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

 is the continuative use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “And then,” followed by the nominative masculine singular aorist active participle of the verb EKTEINW, which means “to stretch out.”


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 participle is a temporal participle that precedes the action of the main verb and can be translated “after stretching out.”

This is followed by the accusative direct object from the feminine singular article, used as a possessive pronoun, and noun CHEIR, meaning “His hand.”  Then we have the third person singular aorist middle indicative from the verb HAPTW, which means “to touch, take hold of, or hold (cling to).”
  This wasn’t just a light touch, but Jesus took complete hold of the man’s hand or arm, in order to show complete and decisive contact with the man’s leprosy.


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


The middle voice emphasizes the personal responsibility of Jesus in producing the action.


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

This is followed by the genitive direct object from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “of him.”  Then we have the nominative masculine singular present active participle of the verb LEGW, meaning “to say: saying.”


The present tense is a descriptive present, describing what occurred at that moment.


The active voice indicates that Jesus produced the action.


The participle is circumstantial.

“And after stretching out His hand, He took hold of him, saying,”
 is the first person singular present active indicative from the verb THELW, meaning “to be willing; to want, desire, or wish: I am willing.”


The present tense is an aorist present, which describes the present action as a fact.


The active voice indicates that Jesus produces the action.


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

Then we have the second person singular aorist passive imperative from the verb KATHARIZW, which means “to be healed; to be cleansed.”


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


The passive voice indicates that the man is to receive the action.


The imperative mood is a command.

“‘I am willing; be cleansed.’”
 is the continuative use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “And,” followed by the adverb of time EUTHEWS, meaning “immediately.”  Then we have the nominative subject from the feminine singular article and noun LEPRA, meaning “the leprosy.”  This is followed by the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb APERCHOMAI, which means “to go away; to leave; to depart.”


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


The active voice indicates that the leprosy produced the action.


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

Finally, we have the preposition APO plus the ablative of separation from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “from him.”

“And immediately the leprosy went away from him.”
Lk 5:13 corrected translation
“And after stretching out His hand, He took hold of him, saying, ‘I am willing; be cleansed.’  And immediately the leprosy went away from him.”
Explanation:
1.  “And after stretching out His hand, He took hold of him, saying,”

a.  Luke continues the story of the healing of the man with leprosy somewhere in Galilee, early in Jesus’ public ministry by telling us what Jesus did and said after the man begged for help.


b.  The first thing Jesus did was something unthinkable and forbidden by the Mosaic Law—He reached out to touch an unclean person, a leper.  Jesus reached out to the man—a gesture suggestive of God’s attitude toward all of us.  God reaches out to each one of us and offers to deliver us from our state of total depravity and sinfulness.  Jesus was not repulsed by the man, but was willing to literally embrace the man’s unclean condition.


c.  Jesus didn’t just barely touch the man with the tip of His finger; He took firm hold of the man before He spoke to him.  This man probably hadn’t felt the firm grip of anyone in years; and yet, here was the Son of God making it very clear that He wanted total contact with this man.  Jesus feared no uncleanness from the man.  Instead Jesus would pass His cleanness over the man.


d.  And while holding the man firmly in a very loving grip or embrace, and while moved with compassion (Mk 1:41) Jesus spoke the most wonderful words this man had ever heard.

2.  “‘I am willing; be cleansed.’”

a.  “I am willing” expresses the unconditional loving attitude that God has to save all His creatures.  God is not willing that any should perish.  Jesus was willing to heal every person brought to Him that previous night at Peter’s house.   And so He is more than willing to heal this believer, who comes to Jesus with genuine humility and total respect for the One he trusts.  How thrilled this man must have been to hear the words ‘I am willing’.  What joy must have rushed through his soul at that moment.  And what a jaw-dropping moment this must have been for those watching this event.


b.  Then without hesitation Jesus utters the simple command “be cleansed.”  Jesus wasn’t talking to the man, since the man had no control over the disease.  And there is no indication of any demon possession with this man, so Jesus wasn’t talking to any demon.  Therefore, we are left with the conclusion that Jesus was talking to the disease.  Jesus orders the living disease to cease its activity in the man and the disease obeys.  This is a demonstration of omnipotent, divine power beyond the laws of nature and our understanding of how God does this.
3.  “And immediately the leprosy went away from him.”

a.  The disease immediately obeyed the God of the universe.  The leprosy totally left the man and he was completely healed in an instant with no lingering hints of the disease on his skin or gradual recovery period.  The cure was unlike anything in our normal experience, which occurs over a period of time.  This ‘cure’ was an immediate and total cure.  Not a single cell in the man’s body had any leprosy.


