John 1:1
Matthew 11:19



 is the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb ERCHOMAI, which means “to come: came.”


The aorist tense is a constative/historical aorist, which views the entire past action as a fact.


The active voice indicates that the Son of Man produced the action.


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

Then we have the nominative masculine singular article and noun HUIOS with the genitive of identity (or genitive of relationship [both are correct here]) from the masculine singular article and noun ANTHRWPOS, meaning “the Son of Man.”  This is followed by the nominative masculine singular present active participle of the verbs ESTHIEW, which means “to eat” and PINW, which means “to drink” with a connective use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and.”


The present tense is a descriptive present of what has occurred throughout Jesus’ public ministry.


The active voice indicates that the Son of Man produces the action of eating and drinking the things that normal people eat and drink.


The participle is circumstantial.

“The Son of Man came eating and drinking,”
 is the continuative use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and,” followed by the third person plural present active indicative of the verb LEGW, which means “to say: they say.”


The present tense is a descriptive present of what has been claimed throughout Jesus’ public ministry.


The active voice indicates that Jesus’ critics produce the action.


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

Then we have the particle of attention IDOU, meaning “Behold, Notice, Pay attention.”  Next we have nominative subject from the masculine singular noun ANTHRWPOS, meaning “the man.”  This is followed by the ellipsis (deliberate omission) of the verb EIMI, meaning “to be: [is].”  With this we have the predicate nominative from the masculine singular noun PHAGOS, meaning “a glutton.”  Next we have the additive use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and,” followed by the predicate nominative from the masculine singular noun OINOPOTĒS, meaning “a drunkard.”

“and they say, “Behold, the man [is] a glutton and a drunkard,”
 is the genitive of relationship from the masculine plural noun TELWNĒS, meaning “of tax-collectors” and the adjective HAMARTWLOS, meaning “sinners” with a connective/additive use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and.”  With this we have the predicate nominative from the masculine singular adjective PHILOS, meaning “a friend.”

“a friend of tax-collectors and sinners.””
 is the adversative use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “And yet,” followed by the third person singular aorist passive indicative from the verb DIKAIOW, which means “to be justified; to be vindicated.”


The aorist tense is a constative/historical aorist, which views the entire past action as a fact.


The passive voice indicates that wisdom receives the action of being vindicated.


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

Next we have the nominative subject from the feminine singular article and noun SOPHIA, meaning “wisdom.”  Then we have the preposition APO plus the ablative of agency from the neuter plural article and noun ERGON plus the possessive genitive from the third person feminine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “by her works.”

“And yet wisdom is vindicated by her works.”
Mt 11:19 corrected translation
“The Son of Man came eating and drinking, and they say, “Behold, the man [is] a glutton and a drunkard, a friend of tax-collectors and sinners.”  And yet wisdom is vindicated by her works.”
Explanation:
1.  “The Son of Man came eating and drinking,”

a.  The Lord turns the coin over and describes what the other side looks like.  The title “Son of Man” is the equivalent of saying “I.”  Jesus describes Himself with emphasis on the human side of His hypostatic union.  As a real human, He came eating and drinking all the normal things that other people eat and drink.  He came doing the opposite of what John had done (not eating and drinking like normal people).


b.  There are many descriptions in the gospel accounts of our Lord being invited to dinner at someone’s home and eating and drinking like everyone else.  He was never a glutton, nor did He ever get drunk.  But He joined others in the meal and had watered down wine with the rest of the people at the dinner party.  He joined in the wedding feast, ate with the Pharisees, had dinner with rich people, and provided dinner for thousands.

2.  “and they say, “Behold, the man [is] a glutton and a drunkard,”

a.  The Lord then quotes what His critics said about Him.  This was their “fake news” of the day.  They accused Jesus of being a glutton and a drunk.  Our Lord was neither, but that didn’t stop His critics from lying about Him.


b.  The scribes and Pharisees couldn’t assault Jesus on His character (He was perfectly righteous at all times), so they had to accuse Him of something He was not.  They had to make up a story about Him and try to convince others of their lie.


c.  The gluttons and drunkards of Jesus’ day would eat and drink until they couldn’t take it anymore, throw up everything, and start over again.  The Lord never did such a thing.

