John 1:1
Matthew 8:3



 is the continuative use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “And,” followed by the nominative masculine singular aorist active participle of the verb EKTEINW, which means “to stretch 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 participle is a temporal participle that precedes the action of the main verb and can be translated “after stretching out.”

Next we have the accusative direct object from the feminine singular article, used as a possessive pronoun, meaning “His” and the noun CHEIR, meaning “hand.”  This is followed by the third person singular aorist middle indicative of the verb HAPTW, which means “to touch, take hold of, to hold.”


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


The middle voice is a dynamic middle, which emphasizes the personal responsibility of the subject in producing the action.


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

This is followed by the objective genitive or genitive direct object (some verbs take their direct objects in the genitive) from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “him.”  Next we have the nominative masculine singular present active participle of the verb LEGW, which means “to say: saying.”


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


The active voice indicates that Jesus produced the action.


The participle is circumstantial and coterminous with the action of the main verb.  He said this while holding the man.

“And after stretching out His hand, He took hold of him, saying,”
 is the first person singular present active indicative of the verb THELW, which means “to will, wish, want or desire: to be willing.”


The present tense is a descriptive present of what is now occurring and a static and aoristic present for an unchanging fact.


The active voice indicates that the Lord is willing to heal the leper.


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

Then we have the second person singular aorist passive imperative of the verb KATHARIZW, which means “to be cleansed.”


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


The passive voice indicates that the man is to receive the action of being cleansed.


The imperative mood is a command. 

“‘I am willing; be cleansed.’”
 is the continuative use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “And” plus the adverb of time EUTHEWS, meaning “immediately.”  Then we have the third person singular aorist passive indicative from the verb KATHARIZW, which means “to be cleansed.”


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


The passive voice indicates that the leper received the action.


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

Finally, we have the possessive genitive from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “his” plus the nominative subject from the feminine singular article and noun LEPRA, meaning “leprosy.”

“And immediately his leprosy was cleansed.”
Mt 8:3 corrected translation
“And after stretching out His hand, He took hold of him, saying, ‘I am willing; be cleansed.’  And immediately his leprosy was cleansed.”
Mk 1:41, “And feeling sympathy, after stretching out His hand, He touched [him] and said to him, ‘I am willing; be cleansed.’”

Explanation:
1.  “And after stretching out His hand, He took hold of him, saying,”

a.  Matthew continues the story of Jesus’ healing of the leper by describing the action Jesus took after the man begged Him for help.  Jesus stretched out His hand to the man.  We are not told if Jesus reached down to the man lying prostrate before Him or if the man first stood up.  In either case the emphasis is on the action of Jesus preceding the words of Jesus.  Jesus didn’t hesitate to touch the man, even though He knew that this would cause Him to be ‘unclean’ in the opinion of others.


b.  The Lord took hold of the man, perhaps to lift him up off the ground.  The verb ‘to take hold of’ indicates a firm grasp of the man’s hand or arm and not just a tiny touch with the tip of His finger, as though touching the man would somehow contaminate Jesus.  The Lord totally and firmly grasped the man, so that there was no doubt about the fact that He had a hold of him.  Only then, after having a firm hold on the man’s hand or arm did Jesus speak; and He spoke while holding onto the man.

2.  “‘I am willing; be cleansed.’”

a.  Jesus then declares His sovereign will.  He is more than willing to cleanse this man who has believed in Him and demonstrated both physically and verbally that fact.


b.  Having declared His sovereign will, the Lord issues the command to the disease afflicting this man.  He doesn’t command the man or some demon, but commands the disease to leave the man.  We now (discovered in 1980) know from the study of leprosy that it is caused by a bacteria.  Jesus ordered that bacteria to cease to exist on this man’s skin, and it did.

