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

 is the continuative use of the postpositive conjunction DE, meaning “Now” with the nominative masculine singular aorist active participle of the verb EIDON, which means “to see.”


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


The active voice indicates that Simon Peter produced the action.


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

With this we have the nominative subject from the masculine singular proper nouns SIMWN and PETROS, meaning “Simon Peter.”  There is no direct object in this clause, but English grammar requires one.  Therefore, we insert a demonstrative pronoun “[this],” referring to the large catch of fish that has just occurred.

“Now, after seeing [this] Simon Peter”
 is the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb PROSPIPTW, which means “to prostrate oneself; to fall down before.”


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


The active voice indicates that Peter produced the action.


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

Then we have the locative of place from the neuter plural article and noun GONU, meaning “at the knees.”  With this we have the possessive genitive from the masculine singular proper noun IĒSOUS, meaning “of Jesus.”  This is followed by the nominative masculine singular present active participle of the verb LEGW, which means “to say: saying.”


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


The active voice indicates that Peter produced the action.


The participle is circumstantial.

“fell down at the knees of Jesus, saying,”
 is the second person singular aorist active imperative from the verb EXERCHOMAI, which means “to go away.”


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


The active voice indicates that Jesus is expected to produce the action.


The imperative mood is an imperative of entreaty.

Then we have the preposition APO plus the ablative of separation from the first person singular personal pronoun EGW, meaning “from me” and referring to Peter.

“‘Go away from me,”
 is the explanatory or causal use of the conjunction HOTI, meaning “because; for.”  Then we have the predicate nominative from the masculine singular noun ANĒR with the adjective HAMARTWLOS, meaning “a sinful man.”  Then we have the first person singular present active indicative from the verb EIMI, meaning “to be: I am.”


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


The active voice indicates that Peter produces the state of being sinful.


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

Finally, we have the vocative masculine singular from the noun KURIOS, meaning “Lord.”

“because I am a sinful man, Lord!’”
Lk 5:8 corrected translation
“Now, after seeing [this] Simon Peter fell down at the knees of Jesus, saying, ‘Go away from me, because I am a sinful man, Lord!’”
Explanation:
1.  “Now, after seeing [this] Simon Peter fell down at the knees of Jesus, saying,”

a.  Luke continues the story by telling us the reaction/response of Peter to this obvious miracle performed by Jesus.  Peter was an eyewitness of the entire event and there was no doubt in his mind about what had happened, Who had caused it, and the fact that it was no accident or coincidence.


b.  Remember that according to the past narrative, Jesus and Peter were both in the boat, when Jesus told Peter to put the boat out into deep water.  There is no indication that Jesus went back to the shore, while Peter and his crew went farther out on the lake.  This means that when Peter fell down at the knees of Jesus, he and Jesus were still in the boat with all the fish.  Luke also doesn’t say that Peter and the crew brought the boat to shore and stepped out of the boat onto the shore before falling down at the knees of Jesus.  So we don’t know exactly when or where this event occurred.  It was either on the boat amongst all the fish or on the shore in front of everyone watching.


c.  Regardless of where Peter’s prostration took place, Simon fell down at the knees of Jesus in an attitude of complete submission and total humility.  And it wasn’t just action that Peter took, but in what would become typical behavior by Peter, he also had something to say.

2.  “‘Go away from me,”

a.  Peter asks, begs, pleads with Jesus to go away from him.  He doesn’t demand, since he is in a state of complete submission.  Why this strange request?


b.  Peter recognized that Jesus was God incarnate and he didn’t want to die.  Remember that just a little while before this Peter was somewhat questioning Jesus’ judgment about when and where and how to fish, as if Jesus were just an ignorant carpenter.  Now Peter recognizes that only God could have done what Jesus has done, and Peter knows the Old Testament Scripture that says “no one can see God and live,” (Ex 33:20), let alone question God and live.


c.  Peter deserves to die for insinuating that Jesus didn’t know what He was talking about with regard to fishing.  It was a subtle form of blasphemy and Peter realizes that he has subtly slandered Jesus.  Now Peter thinks that if he stays around Jesus, he is only going to do or say something worse (which he will, when he denies Jesus three times).

