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Matthew 17:24-27 ~ 24NASBWhen they came to Capernaum, those who collected the
two-drachma tax came to Peter and said, “Does your teacher not pay the two-drachma
tax?” 25He said, “Yes.” And when he came into the house, Jesus spoke to him first,
saying, “What do you think, Simon? From whom do the kings of the earth collect
customs or poll-tax, from their sons or from strangers?” 26When Peter said, “From
strangers,” Jesus said to him, “Then the sons are exempt. 27“However, so that we do
not offend them, go to the sea and throw in a hook, and take the first fish that comes
up; and when you open its mouth, you will find a shekel. Take that and give it to them
for you and Me.”
The first scene puts us in Capernaum where both Jesus and Peter were ___________.
The men confronting Peter were most likely fellow villagers charged with collecting the
annual Temple Tax from their neighbors.

“The two-drachma tax” is ________, because it was a coin worth two drachmas called
a δίδραχμον (dē-dȑäCH-mŏn) meaning, you guessed it, a coin worth two drachmas.
A drachma was a Greek ________ coin equivalent to the Roman denarius.
Four of either, was equal to a tetradrachm, or a shekel, or a stater.
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The Temple Tax had its __________ from Exodus 30:13-16, where each man “From
twenty years old and upward, shall give the Lord’s offering… The half shekel.”
We discover in Exodus 38:25&26, that they collected a half-shekel, in other
words a δίδραχμον, from 603,550 men.

It was not originally an ___________ tax, but was reinstituted as such, by the
Pharisees in about 75 B.C. The reason was to increase revenue in a Biblically based,
somewhat pure fashion. Only Jewish men could pay.

The royal’s, mostly Herodians, were exempt. Priests, mostly Sadducees, were exempt.
The elite members of the Sanhedrin, both Sadducees and Pharisees, were exempt.
Actively ministering rabbis, religious leaders, and scholars, mostly Pharisees, were
exempt.

Secular, non-practicing Jews, mostly living abroad, refused to pay. The Essenes, the
radical ______________, mostly living in the desert, refused to pay.
The question they asked Peter was __________. Did Jesus refuse to pay?
Did Jesus see Himself as an actively ministering Rabbi who was exempt?

The NASB renders the question _____________, “Does your teacher not pay the twodrachma tax?” It’s worded that way for a reason.
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The question, the way it was phrased ________ Peter to say, “Yes!” That’s very telling.

Jesus initiated our second scene by questioning Peter. There is a hint of a _________.
Peter did not have the right to speak for Jesus in that way.

The question, “When a king levies taxes, who pays—his children or his subjects?”
would be better if ended with “his subject’s children?” That would maintain the
___________. No king requires his own royal sons to pay taxes - taxes pay them. The
King doesn’t have them provide for him - he provides for them. He takes from the sons
of his subjects to do that.

Jesus listed two taxes. The second one is κῆνσος (kān-sŏs), giving us our word
“Census.” It was a census tax - a tax for existing - a _________ tax - a poll tax.
The first tax mentioned is the word τέλος (tĕ-lŏs), just meaning the end. It’s similar to a
value added tax. It is customs and duty. Tax on commerce when things were
transported, or brought to __________.

Fill out the other side, detach this part of the page, and place it in the
offering plate or the prayer/suggestion box in the lobby or with an Elder or
Deacon of the church.
God Bless You!
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Peter answered correctly and then Jesus said, not that the “Sons are exempt,” but that
the “Sons are free.” It is ἐλεύθερος (ĕ-lü-thĕ-ȑŏs), meaning the ___________ of a
subjugated person, slave, or subject… Free, are the Sons of the King!

Now the difficult bit in verse 27. “However, so that we do not offend them.” Many
people find that offensive… σκανδαλίζω (skän-dä-lē-dzō) = _____________. Jesus
made it clear to Peter that while He was neither an establishment Rabbi, nor a radical
repudiator of the Temple and what it stood for, He was opposed to the Tax.

