DIVING DEEPER DISCUSSION GUIDE

TEXT SUMMARY

In today’s text, Matt 7:1-6, Jesus turns to consider how His

disciples will deal with correcting one another’s faults.

INTRODUCTION (OBSERVATION):

1. Jesus gives a two-fold rationale for His brief injunction,
“Judge not.”

e Whatis the rationale in v. 1b?

e What is the rationale in v. 2 (which begins with the
conjunction “for,” indicating that it introduces an
explanation for what comes before)?

2. Jesus loved to use hyperbole (exaggeration for the sake of
effect) in His talks. What exaggerated word-picture does
He use to illustrate the absurdity of a sin-laden man trying
to correct the minor faults of another person?

DISCUSSION (INTERPRETATION):

1. Some have interpreted this text to mean that we must
never express a moral opinion about the behavior of
others: Jesus is essentially saying, “To each his own,” or,
to use the contemporary parlance, “You do you.” Is that
what Jesus means? If not, what does He mean?

2. Do v. 3-5 mean that | must not confront the sin in another
person’s life until | am totally free from sin myself?

3. There is much puzzlement about how v. 6 fits into the
flow, which is probably why the editors of our translation
(English Standard Version) made v. 6 a paragraph unto
itself. What do you think? How does v. 6 fit into the flow
of thought inv. 1-12?



https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=Matthew%207&version=ESV
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SO WHAT? (APPLICATION):

In my class recently, | asked how many had participated in
the ministry of loving confrontation, either confronting a
brother/sister in sin or being confronted. Several raised
their hands. | then asked how many of those situations
ended well; none raised their hands. That is the typical
result when | have asked those two questions. This is
perhaps the main reason we hesitate to speak to a brother
or sister who is drifting into sin. We know that it will
probably go badly. Texts like this one only reinforce that
anxiety, giving us license to neglect the ministry of loving
confrontation.

1. When you have participated in confrontation (in either
role) and it has gone well...

e ..what kept that encounter from dissolving into
angry recrimination, as it so often does?

e ..what did you contribute to that good
outcome?

2. When you have participated in confrontation (in either
role) and it has gone poorly...

e ..what factors contributed to that bad outcome?

e ..what would you do differently if you could go
back and do it again?

3. One interpretation of v. 6 is that it is sometimes not
worth your while to even attempt loving
confrontation: it is an exercise in futility.

e Have you ever been in a situation in which you
refrained from confronting an erring brother or
sister because you felt it would have been futile?

e Have you ever gone forward with confrontation
in such a situation and been pleased with the
result?
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