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all. The true fruits of the Spirit, often ignored by charismatics, are 
love for God and for one’s fellow men going along with huge 
concern for their eternal destiny.  
      Many Calvinists search their own behavior and their degree of 
faith for evidence that they are among the Aelect.@  This is playing 
into the hands of Satan.  He knows that as long as I am focusing on 
me, all I will see is that I come up short. Then I will give in to 
doubt and despair about my salvation status. 
     In reality, Jesus is the Aauthor and finisher of our faith@ 
(Hebrews 12:2), and God does not abandon us because it is not 
perfect.  He forgives us for doubting.  As our reliance on Christ 
deepens we get less wicked, but no human in this world comes 
close to moral perfection or absolute faith.  It is good to remember 
doubting Thomas, who had to touch the holes in Jesus’ hands 
before he believed in the resurrected Christ, yet Jesus still loved 
and forgave him. 
 
The parable of the talents 
     The parable of the talents (Matthew 25:15-30) is one that people 
often misinterpret as saying salvation is contingent on our 
profitability as servants to God.  This is not the case.  While it is 
true that the increase of the investment represents the believer 
telling others, the point is that in no way does this act of spreading 
the good news save the person doing it.  The impetus to tell others 
only happens after one is saved.  There is simply no way anybody 
will be impelled to spread the gospel until their heart has been 
subject to transformation by the Holy Spirit. 
     Too often we look for works or fruits in ourselves instead of our 
having claimed the blood of Christ as evidence of being saved.  
Inevitably we find ourselves falling short, which can make us panic 
and go underground into deeper defense.  The criterion for 
salvation is claiming the blood of Christ and believing it in the 
heart to some degree, but probably never perfectly while in this 
world. 
     What about a person who could not care less about 
spreading the gospel?  On the other hand, it is true that a person 
who has absolutely no desire to impart the good news to anyone 
else just has not Agot it.@  A saved person will want others to escape 
the lake of fire.  Anyone who has not the slightest desire for the 
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gospel to be spread is not saved, their heart has not thawed one 
iota.  The salvation message propels its listener to spread it around, 
not bury it. 
     If I receive the gospel, understand it, take it in, accept it, and 
cling to it, I have to be transformed by it to the point of at least 
wanting to tell others, particularly anyone I care about.  I could be 
in a plaster caste with my jaws wired shut, but I would want them 
to hear it, somehow, and I could at least pray in that situation.  
When I realize how easy God made it to evade the lake of fire and 
how undeserving of being rescued I am, I want others to escape 
those flames just as I have done.  The more I see my 
undeservingness, the more I feel that others should get a chance to 
escape the lake of fire.  
     The thief on the cross next to Christ was saved by his belief that 
Jesus is the payment for sin.  He made no converts, but he must 
have wanted to go and tell his family. 
     To be confident that no type of performance saves, we can go to 
Old Testament assurances of God=s commitment to accept us 
through the blood sacrifice.  Leviticus 17:11 tells us that blood 
alone atones for the soul.  Many other Old Testament assurances 
are documented in the preceding chapter of this book. 
 

Misunderstandings from I John 
      There was a time when I visited churches of various 
denominations to learn about their doctrinal statements and see 
what impression I would come away with.  My general question 
was whether the Christian church was as far gone into heresy as I 
suspected. 
     On one occasion I walked into a church and got into a heated 
debate with the young pastor and his wife over the role of 
perfectionism in Christianity.  The pastor reeled off a number of 
verses from I John to try to prove to me that indwelling sinlessness 
is possible for Christians.  When I asked him if he had reached that 
state of sinlessness himself, he could not give me a straight answer. 
 All he could do was hem and haw.  When I pointed out verses in 
the same epistle that flatly contradicted his ideas, he was 
speechless. 
     It is ironic that the writer of I John was attacking the twin 
heresies of perfectionism and antinomianism.  However, this first 
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epistle of John has been used, more than any other, to support the 
doctrine of perfection.  Why?  To be sure, it lends itself to 
misinterpretation. 
     Here is an example of the harmful effect of giving this epistle a 
perfectionist spin.  A call came in from a listener to the radio 
program produced by our ministry.  A depressed woman had gone 
to a counseling session with her pastor, and she came away with the 
impression that since she was still a sinner, she must be unsaved.  
The pastor had used verses from I John to condemn her for sin, 
leaving her even more depressed than she had been when she 
walked in.  She represents many who are crushed in this way. 
     After this, she heard our program explaining how and why 
salvation is through grace alone.  Reassured by this, she asked me 
to do a program contradicting the perfectionist interpretation of I 
John.  The material in this following section comes out of that radio 
broadcast. 
 
The imputed righteousness of Christ is taken to mean human 
indwelling righteousness 
      I John is much abused by merciless legalists who think 
themselves sinless.  They quote out of context and misconstrue 
such verses as the following: 
 
"But if we walk in the light, as he is in the light, we have fellowship one 
with another, and the blood of Jesus Christ his Son cleanseth us from all 
sin" (I John 1:7). 

 
     Is this saying that Christ eliminates all sin in us?  No.  Christ 
takes away our sins from the eyes of God just as the scapegoat took 
away the sins of the whole year for the children of Israel on the 
Day of Atonement (Exodus 30:30; Leviticus 16; Leviticus 26:27-
31).2  God expected the people to sin continually and commanded 
annual observance of the Day of Atonement.  A goat and a bullock 
were sacrificed to make the blood payment, then the people=s sins 
were confessed over another goat=s head and the animal was led 
away, never to return.  God agreed to forgive those sins if the 
people observed this ceremony.  This did not remove the tendency 
                                                 

2 The same error is made on the basis of Hebrews 10:26. 
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to sin, nor the sin nature, and the same ceremony had to be 
observed again next year, and the next. 
     The scapegoat is a picture of Christ, just like the blood 
sacrifices. He cleanses us from the eternal penalty by taking our sin 
on Himself like the scapegoat and dying like the sacrificial lamb or 
bullock. 
     The following verses from I John 3:5-6 are also used by 
perfectionists to buttress their argument that Christ makes them 
sinless: 
 
"And ye know that he was manifested to take away our sins; and in him 
is no sin.  Whosoever abideth in him sinneth not: whosoever sinneth 
hath not seen him, neither known him." 

 
     To Atake away our sins@ in the first part of the verse means to 
remove them from God=s eyes.  The last part of the verse refers to 
the specific sin of idolatry.  It does not refer to general sin. 
 
       In fact, the entire epistle is a warning against the sin of 
idolatry.  The last verse is a summary of the epistle: 
 
"Little children, keep yourselves from idols.  Amen." (1 John 5:21). 

 
     It is not a treatise to warn against sin in general.  It cautions 
against the specific sin of idolatry.  This is why I John 3 states in 
verse 6: 
 
"Whosoever abideth in him sinneth not;" 

 
and in verse 9: 
 
"Whosoever is born of God doth not commit sin, for his seed remaineth 
in him and he cannot sin, because he is born of God." 

 
      If some pastor says this verse speaks of general sin, not merely 
the sin of idolatry, any honest would-be believer in Christ has to 
get thrust into a panic state.  It is no wonder that our listener felt so 
beaten up during her pastoral counseling session.  How many of us 
find that we Acannot sin,@ when generic sin is implied?  Not one.  
The problem is that we cannot avoid all sin.  If I believe I should be 
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unable to sin—not even a single wicked thought—when I abide in 
Him, then I will have to conclude I am not saved—that is, if I am 
honest.  Of course, I am likely to lie to myself and go deeper into 
denial. 
     There is further evidence that this epistle addresses the specific 
sin of idolatry in I John 3:10.  This verse says: 
 
A...whosoever doeth not righteousness is not of God, neither he that 
loveth not his brother.@ 

  
     If Adoeth not righteousness@ in this context is intended to imply 
generic sin, there would be no need for a separate reference to the 
person not loving his brother.  The Law (Part One) boils down to 
two commandments:  love God and love your neighbor.  The 
ultimate unrighteousness is failing to claim the blood of Christ.  
That is a selfish act on our part, grasping a lifebelt that saves us 
from drowning, but it will lead us to love Christ, Who is God.   
      I John 3:23 is a positive restatement of I John 3:10: 
 
AAnd this is his commandment, That we should believe on the name of 
his Son Jesus Christ, and love one another, as he gave us 
commandment.@ 

 
     It is disbelief in Christ that is the unrighteousness of importance 
in these statements and in the entire epistle. 
 
Perfect love? 
     John exhorts the followers of Christ to love one another, and to 
look at the ability to do this as an indication of being saved: 
 
AHe that loveth not knoweth not God; for God is love@ (I John 4:8). 
 
AIf we love one another God dwelleth in us, and his love is perfected in 
us@ (1 John 4:12). 

 
     However, these passages have been misinterpreted to mean 
either that love is an essential work of humans to gain salvation, or 
that perfect human love is a fruit of salvation.  Neither is true.  John 
is saying here that faith leads to transformation of the heart 
enabling a person to love others.  He is not saying that human love 
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will ever be perfect.  Nor does he mean that human love earns 
salvation.  
     In the first verse, John reassuringly uses negatives rather than 
positives.  A complete absence of love for others means a person 
does not know God.  If there is not even a tiny iota of love in a 
person, he just has not Agot it.@ 
     The second verse is talking about God=s love, not human love.  
The passive mode of the Greek verb teleioo used here is teleiomai, 
meaning Ato be made perfect or complete in the sense of reaching a 
prescribed goal.@  So Ahis love is perfected in us@ means it reaches 
its prescribed goal.  He fills our cup so it can spill over onto others. 
     However, there is a way in which our heart does become perfect 
(complete) in relation to God.  That is when we claim salvation 
solely through the blood of the figurative Lamb of God, Jesus 
Christ.  This is what is meant when it is said of King Asa of Judah: 
 
A...his heart was perfect with the LORD all his days@ (I Kings 15:14). 

 
     It means he was not an idolater.  It does not mean that his mind 
and heart were on God at every moment of time.  Such a total focus 
would mean he was not human.  It means, rather, that he never put 
his faith in other gods. 
 
Love and fear 
     I have encountered several people who had been guilt-tripped by 
some pastor or counselor using the following: 
 
A...perfect love casteth out fear@ (I John 4:18). 
 
     They are told fear is a terrible sin, they need to stop being afraid 
and get themselves Aa better heart for the Lord.@  Taken out of 
context, the verse is confusing.  Who among humans is without 
fear?  Nobody.  Fear is an essential part of our functioning, 
enabling us to recognize danger.  However, the fact that the verse is 
not referring to any type of worldly fear, but to the fear of hell on 
Judgment Day, is proven by the preceding verse: 
 
AHerein is our love made perfect, that we may have boldness in the day 
of judgment@ (I John 4:17). 
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     In fact, numerous verses in the Law and Prophets tell us fear—
that is, fear of God—and let us not protest that this merely means 
“respect”—is appropriate and desirable for believers in the God of 
the Bible: 
 
AThou shalt fear thy God@ (Leviticus 19:14); AThe fear of the Lord is the 
beginning of wisdom@ (Proverbs 1:7). 

 
     The truth is that our love for God increases in relation to our 
surety about His gift of salvation from hell.  There is no need to 
worry about Judgment Day.  But there is a place for fear.  Both 
worldly fears and fear of a God who will punish sin can protect us 
from entering dangerous or illicit situations.  However, we tend to 
go overboard with our anxieties when our faith in God and eternal 
destiny is still in question.  In that situation, we assume this life is 
all we have and carry around the sense of deserving eternal 
darkness. 
     Psalm 91 helps a person cope with worldly fears, and God 
welcomes our prayers as long as we are covered by the blood of 
Christ.  He knows us, loves us, forgives us and does not condemn 
us for our fears. 
 
John shows that God expects men to sin   
     Several statements in I John refute perfectionism and show that 
God expects humans to fall short.  Anyone who wants to believe 
otherwise is ignoring some very clear verses in I John, such as: 
 
"If we say that we have no sin, we deceive ourselves, and the truth is not 
in us" (I John 8). 

 
     Also: 
AIf any man sin, we have an advocate with the Father, Jesus Christ the 
righteous: And he is the propitiation for our sins; and not for ours only, but 
also for the sins of the whole world@ (I John 2:1-2). 

 
     This is the good news that feeds our hungry hearts.  John’s first 
epistle show us the mercy of God. 
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Misuse of Aovercomer:@ a worldly perspective 
instead of the intended eternal one 

     One call regarding our radio program came from a woman who, 
in an unnaturally calm and beatific voice, recounted the many 
"overcomings" of worldly bad habits that the Holy Spirit had 
performed in her.  She went on to say that Christ will give us total 
victory over sin; supporting this contention with the verse from 
Matthew discussed earlier: 

 
A...be ye now perfect just as your Father which is in heaven is perfect@ 
(Matthew 5:48).  