b.  We can only imagine the happiness this man must have had, the tears of joy, the loving thankfulness, since none of us have ever been healed like this.  We can be certain of the joy and happiness in our Lord at being able to give this gift to this man.  We can also imagine the shock and awe on the faces of the disciples and others as they witness this obvious miracle for which there is no rational explanation.  Jesus had done something that had not been done in 1500 years in Israel—heal a Jewish leper.  Remember Lk 4:27, “And there were many lepers in Israel during the time of Elisha the prophet; and none of them was cleansed, except Naaman, the Syrian.’”
4.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “Jesus answers the question with a gentle touch [He ‘took hold of him’ suggests more than a gentle touch].  The stretch of his hand depicts physically His willingness to respond to the request.  The leprous man is not sent away nor is he warned about coming near to Jesus.  Rather, he hears and feels Jesus’ tender willingness.  Jesus’ word would have been sufficient, but His touch confirms His care.  So Jesus touches the man, despite the tradition that said such an act would render Him unclean.  Charity has taken precedence over a strict application of tradition, since Jesus can reverse the condition and His ministry involves meeting needs.  Jesus’ expression of willingness serves to calm the leper, much as Jesus’ word calmed Peter in Lk 5:10.  God’s agent is approachable.  The healing itself comes simply with an expression of willingness and the command to be clean (Mt 8:2; 10:8; 11:5; Mk 1:40, 42; Lk 4:27; 7:22; 17:14, 17).  Luke notes the instantaneous nature of the leper’s healing.  Such was also the case when Jesus healed Peter’s mother-in-law of fever.  Mk 1:42 also emphasizes this point.  Luke does not discuss Jesus’ emotion, as Mark does, but Jesus’ actions reveal His compassion clearly enough.  Unlike Mk 1:42, there is no mention of cleansing at this point in describing the healing.  All the Gospels mention that the leprosy left the man, but only Mark adds that he was cleansed.  Luke’s focus is solely on the healing, as Luke often is more concise in his style (as in Lk 4:40, where Luke also has only half of what Mark says).  There is no high priestly language in the account.  In Jesus, God’s power is at work, but there is no hint within the account as to His office.  The power of disease is not only nullified but is reversed at His word.  Only disease is in view here, not exorcism.”


b.  “This is a beautiful picture of what Jesus has done for lost sinners: He became sin for us that we might be made clean (2 Cor 5:21; 1 Pet 2:24).  Jesus is not only willing to save (1 Tim 2:4; 2 Pet 3:9), but He is also able to save (Heb 7:25); and He can do it now (2 Cor 6:2).”


c.  “Christ showed that sickness was not the will of God for mankind, nor was it imposed on individuals either as a punishment or as a means of acquiring fortitude or patience.  When, immediately after the Sermon on the Mount, a leper tentatively suggested that divine healing might not, after all, be his privilege, Christ abruptly dismissed the notion and healed him instantly with a touch of His hand.”


d.  “The deep significance of leprosy in the Jewish life is probably most clearly appreciated by a study of the rules they had devised to protect themselves from ceremonial defilement by a leper.  If upwind of a leper, they would not approach closer than six feet of him; if downwind, a separation of 100 feet was required to maintain ceremonial purity.  Jesus ignored these traditions; this leper was much closer than the minimum separation, but the spotless Lamb of God could not be defiled: He took hold of him and, instead, the dread disease fled!  Notice the strength of our Lord, for He did not merely gently lay His hand on this outcast from society—the Greek text makes it clear that He gripped him.  It surely had been a long time since any healthy person had made firm contact with this leper; how good it must have felt to have this vigorous Man grip him, but much more was in store for him!  This firm contact was the first indication of the sincere compassion Jesus felt for the leper (Mk 1:41).”


e.  “The healing was sudden and complete.  The man’s feet—toeless, ulcerated stubs—were suddenly whole, too large for his shrunken sandals.  The knobs on his hands grew fingers before his very eyes.  Back came his hair, eyebrows, eyelashes.  His skin was supple and soft.  The amazement of the multitude must have been audible.  This is what Jesus Christ can do for individuals today in a split second of belief.”
  Although this commentator plays fast and loose with his conjectured explanation of the text, his point is well made—the man went from an unbelievably awful condition to total health in an instant.

f.  “Since the disease was usually considered incurable, the sudden healing may have been a surprise to the man and to all who knew him.”


g.  “The view that the touch was intended to strengthen the leper’s faith and the further view that his healing depended on his faith, are unwarranted.  The miracles always depend on the will of Jesus alone.  Jesus’ own will and power do the deed and not a power that has merely been delegated to Him for a moment only.  Others work miracles in the name and by the power of Jesus; Jesus, God’s Son, has this power in Himself.  His deity shines out through the veil of His flesh in all His miracles, Jn 1:14.  The flesh that was eaten away, the finger and the toe joints that had dropped off, the raw sores that were spreading over the body were instantly restored and whole.  All modern ‘healing’ fades into nothing beside this omnipotent deed of Jesus.”
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