John 1:1
Matthew 7:17



 is the adverb of manner HOUTWS, meaning “Thus, So, or In this manner.”  Then we have the nominative subject from the neuter singular adjective PAS, the noun DENDRON, and the adjective AGATHOS, meaning “every good tree.”  Next we have the accusative direct object from the masculine plural noun KARPOS and the adjective KALOS, meaning “good fruit.”  This is followed by the third person singular present active indicative from the verb POIEW, which means “to do; to produce, bear, yield; to make; to manufacture.”


The present tense is a customary present, describing what typically or normally occurs.


The active voice indicates that the good tree produces the action of producing good fruit.


The indicative mood is declarative for a simple statement of fact.

“So every good tree produces good fruit;”
 is the adversative use of the postpositive conjunction DE, meaning “however” plus the nominative subject from the neuter singular article, adjective SAPROS and noun DENDRON, meaning “the bad tree” in the sense of being spoiled or rotten.
  Next we have the accusative direct object from the masculine plural noun KARPOS and the adjective PONĒROS, meaning “of poor quality; worthless fruit.”
  Finally, we have the third person singular present active indicative from the verb POIEW, meaning “to produce.”  The morphology is the same as in its previous use above.

“however, the bad tree produces worthless fruit.”
Mt 7:17 corrected translation
“So every good tree produces good fruit; however, the bad tree produces worthless fruit.”
Explanation:
1.  “So every good tree produces good fruit;”

a.  Jesus comes to a conclusion based upon what He has just previously said about fig trees and grape vines.  Good trees are trees that produce fruit of some kind.  They provide nourishment for people or animals.


b.  The good tree here is a metaphor for a believer in the God of Israel.  The person who believes in the Messiah is a good tree.


c.  The good fruit that the good tree produces is the production of the filling or influence of the Holy Spirit—the fruit of the Spirit, Gal 5:22f.  This fruit is also the production of divine good, that is, anything the believer does through the influence of the word of God.


d.  Some examples of good fruit are:



(1)  Obedience to the will of God.



(2)  Obedience to governing authorities.



(3)  Paying taxes and one’s debts.



(4)  Being respectful, kind, thoughtful, and tolerant of others.



(5)  Serving one’s country in some manner to protect others (military, police, firemen).



(6)  Being honest, fair, doing the right thing.



(7)  Not seeking revenge and praying for one’s enemies.

2.  “however, the bad tree produces worthless fruit.”

a.  On the other side of the coin we have the bad or worthless tree that produces bad or worthless fruit, or no fruit at all.


b.  This is a metaphor for the unbeliever.  The unbeliever is not influenced by God or the word of God, and therefore, does nothing of intrinsic value in life.  Their entire production in life is wood, hay, and stubble.  It is good for nothing.


c.  The production of the unbeliever (bad tree) is the deeds of the devil.  This includes all the evil, sinful, and humanistic ideas that exist in the world.


d.  Some examples of worthless fruit are:



(1)  Evil political systems such as socialism, communism, and liberalism in the current form called “progressivism.”



(2)  Taking personal revenge on someone rather than depending on a court of law.



(3)  Rejection of the Lord Jesus Christ as the Son of God and Savior of the world.



(4)  Cheating others and not paying taxes.



(5)  Using others for one’s own benefit.



(6)  Being a revolutionary against one’s own country.



(7)  Engaging in criminal/gang activity.

3.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “The two trees show that true faith in Christ changes the life and produces fruit for God’s glory.  Everything in nature reproduces after its kind, and this is also true in the spiritual realm.”


b.  “In Jesus’ evaluation, the Pharisees were obviously producing bad fruit.”


c.  “The bad fruits of Mt 7:17–18 thus encompass the full gamut of meaning from downright sinful to concern with worthless things; in its fullest definition it must mean ‘unspiritual.’  Thus, the lives of false prophets will not be spiritual; you will know a false prophet because his life will not be devoted to spiritual things—he will be ‘unspiritual.’ Gal 5:16–26 is an inspired commentary which defines the ‘fruits’ of a spiritual person and an evil person (Eph 5:9–10).”


d.  “Profession must be tested by practice. The image derives perhaps from the bad fruits of God’s vineyard in Isa 5:1–7 (compare Jer 2:21).  The same image is applied in Mt 12:33 to the Pharisees.  Here it relates specifically to false prophets, but the principle would apply equally to any Christian profession.  Profession is easy, and even Christian behavior may be counterfeited, but what a man really is will inevitably show itself by the way he lives.”


e.  “From lowly bushes we move to trees, but the basic reasoning remains the same.  The argument now concerns the quality of the fruit rather than the kind, and it extends to the tree that bears it.  Jesus contrasts the sound tree with the worthless one.  The sound tree produces good fruit, but not so the worthless one.  The worthless tree bears only bad fruit; the nature of the tree makes any other result impossible.”
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