5-16-10 Lesson Notes – Matt 23:13-39; Mark 12:41-44 - Equal Opportunity Offender
The Big Idea: Those who represent God must repent of their hypocrisy and truly give their hearts to Him and others. 
	I. Preventing Entrance to Heaven (Matt 23:13-15)
	Key Idea: When we set up false standards for Christianity, such as rules or personal example, we block the entrance to heaven. 

	1. Read Matt 23:13-14. What did Jesus declare and what do you think this meant (v13) Who was this upon (v13)? What were the first two ways that they showed their hypocrisy and what should they have done (v13, 14)?
	Jesus declared “woes” upon the scribes and Pharisees, considered as the religious (and cultural) leaders of the people, although they were actually hypocrites. They would be in a state of woe – meaning they were in a place where bad things would happen to them – because of their actions and hypocrisy. The first of these was due to the fact that they shut off the kingdom of heaven from men (literally, “in front of men”). Not only do they not enter themselves, but they don’t allow others to enter. They did this by adding their traditions to the Law, and then demanding that they get their approval to be right with God. However, they would never give this approval so no one could get in. They should have shown people how to keep the Law, and also the necessity of sacrifice since we are all sinners, but then they wouldn’t have had the control over them that they wanted. Whenever we add things to Christ as they way to heaven we have shut up the entrance. He is the door and way; nothing else is necessary. This is done, though, so that people will have to depend on us instead of just Christ. He is all we need. The second woe, in verse 14, was that they devoured widow’s houses, meaning that they took advantage of them by devising ways to get their money, and even used long prayers to make this look “spiritual”. What they should have done is taken care of the widow rather than trying to manipulate them out of their money. This is similar to the promoters of the prosperity gospel today – who use television to get money, or to preachers who use guilt tactics to compel people to give more money. So much of organized religion is about money, just as it was in the days of Jesus. 

	2. In Matt 23:15 what was their third practice that deserved “woe”? What was so bad about this and how do we do this today? 
	The religious leaders would also be subject to woe because they traveled far and wide to gain followers – proselytes – and when they became one they made them twice the son of hell as themselves. In other words they taught them to blindly follow their example, convincing them that they would be rewarded for their passionate pursuit of their ideals. The way we do this today it by leading others to follow us instead of Christ. When that happens people get off base – like Mormons following Joseph Smith, or even various denominations following their “founder” – like independent Baptists are legalists in the steps of J. Frank Norris, or Methodists are like John Wesley, or Church of Christ are like Alexander Campbell, etc. We must not emulate human leaders, but emulate Christ alone. 

	II. Providing Evidence of Hypocrisy (Matt 23:16-36)
	Key Idea: When we claim to be righteous, but fail to practice integrity in all our affairs, we demonstrate our hypocrisy.

	3. From Matt 23:16-22 what deserves the fourth woe (v16, 17)? What were they doing wrong (v16, 18)? What made their practice foolish and wrong (v17, 19, 20-22)? What was the right way? 
	The fourth woe incurring example was that of deceptive speech. This was done through the use of oaths, a practice which originated in the Old Testament simply to add accountability to a person’s promise. By Jesus’ time, though, oaths had taken on a different purpose, to determine how sincere a person’s promise was. They swore by something greater than themselves to affirm that they were telling the truth, somewhat like our swearing “on a stack of Bibles”. The practice was actually irrational for several reasons. First, they made distinctions between the objects by which they swore. For example swearing by the gold of the temple was binding, but not if one just swore by the temple. The temple was obviously more important than the gold that adorned it. Similarly, swearing by the offering on the altar was binding, but not swearing just by the altar. Also, those who swore by the throne of God bound themselves, but not just those who swore by heaven. Obviously heaven, the altar, and the temple are the greater in each of these examples, so they had actually reversed the values to make their oaths have substance. Secondly, they were wrong to swear by these things because they had no power over them; they couldn’t force God to act simply because they made an oath. Lastly, this practice was wrong because they shouldn’t have used tricks to evade their responsibility to keep an oath. A person’s word should portray exactly the meaning of the thought behind it, rather than deceiving someone into thinking something different although “technically” it isn’t a lie. 

