
Sermon 54: Luke 10:25-37: The Parable of the Good Samaritan

OUTLINE

The lawyer’s love
The Samaritan’s love

INTRODUCTION

What do you think is the lesson of the parable of the Good Samaritan?  The knee jerk 
response of most people is that the parable of the Good Samaritan teaches us to love our 
neighbour.  This certainly is part of the answer but not all of it.  The context of the parable 
of the Good Samaritan is a conversation between Jesus and a lawyer about the way of 
salvation.  The parable of the Good Samaritan has a double purpose: firstly, it was intended 
so who a man who thought he was saved by obeying God’s law to love that he is not saved;
and secondly, it exposes all our selfish definitions of neighbourly love as it defines love as a 
compassionate and sacrificial service of all.  There is a double surprise here as two powerful 
truths address two deeply entrenched errors.  Firstly, we think we are good and are saved 
by our goodness, Jesus will show up our lack of love; secondly, we think we know what love
is but we always seek to redefine God’s way to suit us.  

This is a familiar portion of scripture which is both its strength and its weakness; because it 
is so familiar we already think we know what it means so we often miss the details and how 
they contribute to its main purposes.  But because we know it so well with a proper 
exposition we can quickly access its intended message.  We will divide this portion into two 
sections looking firstly at Jesus conversation with the lawyer and his understanding of love 
and how it relates to salvation; in the second part we will tackle the parable itself looking at 
how Jesus uses the despised Samaritan to define neighbour love.  The lawyer’s love and the
Samaritan’s love are our two points.

The lawyer’s love

V25, ‘And behold, a lawyer stood up to put him to the test, saying, “Teacher, what shall I do
to inherit eternal life?”  Lawyers we know are the scribes, the experts in the law.  We are 
within less than a year of the cross, animosity between Jesus and the religious 
establishment has been building up and we see here that a lawyer is attempting to test 
Jesus.  The motive behind the test would be to get Jesus to say something publicly before 
witnesses that could be used against Him.  In this instance to say something against the 
law.  The nature of this test reveals the conflict of Jesus ministry of free grace with the 
legalism of first century Judaism.  Jesus has come as a Savior from sin to the most religious 
people on the planet, there were none so law-abiding as the Jews, and yet Jesus tells them 
that they must repent and be baptized.  He has preached that the poor in spirit, that is 
those who see their spiritual bankruptcy inherit the kingdom not the rich in self-righteous 
religion and good works.  He has spoken about how those who see their sin and their deep 
sinfulness and mourn, not those who think they are good will know the joy of forgiveness.  
It is the sick not those who think they are well who will be saved.  This goes against the 
established teaching of the time which viewed the law and the keeping of it as the key to 
salvation.  This leads to an expert in the law trying to get Jesus to trip up in His words that 
a case can be made against Him.  Christ has healed on the Sabbath; Christ has eaten with 
tax collectors and sinners; Christ has criticized the Pharisees and Scribes; Christ has spoken 
of religious Jews as sinners and has not taught the main beliefs about how one gets eternal 
life through good works.  This lawyer is hoping to get some dirt on Jesus through this test.  



We see bad motives but we also see bad theology, look carefully at the question.  ‘What 
shall I DO to INHERIT eternal life?’  This question is a contradiction in terms.  Doing and 
inheriting are opposites.  Inheriting is not done by meriting, one inherits by virtue of a filial 
attachment either by natural descent or adoption.  An inheritance is not a wage but a gift 
from family.  Jesus has already taught that it is the poor in righteousness, the poor in good 
deeds, the poor because of their sin that will inherit eternal life, not because they become 
good, or offer some merit to God to earn salvation with.  No, because of their poverty they 
cast themselves upon God for mercy not relying in their good deeds but relying on God’s 
mercy.  Those who believe receive eternal life, we are saved by faith not by doing.  

How should Jesus respond to this trap? V26, ‘He said to him, “What is written in the Law? 
How do you read it?”  Here is an expert in the law so Jesus introduces the law, this would 
seem a home-turf advantage to the lawyer, but we will see that the opposite is the case.  To
introduce the law at this point is a stroke of wisdom, it shows that Jesus does not despise 
the law, no doubt a suspicion the Jews would have had as they did with Paul.  But notice 
something else, Jesus turns the tables by answering and question with a question and now 
it is the lawyer’s theology under scrutiny.  

