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

 is the continuative use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “And,” followed by the accusative direct object from the neuter singular demonstrative pronoun HOUTOS, meaning “this” plus the nominative masculine plural aorist active participle of the verb POIEW, which means “to do.”


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


The active voice indicates that the disciples/fishermen produced the action.


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

“And after doing this,”
 is the third person plural aorist active indicative from the verb SUGKLEIW, which means “to encircle/enclose.”


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


The active voice indicates that the nets produced the action.


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

Then we have the accusative direct object from the neuter singular noun PLĒTHOS, meaning “large number, multitude.”
  With this we have the adjective POLUS, meaning “great” plus the descriptive genitive or genitive of identity from the masculine plural noun ICHTHUS, meaning “of fish.”

“they enclosed a great multitude of fish,”
 is the adversative use of the postpositive conjunction DE, meaning “however” plus the third person singular imperfect passive indicative from the verb DIARRĒGNUMI, which means “to tear.”


The imperfect tense is an inceptive or ingressive imperfect, which describes the beginning of a past, continuing action without reference to its conclusion.  This can be translated by use of the English auxiliary verb “began.”


The passive voice indicates that their nets received the action of beginning to tear.


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

Finally, we have the accusative direct object from the neuter plural article and noun DIKTUON with the possessive genitive from the third person masculine plural personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “their nets.”

“however their nets began to tear;”
Lk 5:6 corrected translation
“And after doing this, they enclosed a great multitude of fish; however their nets began to tear;”
Explanation:
1.  “And after doing this, they enclosed a great multitude of fish;”

a.  Luke continues the story of the miracle of the great haul of fish by telling us what happened after Simon Peter obeyed Jesus’ directions in spite of his ‘superior’ opinion that they were wasting their time.  After doing exactly what Jesus said, that is, to put the boat out into deep water and lower the nets into the water for a catch, the crew of Peter’s boat enclosed a great multitude of fish.  A similar miracle is described in Jn 21:1-11, where the same disciples catch 153 fish.


b.  Luke does not give us the exact count of fish, since there were probably more fish than the disciples wished to count.  Nobody was interested in the exact number of fish.  Everyone was astounded by the fact the nets were full to the point of breaking.


c.  Many commentators love to make an analogy here to Peter’s future occupation of catching a great multitude of men in the nets of Christianity.  Luke gives no hint of that principle, but leaves it to the reader’s imagination to see the comparison.


d.  Notice the word “they,” which clearly indicates that Peter had the whole crew with him in the boat.  The other men probably boarded the boat while it was still in shallow water, after Jesus finished teaching and when Jesus told Peter to put out into the deep water.  The point here is that there were many eyewitnesses to this miracle, who were actually on the boat, not to mention all the people on land, who may have stayed to watch.


e.  Where did the fish come from?  They came from every part of that lake in obedience to the unspoken will of their Creator.  Which member of the Trinity summoned them?  It could have been any one of the three members, but whether Jesus performed this miracle personally to prove He was God incarnate (which is most likely) or the fact that He did this in the power of the Holy Spirit (which is equally true) or the fact that the Father did this to demonstrate that Jesus was His Son (which is also possible) doesn’t change the fact that God performed a miracle for all to see, and it was directly related to the person of our Lord Jesus Christ.  It was not a coincidence, fluke, or aberration.  For all we know (because we are not told directly Who performed the miracle) the assumption Luke leaves for his readers is that Jesus Himself, under the power of the Spirit, and by the direction of the Father, performed this miracle.  To say any more than that is unnecessary.  Jesus gave proof that He was God, and that was what mattered to these men.  We know that this is exactly the proof given by Jesus because of Peter’s reaction to what has just happened—as a sinner he is afraid to be in the direct presence of God.

