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

 is the continuative use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “And,” followed by the preposition META plus the accusative of adverbial accusative of measure of extent of time from the neuter plural demonstrative pronoun HOUTOS, meaning “after these things.”  Then we have the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb EXERCHOMAI, which means “to go out: He went out.”


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


The active voice indicates that Jesus produced the action.


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

With this we have the additive use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and” plus the third person singular aorist deponent middle indicative from the verb THEAOMAI, which means “to see, behold, or perceive.”


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


The deponent middle voice is middle in form but active in meaning with the subject (Jesus) producing the action.


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

Then we have the double accusative of the thing from the masculine singular noun TELWNĒS, meaning “a tax-collector.”  Next we have the instrumental of association from the neuter singular noun ONOMA, meaning “by the name” or “with the name,” which can be reduced simply to the translation “named.”  With this we have the double accusative of the person from the masculine singular proper noun LEUI, meaning “Levi.”

“And after these things He went out and saw a tax-collector named Levi,”
 is the accusative masculine singular present deponent middle/passive participle of the verb KATHĒMAI, which means “to sit: sitting.”


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


The deponent middle/passive voice is middle/passive in form but active in meaning with the subject (Levi) producing the action.


The article is circumstantial.

Then we have the preposition EPI plus the accusative of place from the neuter singular article and noun TELWNION, which means “in/at the toll/tax booth/office.”

“sitting in the tax booth,”
 is the additive use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and” plus the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb EIPON, which means “to say: He said.”


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


The active voice indicates that Jesus produced the action.


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

Next we have the dative indirect object from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “to him” and referring to Levi.  This is followed by the second person singular present active imperative of the verb AKOLOUTHEW, which means “to follow.”


The present tense is a customary present, which describes an action that is reasonably expected to occur right now.  This present tense also has the idea of duration, describing a continuing action.


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


The imperative mood is an imperative of entreaty more so than a command.  It is polite invitation from a superior: “Won’t you join me” (said the British Colonel as he led his regiment into battle).

Finally, we have the dative direct object from the first person singular personal pronoun EGW, meaning “Me” and referring to Jesus.

“and He said to him, ‘Follow Me.’”
Lk 5:27 corrected translation
“And after these things He went out and saw a tax-collector named Levi, sitting in the tax booth, and He said to him, ‘Follow Me.’”
Mt 9:9, “As Jesus went on from there, He saw a man called Matthew, sitting in the tax collector’s booth; and He said to him, ‘Follow Me!’  And he got up and followed Him.”
Mk 2:14, “As He passed by, He saw Levi the son of Alphaeus sitting in the tax booth, and He said to him, ‘Follow Me!’  And he got up and followed Him.”
Explanation:
1.  “And after these things He went out and saw a tax-collector named Levi,”

a. Luke continues the story of the first advent of Jesus by introducing a new story and a new character into the life of Jesus.  After the events in Capernaum, when Jesus healed the paralytic, Jesus left His house and went out for a walk.  The assumption is that Jesus was walking around Capernaum and may have been near the lake (according to Mark’s account), where a certain tax collector had his tax booth to collect taxes from the fishermen each day as they brought their catch in each morning.


b.  The tax collector had probably been seen by Jesus before.  The tax collector may have even been an eyewitness to the overwhelming miracle catch of fish and collected taxes on it.  In any case, the tax collector’s name was Levi, whom we also know in the Gospel accounts to be called “Matthew.”

2.  “sitting in the tax booth,”

a.  Levi was at work, doing his job, sitting in the tax booth, waiting for the next customer (or victim).


b.  The importance of this statement is that Levi/Matthew was not following Jesus around, wasn’t standing in the crowd listening to one of the Lord’s sermons, or standing outside his house watching someone be healed.  Levi was going about his business just doing what he had been contracted by his boss to do.


c.  Another way of looking at this is that he wasn’t doing anything particularly wrong, nor was he doing anything particularly right.