 
     This woman was deep into perfectionist self-deception.  The 
term Aovercomer,@ used liberally in I John, is a source of much 
misunderstanding.  In this epistle there are several references to 
believers having overcome Athe wicked one" (I John 2:13, 14) and 
Aspirits that are of antichrist@ (I John 4:4).  In what way have we 
overcome the wicked one?  For too many in the church, this means 
resisting temptation towards sinful impulses in the flesh.  It is an 
absolute trivialization of what the verse really means.  The true 
meaning is that Satan's plan for us to spend eternity separated from 
God has been overcome as we cling to Christ, Who paid for our 
sins. 
      There is movement within the church with this Aovercomer@ 
name.  Its focus is on the elimination of sinful habits.  Although 
there is nothing wrong with habit control, Aovercoming@ should 
have a much deeper focus.  Instead of a worldly focus, there needs 
to be an eternal one.  Instead of group support, there needs to be 
leaning on God.  Instead of looking at the self, attention should be 
on the finished work of Christ. 
     Indeed, during her conversation with me, the woman spoke 
almost entirely of herself and her dealings with this life, never 
mentioning salvation from hell.  Her focus was on the battles God 
had won for her in her progress towards moral purity through Jesus 
Christ.  She did not want to see herself as a sinner, but as a sinless 
Anew creature.@  
      Believers are said to have overcome "the world" in I John (I 
John 5:4, 5:5).  What does this mean, to overcome the world, if not 
to look beyond the immediate concerns of this physical realm and 
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focus on things eternal?  Christ came to give us eternal life in place 
of what we deserve:  death ending in the lake of fire. Clearly, that is 
what John teaches in I John 2:15-17: 
 
"Love not the world, neither the things that are in the world.  If any man 
love the world, the love of the Father is not in him.  For all that is in the 
world, the lust of the flesh, and the lust of the eyes, and the pride of life, 
is not of the Father, but is of the world.  And the world passeth away and 
the lust thereof: but he that doeth the will of God abideth for ever." 

 
     This is the very opposite of what the woman on the telephone 
was doing.  It is not about overcoming a few bad habits while we 
are in this world so our journey can be more comfortable, or 
healthy, or guilt-free.  It is about escaping eternal separation from 
God, no less. 
 
"Overcoming" idolatry 
     The truth is that the Aovercomer@ term refers, in every case, to 
idolatry, and not some lesser sin.  In the book of Revelation, John 
uses the word "overcometh" several times, always in reference to 
resisting the temptation to reject Christ.  The warnings given to the 
seven churches have that strong thrust.  AWorks@ are mentioned in 
the context of holding on to Christ, and not worldly deeds aimed to 
gain or maintain salvation (Revelations 2:7, 11, 17, 26; 3:5, 12, 21). 
 Exhortations are to "hold fast," and "hold fast my name." 
     The Old Testament makes this issue much clearer.  David, the 
adulterer and murderer, is nevertheless described as one whose 
heart was perfect with the Lord.  Unlike his son, Solomon, and 
many of his other descendants, David never went into idolatry.  The 
Psalms show David=s faith in God waivering at times, but the 
important thing is that he never went elsewhere for sustenance.  He 
knew God alone would redeem his soul.  
 

Misuse of Paul=s epistle to the Romans 
     For the most part, it is pretty clear that Paul knows he will 
always be a sinner while in this world.  His epistle to the Romans 
lays out the truth about salvation through the blood of Christ: 
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ATherefore, as by the offense of one judgment came upon all men to 
condemnation; even so by the righteousness of one the free gift came upon 
all men unto justification of life@ (Romans 5:18). 
 
     Nevertheless, what follows shows that Paul=s epistle to the 
Romans is often interpreted in a perfectionist manner. 

 
Are Adoers@ of the law justified by their own actions? 
     In Romans 2:13 Paul states: 

 
AFor not the hearers of the law are just before God but the doers of the law 
shall be justified.@ 

 
     The verse can seem to make Paul a perfectionist stating that 
(Part One of) the Law can be kept by humans, and that men can be 
justified (saved) by their own actions.  This is a mistake that is easy 
to make for anyone ignorant of Part Two of the Law, the 
substitutionary blood atonement covenant.  The new version of this 
part of the Law tells us to claim the blood of Christ and be saved.  
     In a sense, to claim Christ is to be a Adoer@ of Part Two of the 
Law.  This is an internal action, the believing in the heart, even 
though little of that opening of the heart may be voluntary on the 
part of the believer.  In no other way can Paul be saying humans are 
justified by keeping the Law.  This would be inconsistent with what 
he says in Romans 3:9-31, where he quotes Psalms 14 and 5 on the 
unrighteousness of man, stating that all humans are sinners.  Our 
only righteousness is through faith in Jesus Christ.  
     On the other hand, the more deeply we humans Ahear@ the 
gospel, the more we find ourselves freely desiring to please God by 
obeying Part One of the Law.  However, human works are as 
Afilthy rags@ (Isaiah 64:6) that are unacceptable for salvation. 
     Paul is no right wing perfectionist.  If Paul truly meant that 
human works save, he would not say the following: 
 
ATherefore by the deeds of the law shall no flesh be justified in his sight: 
for by the law is the knowledge of sin@ (Romans 3:20). 
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Are only the past sins forgiven? 
     I once visited a Bible study at a Christian camp where the 
students were being beaten down by a merciless interpretation of the 
following verses: 

 
AChrist Jesus; Whom God hath set forth to be a propitiation through faith in 
his blood; to declare his righteousness for the remission of sins that are 
past, through the forbearance of God@ (Romans 3: 24-25). 
 
AFor if we sin wilfully after that we have received the knowledge of the 
truth, there remaineth no more sacrifice for sins@ (Hebrews 10:26). 

 
     The youthful Bible study leader was haranguing the agonized 
group at the camp:  Your past sins are forgiven but once you become 
a Christian, watch out!  No more lying, no more drinking. You=d 
better toe the line or you=ll go to hell! 
     Nobody argued with him except me, and this led to my being 
attacked by the whole group.  I was Aof the devil@ for daring to 
suggest that Christ does not erase the sin nature in humans.  Nobody 
wanted to admit that he or she still sinned. 
     This kind of teaching breeds dishonesty and drives people crazy.  
No wonder so many put off the whole issue of salvation, hoping for 
that four-minute warning just before they die to make their peace 
with God!  The verse is taken to mean that any type of willful sin 
committed after a person has been saved sends them to hell. 
     The big error here is that a very specific sin is taken to mean sin 
in general.3  The verses actually speak of the specific sin of rejecting 
Christ, as testified to our hearts by the Holy Spirit.  By definition, if 
one were to reject Christ, one would be unsaved. 
     In fact, the verses are addressed to Jews, telling them they cannot 
go back to the animal sacrifices.  Soon after the second of these two 
verses comes: 
 
AOf how much sorer punishment, suppose ye, shall he be thought worthy, 
who hath trodden under foot the Son of God, and hath counted the blood 

                                                 
3  The same mistake is found in interpretations of I John, discussed later in this 

chapter. 
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of the covenant, wherewith he was sanctified, an unholy thing, and hath 
done despite unto the Spirit of grace?@ (Hebrews 10:29). 
 

     If they reject Christ, they have no payment for sin.  The blood of 
Christ replaced all the other means of atonement prescribed by Part 
Two of the Law. 
 
Walking in the Spirit:  Romans 8 
     Romans 8 might seem to offer some ammunition for 
perfectionists.  Paul talks of those who: 
 
AWalk not after the flesh, but after the Spirit@ (Romans 8:1); AThat the 
righteousness of the law might be fulfilled in us, who walk not after the 
flesh, but after the Spirit@ (Romans 8:4); AFor to be carnally minded is 
death; but to be spiritually minded is life and peace@ (Romans 8:6); AFor if 
ye live after the flesh, ye shall die: but if ye through the Spirit do mortify 
the deeds of the body; ye shall live@ (Romans 8:13). 

 
     The last of these statements can be particularly alarming:  Aif ye 
through the Spirit do mortify the deeds of the body ye shall live@ 
(Romans 8:13).  This seems to be saying that restraint of the flesh 
is necessary to gain or maintain salvation.  
     The abstract references to walking in the spirit and being 
spiritually-minded are also a source of confusion.  What is meant 
by Awalking in the spirit@?  The mistake is to see this as an either/or. 
 Either you are in the flesh or you are in the Spirit (i.e., the Holy 
Spirit).  Any time you find yourself responding in the flesh, it means 
you do not have the Spirit. 
     Paul surely does not intend this.  If that were so, he would not 
elsewhere make references to his own inner battles with sin 
(Romans 7:14-25).  As long as we note that Paul has just got 
through admitting his own conflict between the flesh and the spirit, 
we need not be dismayed by these admonitions.  The lasts verse of 
the passage speaks of Paul=s continuing battle with sin and his utter 
dependence on Christ: 

 
A...who shall deliver me from the body of this death?: I thank God through 
Jesus Christ our Lord;  So then with the mind I myself serve the law of 
God; but with the flesh the law of sin@ (Romans 7:24-25).  

 



Is the New Testament God merciless? 141

      Exactly what Paul means when he says he serves the law of 
God with his mind is unclear, because the worst and most insidious 
sins are in the mind.  No human serves the law of God with either 
mind or body.  The mind can philosophically desire to serve the 
law of God, yet the devil is in the details.  Our mind is a general 
directing a war with an army of thoughts given to rebelliousness 
and lack of discipline.  Moreover, sometimes the general sleeps on 
the battlefield or worse, lets the soldiers loose.  However, as the 
perception of grace deepens, the general stays awake longer and 
increasing numbers of soldiers fall into line. 

 
What is walking in the Spirit? 
     What does it mean, then, this walking in the Spirit?  Though it 
sounds like an Aeither-or,@ i.e., either you walk in the flesh or the 
Spirit, it is not.  The believer is indwelt by the Holy Spirit, but this 
is in the midst of the flesh, with its corrupt and selfish heart.  The 
Spirit wakes up the conscience, the sense of right and wrong, which 
is an inborn version of the essentials of Part One of the Law.  God=s 
Law is in the heart (and mind) alongside the sin nature, and the two 
come into conflict. 
     Besides waking up the conscience, the other work of the Spirit is 
to comfort us with assurance that the flesh is forgiven.  This is why 
Jesus gives the name AComforter@ to the Holy Spirit (John 14:26). 
     Mercy:  In other words, Part Two of the Law, mercy, flows in; 
the antidote is poured on the poison, thrusting  aside condemnation. 
 The Spirit points us both to our weakness and towards the mercy 
of God.  It reminds us Christ has already paid the penalty for our 
sin and strengthens us to exercise restraint.  The latter is a gradual 
process, never perfected in this world, and sin will continue 
because nobody can get out of the flesh. 
     Ascetics and anorexics literally try to do this and often die in the 
attempt.  Mortification of the flesh is a goal that cannot be attained 
for humans in this world.  Humans commune with God through the 
blood of Christ but exist in this world in flesh.  To be aware of our 
weakness is a good thing.  It makes us humble.  This will keep us 
looking at God with a sense of total dependence and thankfulness. 
     Confession and comfort:  Walking in the Spirit means sinners 
can be open with God about how rotten they are.  They find 
comfort in His forgiveness as they claim coverage of the death of 
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Christ.  They can expect to get less bad but know they will always 
be far from sinless.  The most any human can do is aim to please 
God while living in corrupt flesh that will always keep them from 
perfection.  Christ=s blood allows the sinner to freely approach God 
in their dialogue with Him.  A number of benefits flow out of this:  
a soothing sense of being saved, forgiven and accepted; a constant 
calling on God for help; continual thankfulness towards Him for 
His mercy; and the growth of love towards God and others.  Even 
more important, there will be the anticipation of eternal life in a 
sinless body when what all humans deserve is eternal damnation in 
hell. 
     Let us be reassured by the truth that, even as the sinners we will 
always be while in this flesh, we have access to the Holy Spirit 
through the blood of Christ.  The Spirit will comfort us with the 
knowledge of being saved only by clinging to that blood, 
particularly as He guides and deepens our understanding of 
Scripture. 
 
What=s the truth about Romans? 
     The truth about the book of Romans is that Paul knows he has 
not transcended the flesh.  In fact, he addresses the impossibility of 
doing so in Romans 7:14-25, where he describes the internal 
conflict between the Spirit and his own flesh.  
 
AFor we know that the law is spiritual but I am carnal, sold under sin.  For 
that which I do, I allow not; for what I would, that do I not; but what I 
hate, that do I.  If then I do that which I would not, I consent unto the law 
that it is good.  Now then it is no more I that do it, but sin that dwelleth in 
me@ (Romans 7:14-17). 