	4. Using Matt 23:23-24 what practice called for “woe” here (v23)? What should they have focused on (v23)? To what did Jesus compare this (v24)? 
	In this example the leaders tithed of the minutest produce, such as mint, dill and cummin, but neglected the weightier provisions of the Law, justice, mercy and faithfulness. Jesus didn’t say that the tithing was wrong, because this was a provision of the Law of Moses; but to neglect the provisions of greater impact was wrong. This was similar to straining out a gnat from one’s drink, but then swallowing a camel – an exaggeration for the sake of emphasis (hyperbole). Unfortunately we do this a lot – we do things that are easy to accomplish so that we will have an excuse for not doing the more difficult thing. The Law doesn’t work that way, though; we are obligated to keep the entire Law if we are going to use one part of it as righteousness. 

	5. Read Matt 23:25-26. How were these leaders hypocritical (v25) and how does Jesus describe their “insides”? What should they have done (v26) and what would result (v26)? Apply. 
	Another example of misevaluation was the Pharisees’ practice of insuring that their dishes were all ceremonially clean, but failing to deal with their inner lives which were full of robbery and self-indulgence. The word “robbery” connotes stealing from another by violence, so it is the valuing of property over life. Self-indulgence naturally goes with this since it is makes us the center of the universe. We consider ourselves as more important than anyone or anything else, and thus value things that indulge our senses as more important than people, too. The leaders should have first cleansed the insides of their lives by repentance so that the ceremonial cleanliness would have mattered. God really doesn’t care what we look like on the outside – He wants us clean on the inside, by owning and repenting of our sins. Unfortunately we often manage our image, thinking that if others think we are okay that we are okay. The truth is that we are only okay if we really are okay in God’s eyes. 

	6. Looking at Matt 23:27-28 what else were the leaders like on the inside (v28) and how does Jesus picture this (v27)? 
	Another picture of the “insides” of the leaders was that they were filled with dead men’s bones and all uncleanness. Since graves and dead things rendered a person unclean to worship God, this was especially bad. Jesus was basically telling them that they looked good on the outside, like a tomb that was painted, but were really unclean on the inside because they were full of death. They looked good to people on the outside, but inside they were full of hypocrisy and lawlessness. This is what those who live by the Law are like – dead because they can’t keep the Law and the wages of sin is death. The leaders thought they were perfect because they kept the parts of the Law that they decided were important, but the reality is that those who live by the Law must keep the entire Law to be justified. Otherwise, they are categorically sinners. 

	7. From Matt 23:29-33 upon what final hypocritical practice does Jesus pronounce woe (v29-30)? What would this lead to for them (v31, 32-33)? 
	The last thing that Jesus pointed out about their hypocrisy was their building and decorating of monuments to the prophets and righteous ones that their forefathers had murdered. They said that they would not have been partners with them in these murders. This was an admission that their forefathers, from whom they traced their traditions, were actually murderers and sinners, thus fully guilty. They would not escape the sentence of hell simply by claiming that they wouldn’t have done this because Jesus would make sure that they were as guilty as their ancestors. 

	8. Using Matt 23:34-36 what did Jesus promise to do (v34) and why (v34-35)? What would happen to them (v36)? 
	Jesus, in order to render His generation of Jews personally culpable for sin, was going to send prophets, wise men and scribes to the Jews. Some they would kill and crucify, some they would scourge in their synagogues, and others would be persecuted from city to city. This, of course, referred to the early Christians, some of whom were prophets (Acts 13:1), some were wise men (cf. Stephen’s “full of wisdom and the Holy Spirit, Acts 6:3, 8; 7:54-60), and some of whom were scribes (the apostles wrote the New Testament). Significantly Jesus said that “He” would send them, indicating His confidence in His resurrection and acceptance of His identity as God. These acts would cause the guilt of all the righteous blood shed on earth from Abel, Cain’s brother, to Zechariah, the last Old Testament prophet who was killed, according to tradition, to fall squarely on them. They (the New Testament men of God) were, after all, God’s last chance for the Jews (and, in a sense, for the world) before He scattered them among the nations. Since these Jews mistreated these new prophets, scribes, and wise men they thus failed to absolve any guilt from their previous generations. The Jews were guilty from start to finish of shedding innocent blood.