V27, ‘And he answered, “You shall love the Lord your God with all your heart and with all 
your soul and with all your strength and with all your mind, and your neighbor as yourself.” 
This is both a good answer and a bad answer.  We perceive from v28 that Jesus sees the 
good in the answer, but then the giving of the parable exposes the bad in his answer.  
Firstly, let us appreciate the good in the answer.  Notice that the lawyer rightly joins love for
God with love for neighbor.  The lawyer correctly recognizes that anyone who truly loves 
God must obey God’s will to love human beings.  At least in word the lawyer has a well-
rounded view of true religion.  Secondly, notice that the lawyer advocates a love for God 
that is whole-souled.  We are to love God with all that we are.  God is worthy of all praise 
and it is fitting that we give it to Him.  The lawyer has a definition of religion that is more 
than mere externalism but includes the love of our hearts.  Thirdly, the lawyer correctly 
summarizes the law in terms of love.  Love fulfils the law and so the lawyer’s definition is 
good in that it recognizes that love for God and neighbour fulfils the law.

All this is good and Jesus commends him, v28, ‘And he said to him, “You have answered 
correctly; do this, and you will live.”  Jesus tells this man that the answer is technically 
correct, and that if he does as he has said he will live.  What is Jesus doing here?  Jesus 
applies the law in three ways in His ministry.  He internalizes, intensifies and inverts the law.
By internalizing it Jesus shows that God requires not only outward conformity of behavior 
but obedience in the heart.  By intensifying it Jesus not only forbids the act of murder but 
the seed of anger that leads to murder.  And by inverting it Jesus demands love and positive
obedience not merely a negative performance and avoidance of sin.  Traditionally Christians 
have also spoken about the three uses of the law.  The law is good for giving us laws in 
order to restrict bad behavior.  The second use of the law is to use it as a mirror that 
exposes our sinfulness, our inability to be righteous, bring us to despair and drive us to 
Christ.  The third use of the law is a tool of sanctification that the Spirit uses to instruct us in
God’s ways.  Jesus is here agreeing with the lawyers correct application of the law in 
internalizing it and showing how love is demanded by it; but He is also using what we call 
the second use of the law.  Jesus is using the law as a mirror.  He is holding it up before this
man that he might see his sinfulness and inability.  

Here is a man who thinks that he is sinless and full of love, that he because he understands 
what the law requires, because he is a Jew, and because he keeps the interpretations of the
law that the religious professionals put forward, he is going to heaven.  This man is typical 



of the Jews of his time.  Paul gives a great summary in Romans 10:1-4, ‘Brothers, my 
heart’s desire and prayer to God for them is that they may be saved. 2 For I bear them 
witness that they have a zeal for God, but not according to knowledge. 3 For, being ignorant 
of the righteousness of God, and seeking to establish their own, they did not submit to 
God’s righteousness. 4 For Christ is the end of the law for righteousness to everyone who 
believes.’  But this lawyer has not come to the end of himself and his own strength so Jesus 
in His mercy and love places the full requirements of the law before him, ‘do this, and you 
will.’  He has yet to learn what Paul as a Jew learned, Rom. 3:19-20, ‘Now we know that 
whatever the law says it speaks to those who are under the law, so that every mouth may 
be stopped, and the whole world may be held accountable to God. 20 For by works of the 
law no human being will be justified in his sight, since through the law comes knowledge of 
sin.’  Gal. 3:10-11, ‘For all who rely on works of the law are under a curse; for it is written, 
“Cursed be everyone who does not abide by all things written in the Book of the Law, and 
do them.” 11 Now it is evident that no one is justified before God by the law, for “The 
righteous shall live by faith.’  