 
      That last conclusion, a separation of Asin@ from Ame@ is 
considered by some to represent the Pauline dualism typical of 
Eastern religions and philosophies.4  This is an ego defensive 
attempt to deny responsibility for sin by treating the self as separate 
from it.  However, the issue here is not whether or not Paul engages 
in dualism but that he admits to continuing sin.  The most important 

                                                 
4 Dualism is a common mind/body or spirit/flesh split used in many religions 

outside the Bible, all of which are perfectionist. 
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thing to get out of Romans is the simple message of salvation by 
grace: 
A...if thou shalt confess with thy mouth the Lord Jesus, and shalt believe in 
thine heart that God hath raised him from the dead, thou shalt be saved@ 
(Romans 10:9). 

 
Is I Corinthians 6:9 merciless? 

     I Corinthians is another of Paul=s epistles that can give a bad scare 
to a congregation and ruin a nice Sunday morning.  Consider this 
verse: 
AKnow ye not that the unrighteous shall not inherit the kingdom of God?  
Be not deceived: neither fornicators, nor idolaters, nor adulterers, nor 
effeminate, nor abusers of themselves with mankind; nor thieves, nor 
covetous, nor drunkards, nor revilers, nor extortioners, shall inherit the 
kingdom of God.  And such were some of you...@ (I Corinthians 6:9-11). 
 

     The use of the past tense here can make this seem to be setting an 
impossible standard of human performance for getting saved or for 
staying saved.  The expression AAnd such were some of 
you@certainly can raise alarm.  This suggests an absolutist Abefore 
and after.@  Once I was bad and now I am good.  If I find in myself 
anything that is not good, it means I=m not going to heaven( so I had 
better not look at myself too closely). 
     On the one hand, it is true that a saved person would not be able 
to give himself license to continue in sin, and would engage in less 
and less of it out of fear and love for God who saved him from hell.  
Yet the transformation of the sinner is gradual and never complete in 
this world. 
     The more extreme forms of sins mentioned in this passage 
diminish when one is saved, but the tendencies will continue to 
operate on the more subtle level of thoughts, dreams or occasional 
cravings.  Murderous impulses, envy, coveting, adulterous thoughts 
and inappropriate lusts are a part of the ugly human nature. 
      Suppose a person slips up after claiming the blood of Christ?  
Perhaps he or she fantasizes about one of these forbidden activities?  
 Suppose a person goes a few steps beyond fantasizing to act out one 
of these things?  What then?  Well, Paul goes on immediately to 
state: 
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ABut ye are washed, but ye are sanctified; but ye are justified in the name 
of the Lord Jesus, and by the Spirit of our God@ (I Corinthians 6:11). 

 
     The King James translates the Greek word apolouo into the 
appropriate present continuous tense (Aye are washed@), rather than 
the past tense used in some other translations.  The present 
continuous is fitting here because humans require constant cleansing. 
 Salvation does not wipe out the sin nature. 
 
     Comfort from the Pentateuch (or Law):  The Pentateuch is very 
comforting on this subject.  If drunkards are not saved, then Noah 
was not saved, because in Genesis 9 there is an account involving a 
very wine-filled Noah.  The story is taken from the time after the 
flood when he is a grape farmer and vintner.  In the passage, Noah is 
humiliated by his son, Ham.  God is very angry but not with Noah; 
there is not even a mention of Noah=s condition being offensive to 
God.  This is one of those many cases where the Old Testament 
offers clarity where the teachings of New Testament writers is 
confusing.  God=s chosen vessels among the Israelites are people like 
us in that they had serious failings.  Yet God forgave them and used 
them mightily.  He can do the same for us.   
      God clearly expects humans to go on sinning in this world.  It is 
comforting to remember that the sin of real importance to Him is 
idolatry, and He will forgive that, too, if we turn back to Him.  God 
knows humans cannot not sin.  That is why He provides mercy and 
does not demand perfect performance like the “gods” of all the other 
religions.  Evidence that God expects us to sin continually is that the 
Day of Atonement was to be observed by all of God=s people every 
year. 

 
Conclusion:  There’s mercy in the Law in the NT 
     In this chapter we looked at a representative selection of New 
Testament verses that are misused by right wing perfectionists.  We 
saw that when these verses are put into their true context, they do not 
support perfectionism at all.  They support the reality of mercy in the 
New Testament, which is an extension of the Law. 
     We need to do our own homework.  Enough familiarity with the 
Law would enable us to avoid being led astray by pitfall verses that 
are easy to misinterpret in the New Testament.  Humans will stay on 
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the road to hell if they allow perfectionists to interpret the Bible for 
them.  This is true of both the Old Testament, the subject of the last 
chapter, and the New Testament. 
  Unfortunately, there is a great deal of merciless perfectionism these 
days in the Christian church.  People are unable to have any peace of 
mind because they are beaten over the head and guilt-tripped by a 
fraudulent, merciless version of the Law, much of it consisting of 
mistaken teachings of Paul. 
     The New Testament is not perfectionist, it is full of grace.  It 
points out to us that Christ is our only hope.  He alone fulfills the 
entire Law God gave to Moses.  New Testament writers show us 
that (Part One of) the Law commands the impossible, which is total 
adherence to the Law.  They also say that the gospel is the good 
news that Christ kept the Law in our place and suffered our 
punishment to enable us to escape the lake of fire (Part Two). 
     Even one unholy thought would doom us if God had not paid 
for our sins with the blood of Christ.  To bring Ainto captivity every 
thought@ (2 Corinthians 10:5) is a fine goal, but it is one that can 
never be attained by humans in this lifetime.  No law that applies to 
thoughts is possible for humans to keep to a state of sinless 
perfection.  All humans would be damned if God had not put the 
substitutionary blood atonement covenant in the Law.  
     The impossibility of human perfection juxtaposed with the 
sin=death/hell equation...this should send us scuttling in the 
direction of Christ.  Let us get rid of all the semantic or contextual 
errors that lead us astray.  Going to Scripture, i.e., the Law and the 
prophets, enables us to correctly interpret the gospels and epistles.  
In the Law, God promises to forgive the sin of a person who offers 
an unblemished lamb (bullock, goat, etc.) from his own flock.  In 
the OT time, it was a literal lamb.  Now it is the Lamb of God, 
Jesus, a member of our own human flock, God=s gift of mercy. 



 

 
 

Chapter Six: 
 

 
Is the Law repealed in the New Testament? 

 
     We’re under grace now, we=re not under the law.  That is the 
liberal AChristian@ idea of the gospel.  The last two chapters looked 
at merciless right wing perfectionism (Law without grace) abuse of 
both the Old and New Testaments.  Now it is time to look at ways 
left wing perfectionists misunderstand the Bible.  To fool 
themselves, the “no-law” antinomians flat out reject the Old 
Testament Law, regarding it a code lacking mercy that no longer 
applies.  Then they pick, chose and distort parts of the New 
Testament to make their case. 
 
“No law” antinomianism in the Christian church 
     It is absurd for Christians to think they are not under the Law.  If 
the Law were not still in force there would be no need for Christ.  
Who needs to be rescued when there is no danger? 
     However, antinomianism has made a huge inroad into the 
Christian church.  According to antinomians, the modern God has 
become totally permissive.  He does’n=t damn anybody and send 
them to hell like mean old Yahweh did.  Now God is a softie, and 
Christ is a nice guy that we should all be like. 
     This is one massive defense mechanism.  It is a superficial cover 
for deep, inner existential guilt in its assertion that nothing is 
illegal.  Guilt is not the only reason for antinomianism, however.  
Rebellion is an even bigger reason.  The rebellious child inside all 
of us wants to do what it likes and not get punished. 
 
The author=s personal experience with anarchism (i.e., 
liberalism or antinomianism) 
       What is the appeal of antinomianism?  I can speak from my 
own experience during a tour of A-isms@ in the search for 
Arelevance@ in my undergraduate days at a very left-leaning 
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experimental college in the Mid-West. 
     Marxism:   First our instructor introduced us to Marxism, 
which soon palled.  There was too much weird, indigestible 
terminology, such as Aalienated labor.@  Karl Marx was right in one 
way.  Our problem does stem from alienation, i.e. sin separates us 
from God.  Atheist Marx did not see this as a spiritual problem.  
His materialist, worldly analysis was far from the eternal reality of 
physical death ending in the lake of fire.  It was an anti-God theory 
that did not satisfy on a deep, subconscious level.  Nor was it a lot 
of fun to study, either. 
     Anarchism:  Exit Marx.  Next our instructor Apied-piped@ the 
class on to a new set of deceptions.  We dived into theories of 
anarchism and the study of Russian writers.  This new A-ism@ was a 
real winner.  Our instructor had certainly hit on something that 
everyone in the class liked; it had self(ish) appeal.  This was the 
time of sex, dope and rock=n roll.  Everybody could Ado their own 
thing@ as long as it did not harm anyone else.  One thing I had liked 
about Marx was the humanism, and this was an extension of that.  
Anarchism offered freedom with a bit of humanism thrown in.   
Humans are basically good, says the humanist.  They are not 
sinners.  Leave them alone and they will be good to each other. 
    The Bible:  The problem is that this just is not so, nor does the 
Bible describe them this way.  Here is what two of the prophets 
say: 
 
AThere is none that doeth good, no not one@ (Psalm 14:1).  
 
AThe heart is deceitful above all things, and desperately wicked:  who 
can know it?@ (Jeremiah 17:9). 
 

     Humans are not good, despite the ideas of the anarchists and 
humanists who believe that all they need is freedom from constraint 
in order to blossom.  Humans are wicked.  If there were no laws, 
humans would find some way to justify even murder.  That is 
exactly the road our nation is going on right now.  What next after 
abortion and euthanasia? 
      Even when humans do adhere to some set of Amoral@ laws, if 
the laws are not from God, they are full of loopholes, 
inconsistencies and fuzzy standards.  Such personal mores put the 
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self above God or the neighbor.  Semantics distort sin to make it 
acceptable.  Abortion becomes Achoice.@  Dependent clinging upon 
another person becomes Aunselfish caring.@  Sexual predation 
becomes Alove.@  Just as the Bible says, good becomes evil and evil 
becomes good. 
 
No escape outside of the Law 
     Under the guise of the so-called liberal, Ano-law@ form of 
Christianity, the rebellious child rejects the Law that God gave to 
Moses.  Throwing rocks at the Law, it shoots is own foot by 
spitting on mercy and rejecting the only source of hope.  Racing 
towards ecumenicalism, it does away with Jesus Christ, the 
Astumbling-stone@ and Arock of offense@ standing in the way of 
religious unity.  However, there is no way to escape the Law, and 
no way to avoid eternal punishment outside of the Law.  The Law 
alone gives us Christ. 
 

Are antinomians right that the Law has been 
thrown out? 

      Earlier in the book the Law was defined as having two distinct 
parts.  Part One, defines moral and behavioral codes that often 
apply to the heart, and specify that breach of any code is a sin 
separating humans from God eternally.  Part Two offers 
forgiveness for the inevitable breaches of Part One, obtained via a 
blood sacrifice. 
     It is Part One of the Law that antinomians want to negate.  All 
of us want to get rid of guilt, particularly existential guilt stemming 
from our inborn awareness of the horrible fate that results from our 
inability to adhere perfectly to Part One.  Until we perceive Part 
Two of the law that offers forgiveness, we try to invent some way 
of our own to eradicate that guilt.  Chapter Three of this book 
discussed several different defense mechanisms, including the 
denial and repression typical of people trying to reject the damning 
moral code in Part One of the Law. 
     The problem is, if you throw out the Law, you not only rid 
yourself—you hope—of Part One, you also lose Part Two. 
 
Psychoanalytic flight 
     It is a very common practice to seek an escape by erasing the 
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Law.  That is what Sigmund Freud was busy trying to do five days 
a week with his psychoanalysis patients.  Get rid of the overly 
harsh moral code your repressed parents put into you and replace 
it with something nice and permissive. 
     The reason psychoanalysis does not work is that the Law cannot 
be erased.  God put an indelible moral law into us and our sense of 
inability to stick to it tells us we are doomed.  Psychoanalysis never 
cured anybody of the need for psychological defenses against 
existential guilt and the anxiety that arises from the expectation of 
eternal punishment.  There is no way humans can gain 
psychological integrity outside of the eternal defense, Jesus Christ.  
 
Stuck with the jots and tittles 
     The problem for antinomians is that there is no basis in God=s 
Word for nullifying either Part One or Part Two of the Law.  
Disclaiming Part One denies what humans know deep down inside. 
 There is a sense of a horrible fate awaiting, a phenomenon that is 
inexplicable and irremediable outside of what God shows us in the 
Bible.  Disclaiming Part Two of the Law is the worst thing people 
can do to themselves.  It would mean rejecting the only means of 
avoiding eternal damnation. 
     Jesus kept and affirmed every jot and tittle of the Law.  His 
exacting terminology is a thorough endorsement of it.  A jot, 
translated from the Greek iota, is the smallest letter in the Greek 
alphabet; a tittle is the tiniest punctuation mark.  This means every 
part of it still applies, although much of it is not humanly enforced 
or has been strangely modified among “adherents.”  But in God=s 
eyes the detailed ordinances are binding just as they were in the 
days of Moses.  He has not changed his mind about what is good 
for humans. 
     The Law has always specified that only pure blood atones for 
the human soul.  So humans can neither keep Part One of the Law 
nor escape the deadly consequence of this by paying for their own 
sin.  The standard is too high for us to reach.  It always has been.  
Humans should see from the Law that they cannot save themselves. 
    God wants us to search Scripture and see the beauty of the entire 
Law.  Nobody can truly appreciate Part One until they are safe 
inside the Asalvation ship@ of Part Two.  The fundamental 
importance of the Law is between man and God.  God wants us to 
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Aobserve to do@ His commandments (Deut 5:32), not out of guilt or 
social pressure, but to please both Him and ourselves. 
 