In legalism, we humans are ___________ agents, who must ourselves, propitiate God.
In Biblical Christianity, Jesus has perfectly propitiated God on our behalf once and for
all. God provides for us - we don’t provide for Him. Which is precisely the point.
1) Don’t speak for Jesus, unless…
2) God the Father provides…
3) The Temple was corrupt, but why?
4) Sometimes you must play the game for a greater good.
5) Jesus didn’t use His Own money…
6) The miracle wasn’t Jesus creating a shekel munching fish…
residents, singular, silver, justification, ongoing, isolationists, legitimate, clumsily, expected, rebuke,
parallelism, head, market, opposite, scandalized, responsible.
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Check all that apply – detach and place in the offering or the prayer box
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Matthew 17:24-27 ~ 24NASBWhen they came to
Capernaum, those who collected the two-drachma tax
came to Peter and said, “Does your teacher not pay
the two-drachma tax?” 25He said, “Yes.” And when he
came into the house, Jesus spoke to him first, saying,
“What do you think, Simon? From whom do the kings
of the earth collect customs or poll-tax, from their sons
or from strangers?” 26When Peter said, “From
strangers,” Jesus said to him, “Then the sons are
exempt. 27“However, so that we do not offend them,
go to the sea and throw in a hook, and take the first
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fish that comes up; and when you open its mouth, you
will find a shekel. Take that and give it to them for you
and Me.”

First, this two-part event is:
1) Only told here…
2) It is unusual.
3) It uses words found nowhere else in the Bible.
4) It seems like Jesus acquiesced to the religious
leaders.
5) It seems as though Jesus used His power to His
Own benefit.
6) and it seems like the other 11 Apostles were on their
own in paying up.
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Because of all that and many other tedious details,
there have been many weird interpretations and
extrapolations.
This is not a metaphor. It’s not, Peter go back to your
fishing and trust that God will take care of such things.
It’s not, Peter catch a fish and sell it to pay our tax. It’s
not, Peter go convert a rich man, euphemistically a big
fish, and he will pay for us.
There is nothing here that would even hint that this is
not a completely factual incident. and since it is God’s
Word, we’ll take it just that way.
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The first scene puts us in Capernaum. Here’s a
satellite view with our lake for comparison.
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And now a map view... Jesus was from Nazareth and
Peter was from Bethsaida, but both of them had moved
to Capernaum to live in the home complex associated
with Peter. It was probably his wife’s ancestral home,
still belonging to his mother-in-law.
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This is an aerial view of the village…
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This is directly above the room thought to have been
used by Jesus.
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And this is a view from Peter’s place looking at the
Synagogue.
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The men confronting Peter were most likely fellow
villagers of Capernaum charged with collecting the
annual Temple Tax from their neighbors and delivering
it to the Temple in Jerusalem.
Most Bibles render it, “The two-drachma tax.” That’s
singular, because it was, like our two-dollar bill, a single
thing, in this case, a coin, worth two drachmas - that’s
why it’s hyphenated. It was a double drachma value. It
was a tax of a single δίδραχμον (dē-dȑäCH-mŏn)
meaning a coin worth two drachmas.

A drachma was a Greek silver coin equivalent to the
denarius, a Roman silver coin. It was generally the
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daily wage for a common laborer’s 12 hours of hard
work. So, a didrachma was two day’s wages. There
was also a four-drachma coin called a tetradrachm, of
course, also equal to four denarii, which was otherwise
known as a shekel, or sometimes as a stater. The coin
Peter was to find in the fish’s mouth was a stater, or
shekel, or tetradrachm, which would perfectly cover the
two-drachma tax for both Jesus and him.