3.  “a friend of tax-collectors and sinners.””

a.  Another accusation leveled against Jesus was one of guilt by association.  Was Jesus a friend of tax collectors and sinners?  The answer is both ‘Yes’ and ‘No’.  Did He party with both?  Yes, according to Mt 9:10-13.


b.  Jesus is a friend to all people who have ever lived, because He was willing to be judged as a substitute for them, so that their sins could never be held against them.  What greater friend could a person have than someone who is willing to die for them?


c.  Jesus was also not a personal friend of all tax collectors and sinners in the same way that He was a personal friend of Mary Magdalene and Matthew.  Jesus had a close personal relationship with the tax collector Matthew and the former prostitute Mary, He was not a personal friend of all tax collectors and sinners.


d.  So here we have a ‘half-truth’ about Jesus.  He was denigrated by His critics because of His association with those He wished to save from the lake of fire.  His critics wanted the tax collectors and sinners to spend eternity in the lake of fire, and hated Jesus for trying to save them.

4.  “And yet wisdom is vindicated by her works.”

a.  Wisdom comes from God and the Lord Jesus Christ is the personification of wisdom.  He is the living Word of God.  He is the living wisdom of God.


b.  The Lord Jesus Christ, that is, wisdom, is vindicated by His works, that is, by what He does.  Our Lord is vindicated by all His teaching, which was total wisdom at all times.  Our Lord is vindicated by all His healing.  Our Lord is vindicated by what He did on the Cross for all mankind.  Our Lord is vindicated by His resurrection, ascension, and session at the right hand of the Father.


c.  Every single thing our Lord said and did vindicated the wisdom of God the Father in His plan and in the resolution of the angelic conflict.


d.  In spite of all the criticism of the scribes and Pharisees against John and our Lord, the perfect spiritual life of our Lord vindicated Him in every possible way.

5.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “Though that generation was not happy with anything, the wisdom of the approach of both John and Jesus would be proved right by the results, namely, that many people would be brought into the kingdom.”


b.  “The final sentence puts the religious leaders in their place.  Wisdom is God’s wisdom, almost a periphrasis for God himself.  ‘God is his own interpreter’, and in His superior wisdom both the contrasting appeals of John and Jesus have their appointed place.  His wisdom is justified (vindicated) by the very deeds which scandalize those who will not respond.”


c.  “Jesus points out that He was no ascetic like John.  He is saying that, far from being an ascetic, He ate and drank normally, as other people did.  But this did not bring Him praise from those who accused the Baptist of being a demoniac. “Look,” they said, drawing attention to one who was to be an object of scorn.  Since He was not an ascetic, they accused Him of eating and drinking to excess.  With dietary excesses these people linked bad company.  As we have seen (Mt 5:46), tax collectors were social outcasts.  They were rejected because of their extortionate habits, and this was reinforced by the fact that they were regarded as ceremonially unclean.  The nature of their business brought them into such contact with Gentiles that it was thought that they could not avoid becoming unclean.  So people, especially religious people, kept as far away from them as possible.  Not Jesus. He ate with them, which meant that if they were ceremonially unclean Jesus inevitably contracted defilement.  With this Jesus joins sinners, a general term, not so much for those who were outrageously evil, but for people who did not bother to observe the details of the ceremonial rules that were the delight of the religious people of the day.  His opponents evidently reasoned, ‘You can know a man by the company he keeps!’  Thus the people rejected John because he was an ascetic and Jesus because He was not.  There was no logic, no reasonableness in their position.  They would neither repent with John nor rejoice with Jesus.  Jesus appends a saying about wisdom.  This personification may go back to the Old Testament (cf. Job 28; Prov 1:8), or it may signify the wisdom Jesus passed on to His disciples.  In Luke’s version this wisdom is vindicated by her children—the lives of those who accept Christ’s teaching show that it was excellent.  When Matthew says much the same about actions, he makes essentially the same point.  The wisdom Jesus taught was not meant as a topic for debate in religious or philosophical schools—it was something to be lived out and it is proved right in the works His followers do.  This is a ‘by their fruits you will know them’ situation; wisdom does not need people to commend her; for the deeds of those who accept her vindicate her.  The context seems to imply a distinction between those who accepted Jesus’ wise teaching and those who did not.”


d.  “What the Jews demanded of John, they condemned in Jesus; what they condemned in John they demanded of Jesus.  By both actions they condemned themselves.  With the same slanderous tongue that attributed a demon to John they viciously called Jesus a glutton and drunk.”
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