Misapplication of Paul=s teachings 
     How can it be that both types of perfectionist, the merciless 
legalists and the antinomians, support their opposing positions from 
the same set of New Testament teachings?  They tweak and spin 
them in different ways, selecting out different verses, putting their 
own slant on them.  Both lean heavily on the writings of Paul but 
distort them in opposing ways.  Paul says: 
 
"Sin is not imputed when there is no law" (Romans 5:18). 

 
     For liberal/antinomian AChristians,@ that is just the point.  No 
Law means no sin.  They seem oblivious to the fact that no Law 
would mean no need for Christ.  This is why antinomian faith is 
lukewarm.  Antinomians think they can do without Christ.  To 
them, He is largely a figure-head or role model. 
     Paul makes many statements that can seem to contradict each 
other and the Law.  Antinomians take advantage of the fact that 
some of these verses seem to support their case.  However, Paul 
cannot mean the Law is obsolete if he says things like: 
 
AFor all have sinned and come short of the law@ (Romans 3:23). 
 

     In Galatians 2:19 Paul makes it clear that the very Law is his 
defense from condemnation: 
 
AFor I through the law am dead to the law, that I might live unto God.@     

 
Misunderstanding of the word Alaw@ 
       Antinomians commonly misunderstand what is meant by the 
word Alaw@ in the New Testament.   It is true that unless one is very 
careful about context, it is easy to make this mistake.  There are 
several instances where Paul and others refer to Alaw@ but mean 
only Part One, which does not contain the substitutionary blood 
atonement covenant.  This has given rise to enormous confusion 
and doctrinal error. 
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Where Alaw@ means only Part One of the Law 
     Let us look at some places where antinomians assume the word 
Alaw@ means the whole Law when, in fact, it is only talking of Part 
One.  Take Galatians 2:21: 
 
AI do not frustrate the grace of God: For if righteousness come by the 
law, then Christ is dead in vain.@  

 
     Liberals/antinomians use this verse to say the entire Law is 
obsolete.  They say Christ replaces the Law when in fact He fulfils 
it.  The verse simply means that Christ=s death, the new form of 
Part Two, would be inessential if humans could perfectly fulfil Part 
One and avoid all sin for their entire lives. 
    In fact, righteousness does come by the Law, and only by the 
Law (Part Two).  The only righteousness to be had by humans is 
the imputed kind under the coverage of Christ=s blood.  
     Galatians 5:16 is also often misused in a similar manner: 
 
     AIf ye be led of the Spirit, ye are not under the law.@  
     
     This verse is misunderstood as saying that those who are led by 
the Holy Spirit can forget about the Law.  What it actually means is 
that those led by the Spirit to cover themselves with Christ are no 
longer under the indictment of Part One.  It is the Law itself that 
provides for our indictment to be lifted.  The Spirit influences us to 
adhere to Part Two, the aspect of the Law that contains the 
substitutionary blood atonement covenant.  The Spirit works within 
the Law to keep us looking at Christ. 
      In theory, if I were to be led by the Spirit one hundred percent 
of the time from conception on, I would never sin, and therefore 
not be under indictment.  However, our fallen nature makes perfect 
obedience to the Spirit an impossibility.  Even if I managed to be 
led by the Spirit one hundred percent from a certain point in my life 
after I am saved (this is only hypothetical and can never be actual), 
I am still under indictment from any single sin I ever committed in 
my life up to this point.  God is holy and I am unholy.  One single 
sin would separate me from God forever if Christ were not my sin-
bearer.  There is no way for humans to avoid being under the Law. 
      Who wants to escape a Law that provides mercy for 
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lawbreakers?  Only a person who is ignorant of the Law, or deeply 
in rebellion, or both of these things.  Ignorance is often the willful 
kind, by the way. 
 
Is the law itself a Acurse@? 
     Another verse that liberals/antinomians often misuse is 
Galations 3:13: 
 
"Christ hath redeemed us from the curse of the law, being made a curse 
for us:  for it is written cursed is every one that hangeth on a tree"? 
 

     What is meant by Athe curse of the law@?  Many people assume 
this means that the Law is a curse itself, and that Christ has 
removed us completely from any part of the Law.  This is not true.  
Says Paul elsewhere: 
 
AIs the law sin?  God forbid.  Nay, I had not known sin, but by the law: 
for I had not known lust, except the law had said, Thou shalt not covet@ ( 
Romans 7:7).  
 

     In a later verse, Paul states: 
 
AWherefore the law is holy, and the commandment holy, and just, and 
good@ (Romans 7:12). 

 
     This is certainly not calling the Law a curse.  On the contrary, 
Paul is commending Old Testament Law.  So what is this Acurse of 
the law@?  It is the curse within Part One of the Law that says the 
price for any sin whatsoever is death, meaning eternal separation 
from God leading to the lake of fire.  However, the antidote to the 
curse is also in the Law.  Part One of the Law condemns us.  Part 
Two of the Law frees us from condemnation. 
     Christ took the curse off our backs.  Deuteronomy 12:22 says: 
 
"...for he that is hanged is accursed of God." 

 
     Paul is talking of Christ Who was made a curse for us on the 
tree (cross).  Christ came to fulfil the Law, not to wipe it away.  He 
worked within the Law to save us from the penalty for not being 
able to conform with all the edicts.  We humans are cursed if we do 
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not take the God-given provision within the Law that frees us.  That 
provision is that we cover ourselves with the shed blood of Christ.  
Only a blood payment fulfils the covenant.  Christ's death by 
hanging on the tree on Calvary in our place redeems or buys us 
back from the separation from God that leads to hell.  
     Clearly Paul is agreeing that we are under the Law.  The Law 
has a curse and a blessing.  If there were no Part Two of the Law 
we would have to pay the terrible penalty for our sin by spending 
eternity in hell.  Any individual who does not avail himself or 
herself of the redemption fee that God paid is still under the curse.  
God stayed within his Law to provide redemption for us. 
 
No longer under the schoolmaster?  Who is the schoolmaster? 
     Galatians 3:24-25 states: 
 
AWherefore the law was our schoolmaster to bring us unto Christ, that 
we might be justified by faith.  But after that faith is come, we are no 
longer under a schoolmaster.@ 

 
     This verse is often misused to bolster the liberal=s Anot under the 
law@ argument.  For this verse to be consistent with the rest of 
Paul=s teachings, the words of Jesus, and the Law itself, the word 
Alaw@ here has to be referring to Part One of the Law, coupled with 
the old version of Part Two.  The old system of blood sacrifices is 
the schoolmaster.  It teaches us to have faith in the shed blood of 
Christ that saves us from the result of our inability to adhere to Part 
One. 
      Research on human concept formation can help us to 
understand what Paul is getting at.  Humans develop abstract 
concepts though concrete experiences and visual images.1  The 
unblemished lamb, the physical blood, the altar, the high priest, the 
temple, the holy days and all the other tangibles help to build a 
picture of the concept of salvation by the God-given blood of 
Christ.  Unearned salvation by faith in the shed blood of Christ 
makes sense as we look at the pictures God gives us in the Law.  
Without the backing of the Law, Agrace@ and Afaith@ are just empty 
words. 
                                                 

1 Bruner, Jerome AThe Course of Cognitive Growth,@ American Psychologist.  
19:  1-15 (1964). 
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Expedient or legal? 
       Another of Paul=s statements seems to support antinomianism: 
 
AAll things are lawful unto me, but all things are not expedient@ (I 
Corinthians 6:12). 

 
     Does this mean there is no such thing as illegality according to 
Paul? Hardly.  Considering his other statements on the validity of 
the Law, Paul cannot be not saying that Aanything goes.@  He has 
just finished a lengthy warning against several different kinds of 
sin.  So what does he mean here?  Unless Paul has bought into 
antinomianism, or he is referring to the apostles= temporary 
rescindment of  the dietary laws for Gentile converts,2 he must 
mean that because Christ=s death pays for all sin, no sin sends 
humans to hell.  The Law provides for all sins to be forgiven; sin 
debt can be canceled only through the blood of Christ.  Even 
murder will not stop humans from escaping hell as long as they 
claim the provision of God=s payment for human sin, the blood of 
Christ.  However, sin is never legal.  
      Here we have to remember what is meant by the term Asin.@  It 
is not merely moral failure.  It is to fall short of perfection in any 
way.  The Law presents clear pictures of this.  Humans were tainted 
by failing to perform hygiene and dietary codes, or by menstrual 
bleeding.  A host of such things required them to be separated until 
evening or for longer time periods from the congregation, only to 
be cleansed by a blood sacrifice. 
     These are pictures of the fact that all imperfection, not merely 
moral failure, separates humans from God.  Humans can see from 
this that they are thoroughly unacceptable to God unless they come 
to Him under the blood of Christ.  We are tainted through and 
through.  Today, although non-observance of such aspects of Part 
One are not punished on a human level, failure to observe these 
non-moral parts of the Law still misses the mark.  We cannot do 
without our Savior.  If all things were truly legal to us since Christ, 
we humans would not need Him. 
                                                 

2Acts 15 describes a man-made temporary rescinding of most of the dietary 
laws, an introductory offer made to Gentiles. 
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A person who loves his neighbor has fulfilled the entire law 
     Some of Paul=s statements have been used to support the idea 
that the entire Law has been replaced with a vague law to love: 
 
AFor all the law is fulfilled in one word, even in this: Thou shalt love thy 
neighbor as thyself@ (Galatians 5:14). 
 
     A similar verse is Romans 13:8: 
 
AOwe no man anything, but to love one another: for he that loveth another 
hath fulfilled the law.@ 
 
     Antinomians take these verses completely out of context and 
delude themselves that there is only one law they have to keep:  
loving other people.  For them, this is not even a commandment but 
a general guideline which they interpret however they like, 
deceiving themselves that they love other people when they are 
mostly callous towards them.  The cross-dresser described in 
Chapter Three used this verse to make his particular vice 
permissible.  He Aloved@ his wife, so his cross-dressing should be 
O.K. with her. 
     The Law gives some clear behavioral standards for loving the 
neighbor, but when you throw out the Law, how do you define 
love?  The answer is:  very vaguely.  By rejecting the jots and 
tittles of the Law, antinomians construe Alove thy neighbor@ in a 
self-interested way that has nothing to do with love for another.  
 
Self-deception and humanism 
     In deceiving themselves that they keep this commandment,  
antinomian AChristians@ are operating as humanists.  Humanists like 
the idea of love for fellow men.  They think they can do it without 
any help from God.  Most people will agree that it is right and, 
ultimately, prudent to do good to others.3  Even the most extreme 
law-rejecting antinomian would agree that loving the neighbor is a 
universal good.  However, they interpret Alove@ so murkily that its 
meaning disappears under layer upon layer of denial.  This gives 

                                                 
3However, treating others well is often inconsistent with the 

Asurvival of the fittest@ theory of evolution that humanists cling to. 
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plenty of Awiggle room@ to allow for exploitation and abuse of 
others to continue.  A person gives loving hugs to people in church 
on Sunday (for whose benefit?) during the service but spreads ugly 
rumors about them right afterwards during the coffee time.  Sure, 
he loves his neighbors. 
     The denial of corruption leads humans to be shocked by their 
dark tendencies so that they are unprepared to deal with them when 
they surface.  The inhabitants of Jerusalem probably protested 
vigorously when God told them through Moses and Jeremiah that  
they would eat their own children (Deut 28:53, Jeremiah 19:9), yet 
this happened during a siege of the city.   
     Nobody can love his neighbor without first knowing that God 
loves him.  In other words, humans cannot truly love others until 
they have been pierced by an understanding of God=s act of love on 
behalf of their wicked selves.  Proof of God=s love is that He 
sacrificed Jesus for us.  This is why the jots and tittles are so 
important.  Nobody appreciates the mercy of God unless they see 
themselves thoroughly tainted with sin, which is defined by the 
Law.  We have to compare what God gives us through Christ with 
what we deserve: paradise versus eternal punishment.  This 
knowledge is the only thing that will begin to melt the human heart 
of stone into a heart of flesh that can love others. 
    To desire the salvation of others and pray for them, regardless of 
the quality of one=s relationship with them, is a way of expressing 
real love. 
  
