Matthew 7:24-29

The Sermon on the Mount:

It’s not over until… the house built on sand falls

In this, the last few verses of the Sermon on the Mount, Jesus leaves his listeners with a word picture about everything else He has said.  The illustration He gave to finish off this sermon is ‘black and white’.  And, like a number of Old Testament books, His sermon ends on a solidly negative note
: “…and it fell--and great was its fall.”

Matthew 7:24-27 (NASU)

Therefore everyone who hears these words of Mine and acts on them, may be compared to a wise man who built his house on the rock. 25 And the rain fell, and the floods came, and the winds blew and slammed against that house; and yet it did not fall, for it had been founded on the rock. 

26 Everyone who hears these words of Mine and does not act on them, will be like    a foolish man who built his house on the sand. 27 The rain fell, and the floods came, and the winds blew and slammed against that house; and it fell--and great was its fall.

Jesus compared the two kinds of responses to His words to the character of two builders and sharply contrasted the outcome of their choice of building locations.

One hears the words of Christ and acts on them: 

1st builder:

A wise man who built his house on the rock.  

The house withstood the impact of the rain, floods and wind

The other hears the words of Christ and does not act on them: 

2nd builder:

A foolish man who built his house on the sand.

The house fell from the impact of the rain, floods and wind.

A few questions to ponder:

· Both hear the words of Jesus, and they both are illustrated as builders, so why is the outcome of Jesus’ illustration so very different? 

· Isn’t there at least some credit for just hearing Christ’s words?

· Why does Jesus make such a sharp dividing line between the one who ‘acts’ and the one who ‘does not act’?  Why is it such a big deal?

· Now for the really, really BIG question(s): What did Jesus mean by these two builders and houses – one on the rock and one on the sand?  What did Jesus intend that each of the items in this illustration represent?

· What did He intend for the disciples to ‘take away’ from what He said in these four verses?  What outcome was Jesus looking for among those who heard Him?

· Why did Jesus say what He said in these verses at THIS place in the Sermon on the Mount?  Why did He say these words here, instead of an earlier point in the Sermon?

· What is a believer in the body of Christ living today supposed to ‘take away’ from this final illustration given to the disciples?  For us who are in the body of Christ, does acting on what we have heard matter?  Does acting on what we have heard come about differently than with the Jews in the land of Israel who were hearing the Sermon on the Mount that day?  How?

Matthew 7:28-29 (NASU)

When Jesus had finished these words, the crowds were amazed at His teaching;     29 for He was teaching them as one having authority, and not as their scribes.

People were amazed and astonished at what Jesus said

Here are the Matthew passages, in addition to the passage above, in which people are amazed or astonished at what Jesus said:

Matthew 13:54

He came to His hometown and began teaching them in their synagogue, so that they were astonished, and said, "Where did this man get this wisdom and these miraculous powers?

Matthew 19:23-25

And Jesus said to His disciples, "Truly I say to you, it is hard for a rich man to enter the kingdom of heaven.  24 Again I say to you, it is easier for a camel to go through the eye of a needle, than for a rich man to enter the kingdom of God."  25 When the disciples heard this, they were very astonished and said, "Then who can be saved?"

Matthew 22:19-22

"Show Me the coin used for the poll-tax." And they brought Him a denarius. 20 And He said to them, "Whose likeness and inscription is this?"  21 They said to Him, "Caesar's." Then He said to them, " Then render to Caesar the things that are Caesar's; and to God the things that are God's." 22 And hearing this, they were amazed, and leaving Him, they went away.

Matthew 22:29-33

But Jesus answered and said to them, "You are mistaken, not understanding the Scriptures nor the power of God.  30 For in the resurrection they neither marry nor are given in marriage, but are like angels in heaven.  31 But regarding the resurrection of the dead, have you not read what was spoken to you by God:  32 'I AM the God of Abraham, and the God of Isaac, and the God of Jacob'? He is not the God of the dead but of the living."  33 When the crowds heard this, they were astonished at His teaching.

There were certainly a great many people in Israel with ‘an opinion’ about spiritual things.  The scribes were inclined to quote the direct content of Scripture, but for its interpretation they would quote other authorities.  The Pharisees were inclined to present quandaries and puzzles and leave them in unresolved tension.  One group would present puzzling questions to the other group (even between sub-groups among the Pharisees), fascinated by the possibility that they might leave the other group stumped and baffled.

Jesus used some of the language of the rabbis of the day, and used figures of speech, manners of speaking and illustrations that were understood among the people.  But He also spoke in ways that regularly amazed and astonished those who heard, whether they were His own disciples, the crowds, or those who were His opponents because of matters involving religion and politics.  Jesus taught with certainty and finality!  He left no residual tensions in His statements.  And He did not quote another for authority, but spoke with authority, as if He had authored the Scriptures Himself.  Beyond that He regularly made claims about Himself that only God Himself would dare claim.  The rabbis would never say things like, "Truly, truly, I say to you, before Abraham was born, I AM." John 8:58 (NASU).  For them, it was blasphemy.  For Christ, it was the truth.

Final points to ponder:

· The Sermon on the Mount is certainly a major discourse by Jesus Christ (three chapters worth!).  And certainly nobody could be saved apart from His death on the cross for our sins, His burial and His resurrection.  Why, then, isn’t the message about Christ dying for our sins, His burial or His resurrection found anywhere in the Sermon on the Mount?    

· Why didn’t Christ simply come to die for the sins of the world and then just ‘return home’ when He was done?

· Given that Christ’s ministry was about three years long, one would think that He certainly had the opportunity to go to outside of Israel and to other ethnic groups.  Why didn’t Jesus take this same sort of message to other countries and ethnic groups?  Could Christ have delivered the exact same message in the Sermon on the Mount in say, Ephesus?

· Why didn’t Jesus just spend all of His time with the twelve disciples?  Why did He bother to include other people in discourses like the Sermon on the Mount?

� Genesis ends with the words, “…in a coffin in Egypt”; Isaiah ends with the words, “…an abhorrence to all mankind."; Malachi ends with the words, “…with a curse”.
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