This is a current half-shekel coin minted in Israel - no
Temple, but a way to pay the tax.
The Temple Tax had its justification from Exodus 30:1316, 13ESVEach one who is numbered in the census
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shall give this: half a shekel according to the shekel of
the sanctuary (the shekel is twenty gerahs), half a
shekel as an offering to the Lord. 14Everyone who is
numbered in the census, from twenty years old and
upward, shall give the Lord’s offering. 15The rich shall
not give more, and the poor shall not give less, than
the half shekel, when you give the Lord’s offering to
make atonement for your lives. 16You shall take the
atonement money from the people of Israel and shall
give it for the service of the tent of meeting, that it may
bring the people of Israel to remembrance before the
Lord, so as to make atonement for your lives.”
We discover in Exodus 38:25&26, that they collected a
half-shekel, in other words a δίδραχμον, from more
than 600 thousand (603,550) men.
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It was not originally an ongoing tax, but was reinstituted
as such by the Pharisees about 70 years before Jesus
was born. It was in about 75 B.C., during the final years
of the hundred-year long, Jewish self-rule, called the
Hasmonean Dynasty.
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The Roman General, Pompey the Great, conquered
Syria in 64 B.C. and the Jewish territory a little while
later in 63 B.C.
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He’s Pompey, the town near Vesuvius was Pompeii.
The Romans combined the whole area as the province
of Syria. We know that, the next year, in 62 B.C., the
Governor of Syria became aware of the Temple Tax
and tried to abolish the tax as illegal. Subjects of Rome
could levy taxes without Roman permission. In
response, the Jewish religious leaders stirred up the
people by suggesting that it was only Rome’s first step
in doing away with the Temple and the proper worship
of God. The Jewish population was ready to revolt and
fight to the last man, so the Governor relented.
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The reason for reinstating the tax, was the superlegalistic Pharisees wanted a Biblically based, way to
increase revenue for the upkeep of the Temple from, as
pure a source, as possible. They wanted a supply of
holy money to enhance the Temple. Therefore, it was
exacted only from Jewish men. No money was taken
from women, children, slaves, Samaritans, Gentiles, or
their dogs, as it would not be considered pure, to the
Pharisees.
The money was collected annually from every Jewish
man over 20, regardless of their wealth, or income and
regardless of their residence, or Temple usage. Jewish
men of all socio-economic levels whether living in
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Jerusalem, or in Rome, Babylon, Egypt, wherever the
diaspora had taken them, were to pay annually for the
Temple.
By the time of our episode, the Temple Tax was
somewhat controversial. 1) The royal’s and their
families, mostly Herodians, did not pay - they were
exempt. 2) Priests and their families, mostly
Sadducees, did not pay - they were exempt. 3) The
elite Jews as members of the Sanhedrin and their
families, both Sadducees and Pharisees, did not pay they were exempt. 4) Actively ministering rabbis,
religious leaders, and scholars, along with their
families, mostly Pharisees, did not pay - they were
exempt. So, the Jewish kings, so to speak, and their
sons, were exempt from paying the tax.

21

Some bad Jews - the backslidden, secular, even pagan
Jews refused with varying degrees of success.
The Essenes refused to accept the rule of the what
they felt were the completely corrupt Sadducees and
Pharisees. They had their own isolated community with
their own interpretations and their own, differing,
calendar of prescribed Jewish Feasts and Holy Days.
They refused to have anything to do with the
establishment and would not pay anything that would
benefit what they saw as a false Judaism.
The question the local Temple Tax collectors asked
Peter was legitimate. Did Jesus align Himself with the
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Essenes? Did Jesus see Himself as an actively
ministering Rabbi who was exempt? Did He pay the
Tax?
The NASB renders the question clumsily, “Does your
teacher not pay the two-drachma tax?” It’s worded that
way for a reason. Anytime there is a question
expressed in the Greek language the expected answer
is explicit. Remember, this is the language of rhetoric. It
is designed to articulate philosophical ideas and to
precisely argue finer details.

What is a rhetorical question in English? It’s basically a
statement that is phrased as a question. Everyone
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knows the answer the questioner is expecting. It’s done
to engage the audience and make the point more
dramatic. In English writing we do that through the
setup. Depending on how well we frontload the
question, our audience may, or may not, answer
correctly.

In Greek, the possibility that the audience answers
incorrectly is eliminated. The Greek question contains
one of two words that make the correct answer obvious
and therefore the conclusion unavoidable.
That’s a lot of information to show you that here, the
question, contrary to what we would probably guess,

24
expects a positive answer. The question, the way it is
phrased expects Peter to say, “Yes!” I think that fact is
very telling. Just by the nature of the question, Peter
was under pressure to say, “Yes,” and so he did.
A government health agent comes up to you, flashes a
badge and asks, “Your church is complying with federal
COVID 19 guidelines, right?” There’s a certain
pressure to say “Yes.” Even if you’re not sure.

