
The Last Week

Thursday

Part One Instructions:  In your small group, read through the following questions in silence.  Pick one question (or number) that you feel passionate about.  Write a few notes on your response to the question.  At the sound of the chime, identify the person born farthest away.  Beginning with that person, go around the circle to share your response without discussion other than to ask for clarification.  After each person has had a chance to share, discuss what you heard from each other.  Move on to other questions from the list below only when everyone has had an opportunity to respond.

1.
Mark clearly identifies the Last Supper as a Passover meal.  John places the crucifixion on the day before Passover in order to associate the execution of Jesus with the slaughter of the Pascal lamb.  Tow different chronologies, two different meanings, but both associated with the Exodus story.  How does making these connections to that story add to your understanding of the Passion story?  Can the latter be adequately understood without the former?

2.
Review the four meanings of the Last Supper on pp. 113-120.  Are any of these new to you?  Is any meaning missing?  Which is the most meaningful to you?

3.
The solution of the disciples to the hunger of the 5,000 is to send them away.  The solution of Jesus is, “you give them something to eat.”  How do you see the difference between the solutions of modern disciples and Jesus today?  Can we fulfill the imperative of Jesus?

4.
Borg and Crossan say that the feeding of the 5,000 is about the distribution of food, not the multiplication of food.  Which offers more hope to the hungry of today?  Who benefits from the “multiplication” (eg. the “Green Revolution”) of food?  Who benefits from better distribution of food?

5.
How is the Passover seder subversive?  Is the celebration of the Lord’s Supper ever subversive?  Should it be?

6.
Borg and Crossan say that the Last Supper is about “participation in Christ and not substitution by Christ” as we “travel with Jesus through execution to resurrection.” (p. 120)  How is this understanding helpful to you?

7.
Borg and Crossan assert that “it was not God’s will that Jesus died.”  (p. 123) Do you agree? Is the death of Jesus different than the other martyrs they name?  If so, how?

8.
Borg and Crossan cite three examples of how Mark presents Jesus as a vulnerable human being where John present him as a divine being. (p. 125)  Are these conflicting views of Jesus, two sides of one coin or a change in understanding?  What do you take from each perspective?  Which is more needed in our world today?

9.
Passion stories often gave rise to anti-semitic violence through most of Europe for more than 1,000 years, hence Borg and Crossan say that this story “has often become a text of terror for Jews in subsequent centuries.”  (p. 128)  Can we, should we, undo the damage done by such Christian anti-semitism?  If so, how?  Will doing so alter the Passion story?

10.
If no witnesses could be found to testify that Jesus was guilty of blasphemy for claiming to be the Son of God, what does that suggest to you about the claims Jesus made for himself?  Could that failure also be an indictment against the failure of later followers?

11.
How have you understood the title “Son of Man”?  Has that understanding changed?  Does “the coming Son of Man” have implications for present empires?

12.
The twin interrogation of Peter and Jesus “applauds” those who imitate Jesus and “consoles” those who imitate Peter, say Borg and Crossan.  In what way have you found praise or consolation in this story?