3.  “because I am a sinful man, Lord!’”

a.  Peter then states the reason for his request.  He recognizes and acknowledges his sinfulness.  Peter has just applied 1 Jn 1:9 without realizing it.  And of course Jesus is faithful and just to forgive Peter his sinfulness and purify him from all wrongdoing.


b.  Finally, Peter declares what his soul has recognized—that Jesus is the Lord God Most High, the God of Israel, the Son of God, the incarnation of eternal deity.  This was quite an object lesson for the other men witnessing this (Andrew, James, John, the other men in the crews of both boats, and possibly a crowd of people).  This miracle could only have been done by God or God’s representative.  Andrew had long ago introduced his brother to Jesus as “the Messiah.”  So this miracle, combined with all the other miracles of healing Peter personally witnessed in his own home and the declaration of John the Baptist and his own brother caused Peter to react the way he did and say what he did in recognition of the deity of Jesus.  How commentators can insist that Peter said “Lord” but did not mean it as a title of deity is ridiculous.  Why would Peter feel the full guilt of his sinfulness, if Jesus was anything less than divine in Peter’s mind?  Peter’s confession of his sinfulness indicates definitively that he recognized the presence of deity.  Peter never fell down before other men, when he recognized his own sinfulness; such action is only done because Peter views Jesus as the Messiah—the Son of God incarnate.


c.  Peter was arrogantly presumptuous, thinking that Jesus didn’t know what He was talking about, but Peter also had the genuine humility to recognize that at times he was the real problem and his own worst enemy.  Peter also took responsibility for his own sinfulness and wrongdoing, which is the first step in spiritual recovery.


d.  As believers in the Lord Jesus Christ as our Lord and Savior, we now know that our proper response to our Lord is, “I am a sinful man, Lord, thank You for not going away from me.”

4.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “It is just like Peter to go from extreme self-confidence and pride to abject humiliation.  But his impulse here was right and sincere.  His confession was true.  He was a sinful man.”


b.  “Simon Peter’s reaction to the catch is immediate.  The use of the full name is unique in Luke.  Until now, he has been Simon, so the expanded name may point to the developing importance of this figure, since traditionally Peter is the name he came to receive as a result of his [first] encounter with Jesus.  Falling to his knees pictures the humility that one displays before a superior of any kind.  Peter recognizes Jesus’ authority in this action.  In the presence of God’s agent, the chaos becomes secondary to sorting out where he stands with the One who has made Himself known.  Peter’s confession falls into three parts.  First, he asks Jesus to depart.  The amazement of God’s working through Jesus produces the request.  The awareness of God’s presence, directly or via a surrogate, produces such a response in people; it yields a sense of unworthiness at receiving God’s bounty.  Second, the reason Peter bows before Jesus is his realization that he is a sinful man.  This is not a confession of individual transgressions; rather it is a recognition of his character before the divine [God the Father] and His representative [Jesus].  So Peter responds with respect and honesty.  One’s mortal frailties stand exposed in the face of such total knowledge.  Peter’s reaction is a confession of unworthiness before God’s chosen Holy One.  Such confessions are the means to acceptance by God.  Peter correctly has a definite sense that there is a vast difference between Jesus and him.  Third, Peter addresses Jesus as Lord.   The title’s use reveals a confession that recognizes Jesus’ authority along with God’s working through Him.  KURIOS is a key term and stands as a stronger term in contrast to the use of epistata = master) in Lk 5:5.  The vocative form is common, because it was a form of polite address equivalent to ‘Sir’.  It was used to recognize one of a higher station or authority.  Here, in combination with the act of bowing, it is more than mere polite address.  What does Peter mean by the title?  Some see a full confession of deity here, but this is unlikely at this point in Peter’s understanding [I disagree.  The fact Peter asked Jesus to depart from him indicates his recognition of deity.]  The disciples are still discussing who Jesus is in 8:25, where they wonder what type of person Jesus is because he calmed the wind.  If they had his deity already in mind, this would not be a question. [Peter recognizes the deity of Jesus long before the rest do.]  The great confession of Jesus as the Christ [just because Peter hasn’t made this declaration yet, doesn’t mean he didn’t already recognize Jesus as divine in mind; besides, in Jn 1:41, Peter’s brother Andrew told Peter “We have found the Messiah,” which clearly indicates Andrew’s belief that Jesus was the Messiah, that is, God incarnate.] and the pondering of the significance of His miraculous works have yet to occur [didn’t this already begin to occur with the turning of water into wine at the wedding in Cana, and the healing of the people of Capernaum all night at Peter’s house, as well as the healing of Peter’s mother-in-law?  Where not those miracles are pondered?].  But this catch begins a series of events that start the disciples to thinking.  [No, it just got this commentator to start thinking.]  Jesus is recognized as God’s agent here, and the beginning of the disciples’ growth in understanding starts with this confession.  God is manifesting himself through this Galilean.  In fact, one can say that as a result of actions like this tensions are introduced about who Jesus is.  These tensions will be resolved as Luke proceeds. What is more interesting is how Jesus does not turn His back on the sinner, but includes the sinner in His task.  What a reversal and what a token of God’s grace this is.”