Paul is no antinomian; he supports the Law 
     In fact, antinomians ignore the fact that Paul frequently makes 
statements upholding the moral parts of the Law.  If Paul wrote 
Galatians 5:14 and Romans 13:8 to promote a Ano-law@position or a 
Ajust one rule:  love others@ position, he would not immediately go 
on after the Romans verse to recite five of the Ten Commandments 
concerning man=s relations with man:  
 
AThou shalt not commit adultery, Thou shalt not kill, Thou shalt not steal, 
Thou shalt not bear false witness, Thou shalt not covet:...@ (Romans 13:9). 
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      Nor would Paul spend two verses attacking homosexuality 
(Romans 1:26-27) and a host of outgrowths of a Areprobate mind@ 
that are not Aconvenient@ (Romans 1:28): 
 
A...fornication, wickedness, covetousness; maliciousness, (to be) full of 
envy, murder, debate, deceit, malignity; whisperers, backbiters, haters of 
God, despiteful, proud, boasters, inventors of evil things, disobedient to 
parents, without understanding, covenant-breakers, without natural 
affection, implacable, unmerciful@ (Romans 1:29-31).  
      
     The Greek word translated as Aconvenient@ here is katheko, also 
meaning Afit.@  Antinomians take this word out of context and try to 
say Paul is avoiding moral judgment.  However, there is no way to 
make this interpretation when the whole chapter and the rest of 
Paul=s writings are taken into account. 
     In later chapters of the epistle to the Romans, consistent with the 
Law, Paul speaks in favor of brotherly love, against sloth, against 
vengeance, and for heaping coals of fire on one=s enemies by  
feeding them (Romans 12).  Paul is against debt (Romans 13:7-8) 
and, following the Ten Commandments, against adultery, killing, 
theft, false witness and coveting (Romans 13:9). 
     The overall picture is that Paul is no antinomian; there is no 
evidence he believes in grace without law.  He is in favor of letting 
Gentiles off the hook in terms of certain non-moral laws.  This is 
not because he is against those laws per se but he opposes 
performance of them with the false goal of gaining gain salvation.  
It is in that anti-perfectionist context that he advocates against the 
outer ordinances of  Atouch not, taste not, handle not@ (Colossians 
2:21). 
 

Misuse of what Christ has to say on the Law 
 
AThe law and the prophets were until John@ 
      The following statement by Jesus is often taken to imply that 
the Law is no longer in place:   
 
"The law and the prophets were until John: since that time the kingdom of 
God is preached, and every man presseth into it" (Luke 16:16). 
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      This refers to the ministry of John the Baptist who came as the 
messenger proclaiming the advent of the Messiah.  At issue is the 
meaning of the word Auntil.@  This use of the word in this verse 
does not mean the law ended with John.  The verse is talking about 
how people find out about the kingdom of God.  It is saying that 
after John a different type of evidence existed for the Messiah, the 
rescuing Lamb of God.  Evidence for Christ up to the time He came 
in the flesh was the Law and the prophecies.  Once John the Baptist 
came on the scene there was first-hand evidence. 
     It is essential to remember that if the Law ended with John, 
Christ would have died in vain.  In other words, if the Law no 
longer damned humans, there would be no need for God to have 
given Christ as ransom.  
      Pulled out of context, the verse has been used to support both 
dispensationalism and antinomianism.  The New Testament is 
falsely viewed as a time of a totally new lawless covenant between 
God and man regarding salvation.  The purpose of this book is to 
show that there is one basic contract that changed in form but not in 
essence over time.  This contract comes from a God Who is 
consistent, does not change his mind, and offers us total assurance 
of salvation.  God builds Aprecept upon precept@ (Isaiah 28:10,13), 
beginning with Genesis. 
 
Christ affirms the Law:  Jots and tittles 
      The verse immediately following Luke 16:16 tends to be 
ignored by antinomians because it clearly opposes their ideas: 
 
"And it is easier for heaven and earth to pass, than one tittle of the law to 
fail" (Luke 16:17). 
 
     This absolutely affirms the Law for the present in all its aspects. 
 There is certainly no new deal regarding salvation.  There is an 
even stronger version of this statement in Matthew 5:17-18: 
 
AThink not that I am come to destroy the law and the prophets: I am not 
come to destroy, but to fulfill.  For verily I say unto you, Till heaven and 
earth pass, one jot or one tittle shall in no wise pass from the law, till all be 
fulfilled.@ 
 
      Dispensationalists and antinomians ignore the enduring image 
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presented by the phrase:  ATill heaven and earth pass.@  They also 
twist the word Aall@ to fit their skewed theory.  They say that Aall@ 
has been fulfilled with the death of Christ, for as he died on the 
cross he said:  AIt is finished@ (John 19:30).  However, He was 
referring to the work of salvation and not the Law itself. 
      A great deal of prophecy from the Old Testament describes 
events to take place after the physical death of Christ.  The Great 
Tribulation, the Second Coming, and the battle of Armageddon 
have still not arrived.  So it would be very inaccurate to think that 
in any way Aall@ had been fulfilled up to the time of John, or with 
the death of Christ.  Moreover, there is no way for antinomians to 
get around the qualification: ATill heaven and earth pass.@  Clearly 
Jesus is saying that the Law will be in effect for all time. 
 
AKeep my commandments@ 
       If the Law were no longer in effect in the time of Christ, how 
would you explain this statement by Jesus: 
 

AIf you love me, keep my commandments@  (John 14:15). 
 
     Which commandments was he speaking of?  Was it the 
statements recorded in the four gospels?  Or was it the Law, written 
by Jesus, for: 
 

A...without him was not any thing made that was made@ (John 
1:3)? 

 
     The fact is, it does not matter.  Everything Jesus commanded in 
the New Testament is consistent with the Law God gave to Moses.  
The major change between the Mosaic system and the New 
Testament is that the Law moves from physical/spiritual to 
spiritual, a matter between man and God, no longer sanctioned and 
enforced by humans.  Faith in Christ is the new form of Part Two.  
His shed blood pays for all sin for all humanity for all time on one 
occasion in place of an endless succession of sacrificed sheep, 
bulls, and doves, etc.4 Part One codes still define sin and humans 
are still accountable to them.  This part of the Law continues to be 

 
4 More on that subject in Chapter Seven. 
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God=s recipe for well-being, but nobody is punished on a human 
level for breaking most of it (more on that in Chapter Seven). 
 
AA new commandment I give unto you...@    
     Is Jesus adding to or replacing the Law with one simple 
command when he says: 
 
AA new commandment I give unto you, That ye love one another; as I 
have loved you, that ye also love one another@ (John 13:34)? 
 
       What is the new commandment?  If Jesus were replacing the 
Law, He would not have affirmed all its jots and tittles (Luke 
16:16).  Is he adding something new to the Law?  The most fitting 
interpretation is that He is amplifying the command to love one=s 
neighbor, present in the Law God gave to Moses: 
 
AThou shalt love the Lord thy God with all thy heart, and with all thy soul, 
and with all thy mind.  This is the first and great commandment.  And the 
second is like unto it, Thou shalt love thy neighbor as thyself.  On these 
two commandments hang all the law and the prophets@ (Matthew 22: 37-
40). 
 
      Jesus is not negating the Law here but affirming it by stating 
that everything else hangs on these two commandments, like leaves 
on a tree.  In pointing out the trunk, Christ in no way denies the 
branches and leaves.  
      Jesus came to give us the gift of salvation; this is how He 
displays His love for humans.  Therefore, it would make sense that 
the new aspect of loving the neighbor means spreading the 
salvation message among the lost sheep, many of them Gentiles by 
birth, but written in the Lamb=s Book of Life, nevertheless.5   
 
 

                                                 
5 Although new in scale, even this was not a completely new 

commandment.  For example, Jonah was commanded by God to go and warn 
the Ninevites, non-Israelite inhabitants of the capital city of ancient Assyria, to 
repent, which they did.   However, they soon went back into idolatry, and the 
city of Ninevah was destroyed in 606 B.C. 
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AFeed my sheep@  
     One command Jesus repeats three times for those who love Him 
is: 
 
A...feed my sheep@ (John 21). 

 
     Many congregations today have omitted Bible study and busied 
themselves with hot lunches for the homeless as an attempt to 
comply with this mandate—good deeds are fine as long as nobody 
is trying to get saved by them.  But Christ was not referring to 
physical food.  The food He was talking about is the gospel.  The 
mark of one who is saved is that he will feel an urgency to for other 
people to escape.  The command is another way of saying: 
 
ALove thy neighbor as thyself@ (Matthew 22:39). 
 
     Some wish to claim that the advent of the Holy Spirit on the 
Day of Pentecost ushered in the time prophesied by Joel (Joel 2:28-
32),  a time when believers had no need to read the written Law.  
This has provided an excuse to break away from the Old 
Testament, which opens the window to heresy. 
     Law-rejecters argue that there was no Holy Spirit before Christ. 
 This is not the case.  There are many Old Testament verses where 
God sends a person His Spirit to manifest a particular gift.  One 
such recipient was Bezelaleel, who was given a spirit of 
workmanship (Exodus 31:3).  Another was Balaam (Numbers 
24:2), to whom God temporarily gave the gift of prophesy. 
      To be sure, there was a change in the presence of the Holy 
Spirit after Pentecost.  Jesus spoke of the AComforter@ whom His 
Father would send after His own departure from being among us in 
the flesh (John 14:26): 
 
ABut the comforter, which is the Holy Ghost, whom the Father will send in 
my name, he shall teach you all things, and bring all things to your 
remembrance, whatsoever I have said unto you.@ 
 
     However, the presence of the Comforter today does not remove 
our need for the written Law.  Presently, the Holy Spirit works 
through our knowledge of Scripture, i.e. the Law and the prophets, 
plus the teachings from the mouth of Christ.  The epistle writers 
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founded their statements on Scripture, and for this reason they are 
useful.  In the verse quoted above, Jesus describes the Holy Ghost 
bringing the words of Christ Ato remembrance.@  The words have to 
be read to enter a person’s mind before they can be remembered. 
     Although humans have an inborn moral code, or conscience, 
this is not the entire Law, and it is not peculiar to believers.  In 
Romans 2:14 Paul refers to this inborn code: 

 
AFor when the Gentiles, which have not the law, do by nature the things 
contained in the law...@ 

 
     All humans have an inborn sense of right and wrong, perhaps 
because they are made in the image of God, or perhaps as a result 
of our forefathers= ingestion of the fruit of the Tree of the 
Knowledge of Good and Evil.  Humans also seem to have a sense 
of their separation from God, and of facing eternal punishment.  
This leads them to invent religions, all of which strive to reconcile 
with a deity.  This much seems to be universal and, therefore, 
probably inborn.  However, it is still the case, at this point, that 
believers are commanded to tell others the gospel so they might 
avoid eternal damnation. 
     This is why Jesus commanded followers to Afeed my sheep.@  
People  need to be told the gospel; they need an outside source of 
information about mercy in the Law.  The essential food is the good 
news about Christ, Who fulfils the substitutionary blood atonement 
covenant. 
     In certain isolated instances, people are reached directly by 
God.  This includes all the Old Testament prophets and Paul on the 
road to Damascus.  However, this is far from the norm.  Most are 
reached by a human evangelist, only to gain full knowledge of the 
mercy of God by studying the Bible, particularly the Law. 
     Jesus would not have commanded his followers to feed His 
sheep if certain end times prophecies were completely fulfilled 
right after His resurrection. The truth is that as a person reads and 
becomes familiar with the Word of God, the Holy Spirit will assist 
in affirming it, making it comprehensible, and bringing it to 
remembrance, just as Christ says. 6 

                                                 
6 The writer of Hebrews makes the assumption that the time of the New 
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A misunderstanding from John=s gospel 

     In John 1:17, the apostle seems to support antinomianism: 
 
AFor the law was given by Moses, but grace and truth came by Jesus 
Christ.@  
 
     This appears to separate law from grace.  However, such an 
interpretation would be inconsistent with John 1:29, which reports 
John the Baptist as saying: 
 
ABehold the Lamb of God, which taketh away the sin of the world.@ 
 
     This wonderful statement affirms Part Two of the Law, making 
the connection between atonement through the sacrifice of a lamb 
with the atoning Lamb of God, Jesus Christ.  
     Whatever John 1:17 means to say, it is not a rejection of the 
Law.  It would be consistent with other teachings in this gospel to 
interpret this verse as saying that the Law was given by God to 
Moses and finalized by Christ.  
  

