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 is the predicate nominative from the feminine singular adjective HOMOIOS, meaning “like.”  Then we have the third person singular present active indicative of the verb EIMI, meaning “to be: is.”


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


The active voice indicates that the kingdom of the heavens produces the state of being like something.


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

This is followed by the nominative subject from the feminine singular article and noun BASILEIA plus the genitive of identity from the masculine plural article and noun OURANOS, meaning “The kingdom of the heavens.”  Next we have the instrumental of measure (of comparison) from the masculine singular noun THĒSAUROS, “a treasure” plus the instrumental masculine singular perfect passive participle of the verb KRUPTW, meaning “to be hidden.”


The perfect tense is a consummative perfect, emphasizing a past, completed action.  This can be translated by use of the English auxiliary verb “having.”


The passive voice indicates that the treasure has received the action of being hidden.


The participle is circumstantial.

Next we have the preposition EN plus the locative of place from the masculine singular article and noun AGROS, meaning “in a field.”

“The kingdom of the heavens is like a treasure having been hidden in a field,”
 is the accusative direct object from the masculine singular relative pronoun HOS, meaning “which,” followed by the nominative masculine singular aorist active participle of the verb HEURISKW, which means “to find.”


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


The active voice indicates that a man produced the action.


The participle is temporal with the action of the participle preceding the action of the main verb.  This can be translated “after finding.”

Then we have the nominative subject from the masculine singular noun ANTHRWPOS, meaning “a man.”  This is followed by the third person singular aorist active indicative of the verb KRUPTW, which means “to hide: hid.”


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


The active voice indicates that the man produced the action.


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

There is no Greek word meaning “again” in the text.  This is an erroneous addition by the translators of the NASB.

“which after finding, a man hid;”
 is the continuative use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and,” followed by the preposition APO plus the ablative of cause from the feminine singular article and noun CHARA plus the possessive genitive from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “because of his joy.”  Next we have the third person singular present active indicative of the verb HUPAGW, which means “to go: he goes.”


The present tense is a descriptive present of what now occurs.


The active voice indicates that the man produces the action.


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

Then we have the additive use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and” plus the third person singular present active indicative of the verb PWLEW, which means “to sell: sells.”  The morphology is the same as the previous verb.  This is followed by the accusative direct object from the neuter plural adjective PAS plus the relative pronoun HOSOS, meaning “all that; everything that”
 or “as much as all.”  This is followed by the third person singular present active indicative of the verb ECHW, meaning “to have: he has.”


The present tense is a descriptive present of what the current condition is.


The active voice indicates that the man produces the action of having.


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

“and because of his joy he goes and sells all that he has”
 is the additive use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and,” followed by the third person singular present active indicative of the verb AGORAZW, which means “to buy: buys.”


The present tense is a descriptive present of what occurs at that moment.


The active voice indicates that the man produces the action of buying.


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

Finally, we have the accusative direct object from the masculine singular article and noun AGROS plus the demonstrative pronoun EKEINOS, used as an adjective, meaning “that field.”

“and buys that field.”
Mt 13:44 corrected translation
“The kingdom of the heavens is like a treasure having been hidden in a field, which after finding, a man hid; and because of his joy he goes and sells all that he has and buys that field.”
Explanation:
1.  “The kingdom of the heavens is like a treasure having been hidden in a field,”

a.  Matthew continues his examples of our Lord teaching in parables without changing or identifying a new location or audience.  The last location and audience mentioned is in the house of Jesus, where He is speaking to the disciples.  In fact, verse 51-52 tell us that He is in the house still addressing the disciples, who acknowledge that they understand the meaning of the preceding parables.


b.  The Lord again uses the same introductory clause to the parable as we have seen in verses 31 and 33.  This time the kingdom is compared to a buried treasure.  The phrase ‘having been hidden in a field’ implies that the treasure is buried and not just sitting on top of the ground for all to see.  And since the treasure is undoubtedly buried, the man finding it must be a hired hand or field worker of some type.  He cannot be the owner of the field, since we are told that he sells all that he has to buy the field.  And if he were not a hired hand, then he would not be digging up some person’s field looking for buried treasure.  So we must assume that the man is a hired worker, who is probably ploughing the field in preparation for planting.  And in the process of doing so comes across the buried treasure.