The lawyer hears something in Jesus words and his own conscience bites him and he seeks 
to justify himself, v29, ‘But he, desiring to justify himself, said to Jesus, “And who is my 
neighbor?”  As often happens the Spirit pricked this man’s conscience so that his words 
revealed the area of his heart where he knew he was a sinner who did not fulfil God’s law.  
As with all of us, this man justified areas of hatred and prejudice.  The Jews hid their racism
and unwillingness to help the needy under their religious laws about cleanness and who 
deserved God’s favour.  Any who did not abide by their views of what God’s law required 
could be blamed for Israel’s continued oppression by Rome and justified hatred, criticism, 
racism, sexism, etc all went on in the name of being a good Jew.  In Hinduism you don’t 
have to help a beggar otherwise you are only delaying the inevitable Karma that must catch 
up with them for the next life.  In the West we are inclined not to love people because their 
sufferings is due to their own addictions, or crimes, or bad decisions, or the fact that they 
will not work, or take advantage of the free education they are offered.  We justify our lack 
of love towards the needy around us by talking about our taxes doing the work for us, or 
how it is the government’s responsibility.  Today you can justifiably hate someone for saying
one racist comment ten years ago, you can cancel them, destroy their careers, get them 
fired, make a permanent public blot against their name for not being on the right side of a 
gender or racial or economic or environmental issue.  We are adept at hiding our 
lovelessness behind a so called good cause.  

And as with anyone who believes that they can earn their salvation by their own goodness 
we see the lawyer want to redefine the law to suit his abilities, ‘and who is by neighbor?’  
the lawyer feels that he is loveless but that his actions of lovelessness are justified because 
not everyone is a neighbor.  Jesus tells the parable of the Samaritan, a racial enemy who 
showed love to an enemy to teach the lawyer that there are no exceptions to the law to love
your neighbor.  Jesus ends the parable with a question, v36, ‘Which of these three, do you 
think, proved to be a neighbor to the man who fell among the robbers?”  v37, ‘He said, “The
one who showed him mercy.” And Jesus said to him, “You go, and do likewise.”  Having 
stripped this lawyer of his too narrow a definition of love, Jesus brings the man to the end 
of himself, ‘go and do likewise.’  This man has a self-confidence that he can do in order to 
inherit, that loving God and neighbor are possible, so Jesus robs him of his false definitions 
of love and tells him to be perfect as God is perfect, holy as God is holy.  He wants this man
to learn the hard lesson that all sinners need to learn.  We cannot keep God’s law because 
we are sinners, we can only add to our guilt by the attempt, we need help to come from 
outside ourselves not ourselves, we need to be saved by something other than our good 
deeds.  We need God to make a way of salvation, and He has in Christ.  



You see we are saved by love, but it is not our actions of love, it is His actions of love that 
save.  We cannot keep God’s law, but Jesus was born under the law to keep God’s law as 
our representative.  We cannot pay for the sins we commit, but Christ because of His love 
died on the cross to pay our sin debt at His expense.  If we stop trusting in our useless good
deeds which are nothing more than filthy rags, and trust in His work on our behalf.  If we 
will come as poor beggars casting ourselves on His mercy, God gives grace to the humble.  
This man still needs to learn the lesson that there is no hope in himself he must put his 
hope in Jesus.  Have you learned this lesson?   

The Samaritan’s love

We come now to the parable itself, v30, ‘Jesus replied, “A man was going down from 
Jerusalem to Jericho, and he fell among robbers, who stripped him and beat him and 
departed, leaving him half dead.’  The road to Jericho was known as ‘the bloody way’ 
because it was fraught with danger.  It was a 17 mile journey through mountainous terrain 
and full of hiding places for thieves.  We are told nothing about the man because the focus 
is not on him but the one who shows him mercy.  All we know is that he is close to death.  

V31-32, ‘Now by chance a priest was going down that road, and when he saw him he 
passed by on the other side. 32 So likewise a Levite, when he came to the place and saw 
him, passed by on the other side.’  Those words, ‘now by chance’ are like saying ‘by 
fortunate happenstance,’ bringing in a positive note.  However, just when you think this 
man is going to be ok, there is a twist.  Priests were like the doctors in Israel, they were 
familiar with wounds and sickness and often treated the sick, the fact that a priest was their 
seems very fortunate.  This holy man however kept to the far side of the track to avoid the 
man.  A Levite came next, now Levites were often like our modern day deacons, they would 
be responsible for distributing alms to the poor, yet like the priest he avoided the man.  
What you need to see here is how the religious are not by default loving simply because 
they are religious.  One can be very religious and yet be unloving.  