Jesus knew what happened in the first scene of our
story, whether because he overheard the exchange or
because He just knew. Jesus initiated our second
scene. He questioned Peter and by the tone of the
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narrative, there is a hint of a rebuke. Peter did not have
the right to speak for Jesus in that way.
Jesus started the conversation with the first use of
what will be a common sentence through the
remainder of this Gospel, “What do you think?”
The question makes a lot more sense in Greek than it
does in English. This is a good example of where a socalled, “Word-for-word” translation is not necessarily
the best way to go.
The Message does a little better with, “When a king
levies taxes, who pays—his children or his subjects?”
The question relates two parallel ideas. The first is the
King’s own flesh and blood children - his sons, so the
princes of the kingdom.
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No king requires the royal family to pay taxes - taxes
pay them. Some people say the Queen of England is
actually the wealthiest person on the planet and the
reason? No one in her family has ever paid taxes - they
just keep accumulating wealth, generation-togeneration
The second part being compared is “Others,” the
subjects of the kingdom. In general, people who are so
far down the food chain, that the king has no personal
knowledge of them. They are strangers to him; they are
the common people he rules over. Now, the part we
miss in English, is to correctly complete the parallel, it
is their sons. Does a king require his own sons to pay
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the kingdom taxes, or is it the sons of His subjects who
must pay?

Specifically, Jesus listed two taxes. Let’s take the
second one first. It is rendered “Poll-tax.” It is κῆνσος
(kān-sŏs), giving us our word “Census.”
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In the Exodus passage we read, the taxing of every
male over 20 actually gave the Jews a way to do a
census without doing a census. God allowed for the
numbering of His people under very strict guidelines to
prevent national pride, reliance on themselves, and the
abuse of the people. Each man chose to come forward
and give his half-shekel tax. We find out in Exodus
38:25 that they collected 301,775 shekels for a census
of 603,550 fighting men.
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In the ancient world there were three reasons to
conduct a census. National pride, a list of able-bodied
men for war and taxes. When a person is taxed simply
because they exist, it is a head-tax, or poll-tax. Most
Americans think it is unfair because it is the same
amount, regardless of one’s ability to pay. It was used
in many states until the 1960’s to keep poorer people
from voting.
The first tax mentioned is the word τέλος (tĕ-lŏs), just
meaning the end. It’s similar to a value added tax. It is
customs and duty. Tax on commerce when things were
transported or brought to market.
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It’s important to have a basic idea of what Jesus was
referring to, in order to get His ultimate point.
Peter answered correctly and then Jesus says, not that
the “Sons are exempt,” but that the “Sons are free.”
Given the context the translation is okay, free from the
obligation to pay, but I think that Jesus chose a word
that means freedom…for a reason.