c.  “To assume within the narrative that Peter recognizes that Jesus is God is to employ alien categories [so wrong], but this does not mean that we must be content with an interpretation of ‘Lord’ as polite address.  Instead, the type scene on which Luke has drawn encourages the view that Peter recognizes in Jesus the agency of God.  As a consequence, Peter, aware of the profound status of this teacher-prophet, responds by falling at Jesus’ knees in humility and referring to himself as a sinner.”
  The Jews were commanded not to fall at the knees of any man and worship.  That right belonged to God alone and God’s duly appointed representatives.  The Jews were loath to bow down to any Gentile ruler (for example the Roman Emperor).  So the fact that Peter bows before Jesus is an act of divine recognition, which compliments the use of the word KURIOS as also divine recognition.  Normally individuals throughout Scripture bow down to God, representatives of God, and those in authority over them, but not to another human being who is not God’s representative.

d.  “Peter’s plea was a confession of inadequacy in the Lord’s presence.”


e.  “Sublime trauma fell on Peter’s amazed soul.  Peter had been brought personally into the sphere of Jesus’ mighty power.  This was not his first exposure to Christ’s authority, but this time Jesus ministered in Peter’s personal universe—his sea, his boat, his nets—and so the significance came to him as never before.  A series of thoughts flashed through the fisherman’s mind like lightning.  He saw that Jesus belonged to a sphere to which he did not belong.  Here was the Lord of fish and fishermen, the Lord of nature, the Lord of men and of their daily work.  If at this point Peter did not fully understand that Jesus was the Christ, he did at least understand that the divine presence was in Christ—and thus he called Him ‘Lord.’  Peter knew he was in some way in the presence of God.  Peter was also overcome with an awareness of his own sinfulness.  In moral agony he fell at Jesus’ knees.  Faced with Christ’s authority and power, his soul flooded with a sense of his own evil and hollowness, and with a trembling realization of the personal consequences of his sin.  This is the proper response to God.”


f.  “In contrast with Jesus, whose deity was indicated by this miracle, Peter realized that he was sinful, and felt unworthy to have Jesus with him.”


g.  Marshall says that “no precise connotation of divinity can necessarily be attached to”
 Peter’s falling down at the knees of Jesus.  I disagree for all the reasons previously mentioned.


h.  “Peter realized the deity of Jesus in a way that wholly overcame him and made him feel his utter unworthiness and nothingness in Jesus’ presence.  It is trivial to say that Jesus could not go out from Peter while the boat was still well out on the lake.  What Peter meant was that he was unworthy of the Lord’s presence in his boat, and that the Lord should leave him when the boat would presently land.  It is true that KURIOS was used as a mere title of respect like our ‘sir’.  But that common use is shut out here by Peter’s action and by the contrast ‘sinful man’.”
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