Various excuses have been suggested as to why these men did not help.  Maybe they were 
afraid that this was an ambush, or perhaps they feared a second assault, or even being 
blamed for the event; maybe they thought him dead and would contaminate themselves by 
touching them and disqualify themselves from priestly service, maybe they could not afford 
the delay because they had religious errands they had to run.  We are not told about their 
excuses we only see the evidence of a lack of love.  Our excuses always sound good to us at
the time but when put to the test of love they don’t wash.  

V33, ‘But a Samaritan, as he journeyed, came to where he was, and when he saw him, he 
had compassion.’  Many have suggested that the lawyer was probably waiting to here an 
anti-clerical line, ‘but then along came a devout Jew….’  But no, instead Jesus says a 
Samaritan came along.  These were racial half-breeds and theological heretics, they were 
considered unclean.  In fact some Rabbis taught that if you found a Samaritan in need you 
did not have to help them though you could help an ox that had fallen into a ditch, in fact 
some even suggested that you could push them into the ditch because they deserved it.  
This lawyer’s ire would have been stirred as someone who it was socially acceptable to hate 
was the hero of the tale.

Where the religious men avoided the man, here we see a Samaritan moved with 
compassion for the needy and helping him.  V34-35, ‘He went to him and bound up his 
wounds, pouring on oil and wine. Then he set him on his own animal and brought him to an



inn and took care of him. 35 And the next day he took out two denarii and gave them to the 
innkeeper, saying, ‘Take care of him, and whatever more you spend, I will repay you when I
come back.’  Compare the Samaritans actions to the others.  He provided personal presence
which would have prevented a second attack, ‘He went to him.’  He provided emergency 
medical treatment, ‘and bound up his wounds, pouring on oil and wine.’  Since the man had 
no clothes the Samaritan would have had to tear his own clothing or possessions to provide 
bandages.  He would have bitten back his own bile and discomfort getting his hands dirty 
with blood and dirt.  He provided personal transportation as he put him on his donkey, 
which no doubt would have involved personal oversight as this man was in such a condition 
that he could not help himself.  He provided substantial and ongoing help as he took him to 
an inn at his own expense, guaranteed ongoing care from the inn keeper, provided for his 
needs as he pledged himself to cover any other costs.  Two denarii would have covered 
about 2 weeks worth of care at a poor man’s accommodation rates.  He also promised some
follow up visits.  

I find the parable of the Good Samaritan to be one of the most convicting portions of 
scripture in the bible.  No excuses are acceptable, no expense spared to help, no 
inconvenience  tolerated, as no one is exempt from this love.  All our regular hiding places 
and excuses for not loving are torn away and we are left confronted with the love that we 
are to give to others.  Not only are we called to act but to feel for the needy.  We are 
reminded by this parable that at the heart of true religion is love towards the needy.  James 
1:27, ‘Religion that is pure and undefiled before God the Father is this: to visit orphans and 
widows in their affliction, and to keep oneself unstained from the world.’  2:1-17, ‘What 
good is it, my brothers, if someone says he has faith but does not have works? Can that 
faith save him? 15 If a brother or sister is poorly clothed and lacking in daily food, 16 and one 
of you says to them, “Go in peace, be warmed and filled,” without giving them the things 
needed for the body, what good is that? 17 So also faith by itself, if it does not have works, is
dead.’  1 John 3:17-18, ‘But if anyone has the world’s goods and sees his brother in need, 
yet closes his heart against him, how does God’s love abide in him? 18 Little children, let us 
not love in word or talk but in deed and in truth.’  Prov. 14:31, ‘Whoever despises his 
neighbor is a sinner, but blessed is he who is generous to the poor.’  19:17, ‘Whoever is 
generous to the poor lends to the Lord, and he will repay him for his deed.’ 

We are not saved, we cannot be saved by the love we have for our neighbor, but those who
are saved are to show their faith by their love.  We have a responsibility to fulfil this 
command both corporately and personally.  The challenge of this text is twofold.  Are you 
trusting in your own goodness to get you into heaven or in Christ?  Secondly, are you 
fulfilling the command to love your neighbor?  Jesus uses the parable of the Good Samaritan
to change the question that helps us avoid loving our neighbor, the question of who is my 
neighbor, to am I loving as a neighbor?     

                         