“Exempt” is ἐλεύθερος (ĕ-lü-thĕ-ȑŏs), a Greek
philosophical word meaning the opposite of a
subjugated person, slave, or subject… The Sons of
the King are free! Free to choose, free from bondage.
That means they decide when, how, and what, they will
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give. The concept is used theologically in the Bible of
Christians being set free from the bondage of sin and
the ownership of Satan to be the very children of the
Living God… Here it is emphatic, “Then FREE, are the
sons!”
Now the difficult bit in verse 27. “However, so that we
do not offend them.” Many people find that offensive…
σκανδαλίζω (skän-dä-lē-dzō) = scandalized. Jesus has
made a point that He, and probably His followers, and
perhaps even all of Israel, should not be required to
pay, but he’d go along with it and they would all pay
anyway, so that we don’t upset the evil people making
us pay. What?
It gets worse. Jesus will go along with what is wrong,
but He’ll use magic, so He doesn’t have to pull out His
own wallet.
I think you’ll all agree that we need to get a better
handle on the situation. That’s actually the key; the
situation.
As I mentioned earlier, there were those who were
exempt and those who refused to pay.
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The guys collecting the taxes didn’t think that Jesus fit
the first category. If Jesus claimed His right as a
ministering Rabbi to be exempted, it would not only
start a process of approval from the religious leaders
full of red tape, it would send the message that Jesus
saw himself as an official of the Jewish establishment.
The guys collecting the taxes didn’t think that Jesus fit
the second category either. Those refusing were either
irreligious, secular, and even pagan, unbelievers, or
they were the radical opposers to established Judaism
and the Temple in Jerusalem.
The tax dudes were correct - Jesus didn’t want to be
painted with either brush, but He also was opposed to
the Temple Tax. How to make that clear without
sending the wrong message was the issue for Jesus.
He made it clear to Peter that while He was neither an
establishment Rabbi, nor a radical repudiator of the
Temple and what it stood for, He was opposed to the
Tax.
Scholars hotly debate what Jesus meant by the King’s
sons. Was it… Jesus alone, was it… Him plus Peter,
was it… Him plus His followers, was it… Him plus all
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Christians throughout the ages, or was it… the Jewish
people then, to whom Jesus and Peter belonged?
I tend to think that it was Christ and all who stand in
Him, but it doesn’t matter that much to Jesus’ point to
Peter. When people need to pay for their salvation…
Earning it in some way, whether through financial tax,
tithe, offering and alms, or through ritual, rites and
ceremonies, or through expended effort in prayer,
fasting and good deeds, or through conformity in
complying with rules, regulations and conduct… They
support the King.
Jesus ushered in a New Covenant where it is the King
Who provides for His people, rather than His people
providing for Him.
In legalism we humans are responsible agents who
must ourselves propitiate God. In Biblical Christianity
Jesus has perfectly propitiated God on our behalf and
we, who get that, just stand with our mouths gaping
open in shocked humble gratitude.
Then we remember to fall on our faces and worship
such a gracious and wonderful God, Who through His
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effort has made us His own children relationally
forever.
God provides for us - we don’t provide for Him. Which
is precisely the point of the miraculous catch.
How should a person react to the miraculous catch?
There is a human tendency to value things according
to their cost to us. What is free, must not be worth
much, or it wouldn’t be free.
That’s an erroneous way to think about value. The
value of a thing isn’t what you paid for it - its true value
is what it’s worth to you. We are the ones that need the
Holy Spirit to give us an attitude adjustment.
What is your immortal soul worth to you? What would
you pay to spend eternity with God as opposed to
spending eternity with Satan? Look at it from another
angle. How much value do you place on the Word of
God living a life as a frail human being, getting stuck
with all your vile sins, being brutalized, and murdered
in your place… What’s that worth?
When we get what’s really going on, we will be driven
to be the best Christians we can be, not to earn
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anything from God or anyone else, but simply because
we are so grateful for the gift He has freely given.
One way to measure that is, as we saw last week, by
how forgiving you are of others.
Jesus told Peter to “Go to the sea and throw in a hook.”
That’s unlikely. “Hook” is the hapax legomenon
ἄγκιστρον (än-kēs-tȑŏn). Remember that a hapax
legomenon is a word that only occurs one time. I could
go into a whole complicated and frankly technical
explanation, but suffice it to say that I sincerely doubt
that a fishhook on the end of a line is what Jesus
intended. The word can mean a hook, hooks existed at
that time, but the word was more often used
metaphorically to mean a trap, or a way to catch, or
control, in general. I’m confident what Peter did was
cast an individual throw net.
Whatever the particulars, the first fish caught would
have a shekel in its mouth - the precise payment for
Peter and Jesus.
Scholars who don’t like this story for the what they see
as Jesus personally benefitting monetarily from is
power along with those who don’t like supernatural
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stuff in general like to point out that the Bible never
actually says that anything happened. For all we know,
they say, Peter never went fishing, if he did, he never
caught a fish, if he did, it never had a coin in its mouth,
if it did, he never paid the tax with the ill-gotten gain.
We all have a bias. We view life through the lens of our
prejudices. Always be careful to recognize how yours is
affecting what you see as reasonable.
As I mentioned before, the whole point of the coin
eating fish was not that Jesus performed another
miracle, but that God the Father provided for His Son.