3.  “and He said to him, ‘Follow Me.’”

a.  Jesus approached close enough for Levi to see and hear Him, and then addresses him with a simple request made up of two words.  Jesus isn’t commanding Levi, He is inviting him to be His disciple.


b.  Jesus knew that Levi didn’t want to continue being a tax collector (tax collectors were hated and despised by all Jews, since most of them were corrupt and collected more than they were supposed to in order to enrich themselves).  Jesus also knew that Levi secretly wanted to follow Jesus and either already believed that He was the Messiah or soon would.


c.  Some say that Jesus’ knowledge of Levi had to be supernatural, because of the simple request of Jesus and immediate obedience of Levi.  That may be the case, but the text gives no hint that that is the case, and it is unfair for us to speculate such knowledge, if, in fact, that is not the case.  For all we know, Jesus may have just seen the something in the way Levi looked at Him that told him that Levi was just hoping for such an invitation. On the other hand we may have a similar situation to the invitation of Nathaniel in Jn 1.

c.  The simple invitation “Follow Me” is not only the call to every person to believe in Christ and become a student of the word of God, but it is also the famous motto of the United States Army Infantry Corp on the statue at Fort Benning, Georgia.  Jesus was going to lead Levi into the greatest of all battles—the spiritual combat of the angelic conflict.


4.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “Luke describes Levi’s call.  With more detail at this point, Mk 2:13 notes that this event followed a teaching setting and occurred as Jesus passed beside the sea.  Luke often lacks such details about the setting.  As Jesus goes along, he spots Levi. The verb etheasato indicates that Jesus consciously singles this man out.  It is no accident that Jesus selects Levi.  Jesus shows the type of person to whom He wishes to minister and to whom He wishes to show God’s way.  Jesus takes the initiative with the rejected.  The action takes into account that tax collectors were held in the lowest esteem.  Levi is called a telōnēs, which is not a chief tax collector (architelōnēs) like Zacchaeus (Lk 19:2), but a lower-level tax collector who would have reported to someone like Zacchaeus.  He was one of the men at the tax booth who collected the levy as people traveled from city to city.  The controversy this call will produce is no accident, since the conscious selection of this man challenges all cultural views of who is the potential object of God’s mercy.  Mt 9:9 calls this tax collector Matthew.  Since at least the days of Origen in the third century, there has been debate whether Levi and Matthew are the same person.  Two factors lead many to equate these two names: (1) the detailed agreement between Luke’s and Matthew’s accounts and (2) the inclusion on the list of the Twelve of only one tax collector (Mt 10:3).  Many figures in the first century had double names.  Godet (1875: 1.271) suggests that Levi was given the name Matthew by Jesus, while Hendriksen (1978: 302) argues that he had the double name all along. There is no way to answer this sub-question about the name’s origin.  However, there is no need to challenge the names used in the accounts.  Jesus issues Levi a call to follow him.  Other such calls occur in Lk 9:23, 59; 18:22.  The account runs similar to Lk 5:10–11, except for the mention of an additional promise.  There, Peter receives a promise that he will share in Jesus’ mission of seeking people. In contrast, Jesus asks Levi simply to join His cause.  But these are really the same request.”


b.  “When Jesus called Levi, He accomplished three things: He saved a lost soul; He added a new disciple to His band; and He created an opportunity to explain His ministry to Levi’s friends and to the scribes and Pharisees.  This event probably took place shortly after Jesus healed the palsied man, for the ‘official committee’ was still there (Lk 5:17).  And it is likely that Jesus at this time gave Levi his new name—‘Matthew, the gift of God’ (Lk 6:15; see also Mt 9:9).  Since the tax rates were not always clear, it was easy for an unscrupulous man to make extra money for himself.  But even if a tax collector served honestly, the Jews still despised him for defiling himself by working for the Gentiles.  We have no evidence that Matthew was a thief.  But to the Jews, Levi was a sinner, and Jesus was suspect for having anything to do with him.  We wonder how much Matthew knew about Jesus.  Our Lord’s friendship with Peter and his partners would put Him in touch with the businessmen of Capernaum, and certainly Matthew had heard Jesus preach by the seaside.  Matthew instantly obeyed the Lord’s call, left everything, and followed Jesus.”


c.  “Luke did not mention Levi’s duties as a tax collector.  But his position alienated him from the religious community of his day (Lk 5:29–31).  He was seen as one who betrayed his nation for material gain, for tax collectors gathered money from the Jews to give to the Romans, who were Gentiles, who then did not have to work.  Seemingly Levi would be an unlikely candidate for a disciple of the One who claimed to be the Messiah.”