3.  “And immediately his leprosy was cleansed.”

a.  The cure, cleansing, or healing was immediate and total.  The leprosy was gone in an instant of time.  This didn’t take days or weeks as in the case of fake healers.  Jesus spoke and it ceased.  This is the reverse of the creation of the universe, where He spoke and it existed.


b.  The man was cleansed from head to toe.  There wasn’t a trace of leprosy left on him.  He didn’t need to wash himself or his clothes or do anything to ‘purify’ himself in any way.  The Lord had completely cleansed his physical body, just as He completely cleanses our soul at the moment of salvation.  This healing was and is a picture of the purification of the believer at the moment of salvation by the imputation of divine righteousness and forgiveness of our state of sinfulness.


c.  This healing demonstrated the sovereignty, omnipotence, and unconditional love of our Lord Jesus Christ.  It was dramatic proof of His deity and Messiahship.

4.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “When Jesus touched the leper, He contracted the leper’s defilement; but He also conveyed His health!  Is this not what He did for us on the cross when He was made sin for us? (2 Cor 5:21)  The leper did not question His ability to heal; he only wondered if He were willing.  Certainly God is willing to save!  He is ‘God our Savior, who desires all men to be saved’ (1 Tim 2:3–4).  God is ‘not willing that any should perish’ (2 Pet 3:9).”


b.  “The deep significance of leprosy in the Jewish life is probably most clearly appreciated by a study of the rules they had devised to protect themselves from ceremonial defilement by a leper.  If upwind of a leper, they would not approach closer than six feet of him; if downwind, a separation of 100 feet was required to maintain ceremonial purity.  A leper tore his clothes as a sign of his disease; he was obliged to go about bareheaded, to cover his upper lip, and to constantly shout, ‘Unclean, unclean.’  Jesus ignored these traditions.  He took hold of him and, instead, the dread disease fled!  Notice the strength of our Lord, for He did not merely gently lay His hand on this outcast from society—the Greek text makes it clear that He gripped him.  This firm contact was the first indication of the sincere compassion Jesus felt for the leper (Mk 1:41).”


c.  “Jesus frequently touched those whom He healed (Mt 8:15; 9:25, 29; etc.), but the additional expression stretched out his hand here focuses attention on the act, which is specially significant in the case of a leper.  To touch an unclean person was to contract defilement oneself (Lev 5:3); Jesus disregarded this ceremonial point.  The mission of Jesus and the demands of love clearly took precedence.  The immediacy of the cure further highlights the authority of Jesus (contrast Num 12:9–15).”


d.  “Jesus declares that He is willing and cures the man.  In so doing, He extends His hand to touch him.  This gesture proves at least as shocking as the leper’s original approach and request.  Matthew’s readers will soon learn that it was unnecessary for Jesus to touch the man in order to heal him (verses 5–13), so obviously He is making a point by means of an action that others could easily interpret as breaking the law (by defiling Himself; Lev 5:3).  Jesus’ gesture made clear that He was not concerned with others’ taboos and dramatically demonstrated that God’s love extends to even the most outcast of society.  The cleansing, which was even more significant ritually than physically, was instantaneous.  No one could fairly doubt that a miracle had occurred.”


e.  “Jesus could simply have spoken the healing words, but we should not miss the compassion implied in that He stretched out His hand and touched him.  Nobody would touch a leper, for such a touch brought uncleanness; people would also fear the possibility of contracting the disease.  Jesus’ answer is but two words in the Greek, but those two words say all that is necessary. The first word clears up the matter of Jesus’ will; it assures the leper of His willingness.  The second word removes the leprosy; it is a word of power, a command that the man be cleansed.  The cure was instantaneous.”


f.  “The view that the touch was intended to strengthen the leper’s faith, combined with the further idea that his healing depended on his faith is untenable.  All the miracles depended on the will of Jesus alone.  They intended to create and then to encourage faith in the witnesses as well as in the beneficiary.  In a number of cases faith did not precede the miracle.  Did the centurion’s servant believe or the possessed (verse 28), Jairus’ daughter, or the widow’s son in Nain?”
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