In this case, for His Sons, plural.
It is a lesson we must all embrace - the Father provides
everything for you, and you provide nothing for Him.
When we get that straight, we can begin to relate to
God properly - then we can present ourselves to Him
for His purposes… That is our “Spiritual service of
worship.”
What have we learned?
1) Don’t speak for Jesus, unless of course, you’re
certain He has given you what He wants to say. We
need to be very careful about putting words into the
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Lord’s mouth. Because of the emphasis on Grace,
we’ve lost the seriousness of falsely speaking for God.
Believe me, it’s a big deal.
That is especially true when it’s to make things more
comfortable for us. Peter didn’t want to get into an
argument, or have to defend Jesus, or just admit that
He didn’t know how his Master felt about the tax - that
it wasn’t his place to say.
I’m sure Peter thought that if I’m wrong, I’ll just pay for
Jesus myself. That actually makes it worse, not better.
We’re not put upon this earth to take care of Him just to
make it easier on us.
Christians often do that when someone is hurting, or
angry. We’ll tell the person something to make them
feel better, or to deflect their anger, that may, or may
not, be true. Use care.
2) God’s connection to an individual human being is far
more than merely free - it’s way beyond free. His
connection with us came at great personal cost to Him
as He unilaterally humbled Himself to serve His
creatures. It’s His generosity providing for His kids -
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Jew then, Christian now. None of His kids, should ever
be compelled to give by a fellow kid.
I have never even asked for money, let alone tried to
compel anyone. This is a very important issue that is
between you and God.
Just because that’s true, it does not mean that I’m off
the hook to teach about giving, nor does it mean that
you shouldn’t be compelled to give by your own
conscience… In giving, let your Holy Spirit informed
conscience be your guide.
3) The Temple was corrupt, but not because it was the
Temple built by Jewish hands and certainly not
because people paid for services there. It was corrupt
because it had become a lucrative business designed
to take advantage of the poorer, less connected people
and profiting the rich.
Moneychangers provided, in principle, a necessary
service. They exchanged secular money into Temple
money - nothing wrong with that. Instead of giving
coins with the image of a Roman Emperor, or a Greek
god, one could exchange it for something more
acceptable. Good idea. Let the people providing that
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service make a profit to cover their expenses and labor
- what’s the problem? The problem was they had the
out-of-town Jews over a barrel. They extorted them
making an excessive profit, which was evil enough, but
to do it in the shadow of God’s Holy Temple - it was
blasphemous.
That is one small example of the things the
establishment was doing. Jesus wasn’t against the
Temple, nor the Jews trying to worship there - He was
against the system that took advantage of people and
placed barriers between them and God.
4) Even so, sometimes you must play the game others
have set in motion for a greater good. Jesus didn’t
want to send the message that He was against the
Temple… Or that He was claiming the same status and
rights of the Priests, or the Nobles, or the Rabbis…
Jesus didn’t want to send the message that He was an
agent of the Essenes, or an impious Jew.
Such a message might unnecessarily scandalize and
therefore hinder the real Message. Paul said that
though he was free - ἐλεύθερος (ĕ-lü-thĕ-ȑŏs), the
same word Jesus used, though he was free he said, “I
have made myself a slave to all, so that I may win
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more” (I Corinthians 9:19). Paul went on to say that He
was all things to all people in order to win some for
Christ. The Bible often talks about choosing to restrict
your own freedom, in order not to offend, or hurt the
faith of others. An example is Romans 14:15,
15NASBFor if because of food your brother is hurt, you
are no longer walking according to love. Do not destroy
with your food him for whom Christ died.
We Christians may be free, but our freedom obligates
us to something else that we will never be free from…
That is love. Because Love is the fulfillment of the Law
and is the source of our freedom… God loved us and
set us free in Christ and now through the Holy Spirit
deposit we love God and we love others more than we
love our freedom.
Relate that to the present COVID 19 pandemic and
governmental response… How does the truly free
person react?
The Bible does not record a single incident where
Jesus refused to obey a directive of the Roman
government. Had the Roman government commanded
Him to curse God, He would have disobeyed. Where’s
the line of demarcation? We have another instance
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where it is not a simple black and white, cross a line,
question. Each situation requires, prayer, study, and
careful consideration.
5) Jesus didn’t use His Own money, or Peter’s money,
or the ministry’s money, not because they were
impoverished as some have suggested, but to
demonstrate the point that God provides - He doesn’t
need to be provided for - the King provides for His
children.
6) The miracle wasn’t Jesus creating a shekel
munching fish that would jump into Peter’s lap to
provide for Himself - the miracle, as far as Jesus was
concerned, was Him knowing His Father so well, He
knew what the Father intended to do - the remainder of
the miracle - the wealthy fish itself, was the Father
providing supernaturally - that’s the point.
Will you trust the Father to provide supernaturally for
you? And beyond that will you trust in the way He sees
fit to do it? We are most excited when a person is
healed physically in our world. That healing will be for a
limited amount of time - it will be a temporary healing.
We’re not as excited when the Father chooses to heal
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a person permanently… Our perspective is our
problem… Lord renew my mind.