2.  “however their nets began to tear;”

a.  In contrast to actually catching the fish, the fisherman’s nets began to tear.  This means that some fish were getting away (an analogy to some people rejecting the gospel or a picture of some believers becoming degenerate—you can see how commentators will allegorize this).


b.  The fishermen continue to haul in each of the nets, loading the boat with fish.  Net after net is brought up full and overflowing with fish.  Remember how Peter complained about how tired they all were from hauling up empty nets all night?  We hear no complaints now about hauling up completely full nets, one after another.  Did it take something beyond normal human strength to bring up these full nets?  Probably, and this may have also been a part of the miracle not even realized by the men at the time.  Does not God provide the power and strength for us to do His will?  Of course He does.  And this part of the miracle should not be discounted.


c.  Did Peter and the crew worry about breaking all their nets and having nothing to work with tomorrow?  No, they had such a great haul of fish, they would be make so much money from this haul of fish, they could afford to buy all new nets.  Another interesting side note here is the financial prosperity that came to the entire crew of hired hands that day through their blessing by association with Peter, Andrew, James and John.  They probably made a month’s worth of pay in one day.  Not only did they receive the overflow of blessing from the Lord, but the people of Capernaum would have the biggest fish fry of the year that day.  No one went hungry that day or the next.

3.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “The good response met with such immediate success that disaster almost resulted.  The nets found the fish, but they were so full that they were breaking.  This situation, if allowed to continue, would have meant the loss of the catch.  dierrēsseto is best taken as ingressive in force, so Luke says the nets ‘began to break’.  The rope is straining and fraying to bring in the load.   The miracle’s nature is somewhat disputed.  Is it a miracle of knowledge (Jesus knew the fish would be there), of will power (Jesus brought the fish there), or both?  No detailed discussion occurs in the account, but usually in a nature miracle, when forces are taken over by Jesus, there is some verbal indicator in the account.  That is, Jesus rebukes the wind or gives some other indication that He is acting on nature.  Thus, it seems better to see it as a miracle of Jesus’ knowledge [it is more likely both His knowledge and His will; restricting the miracle to His knowledge is an attempt to de-emphasize His deity].  Whatever the exact nature of the act, it makes a strong impression.”
  It made more than a strong impression on Peter.  It told him he was in the presence of God.


b.  “Numerous attempts have been made to find symbolic, allegorical, and mythological meaning in this episode, with reference to the size of the catch, the boat(s), and so on.  Impetus for such views tends to originate from outside the text.  We are on more solid ground when we refer to the parabolic interpretation of the miracle drawing on clues from within the story.  Most transparent is the nexus between catching fish and proclaiming the word: success in fishing, under Jesus’ authority, is a prophetic symbol for the mission in which Peter and the others will participate, while Jesus Himself, in His word and miraculous deed, is Himself engaged in ‘catching’.”


c.  “Christ, the Creator, caused His creation to deviate from their natural instincts.  Their call was to catch (take alive) men, which, as discussed earlier, means to be evangelists.  They knew what that meant, for they had seen Jesus demonstrate it in Samaria, and recently in His Galilean preaching tour.  Now they were being called to become active full-time participants in Christ’s ministry! [This commentator is confusing this story with the calling of the disciples in Mt and Mk, which is unrelated to this event.]  They had not understood this at the earlier call as we here find them back fishing; now they understood the privilege Jesus offered them brooked no competing interest.  Consider the ramifications of this catch for a moment.  The families of the four were provided with a capital fund to soften the loss of income from a daily fishing expedition.  Furthermore, Mrs. Peter could hardly argue with Mr. Peter that there was not something divine about the Man Who had called him to follow Him!  God is gracious in His provision, is He not?  Surely He meets our every need!  One of the purposes of this miracle was to give the disciples an object lesson in evangelism. Principles portrayed are:


i)

‘Launch out into the deep’—there is no need, or place, for timidity.


ii)
‘Let your nets down for a catch’—the evangelist is to actively seek the lost.


iii)
The impossibility of daylight fishing—with Christ nothing is impossible.


iv)
‘But at Your word’—this is the underlying principle; everything depends on Jesus; the ‘impossible’ is no deterrent.


v)
‘Their nets were breaking’—trust in Jesus yields a harvest we can barely handle.

I cannot help but wonder how that early Greek-speaking Church felt when they read this passage. You see, they used the word ΙΧΘUS (fish) to denote a Christian.  They could not overlook the fact that each fish represented a Christian.”


d.  “If Peter was yawning and rubbing his eyes as he dropped the nets over the side, he was soon shocked into being wide-awake.”


e.  These fish were not created by Jesus, as Plummer says “In no miracle before the Resurrection does Jesus create; and we have no sufficient reason for believing that the food provided at the second miraculous catch of fishes was created (Jn 21:9-13).”
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