2.  “which after finding, a man hid;”

a.  This man finds the treasure and proceeds to hide the treasure, which means that he buries the treasure again in the same spot, that is, he covers it back over with dirt to conceal it again.


b.  Obviously the man hides the treasure after finding it, so that no one else will find it or steal it.

3.  “and because of his joy he goes and sells all that he has”

a.  The Lord then notes the emotional response of the man finding the treasure.  He is filled with joy, because he has found something that will secure and provide for him for the rest of his life.


b.  The treasure is so valuable that it is more valuable than everything he owns or has in this life.  This treasure is beyond all treasures of this life.  Nothing in this life can compare to this treasure.  The man recognizes this fact and immediately acts upon what he knows to be true.

4.  “and buys that field.”

a.  The action he takes is to buy the field, so that he will legitimately own everything contained within that field.  He is not stealing the treasure from the current owner of the field.  The implication morally is that the current owner of the field did not bury this treasure.  The treasure was there long before the current owner of the field bought the property.  The treasure has always been available to anyone who might find it.


b.  The field represents the world in which people live.  The treasure is the message of the gospel with its eternal life and eternal security.  Selling all that one has means giving up everything Satan’s kingdom has to offer in order to have God’s great treasure of eternal life.  The joy the man has is the result of realizing he can obtain the treasure of eternal life.  Finding the treasure is analogous to hearing the gospel.  Hiding the treasure and buying the field is analogous to believing in Christ.

5.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “The common interpretation of this parable is that the sinner finds Christ and gives up all that he possesses to gain Him and be saved.  But this interpretation presents several problems.  To begin with, Jesus Christ is not a hidden treasure.  [He is a hidden treasure to those unbelievers whose eyes have been blinded by Satan.]  He is perhaps the best-known Person of history.  In the second place, the sinner cannot ‘find Christ’ [He is not finding Christ, but the message of eternal life.] for he is blind and stubborn (Rom 3:10ff).  It is the Savior who finds the lost sinner (Lk 19:10).  And no sinner could ever purchase salvation!  [That is not what the parable teaches.]  Please note that the man in the parable did not purchase the treasure; he purchased the whole field.  ‘The field is the world’ (Mt 13:38).  Must the lost sinner purchase the world to gain Christ?  [No, he gives up all that he has to gain Christ.]  Does he hide Him again?  [No, he hides the truth of salvation in his heart = he believes the gospel.]  Once again, Old Testament symbolism assists us in our interpretation. The treasure is the nation of Israel (Ex 19:5; Ps 135:4).  That nation was placed in the world to bring glory to God, but it failed.  It became a nation hidden, a treasure not being invested to produce dividends for God.  Jesus Christ gave His all to purchase the whole world in order to save the nation (Jn 11:51).  On the cross, Jesus died for the whole world; but in a special way, He died for Israel (Isa 53:8).  The nation suffered judgment and seeming destruction, but in God’s sight it is ‘hidden’ and will be revealed again in glory.”
  Notice that this wrong interpretation does not address Israel’s “joy” at hearing the gospel.  Without explaining that key point, this interpretation falls apart.


b.  “Since the Lord did not interpret this parable, a variety of interpretive views are held.  In the flow of this chapter, it seems best to understand this to be a reference to Israel, God’s ‘treasured possession’ (Ex 19:5; Ps 135:4).  One reason Jesus came into the world was to redeem Israel, so that He could be viewed as the One who sold all He had in order to purchase the treasure.”
  This explanation suffers the same lack of explanation of the man’s ‘joy’.


c.  “The purpose of this parable is to reveal that some men will find the Kingdom of Heaven without consciously looking for it.  This parable and its successor are a pair and explain each other by their differences.  In the first parable the man’s business is not treasure seeking; he stumbles across a treasure and secures it by buying the field in which it is.  In the second parable the man’s business is buying pearls, which he actively seeks.  The first parable, then, explains that some converts will become converted without a prior conscious recognition of their need of salvation spurring them on to an active search for salvation.”