                                                                                                 
Covenant in Christ=s blood is the fulfillment of the prophecy of Jeremiah.  Hebrews 8:8-12 
quotes Jeremiah 31:31-34, where God speaks through the prophet of a future time.  Says 
Jeremiah: 

 
ABehold, the days come, saith the LORD, that I will make a new covenant with the house 
of Israel, and with the house of Judah:  Not according to the covenant that I made with 
their fathers, in the day that I took them by the hand to bring them our of the land of 
Egypt; which my covenant they brake, although I was a husband unto them, saith the 
LORD: But this shall be the covenant that I will make with the house of Israel.  After 
those days, saith the LORD, I will put my law in their inward parts, and write it in their 
hearts; and will be their God, and they shall be my people.  And they shall teach no more 
every man his neighbor, and every man his brother, saying; Know the LORD: for they 
shall all know me, from the least of them unto the greatest of them, saith the LORD: for I 
will forgive their iniquity, and I will remember their sin no more.@ 
 
      However, though there is indeed a new covenant in Christ=s blood, it has continued to 
be necessary for people to learn about the Law from God=s Word, and from human 
evangelization.  This prophecy looks like an end time forecast.  At best it has only been 
partially fulfilled.  Verses preceding and following it link it with the restoration of Israel, 
the return of Jews to God and  the land.  It has yet to be fulfilled in the manner expressed. 
 The Jews have not yet returned to God.  
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The modified law: does it support 
antinomianism? 

       Acts 15 describes how the apostles got together and decided to 
give a drastically reduced version of the Law to new Gentile 
converts.  Liberal Christians take this as further evidence that the 
Law is obsolete.  However, the Bible gives us no evidence that this 
was to permanently replace the Law in any way.  The modification 
appears to have been temporary, an Aintroductory kit.@ The focus 
had to be on the essentialness and sufficiency of claiming the blood 
of Christ as the route to salvation.  
 
Pragmatic adaptations to Part One of the law 
     The problem was that the customs and practices laid down by 
God in the Law He gave to Moses penetrated every nook and 
cranny of life.  The apostles were to preach the gospel to people 
who were not conversant with ordinances outside the moral law.  
The codes of Israelite custom and etiquette were foreign to 
Gentiles, who were not living in a theocracy dominated by the God 
of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob.  Indeed, civil laws of Gentile nations 
often contradicted the Law.  These nations did not live this way; 
their customs and practices were different; they had not been 
exposed to the Scriptures.7 
     The main object was to show people the things of Christ--the 
open doorway to salvation--not to preach against sin.  The 
important thing was that people could be saved from the lake of fire 
by simply claiming the shed blood of Jesus.  
 
James= modification 
     Things came to a head over the insistence by one sect that 
Christian converts be circumcised, a procedure very painful for 
adults.  Acts 15 describes a meeting of the apostles and elders in 
Jerusalem.  At this meeting, Peter strongly objects to the 

                                                 
7  However, as James points out in Acts 15:21, we must note that Gentile 

converts did have access to the Scriptures in the local synagogues of the various Jewish 
communities dotted around the Middle East.  Acts 14:1 mentions Paul and Barnabas 
converting both Jews and Greeks in the synagogue at Iconium in Asia Minor.  The point 
is that you and I, right now, have easy access to Scipture.  We have no excuse for 
ignoring Part One. 
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requirement that Jewish law be laid on the Gentiles.  Everyone 
agrees to James= suggestion that the Gentile believers be given a 
limited set of laws: 

 
AWherefore my sentence is, that we trouble not them, which from among 
the Gentiles are turned to God.  But that we write unto them, that they 
abstain from pollutions of idols, and from fornication, and from things 
strangled, and from blood@ (Acts 15:19-20). 
 
     Obviously these were not the only things expected of new 
Christians.  It did not suddenly become permissible to murder, 
steal, dishonor parents, give false reports, covet, or commit 
adultery.  Although the apostles omit to mention the moral law, i.e., 
the Ten Commandments and the many specific moral commands 
given in the Pentateuch, the epistles show that converts were 
expected to respect them.  This particular meeting seems to concern 
only the ceremonial and dietary laws.  
     Why were these codes chosen?  Idolatry is the one thing that 
most offends God, and all the other sins mentioned in these verses 
in Acts are aspects of it.  Adultery is a metaphor for idolatry.  
Eating with blood is a major rebellion because God identifies blood 
as sacred to Him.  He makes it clear in the Law that blood is holy, it 
belongs to him, and it signifies life (Leviticus 17:11; Deuteronomy 
12:15-16). 
     The Israelites= disobedience in exactly these things (idolatry, 
eating with blood, and adultery) are said by the prophet Ezekiel to 
be why God allowed Jerusalem to fall (Ezekiel 33:25-26). 
     It is important to notice that when Ezekiel emphasized these 
things, he certainly was not changing the Law in any way.  He was 
merely pointing to three major transgressions, all of which boil 
down to idolatry, the great sin.  James seems to have been 
influenced by Ezekiel in his choice of the codes.  Presumably he 
adds Athings strangled@ to emphasize the importance of not eating 
flesh containing blood. 
 
Was the modification under the direction of God? 
     Was this modification under the direction of God?  It is not 
clear.  The wording of the passage quoted above shows no evidence 
of this.  James states that the modification is his idea. 
     The later part of the chapter describes how letters about the 
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decision were sent out to the various Gentile groups.  It is stated 
that the decision Aseemed good to the Holy Ghost, and to us, to lay 
upon you no greater burden than these necessary things@ (Acts 
15:28).  Exactly how the Holy Ghost was involved is not explicit. 
 
Does God suspend laws when humans entreat Him? 
     For that matter, does God suspend laws when humans entreat 
Him?  The Bible does show some instances in which God tolerates 
a change.  It is always a minor repeal, perhaps local and temporary, 
in response to an entreaty.  He is very gracious and merciful, and 
there is ample evidence that He will make a special case when His 
people cry to Him enough, which they may do either through 
stupidity or for some apparently practical purpose.  
     For example, in Deuteronomy 12:15-16 there is a modification 
of the law regarding animal slaughter.  The people could formerly 
only kill animals in the grounds of the tabernacle while the tribes 
were traveling together in the wilderness.  Now they were settling 
far from the tabernacle, they were permitted to kill animals for their 
consumption (not for sacrifice) on their own property.  This meant 
shedding of blood was now occurring far from the location where 
God said He would meet with them.  However, regardless of the 
distance, the Israelites were still commanded to bring all their blood 
sacrifices to the tabernacle (later, the temple).  
     The result of such a modification to the Law is always a loss to 
humans.  In this case, there was a tarnishing of the image of the 
blood as holy to God, leading to a muddying of the picture of the 
holiness of the blood sacrifice with its exclusive tie to salvation. 
      The same loss is true of divorce becoming legal during the days 
of Moses, Abecause,@ said Jesus, Aof the hardness of your hearts.@  
Then Jesus added: Abut from the beginning it was not so@ (Matthew 
19:8).  This practice goes against the spirit of the Law, which is a 
picture of Christ Who will never divorce us once we marry him.  
This is another change that confuses the picture and leads to a loss 
of closeness with God. 
     The fact is, God does appear to tolerate human modifications to 
the Law.  However, the further we get from the original, the further 
we get from Him and the more we lose assurance of salvation.  
With each modification the picture of Christ blurs.  There is 
forfeiture of the specialness of the relationship with God. 
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This did not affect salvation 
      It is important to emphasize that performance of the Askeleton 
law@ in Acts 15 was not required for salvation. In Acts 15:11, Peter 
states: 
 
ABut we believe that through the grace of the Lord Jesus Christ we shall be 
saved, even as they.@ 
 
     These were to be the only aspects of the Mosaic law that Gentile 
converts would be told to adhere to after they were saved. 
 
Converts were encouraged to learn more of the Law 
      Was anyone discouraged from keeping to other parts of the Old 
Testament law?  On the contrary.  In his next statement after the 
one quoted above, James points out that anyone can follow more of 
the Law if they get acquainted with it by visiting the synagogues: 
 
AFor Moses of old time hath in every city them that preach him, being read 
in the synagogue every sabbath day@ (Acts 15:21). 
 
     What this is saying is that except where local Gentile 
ordinances, particularly the moral laws, happened to be consistent 
with Part One of the Law, obedience was now a matter between the 
believer and God.   
      The fact is, a person saved by clinging to the blood of Christ 
will want to know more about Him.  The more you know Him, the 
more you love Him and want to do what He asks.  You grasp that 
He wants you to keep the Law because He loves you, that your 
adherence to it will promote your well-being on this earth, and that 
he is pleased when you obey Him.  He is a Father telling his kids to 
stay on the trail when they go out into the wilderness.  Otherwise 
the kids will get lost...or stay lost. When you know this, you study 
the Law. 
 
Modifications to the Law mean there is still a Law 
       Notice that even here the antinomians get no ammunition: this 
is a subset or skeleton law, not an absence of law.  There was no 
longer insistence on many aspects of the Mosaic Law.  However, if 
no Law were in effect, the apostles would not argue about aspects 



Grace in the Law 168 

of the Law to foist on the Gentiles.  The modifications appears to 
be based on realism and expediency, so as not to turn anyone off 
what is truly important:  salvation through the blood of Christ. 
 

APolitical correctness@ and the Alaw of Paul@ 
     It can be both sad and amusing to look at the way the so-called 
liberals put everyone under the absurdity-filled, merciless, man-
made law of Apolitical correctness.@  For example, it becomes a 
punishable offense to use a word that merely sounds like another 
word that has been used as a racial slur.  Women are condemned 
for wearing fur, which involves the killing of an animal, but given 
freedom to abort a human infant.  Hatred of God, and of man who 
is made in God=s image, is underneath this.  The law of political 
correctness is the work of Satan.  Lacking the mercy of God, it will 
keep humans damned.  This is the heavy price paid by antinomians 
under the domination of Satan. 
 
AChristian@ antinomians are blind to the new law they follow 
      Secular Aliberals@ are not alone in creating self-inflicted slavery. 
 There is a curious contradiction among antinomians in the 
Christian church.  Out of one side of their mouth, they say they are 
Anot under the Law now,@ meaning the Law God gave to Moses.  
Out of the other side they put themselves in bondage to another set 
of rules, including attending church every Sunday, not drinking, 
not smoking and obeying mandates found in the various epistles, 
particularly those of Paul.  However, judging by the size of most of 
them, they have a blind spot about gluttony. 
     This self-imposed bondage is strangely inconsistent with their 
Ano law@ stand, a double-minded position indicating a lack of 
psychological integrity.  Indeed, sanity for humans is only possible 
through the perception of grace in the Law. 
     It is very odd that so many in the Christian church go into 
bondage over the supposed law of Paul.  More than once I have 
encountered in the counseling room a woman trapped in a terrible 
marriage with an unbelieving husband who drank, gambled away 
all her money, and physically abused her.  She stayed because she 
had been nailed by the statement: 
 
AWives, submit yourselves unto your own husbands, as it is fit in the Lord@ 
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(Colossians 3:18). 
 

     The truth is that women should not let themselves be led by an 
ungodly husband who is subjecting her to danger or abuse.  To do 
otherwise would be to apply a statement by Paul too broadly, even 
to the point of treating it as a universal law. 
     If we go to the Old Testament, we can find a more reasonable 
view of this.  The book of Samuel shows us God permits a woman 
to over-ride a decision by an ungodly husband.  This is in the story 
of  Abigail, who must have often bitten her lip in front of her stupid 
husband, Nabal (1 Samuel 25:3).  Had Abigail submitted to her 
husband in all matters, she would not have over-ruled him to ensure 
that David and his men were treated fairly and given provisions to 
eat, an act which saved her household. 
       Too broad an interpretation has also been applied to Paul=s 
statement: 
 
ALet your women keep silence in the churches...@ (I Corinthians 14:34). 
 
     However, this order is directed at female congregants at the 
church in Corinth.  Paul was not making a universal law. These 
women were noisily speaking in tongues, and it must have created 
a disturbance.  When visiting some charismatic churches I have 
found myself wishing that the many screaming women would pay 
attention to this verse.  However, the problem is that it has led in 
certain denominations to total suppression of all female speech in 
church. 
     There is a truism behind this that perhaps explains the rigidity.  
The truth is that Satan does enter through the weaker vessel.  In 
general, women have weaker boundaries against outside influences 
than men.  They need to be very careful about what they hear and 
say, checking out their ideas closely with God=s Word. 
     Although God clearly favors putting men in leadership roles, the 
fact is that some women are outstanding in that area.  They have a 
combination of feminine sensitivity and male hard-headedness.  If 
God gives a talent, He must want it to be used.  The Old Testament 
shows that on occasion God will use a woman in a leadership role, 
as in the case of Deborah.  She was chosen by God during the time 
when Israel was ruled by judges.   
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    Certainly woman who know the true gospel cannot afford to 
keep silent about it.  Too many men are sleeping on the job.  So if 
there are no men around to give out the gospel, women have to do 
it. 