d.  “This is the sole appearance of Levi in the Gospel.  His introduction as a toll collector identifies him within the Gospel as a person given to dishonesty and abuse of authority, and in the wider Greco-Roman world as a person of low status.  In spite of the possibility for some entrepreneurs involved in the business of collecting tolls to gain wealth, the Roman elite avoided this politically important and potentially lucrative activity because of the social stigma intrinsic to it.  Though doubtlessly there were exceptions, toll collectors as a group were despised as snoops, corrupt, the social equivalent of pimps and informants.  Nonetheless, because toll collectors responded positively to John the Baptist (Lk 3:12–13 cf. 7:29), and were not advised to seek alternative professions, we may be more prepared for a positive response on the part of Levi.  Jesus’ call to Levi is simple, without elaboration as to the portfolio of a disciple.  The starkness of Jesus’ request is matched by Levi’s response.  He had been sitting, now he stands; he was a toll collector, now he leaves everything and follows Jesus.”


e.  “It is virtually certain that the Gospel of Matthew is dependent upon Mark in this passage.  Mark and Luke, had they been dependent upon Matthew, would hardly have felt free to substitute the name of an otherwise unknown person, Levi, for the name of an apostle.  It is thus very probable that the author of the Gospel of Matthew changed the name Levi to Matthew in this passage.  Also, as though to alert readers to the intended equation of the two names, when in the next chapter (10:3) the Evangelist lists the Twelve, he alone adds ‘the tax collector’ to Matthew’s name.  But why did the Evangelist change the name Levi to Matthew?  The most natural conclusion is that the tax collector Levi came to be called Matthew (a name so appropriate to the situation) after his conversion, and that this new name, now the name of an apostle, was significant to the author of the Gospel—a Gospel that, according to tradition, derived from that very Matthew.”


f.  “Customs officials were employees in Herod’s civil service; they made good wages and were not likely to get their jobs back once they left them, especially on such short notice.”


g.  “Matthew’s tax office was at the seaside, so presumably he had the tax concession for the fish landed at Capernaum, and so would be well known (and probably despised and disliked) by Jesus’ four existing disciples, who were all fishermen.  He, like the other publicans (public officials and tax-gatherers), was wealthy.”


h.  “Levi was a tax collector for the Roman government.  The Romans collected their taxes through a system called ‘tax farming.’  They assessed a district a fixed tax figure and then sold the right to collect taxes to the highest bidder.  The buyer then had to hand over the assessed figure at the end of the year and could keep whatever he gathered above that amount.  Such a system invited extortion.  The potential for abuse was further aided by both the primitive record-keeping and the limited means of communication in the ancient world, both of which made it difficult for people to verify when they were being exploited or to appeal it.  There were two categories of taxes.  Fixed taxes left little room for extortion.  These included the poll tax, which all men and women paid simply because they were alive, the ground tax, which required one tenth of all grain, wine, and oil, and the income tax (1 percent of earnings).  It was the second area of taxes—namely, duties and tolls—that allowed the tax collectors to rob others.  The people paid separate taxes for using roads and for docking in harbors, and also import and export duties, and even a sales tax on certain items.  There was even a cart tax, in which each wheel was taxed!  The system was a breeding ground for graft and exploitation.  A tax collector could stop anyone on the road, make him unpack his bundles, and charge just about anything his larcenous heart desired.  If the traveler could not pay, the tax collector would offer to loan him money at an exorbitant rate.  Such men were skilled extortionists.  The Talmud classified them as robbers.  Not surprisingly, they often allied themselves with thugs and enforcers—the scum of Jewish society.  So rare was honesty in the profession that a Roman writer remarked in amazement that he once saw a monument to an honest tax collector!  Jewish tax collectors were easily the most hated men in Hebrew society—despicable, rich vermin.  They were classed with ‘robbers, evildoers, adulterers’ (Lk 18:11), with prostitutes (Mt 21:32), and with pagan Gentiles (Mt 18:17).  They were not only hated for their robbery, but also because they were lackeys of the Romans.  Tax collectors could not serve as witnesses in court and were excommunicated from the synagogues.  Low-life Levi and his friends were the lowest of the lowest.  Understanding how much Levi was loathed, we can appreciate the drama in the opening description of his encounter with Jesus.  They very likely had seen each other before as Levi had stood at the fringes of various crowds listening to Jesus.  But now Jesus stopped and took a good look at Levi.  Such a contemplative look from Jesus probably made Levi nervously wonder, ‘What does Jesus want from me?’”


i.  “The view that Jesus changed his name from Levi to Matthew is without evidence.  It seems that Levi was the last of the Twelve to be called.  The fact that one of them should come from the despised class of the publicans is highly significant.”
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