Ephesians 2:11-22

1. Review

2. Three different ways to break this reading up and each one brings to light a different
aspect of it.
a. Itisin a chiastic structure

b. 3 clear sections
i. The Gentile Christian’ former status, alienated from God and his people

ii. The reconciling work of Christ on the cross

iii. The resulting new temple, Jews and Gentiles built on Christ

¢. 3 major polarities
i. Then-now



ii. Pagan-baptized

iii. QGentiles-Israel

3. How does Paul describe the Gentiles before they were converted?

4. What is the dividing wall?

5. What is plaguing the church in Ephesus?
a. Could be the Jews wanted to make the Gentiles Jewish
i. We see this in Galatians, Acts 15, Colossians 2:16

b. There doesn’t seem to be hostility within the church but between the two groups
of people.
i. 2 historical events help shape this
1. First, the claim that the Gentiles were “godless” (Acts 19)

2. Second, why Paul got arrested the first time (Acts 21:28)



ii. Thus, Paul is probably asking the question “how can Christians and Jews
possibly be reconciled?” and “how is that Jew/Gentile hostilities do not
divide the Christian church?”

6. What is the building God is creating?

7. How does that shape the view of our own bodies and what we do with it?

8. Why is their unity according to Paul here?
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