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

 is the explanatory use of the postpositive conjunction GAR, meaning “For” with the third class conditional particle EAN, meaning “if (and it may or may not be true).”  Then we have the second person plural aorist active subjunctive of the verb AGAPAW, which means “to love unconditionally.”


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


The active voice indicates that believers produce the action.


The subjunctive mood is a potential subjunctive with EAN.

This is followed by the accusative direct object from the masculine plural articular present active participle of the verb AGAPAW, which means “to love unconditionally.”


The article functions as a relative pronoun with an embedded demonstrative pronoun, meaning “those who.”


The present tense is a customary present, which describes what normally or typically occurs.


The active voice indicates that believers produce the action.


The participle is circumstantial.

Then we have the accusative direct object from the second person plural personal pronoun SU, meaning “you” and referring to believers.

“For if you unconditionally love those who unconditionally love you,”
 is the accusative direct object from the masculine singular interrogative adjective TIS plus the noun MISTHOS, meaning “what reward.”
  Next we have the second person plural present active indicative of the verb ECHW, which means “to have: do you have?”


The present tense is a tendential present for an action that is contemplated but not yet taking place.


The active voice indicates that believers produce the possibility of having rewards in the future.


The indicative mood is an interrogative indicative, which is used in questions that can be answered by providing factual information.

“what reward do you have?”
 is the negative adverb OUCHI with the adjunctive use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “not also.”  Then we have the nominative subject from the masculine plural article and noun TELWNĒS, meaning “the tax collectors.”  This is followed by the accusative direct object from the neuter singular article and adjectival use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “the same thing.”  Finally, we have the third person singular present active indicative from the verb POIEW, which means “to do, make, produce, or manufacture.”


The present tense is a descriptive and customary present for what now typically occurs.


The active voice indicates that the tax collectors produce the action.


The indicative mood is an interrogative indicative, which is used in questions that can be answered by providing factual information.

“Do not the tax collectors also do the same thing?”
Mt 5:46 corrected translation
“For if you unconditionally love those who unconditionally love you, what reward do you have?  Do not the tax collectors also do the same thing?”
Explanation:
1.  “For if you unconditionally love those who unconditionally love you,”

a.  The Lord continues with an explanation of why it is so important to unconditionally love one’s enemies, in order that we may be like our heavenly Father.  Jesus explains using a third class conditional particle, meaning “if and you may or may not do this.”  Some believers will only unconditionally love those who love them, and others will love all regardless of how they are treated.


b.  The subject ‘you’ refers to believers—those who are ‘sons of their Father’.  The action of loving does not refer to personal, emotional affection for another person.  It refers to being kind, thoughtful, respectful, considerate, honorable, virtuous, etc.  If we are these things to those who demonstrate these things to us, then we have missed the application of what God expects of us.  There is nothing wrong with demonstrating these characteristics to those who demonstrate the same behaviors toward us.  But God expects more.  He expects us to have these attitudes and behaviors to everyone, regardless of how they treat us.


c.  The problem here is the believer who says to him/herself, “I will tolerate only those who tolerate me.  I will be kind only to those who are kind to me.  I will forgive only those who forgive me.  I will (fill in the blank) only to those who do likewise to me.”  Their love is no longer the unconditional love that God expects of us, but has become conditional love—our love becomes conditional on how we are treated by others.  That is no unconditional love at all.

2.  “what reward do you have?”

a.  The apodosis of our Lord’s conditional sentence is a rhetorical question, to which the answer is obvious—there will be no reward at all.  Implied in this statement is the fact that there are future rewards for correct attitudes and behavior by us now.  What we do now determines what we will receive by way of reward in the future.


b.  There is a present reward for unconditional love now.  That reward is a relaxed mental attitude and contentment that is called ‘the peace of God which surpasses all understanding’.  There is also a future reward for the spiritually mature people, who has used this doctrine of unconditional love for all to pass people testing, and provide testimony against Satan that there is such a thing as God’s unconditional love.


c.  The believer who loves only those who love him/her have no reward in time or eternity, because they have done nothing other than what is common to man.  They have given no testimony against Satan in his appeal trial.  They have done nothing to demonstrate God’s unconditional love as His sons.  They have done nothing to obey His command to love one another.  And therefore, since they have really disobeyed the command by neglect or omission, they have no reward for their disobedience.

3.  “Do not the tax collectors also do the same thing?”

a.  Finally, Jesus adds another rhetorical question that seals His point.


b.  Tax collectors were Jews who worked for the Roman government, and were the most corrupt group of people in Jewish society.  They cheated people by overtaxing them, in order to enrich themselves.  They were evil in every sense of the word.  Matthew was a Jewish tax collector.  He knew them well.


c.  Jesus says that tax collectors treat one another with unconditional love—they respect each other, are kind and polite to one another, etc.  Where is the virtue in how they treat one another?  There is none.  Criminals honoring and respecting one another has no virtue in it.  It is fake honor, fake virtue, fake everything.


d.  Therefore, Jesus compares the believer loving only his fellow believer with the evil, criminal tax collectors.  They are no better and behave no better.  Therefore, how they possibly expect anything from God by way of reward?  You can see the jaws dropping and dumbfounded looks on the faces of His audience as Jesus sets the divine standard for His spiritual and material kingdom far beyond anything ever imagined by His audience.


e.  Is all of this applicable to us today?  Of course it is.

4.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “God expects us to live on a much higher plane than the lost people of the world who return good for good and evil for evil.”


b.  “Jesus opposes the traditional teaching and enunciates a more demanding ethic.  Christians must love their enemies.  Otherwise they are no different than tax collectors and pagans, two groups classically despised by orthodox Jews—the first for working for Rome in collecting tribute from Israel and the second because of their false religion.  Almost all people look after their own.  The true test of genuine Christianity is how believers treat those whom they are naturally inclined to hate or who mistreat or persecute them.”


c.  “The if simply puts a hypothetical case.  To love those who love one is nothing wonderful, and Jesus brings this out by asking what reward they can expect for this kind of conduct.  He spoke earlier about the heavenly reward his followers could expect, and here He makes it clear that there is no reward for doing what is commonplace.  To behave in this way is to act like the world; it is the natural response of worldly people, and Jesus singles out the tax collectors as people who do this.  The form of the question looks for an affirmative answer: ‘of course they do.’  Tax collectors have never been popular in any culture, but in first-century Palestine they were especially unpopular.  Partly this was because they gathered taxes for the Romans, and anything that helped the conquerors was anathema to the subject Jews.  Partly also it was because they tended to be extortionate.  In the eyes of Jesus’ audience there were no more wicked people than tax collectors as a class.  If even they would respond to love with love, then anyone would.  They are the last people one would expect to show love, but they do—to their own kind.  This example shows that there is nothing wonderful about this kind of love.”


d.  “These questions completely shatter the rabbinical teaching on love.  To love only those who love us raises us not a whit above the moral level of tax collectors, the despised, renegade Jews who for their own profit bought up the taxes assessed by the Romans in some locality, paid over the assessed amount, and then collected from the people as much more as they could.  Even these extortionists loved those who loved them.”
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