 
Conclusion:  no repeal of the Law in the New 

Testament 
     This chapter on left wing perfectionism has shown that 
antinomian “no Law” AChristians@ stay on the road to hell.  They 
are ignorant of two things:  one, that grace is irrelevant without the 
Law, and two, that grace is intrinsic to the Law. 
     Moses “Lite:”  Some antinomians draw their rejection of the 
Law from the fact that Part One, defining sin, was partially 
repealed by the apostles for new Gentile converts so as to offer a 
AMoses Lite.@  However, these were temporary measures that in no 
way replaced the God-given Mosaic codes.  God apparently wants 
us to go and seek Him in the Old Testament Law. 
     Inborn moral code:  There is no way to avoid the damning 
aspect of the Law.  Humans have the essentials printed in their 
hearts as part of their genetic equipment.  Our human ancestors ate 
the fruit of the Tree of the Knowledge of Good and Evil.  Part One 
of the Law, in some form, is present in the human psyche as a 
natural law.  Bits and pieces of it come up to the surface of human 
consciousness.  This explains why humans create moral codes, and 
why laws found in all religions and societies bear remarkable 
similarity to one another.  However, humans who do not go to the 
Bible to get the full picture of the Law display gross anomalies in 
their moral ideology. 
     Inborn idea of a blood sacrifice:  Furthermore, some notion of 
salvation through a blood sacrifice (Part Two) seems to be inborn 
along with the moral code.  However, it is only when humans know 
the written covenant that they carry out this command in a way that 
is not abhorrent to God.  Human sacrifices are never found outside 
of idolatry. 
     Political correctness:  Many “liberals” put on a new, merciless 
straightjacket that only serves to make their journey to hell all the 
more uncomfortable.  Humans who reject the Law come up with 
some other law that is man-made and lacking in forgiveness.  They 
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suppose they are under grace and free from any law, yet they speak 
with the forked tongue of Apolitical correctness.@  This has infected 
the liberal Christian church, where failure to tolerate certain acts 
forbidden by God is now considered sin. 
     Repression and denial as defenses:  The safety of the 
Asalvation ship@ frees us to come out of denial and repression of the 
fact that we are sinners.  This is how humans can escape the 
pathology of psychological defenses and gain psychological 
integrity. 
      The Law is for our well-being:  The Law God gave to Moses 
is different from all the others.  It offers freedom from eternal 
punishment as a gift from God.  The more we appreciate what He 
has done for us in killing Christ to rescue us from eternal torment, 
the more we want to get to know Him and to do what pleases Him. 
 Both parts of the Law are for our well-being:  Part One is for here, 
Part Two is for our eternal safety, which also affects our present 
welfare.  It gives us peace of mind.  The idea of a happy eternity 
enables us to go through the tribulation of this world with a 
cheerful heart.  Only a fool would want to reject such a Law.  As 
the following chapter will show more fully, it would benefit society 
today if The Law’s Part One codes were implemented. 
      Contradiction in terms:  Antinomians are blind to the fact that 
to say one is under grace and not under the Law is utter rubbish.  
Their most foolish act is to reject the Law, because the Law spells 
out grace.  Humans would stay damned if grace were absent.  It 
would be terrible if the Law were obsolete. 
     Same covenant:  The mercy clauses in the Law define how to 
receive the gift of forgiveness for sin and escape eternal damnation. 
 The essentials are the same in the old and new covenants, i.e., the 
Old and New Testaments.  God forgives sin when humans 
approach Him offering the shed blood of the Lamb.  
     Antinomians do not see the substitutionary blood atonement 
covenant for what it is, because they do not accept either part of the 
Law.  Grace, for them, has become another word for tolerance.  



 

 
 

Chapter Seven 
 

What changes with the New Covenant? 
What stays the same? 

  
 
     There are a lot of misunderstandings in Christendom about the 
New Covenant, also known as the New Testament.  The most 
dangerous one is that it replaces the Law.  This book has shown the 
importance of the Old Testament, especially the Law, to our faith in 
Christ.  Sadly, today=s Christian church cuts the head off the body 
by rejecting the Old Testament, especially the Law.  The body of 
Christ needs the Law.  
      To be sure, Christ=s coming did bring about some changes in 
the Law, but nothing of real substance.  It brought the Law to a new 
level.  Certain formal changes came about, involving a move from 
physicality and human enforcement towards symbolism.  This 
involves a growing-up process from outer to inner much like the 
transition from concrete, tactile-based thought to abstract thought 
described by child development theorists such as Jean Piaget.1  Let 
us now examine the fact that the Law has been and will be in effect 
until the end of time. 
 

False arguments against the Law for today 
     One of the false arguments is that the Law was given only to the 
nation of Israel.  This contradicts the Bible. The following passage 
from Deuteronomy proves that the Law has always been available 
to non-Israelites: 
 

                                                 
1 Piaget, Jean (1964).  The construction of reality in the child.  New 

York, New York:  Basic Books. 
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ANeither with you only do I make this covenant and this oath; But with 
him that standeth here with us this day before the LORD our God, and 
also with him that is not here with us this day@ (Deuteronomy 29:14-15). 

 
     You cannot get more inclusive than Ahim that standeth here@ and 
Ahim that is not here.@  This is not the only instance of this offer.  
There are other places where God states that the covenant is not just 
for the Israelite, but also for the Astranger that sojourneth among 
you@ (Exodus 12:49; Leviticus 17:12).  Salvation through the 
substitutionary blood atonement covenant has always been freely 
available outside of the nation of Israel.  This was not something 
that changed with the New Testament. 
 
Pre-Mosaic ordinances 
     Some important ordinances were given long before there was a 
nation of Israel and a written Law.  These include salvation 
(Genesis 3:15, 12:3), salvation by faith (Genesis 14:6), and the 
substitutionary blood atonement covenant (Part Two).2  Also we 
find the death penalty for murder (Genesis 9:5-6), circumcision for 
believers (Genesis 17:10-14), not eating blood (Genesis 9:4), and 
tithing (Genesis 14:20).3  The most important features of the Law 
were given in some form from the Fall, so it is highly inaccurate to 
say that the Law was only for the nation of Israel. 
 
Christ kept it for us so we can forget it 
     Another argument made in favor of throwing out the Law is that 
because Christ kept the Law for us by proxy, there is no need for 
Christians to observe any part of it.  Just as Christ fulfilled and 
replaced all the ordinances of Part Two (mercy), it is argued that 
He also fulfilled and replaced all the ordinances of Part One (moral 
and other codes). 
     The problem with this idea, already been pointed out several 
times in this book, is that if humans were not under the indictment 

                                                 
2 See Chapter Two for several instances of God accepting or expecting a blood 

sacrifice before He gave the Law to Moses. 

3 Tithing is not recorded as God-ordained until the time of Moses.  However, 
Abraham offered tithes to Melchisedek, high king of Salem. 
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of Part One, which spells out the sin=death/hell equation, Christ 
would be superfluous. 
 

Do all the ordinances still apply?  If so, 
how? 

     How is it that Christ said all the ordinances would be preserved 
until heaven and earth disappeared, yet Christians do not observe 
most of the practices prescribed by the Law?  What really changed 
when Christ introduced the New Testament in his blood?  What did 
Christ mean when he talked of new wine in new bottles (Matthew 
9:17; Mark 2:22; Luke 5:37-39)?  Has Part One, which defines sin, 
changed in some way?  Has Part Two of the Law, which defines 
how to get forgiven for sin, changed? 
     In a number of places the writer of Hebrews refers to a better 
covenant or testament (7:22, 8:7, 8:8, 8:13), or a change in the 
Law:   
AFor the priesthood being changed, there is made of necessity a change 
also in the law@ (Hebrews 7:12).  

 
      A common assumption is that this is saying that the entire 
Mosaic Law is obsolete.  That is not the case; the Law as a whole is 
in force.  Nor does this verse refer to a new law or dispensation4 
regarding salvation.  Although it is true that Christ=s death on the 
cross did change the form of the sacrifice, the essence of the 
substitutionary blood atonement remains.  To be clear about this we 
must keep in mind the following Law-affirming statement by Jesus: 
 
ATill heaven and earth pass, one jot or one tittle shall in no wise pass 
from the law until all shall be fulfilled@ (Matthew 5:18). 

 
     The fact is, the Law is highly relevant in all its jots and tittles for 
us today, in the conduct of our lives as thriving people at peace 
with our maker. 
 

Part One of the Law for today 
     Part One of the Law, all the moral and behavioral codes, has 

                                                 
4 See Chapter Two for a critique on dispensationalism. 
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always applied primarily to the heart.  It boils down to loving God 
and the neighbor.  The value of it is both practical and spiritual 
value.  The more you know the Law, the more you see that what is 
spiritual is practical, anyway.  For many reasons, it would be silly 
to think that the ordinances of Part One no longer apply.  Let us 
remember that nobody gets saved by doing any of these things, nor 
has this ever been so.  The difference is that in Old Testament days 
one could get evicted from the congregation or even stoned for 
breaking many of these rules.  Nowadays there is no human 
enforcement, but Part One benefits humans and God still cares 
about what we do. 
     Part One defines sin, and in spite of what many Christian 
teachers say, the definition of sin does not change from the Old 
Testament to the New.  In respecting Part One, a person is better 
off not only for worldly, utilitarian reasons but because it brings 
them closer to God. 
 
Inner process  
     What changed after Christ paid for our sins is that keeping Part 
One became primarily an internal process, one between man and 
God.  The Law went from being physical/spiritual to being just 
spiritual.  Until Christ, the Law was a contract between God and 
man that was enforced by God and, to some extent, man.  After 
Christ instituted the New Testament, Part Two (mercy) changed 
drastically in form, and for Part One (moral law) there was almost 
no human enforcement.  Sin was still sin but no longer was there an 
extrinsic source of motivation to make humans observe the 
ordinances, except in extreme cases of breaching the moral law.  
Punishment for breaking any part of the Law was only to be 
enacted where local laws specified such a sentence. 
 
The Law has always been spiritual 
     What most Christians do not realize that is that the Law has 
always been spiritual.  It has always applied to thoughts.  God has 
always been the only One who hears and enforces punishment for 
wrongful thinking stemming from desperate wickedness of our 
hearts.  Therefore, keeping Part One was always an inner process as 
well as an outer one; the circumcision was to be primarily of the 
heart.  Says Deuteronomy 10:16: 
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ACircumcise, therefore, the foreskin of your heart, and be not 
stiffnecked.@ 

 
God has not changed His mind 
     Lack of a mandate for human enforcement of many codes after 
the coming of Christ does not mean that God changed His mind 
about what is good for us.  In a sense, God is saying:  Grow up.  No 
more policemen to make you toe the line.  You have the owner=s 
manual.  Go read it.  It is up to you now. 
     Nobody stones a person to death for breaking the Sabbath as 
they would have done in Israel.  Nevertheless, Sabbath-breaking is 
bad for humans, primarily because it disrupts our relationship with 
God.5  The new wine, as the New Testament, or Covenant, in His 
blood, is a spiritualized form of Part Two.  The new bottle is Part 
One with human enforcement removed.  There is no more stoning 
for adultery, Sabbath-breaking, or other sins, but there will be a 
worldly consequence to these transgressions.  There will be some 
unpleasantness to harvest.  God has warned us to expect to reap 
what we sow. 
      And on the eternal level?  For the heathen, one more or one less 
sin is not going to change their eternal destiny, although there are 
probably degrees of punishment in hell.  For the believer, to keep 
denying the inner voice or Asin-ometer,@ prompted by the Holy 
Spirit can lead to an eventual hardening towards Christ.  When you 
keep thrusting away the Holy Spirit=s voice pointing out sin, you 
lose contact with Him in other ways.  It might reach the point 
where you reject His pointing towards Christ and lose your 
salvation.  Like a dog, you return to your own vomit (Proverbs 
16:11; 2 Peter 2:22).6 

                                                 
5 By the way, the fact that the society in which a person lives does 

not respect the Sabbath does not give anyone an excuse to break it.  This is 
clear in Nehemiah 10:31, which tells the adherents to the God of Israel not to 
buy on the Sabbath from the  unbelieving inhabitants of the land who offered 
wares for sale on that day. 

6 Assuming that one could actually lose one=s salvation, which is not 
a matter under discussion here. 
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Nothing in the way of Christ 
    Obviously, the most important message to tell is that Christ paid 
the penalty for sin, freeing humans from the lake of fire if they 
claim that God-given payment.  In other words, God wants us to 
promote knowledge of the mercy in the Law.  All the other aspects 
of the Law are freely available in the Bible now, and could be read 
in the synagogues at the time of Christ.  Prospective converts could 
miss the simplicity of salvation as a gift if a pile of Ados@ and 
Adon=ts@ fall on top of them at the same time they hear the gospel 
message. 
  
Peter=s vision 
     No man was to judge or reject another man for not keeping Part 
One (moral and behavioral codes) of the Law.  This made it 
possible to mingle with Gentiles, who probably were not be eating 
kosher, for the purpose of telling them about Christ.  That was 
made clear to Peter in the vision of the clean and unclean meats 
(Acts 10:9-28).  Many consider God=s message to Peter not only a 
veiled command to preach the gospel to the Gentiles but also the 
termination of the dietary laws.  Such an interpretation of Peter=s 
vision would make sense if the dietary laws were not so 
beneficial...but more of that later in this chapter. 
  
