made a hired-hand.  He is a son and can’t be anything other than a son.  Once a son, always a son.  Biological relationship cannot be changed.  The father can treat the young man as a hired-hand.  The young man is asking, begging, and suggesting that his father have him live in the bunkhouse and eat with the hired-hands and pay him minimum wages.  The father could possibly do this, but as we shall see he does not do so.


b.  No matter how much the son wants to be treated like the other men who work for his father; he cannot change the relationship of being his father’s son.  The boy’s father is incapable of not loving his son.  The father’s love for his son cannot and will not be turned into some sort of impersonal relationship with no feelings, care, or compassion involved.  That just isn’t going to happen.


c.  So even though the son deserves to have an impersonal, uncaring relationship with his father, and wants to request just this from his father, it is really an unrealistic expectation on the boy’s part.  The young man is so overcome with guilt and shame because of his own rude behavior toward his father that he cannot even imagine that he would ever have the unconditional true love of his father again.


d.  Therefore, even though the boy might request this and even though it is possible that the father might do this, it is improbable that it will happen, because the true love of a parent is normally overwhelmingly unconditional toward their children.  This is the entire point of Jesus’ illustration of God the Father’s love for the children of Israel (both believers and unbelievers).

3.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  This is a “confession of the facts.  He sees his own pitiful plight and is humble.”


b.  “The son decides what he will tell his father: he will place himself at his father’s discretion, assert no rights, and recognize that he has no claims.  He is unworthy of being received as a family member.  His request is simply for daily care and sustenance as a day laborer, the lowest of three classes of laborers.  A slave was like part of the family, although part of the lower class.  The day laborer was hired only on special occasions for one day at a time, and so was less cared for.  The son’s request shows that he wants to be a minimal burden.  He is prepared to be the lowest of the low.  As one of these laborers, he still will be better off than he now is on his own.  He accepts the consequences of his choices.  There are no excuses, only confession and a humble request.  The picture shows what repentance looks like: no claims, just reliance on God’s mercy and provision.”


c.  “He fully expected to be hired by his father as a servant [where is this expectation in the Greek?  I don’t believe he expected anything], not to be taken back as his son.”


d.  “What is particularly noteworthy in the younger son’s soliloquy is that, in spite of his recognition of his own sinful and shameful state and his own culpability, he assumes that his father will look on him with at least a modicum of favor and receive him as a minor employee.”
  Does he really assume this, or is the commentator reading this assumption into the passage?  How could we possibly know that the young man assumed this?  Isn’t he rather just begging in hopes that this might be true with no assumption or expectation that it might occur?

e.  “Given the magnitude of his sin and the squandering of one-third of his father’s life’s earnings, Jewish hearers might regard his return as an act of incredible presumption rather than humility.”


f.  “He realized not only that he had made a mess of his life but also that he was unworthy to be called his father’s son; he was fit only to be a servant, and he was prepared to humble himself and seek reentry to the home at that level.”


g.  “He had forgotten much, but he had not forgotten his father’s love.  He reasoned that it was better to be a lowly servant in his father’s house than to remain where he was.  But he was not prepared for what awaited him!”
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