
Types Of Discipline- Church, Pt. V 

Source: Jay E. Adams,  
Handbook of Church Discipline, p. 27  
  

Here is a pictorial presentation of the process  
of discipline laid out in Mt 18:15-17 which 
reads as follows: 
15

 "If your brother sins against you, go and tell him his  
fault, between you and him alone. If he listens to you,  
you have gained your brother. 

16
 But if he does not  

listen, take one or two others along with you, that every 
 charge may be established by the evidence of two or  
three witnesses. 

17
 If he refuses to listen to them, tell it  

to the church. And if he  refuses to listen even to the  
church, let him be to you as a Gentile and a tax collector. 
  

 
Today our focus is on Mt 18: 16, the second step in the process of discipline– the third 
as shown in Dr. Adams' presentation above.  The Scripture requires us to go to our 
brother with two or three witnesses upon the condition that he refuses to listen to us.  
That is to say, he totally rejects what we are saying by his steadfast refusal to discuss 
the matter with us.  At this time, we are also convinced of two other factors: that what 
we are saying is true and that a one-on-one dialogue with our brother/sister will not be 
fruitful.   
  Now, this does not mean that a single visit to him is all that is needed.  Many 
times our brothers are surprised by our first visit and might initially respond with anger, 
frustration, hastiness and irritability.  Should this be the case, then we are obliged to 
withdraw calmly and allow him some time to collect his thoughts and regain his 
composure before revisiting this matter with him.  During this time, we should also be 
prayerfully considering the tone with which we spoke, the manner in which we 
conducted ourselves, the choice of words we used, and so on, in order to establish that 
we have spoken the truth in love, Eph 4:15.  In addition, it would be worthwhile for us to 
be certain whether we were clear in what we were saying so that there could have been 
no possible opportunity for misunderstanding.  Did I present my case in a clear and 
coherent way?  Did he or she have any disagreements with my interpretation of certain 
verses of Scripture and if so, did I answer his or her concerns, not in an ill-tempered or 
irritable manner but in a good-natured way?  And so on.  It is only after all of these 
concerns have been satisfied and only after we are convinced that he absolutely 
refuses to deal with the issues being raised, that we are to go to our brother with two or 
three witnesses.  The breakdown in the process of private consultation necessarily 
leads to the advancement of this matter into wider ecclesiastical circles.   
 Why two or three witnesses?  According to the scriptural teaching in such places 
as Dt 19: 15, "A single witness shall not suffice against a person for any crime or for any 
wrong in connection with any offense that he has committed. Only on the evidence of 
two witnesses or of three witnesses shall a charge be established."  and as applied in 
the New Testament in Jn 8:17; 1 Tim 5:19; Heb 10:28.   The apostle makes it very clear 
that such matters in the church are always to be established by the evidence, literally, 
mouth, of two or three witnesses: 2 Cor 13:1, "This is the third time I am coming to you. 
Every charge must be established by the evidence of two or three witnesses."   


