John 1:1
Matthew 18:16



 is the adversative use of the postpositive conjunction DE, meaning “However” with the third class conditional particle EAN, meaning “if” and it may or may not happen or be true.”  Then we have the negative adverb MĒ, meaning “not” plus the third person singular aorist active subjunctive from the verb AKOUW, which means “to listen.”


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


The active voice indicates that the offending believer produces the action.


The subjunctive mood is a potential subjunctive with EAN.

The words “to you” in the translation of the NASB are not found in the Greek text.

“However, if he does not listen,”
 is the second person singular aorist active imperative of the verb PARALAMBANW, which means “to take.”


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


The active voice indicates that the offended believer is to produce the action.


The imperative mood is a command.

Next we have the preposition META plus the genitive of association from the second person singular personal pronoun SU, meaning “with you.”  This is followed by the adverb of measure ETI, meaning “in addition; more.”
  With this we have the accusative direct object form the masculine singular cardinal adjective HEIS with the coordinating conjunction Ē plus the cardinal adjective DUO, meaning “one or two.”

“take with you one or two more,”
 is the conjunction HIINA, which means “in order that,” followed by the preposition EPI plus the ablative of means from the neuter singular noun STOMA, meaning “on the basis of the mouth.”
  With this we have the descriptive genitive or genitive of identity (also possible is the possessive genitive) from the masculine plural cardinal adjective DUO plus the noun MARTUS with the coordinating particle Ē and the cardinal adjective TREIS, meaning “of two or three witnesses.”  Next we have the third person singular aorist passive subjunctive from the verb HISTĒMI, which means “to be established.”


The aorist tense is a constative/futuristic aorist, which views the entire future action as a fact.


The passive voice indicates that every word receives the action of being established.


The subjunctive mood is a subjunctive of purpose.

Finally, we have the nominative subject from the neuter singular adjective PAS plus the noun HRĒMA, which means “every thing; word, matter, event.”

“in order that on the basis of the mouth of two or three witnesses every thing may be established.”
Mt 18:16 corrected translation
“However, if he does not listen, take with you one or two more, in order that on the basis of the mouth of two or three witnesses every thing may be established.”
Explanation:
1.  “However, if he does not listen,”

a.  The Lord continues His hypothetical illustration with a contrast to the situation of one offended believer dealing with his offender privately.  Jesus assumes for the sake of argument that the offending believer is not willing to listen to the offended believer.


b.  The reason for the offended believer is not stated.  He may or may not legitimately believe he has done no wrong.  Or he might justify himself by simply ignoring the offended believer’s complaint.  It is also possible that he just does want to deal with the problem, or doesn’t care what he has done to offend the other person.  He could be anywhere on the scale from ‘I’m glad I did it and don’t care’ to ‘I didn’t do on purpose so leave me alone.’  Regardless of the reason, excuse, or justification, the offending believer does not listen to the complaint of the offended believer.


c.  We might say that he has a mild case of locked in negative volition in this particular situation.

2.  “take with you one or two more,”

a.  The Lord’s direction in this case of obstinate unwillingness to listen is that the offended believer is to take one or two more believers with him to confront the offending believer.  Obviously, these other believers have to have some knowledge of the offense or can at least vouch for the integrity of the believer bringing the complaint.


b.  This is the principle of having witnesses to establish the truthfulness of the situation, or people acting as character witnesses for the prosecution.

3.  “in order that on the basis of the mouth of two or three witnesses every thing may be established.”

a.  The purpose of bringing two more witnesses is now given by Jesus.  Every word related to this matter of offending another believer is going to be established by the offended believer and his witnesses.  The entire matter is going to be publicly discussed and proven, so that both parties know exactly what happened and no lies or hearsay are involved in the matter.


b.  This principle of two or three witnesses was established by the Lord Jesus Christ in the Mosaic Law, Dt 19:15, “A single witness shall not rise up against a man on account of any iniquity or any sin which he has committed; on the evidence of two or three witnesses a matter shall be confirmed.”  See also Jn 8:17; 2 Cor 13:1; 1 Tim 5:19; Heb 10:28.


c.  The offending believer now has two or three witnesses against him, establishing his guilt in the hypothetical situation.  He has only two courses of action now: (1) admit his guilt and ask for forgiveness, or (2) continue to deny his guilt and face further consequences.
4.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “If the offender refuses to make things right, then we may feel free to share the burden with one or two dependable believers.  We should share the facts as we see them.  After all, it may be that we are wrong.  If the brethren feel the cause is right, then together we can go to the offender and try once again to win him.”


b.  “If two Christians who find themselves at loggerheads cannot agree, the next step is to agree on one or two fellow-believers to arbitrate their difference, but if this agreement cannot be reached, then the responsibility to resolve the difference is still left with the offended party.  With the assistance of one or two uninvolved fellow-believers the matter should be resolved.”


c.  “The next recourse must be to involve one or two others.  Their function is to add force to the persuasion; if he will not listen to one, he may be convinced by two or three witnesses.  The point of the Old Testament reference is the principle that multiple testimony is more convincing, not the specific judicial application.”


d.  “Not everyone will respond properly to loving, personal confrontation.  The second step, if the first step fails, is to involve at least one or two other people in the discussion.  In this context these people will almost certainly be fellow believers.  One would presumably look for those likely to prove most helpful.  Impeccable integrity would seem to be a primary prerequisite so that no one’s views are misrepresented.  The individual who takes one or two witnesses thus creates a group of two or three witnesses, thereby fulfilling the command of Dt 19:15.  The primary goal, however, is to resolve an individual’s conflicts by involving as few other people as possible.”

e.  “There is the possibility that the offender will not alter his ways.  He may refuse to take any notice when the brother sinned against points out his fault.  The believer sinned against is to try again; it is important to win the brother back if that can be done. So he is to take with him a small number of others (one or two does not specify the number, but clearly a small group is meant [not necessarily; this is conjecture]; the matter is to be kept as quiet as possible).  It would seem that after he has resisted the quiet approach of one brother it is unlikely that he will respond to others.  Jesus is not, of course, talking about a trial, and in any case the one or two more are not witnesses of the offense; they can testify only that they have tried to help the offender [they can testify that the actions of the offending believer are sinful, if he thinks they are not].”
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