John 1:1
Matthew 25:18



 is the adversative use of the postpositive conjunction DE, meaning “However” plus the nominative subject from the masculine singular articular (meaning “the one”) aorist active participle of the verb LAMBANW, which means “to receive: the one having received.”


The culminative aorist views the entirety of the action, but looks at it from the viewpoint of its completion.  It is translated with the use of the English auxiliary verb “having.”


The active voice indicates that the slave produced the action of receiving.


The participle is circumstantial.

Next we have the accusative direct object from the neuter singular article and cardinal adjective HEIS, meaning “the one” and referring to ‘the one [talent]’, which is included in brackets for clarity.

“However, the one having received the one [talent],”
 is the nominative masculine singular aorist active participle of the verb APERCHOMAI, which means “to depart; to go away.”


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


The active voice indicates that the slave with one talent produced the action.  Notice that it is the slave who is departing not the master of the house, which helps answer the question of who is producing the action of leaving in verse 15.  The slave is leaving immediately, not the master, which tells us that EUTHEWS goes with the following participle and not the preceding verb.


The participle is a temporal participle, which precedes the action of the main verb.  It can be translated “after departing.”

Then we have the third person singular aorist active indicative of the verb ORUSSW, which means “to dig: dug.”


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


The active voice indicates that the slave with one talent produced the action.


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

This is followed by the accusative direct object from the feminine singular noun GĒ, meaning “the ground; soil; earth.”

“after departing, dug the ground”
 is the additive use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and” plus the third person singular aorist active indicative of the verb KRUPTW, which means “to hide: hid.”  The morphology is the same as the previous verb.  Next we have the accusative direct object from the neuter singular article and noun ARGURION, meaning “the silver; money.”  Finally, we have the possessive genitive from the masculine singular article and noun KURIOS with the possessive genitive from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “of his master.”

“and hid the money of his master.”
Mt 25:18 corrected translation
“However, the one having received the one [talent], after departing, dug the ground and hid the money of his master.”
Explanation:
1.  “However, the one having received the one [talent],”

a.  Jesus continues the parable with a contrast between the previous two slaves and the third slave.  This slave is described as the slave having previously received one talent.


b.  This slave had limited ability in comparison to the other two slaves, but he still had the ability to make something of himself and do something profitable for his master.  His problem was not his limited ability or capability, but rather his willingness to trust his master and his faithfulness to do what was ask of him.


c.  He had the ability for success and the opportunity for success, but not the courage to believe in what he should do.


d.  It is important to remember that this single talent represented about $600,000, which was certainly enough money to be able to make a wise investment and at least a 10% profit.  He certainly could put the money in a Certificate of Deposit (CD) for a year and get a 10% return on investment.  (That used to be the case though it may be higher or lower now.) 

2.  “after departing, dug the ground”

a.  However, instead of taking the risk of making a modest investment, the slave left the master and found a hiding place for the talent by digging a hole in the ground somewhere and burying the money.


b.  It doesn’t need to be mentioned that this was spot that could easily be found again and the slave was sure to do this where no one could see what he was doing.  How he went about doing this is so obvious that it doesn’t need to be mentioned, but it does tell us about the character of the individual—he didn’t trust his fellow slaves, didn’t ask their advice, didn’t trust the goodness or fairness of the master, had to deal with his own fear of failure, didn’t believe in his own ability to do good, and didn’t believe the master would reward him for trying.

3.  “and hid the money of his master.”

a.  The money represents a gift from the master, the gift being the opportunity to succeed in life, and in this case illustrates the opportunity to succeed in the spiritual life.  The money represents the coin of the spiritual realm, which is faith in Christ.  Faith in Christ gives us the opportunity to have a spiritual life and be successful in that spiritual life.  By investing in that spiritual life, we glorify God, which is the return on our investment of faith in Christ.


b.  This slave was unwilling to believe in Christ.  He wanted nothing to do with the riches of a relationship with God.  His hiding of the master’s money represents his rejection of Christ, which is why his punishment will end in his placement in Hades.


c.  The most valuable thing God gives us in life is the privilege and opportunity to believe in Christ.  The unbeliever takes this price of entrance into the kingdom of God and buries it by not believing in Christ.  He does nothing with the opportunity given to him.  Hiding the money is an illustration of refusing to believe in Christ.  The other slaves took the opportunity to believe in Christ by believing in Christ and investing in the spiritual life, which resulted in a great return on that investment for God the Father, which He will richly reward, as we shall see.

4.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “The three servants fell into two categories: faithful and unfaithful.  The faithful servants took their talents and put them to work for their Lord.  The unfaithful servant hid his talent in the earth. Instead of using his opportunities, he buried them!  He did not purposely do evil. But by doing nothing, he was committing sin and robbing his Lord of service and increase”


b.  “The fact that the slave who received one talent did not put it out to earn interest affirms his lack of faith in Jesus Christ; i.e., he had not exercised saving faith, so could not respond with the acts of faith of a believer.  So the servant with one talent represents a man whom God has endowed with spiritual ability, but who has never subjected himself to Christ’s lordship.”


c.  “The servant given only one talent makes no investment at all, though he does safeguard the money for his master’s return.  He has no chance of making any profit but, unlike the others, risks no loss.  Yet as the unfolding story will demonstrate, to make no commitments on religious matters is really to make a damning commitment by default.”


d.  “The third servant was a very different kind of person.  This man forms a contrast to those mentioned earlier.  Jesus says nothing about his reasoning at this point, but simply that he hid the money.  He was not willing to do the labor of buying and selling, working and making a profit.  He simply dug a hole and hid his master’s money.  This was a not uncommon way of hiding objects for safekeeping in antiquity.  If it was carefully done, nobody other than the person who dug the hole would know where it was and what was in it.  Jesus does not indicate at this point why the man did this (laziness? fear?).  The important thing for this man was that the money was secure and that he could produce it when the time came.  Keeping it in this way meant that there was no possibility of loss, but it also meant that there was no possibility of gain.”


e.  “This does not teach that only those who have the fewest gifts prove unfaithful.  He had no more than he could easily handle.  If he had been burdened with more talents, he would have had an excuse.  Nor could he claim that, if he had received five talents, he would have proved faithful; his unfaithfulness would have only been greater.  So this slave who was burdened with only one talent, since his ability was no greater, had no more required of him than was required of any of the others.  This slave regarded the gift as something he did not desire.  He kept it in a manner which revealed his real attitude toward the gift and the Giver.  He was like a person who had no gift at all; but it was he himself who made himself thus.”
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