d.  “The man is probably a day-laborer.  The legal and moral justification of his action towards his employer is not the point of the parable.  The point lies rather in both the joy which a disciple experiences in ‘finding’ the kingdom of heaven (i.e. in a relationship with Jesus who brings it), and in his willingness to give up everything else for this.  The disciple’s ‘giving up’ is in the context of joy!”
  Notice that ‘joy’ is the key to interpretation of this parable.


e.  “Another pair of short similes or analogies follows.  Again each contains one character and teaches one point, namely, that the kingdom is so valuable that it is worth sacrificing anything to gain it.  Jesus likens one who enters the kingdom to a man who sells everything he owns in order to buy a field containing a treasure that will more than compensate for his sacrifice.  One should not worry about the man’s ethics in hiding the treasure.  We need neither justify his behavior nor imitate it.  This is simply part of the story line that helps to make sense of the plot.  Jesus frequently tells parables in which unscrupulous characters nevertheless display some virtue from which Christians can learn.  Similarly, one must not interpret the buying of the treasure as an allegory for the atonement, as if Jesus were the treasure hunter purchasing our redemption.  The man who finds the treasure is more naturally seen as the person seeking after God’s blessings.”


f.  “Matthew proceeds to record three little parables each of which starts with ‘the kingdom of heaven is like—.’  The first two stress the value of the kingdom, and the third the finality of the separation that will take place at the end of this age.  All three are found only in this Gospel.  In a day when places for keeping things safe that we take for granted (like the safe deposits in banks) did not exist people had to make their own arrangements.  One method they employed was to bury their valuable possessions (as did the unprofitable servant who hid his talent, Mt 25:25).  If anyone did this before going off on a journey and failed to return, the possessions remained there and might be found later through a chance discovery like that in this parable.  So too, in frequent wars, people would hide valuables to keep them from looting soldiers, and sometimes the owners would not survive.  The field might be a piece of ground used for growing crops or grazing animals, but the term sometimes denotes country as opposed to city, so we cannot insist on the location being a farm or the like.  When anyone found treasure like this, the legal position appears to have been that the finder was entitled to keep it.  But acquiring legal title to such a find was not always straightforward.  If the finder was an employee, his employer could argue that he was acting as his agent, especially if the employer happened to own the land where the find was made.  And if he was his employer’s agent in ‘lifting’ the treasure, then the treasure belonged to the employer.  This will be the reason the man hid the treasure instead of ‘lifting’ it straightaway; if he ‘lifted’ it before the field was his, it might be argued that when he did the ‘lifting’ he was acting as the owner’s agent.  By buying the land before ‘lifting’ the treasure, he removed all possibility of dispute.  It is in this connection that we should understand the man’s buying the field (that he had to sell all he had to buy it indicates that he was a poor man).  Sometimes it is objected that it was not a very honest thing for a man to do to buy up a field in which he knew there was treasure.  But Jesus is not dealing with the morality or the legality of the man’s action, but making the point that there can be treasure such that it is worth selling everything in order to possess it.  So with membership in the kingdom.  Jesus says that the man was very happy over his discovery.  The man’s joy leads him to go off and buy the field, even though this means that he must first sell all he has.  Jesus is not saying that a man may buy his way into the kingdom; that would fly in the face of all His teaching.  The selling of all he has is rather a way of bringing out the truth that one should count all well lost for the sake of the kingdom.  It may not appear to be riches from the world’s point of view, but membership in the kingdom has superlative value.”


g.  “The four preceding parables show how the kingdom is bestowed (sowing seed) and how it operates (growing, permeating).  Now Jesus shows how it is acquired.  The field is undoubtedly the Scriptures.  [Since this parable has many possible interpretations the field is hardly ‘undoubtedly’ the Scriptures.  It is possible, maybe even probable, but not undoubtable.]  Since the owner of the treasure is dead and forgotten, who according to law or to morals has a claim to the treasure except this happy finder?”
  Lenski’s assumption is that the original owner of the field is long since dead, gone, and forgotten.  The man in the story stumbles upon the treasure, while walking across this field, which happens to be ownerless.  Thus he avoids any moral problems of the man possibly being a hired hand, who has a moral obligation to report his findings to the current landowner.
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