	III. Presenting an Exposed Heart (Matt 23:37-39; Mark 12:41-44)
	Key Idea: When we truly love God and others it will show in our devotion to Him and our compassion for His people. 

	9. In Matt 23:37-39 how does Jesus express His desire regarding Israel (v37) and what two things does He prophesy (v38, 39)? What does each of these refer to? 
	Jesus, with great emotion in His words, laments that Israel (Jerusalem) kills the prophets and stones those sent to her. He had often wanted to gather her children together (again showing His divine preexistence and co-identification with God) the way a hen gathers her chicks. He had a maternal love for Israel but they were unwilling to receive it. Because of this He prophesied that their “house” (city or temple) would be left to them in a desolate (the word is translated desert or wilderness most times) condition. In other words Jerusalem would be devoid of people, a place of disdain and derision. The other prophecy that Jesus gave was that they would not see Him until they said, “Blessed is He who comes in the name of the Lord”, a quote referring to the Messiah from Ps 118:26. While they would see Him, they wouldn’t see Him as Messiah again until He returned in the millennial kingdom and they acknowledged His reign. This is similar to many Old Testament prophecies; they begin with God’s judgment, but end with His hope for the nation when He restores the kingdom. 

	10. Based on Mark 12:41-44 what contrasting behaviors did Jesus observe (v41, 42) and what does He say about it (v43-44)? How can we apply this? 
	Following on the heels of the statements of “woe” on the leaders is the story of the widow and the mite she gave. This provided a contrast to the hypocrisy of the Jewish leaders and was probably the reason Jesus sat down opposite the treasury – the thirteen horn shaped receptacles against the wall separating the court of the women from the court of the Gentiles. He did this so that He could teach another lesson about sincere devotion to God. He observed many rich people putting large sums in the treasury and then a poor widow came along who dropped in two lepta, copper coins that were worth about 1/64 of a denarius, which was a day’s wages at that time. So, she put in almost nothing in a material sense; but in a spiritual sense Jesus said that she put in more than all the other contributors because, while they gave from their surplus, she in her poverty gave all she owned. She had almost nothing and she gave it all, showing not only her great love for God, but also her great faith in Him. We must remember that God does not look at how much we give or how much we do for Him; rather, He looks at the motive and sacrifice with which we do these things. Another way of measuring our gift to God is by how much we have left over, rather than simply by how much we give. 

	11. Review the study this week. How does hypocrisy block others’ entrance to heaven, how does it hurt the hypocrite, and what kind of heart should we have instead? Where do you need to change?
	Hypocrisy keeps others from heaven because it presents Jesus’ way as phony and manipulative. Hypocrisy not only feels inauthentic, but also unfair because those who are genuine are seemingly approved by God. Thus, hypocrites also make God appear either unjust, or simply naïve. Either way they keep others from wanting any part of Him because of the people that are supposedly representing Him. Unfortunately, we all tend to be hypocritical because it seems easier to look the part than to actually do or be the part. That’s why it’s so important to dig into the root issues that illustrate the deceitfulness of our hearts and deal with them. Instead of having hypocritical hearts we must work on hearts that are pure, fully devoted to the Lord, like the widow. When we do we will lead others to God because we show that He is worthy of such devotion. Each of us must look at areas of our lives where our insides don’t match up with what we portray on the outside. That’s where we must change. 