Jesus and the woman taken in adultery 
     Jesus= act of freeing the woman taken in adultery (John 8:1-11) 
is one of those mysterious passages that many take as a sign that 
the moral law is obsolete.  What was Jesus writing in the sand?  
Was it the names of other adulterers in the group?  We are not told. 
 It is noticeable that Jesus did not tell the woman her action was not 
a sin.  Sin is still sin.  On the other hand, Jesus did not enforce the 
punishment prescribed in the Law.  Instead, He forgave her and 
told her to Asin no more.@  As God in human form, He alone has the 
power and the right to do that. 
 
Guidelines and not sins? 
     Since the gospel began to be spread outside of the nation of 
Israel, Christian converts have not gone to learn about the Law of 
Moses, as James told them they were free to do (Acts 15:21).  If 
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Christians do look at the Law, they like to claim that its mandates 
are just general guidelines, and it is no longer a sin to ignore them. 
     There is widespread ignorance of how broad and mild the term 
Asin@ is.  Its meaning goes far beyond moral failure into all the ins 
and outs of human life.  Failure to wash your clothes and bathe 
after eating an animal that died of natural causes is a sin in the Law 
(Lev 17:15).  Even thinking about doing this or any other illegal 
action is a sin.  That should make us see that nobody other than 
God is untainted.  Moreover, God alone cares about and punishes 
illegal thoughts.  
       Until you know you are saved by grace, you are too fearful to 
identify as a sinner.  The deeming of Part One codes as a set of 
mere guidelines comes out of that fear, but pride is also a big part 
of the equation.  If the Law is just a bunch of guidelines then I can 
fool myself that I=m keeping it and think of myself as a good person. 
 I can look down on the rest of the world from my lofty place and 
feel good that I=m a nice, pure person and not a sinner. 
      If you view Part One codes as mere guidelines, you will not see 
how thoroughly corrupt and undeserving of salvation you are; you 
will not appreciate the gift of salvation; you will not be thankful to 
God; and your heart will remain hard towards God and other 
humans. 
     So, enhanced by heresy and shifting semantics, pride and fear 
underlie Christians= tendency to limit the As@ word to a few codes 
they think they can keep.  They conveniently consider all other 
codes in the Law to apply only to the nation of Israel, or as a 
general guideline to be mostly ignored. 
     However, every aspect of the Law continues to be important to 
God, and the more we desire to keep its codes out of love for Him, 
the more pleased He is.  Our desire to keep Part One comes out of 
our relationship with God, not our relationship with other humans.  
This is not Alegalistic,@ in the merciless way it is usually 
understood.  Only a person under grace is free to uphold Part One 
of the Law in a spirit of love rather than bondage. 

 
The sin=death/hell equation stands 
      Part One of the Law is a code of conduct that defines sin7 and 
                                                 

7 The Hebrew word for sin is hattath, a term taken from archery, literally 
meaning Ato miss the mark,@ or Afall short.@ 
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specifies the death and hell penalty for less than perfect 
performance.  Without Part One, which humans have never been 
able to keep, there would be no need for a Savior.  Humans cannot 
get away from Part One; they are under the Law whether or not 
they accept the fact.  
 
Moral absolutes 
     God's Law includes moral absolutes that have been the same 
from the beginning of time.  They are born into the human psyche, 
present in the moral codes of all cultures for the promotion of 
civilization.  The fact that all the major world religions have moral 
laws similar to Part One of the Law would explain why a large 
amount of empirical research shows positive relations between 
religious involvement and well-being of both a physical and 
psychological nature.  To have moderation in habits and emotions, 
patience, fellowship, honesty, industriousness, charity towards 
fellow men...these are things that have practical benefits regardless 
of the specific religion, up to a point.8  However, only Christians 
have the option of not doing this as a form of pseudo-atonement, a 
desperate attempt to pay the penalty for their own sin.9 
 
Other codes 
     So far, so good.  Few people would argue that the major moral 
laws of Part One are irrelevant for today.  How about the civil and 
ceremonial parts of the Law?  Were these only for a certain time 
and place, applying to the nation of Israel only?10 

                                                 
8 Payne, I.R., Bergin, A.E., Bielema, K.A. and Jenkins, P.H. (1991).  AReview 

of Religion and Mental Health:  Prevention and the Enhancement of Psychosocial 
Functioning.@  Psychologists Interested in Religious Issues Newsletter, 3, 3-11. 
   

9 Only the God of the Bible offers mercy.  All the other religions demand 
perfect human performance.  Therefore the message of the Bible alone offers true mental 
health.  Sanity results from reconciliation with God and a God-given way out of eternal 
damnation through the blood of Christ. 

10 A common position is that only the Ten Commandments, or the moral 
codes, are relevant in New Testament times, and that the civil and ceremonial codes are 
obsolete.  See Ernest C. Reisinger=s (1996) The Law and the Gospel.  Phillipsburg, New 
Jersey:   P. and R. Publishers, paperback.  
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      In some cases these codes were only for Israel, as in the 
ordinances concerning inheritance of land among the tribes detailed 
in the book of Numbers.  However, there is no evidence from the 
Bible that God ever updated any codes beside the ceremonial 
statutes that replace the animal sacrifice with Christ.  The 
interpersonal, dietary, health and moral codes are a recipe for well-
being.  More importantly, every time you keep one of these codes, 
you know God likes it.  You are telling Him you belong to Him.  
Lovers often have secret codes or signals that create an exclusive 
bond between them.  Your embracing the Law is like this, bringing 
you closer to Him.  
 

The Ten Commandments: the moral law 
     The fact that the moral codes of societies all over the world 
approximate the Ten Commandments suggests that these mandates 
are born into the human psyche.  The first four concern our 
relationship with God; the second six concern our relations with 
other men.  As any nation moves away from the God of the Bible 
and the church goes into apostasy,11  the more social disarray we 
find.  People are not inspired to keep the second six unless they 
keep the first four. 
 

The first four of the Ten Commandments 
     Think of the subset of laws in the Ten Commandments given in 
Exodus 20.  The first four commandments deal with our 
relationship with God: no other gods before me, no graven images 
of other gods, no taking my name in vain, and  keep the Sabbath.   
Are idolatry, graven images and taking God's name in vain 
permissible today?  Of course not.  These first three 
commandments are considered sins in the Christian church, even 
though there are lapses in adherence to them in many 
denominations.12 
                                                 

11 AApostasy@ comes from the Greek apo=away, and stasis=standing, literally 
meaning Astanding away from faith.@ 

12 For instance, the worship of the virgin Mary and saints; the AJesus only@ 
movement; and the more subtle forms of idolatry elevating the self to godhood in the 
Aword-faith@ movement and other charismatic spin-offs.  In fact, both perfectionism and 
antinomianism involve worship of the self. 
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     What about the fourth commandment, to keep the Sabbath, the 
seventh day of the week?  The Christian church has broken away 
from this one.  Why? 
 
Where did the Sabbath go? 
     None of the apostles and teachers writing in the New Testament 
promote the seventh day Sabbath, nor even the importance of a 
weekly day of rest, which is a picture of Christ.  This seems odd 
considering the huge importance it has in the Law God gave to 
Moses.  Breaking it was punishable by stoning to death (Exodus 
31:14-15).  Let us now examine this in some depth, as it is 
emblematic of other innovations by the early Christian church. 
     God ordained in the Mosaic law that the seventh day, as a day of 
rest, is to be a commemoration of the seventh day of the Creation 
on which He rested: 
 
AIt is a sign between me and you throughout your generations; that ye 
may know that I am the LORD that doth sanctify you@ (Exodus 31:13). 

 
     Nowhere do we find a God-given ordinance for a different day 
of rest after Christ, yet the Christian church has shifted to Sunday.13 
 This switch has been accepted without question by most of the 
church, although it is a bone of contention in some Christian 
quarters.  A certain radio evangelist who has a call-in question-and-
answer program consistently has to defend his promotion of the 
Sunday worship/rest.  Callers are not convinced by his 
interpretation of Colossians 2:16 (see the quotation below), a verse 
which would do away with a day of rest and worship altogether if 
the Sabbath is replaced, as he argues, by Christ. 
     The introduction of the Sunday Sabbath appears to have been a 
gambit of the early church.  The pretext was that it would be easier 
for Christian converts among the Jews (in a society dominated by 
Pharisees and Sadducees) if their day of Christian worship would 
not compete with the Jewish day of worship in the synagogues.  It 
made sense to have Sunday, the day Christ was discovered to have 

                                                 
13 Vestiges of adherence to the Law=s command to rest (not only every seventh 

day but also) every seventh year is found in the dying practice of the sabbatical in 
academia, and in allowing fields to lie fallow in farming. 
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risen from the dead, as a new day of worship and rest.  However, 
the real reason for the shift was a power struggle that established a 
split from Judaism, which is very unfortunate.  Christians cut 
themselves off from the Law God gave to Moses, the absolute 
foundation for faith in Christ. 
     While Paul alludes in various ways to the first three of the Top 
Ten, he never stresses the importance of keeping the Sabbath.  He 
says: 
 
ALet no man therefore judge you in meat, or in drink, or in respect of a 
holyday, or of the new moon, or of the Sabbath days; which are a 
shadow of things to come@ (Colossians 2:16). 
 

     Notice the command to let no man judge.  The fact that there are 
no more stonings for sabbath-breaking does not deal with what God 
might want.  Although these things are a picture of Christ, this does 
not mean there is no value to keeping them now Christ has fulfilled 
the Law.  The seventh-day Sabbath, as a day of rest, goes back to 
the Garden of Eden, predating the written law.  God never repealed 
this command.  Keeping this day is of profound importance in our 
relationship with Him. 
 
Importance of a day of rest each week 
     Not only does Sabbath-keeping bring us closer to God, there are 
also important practical benefits.  As a counselor, this author 
frequently encounters people who become physically ill, depressed 
and full of anxiety due to workplace stress.  It invariably also turns 
out that they do not take a day of rest each week.  They are Aon the 
go@ all the time.  To be sure, work can be stressful; but it is much 
more so when people do not take time out.  Just by taking that one 
day off each week, stressed people start to feel much better.  
However, they need to rest in Christ=s provision of ransom from 
hell in order for them to feel any lasting inner peace. 
 
Does Christ replace the Sabbath and other Holy Days? 
     One of the arguments used against the seventh day Sabbath and 
the other Holy Days is that, as days of rest, they have been replaced 
by Christ, in whose salvation we rest.  Now we have Christ, we can 
get rid of the Sabbath, the Holy Days, and the rest of the Law. 
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     Yet it is curious that the same individuals who use this argument 
to eliminate the seventh day Sabbath insist on a Sunday Sabbath 
and observe a new set of pagan-inspired Holy Days.  Their 
argument would lead to what was spoken of earlier:  getting rid of a 
day of rest and worship altogether.  Instead, they have put 
themselves under a new law, the Law of Paul discussed in the 
previous chapter.  
      To be sure, the Sabbath and the Holy Days are a picture of 
Christ.  That does not mean that God does not want us to continue 
to commemorate Christ by observing these days.  Was Christ doing 
away with the Passover by instituting the Eucharist?  He certainly 
makes no mention of it. 
     If the seventh day Sabbath was to be done away with after 
Christ, why did Christ Himself speak of the Sabbath as if it were 
still to be enforced, making no mention of a change in the day, or a 
future time when it would be obsolete (Luke 6:9)?14 
 
Keeping the seventh day Sabbath and other Holy Days was not 
forbidden 
     What is important for us to notice is that nobody was told not to 
keep the Sabbath and the Holy Days.  What they were told was not 
to judge others according to whether or not they did this.  Up until 
this time believers in the God of the Bible kept themselves apart 
from Gentiles.  The Law put a boundary around the Children of 
Israel and enacted the death sentence or exile for those who broke it 
and did not repent.  Now the Jews15 had to mingle with Gentiles to 
spread the gospel.  The community boundary for Jews was no 
longer desirable or practicable. 
     However, this does not diminish the value of keeping the 

                                                 
14  Christ was accused of breaking the Sabbath by the scribes and Pharisees, 

who saw him healing a man with a withered hand on the Sabbath (Luke 6:9), and heal a 
woman with an Ainfirmity@ (Luke 13:15).  However, such behavior was actually permitted 
by the Mosaic law which states that one must rescue an enemy=s ox or ass that is going 
astray and Asurely bring it back to him again@ (Exodus 23:4).  And, as Jesus asked of his 
accusers, what owner of an ox or ass would not give them water on the Sabbath day? 

15 Technically, Jews were of the tribe of Judah only, but as the other tribes 
were increasingly pushed off the land, the term AJew@ came to be applied to anyone who 
was an Israelite. 
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weekly Sabbath and other Holy Days as a remembrance of Christ.  
The fact that these days are a picture of Christ means that when we 
observe them, our hungry spirit is fed and we get a rest.  There is 
no reason to believe that God would want us to stop doing 
something that benefits us so much in every way.  Surely it pleases 
God for us to keep His Holy Days instead of the pagan-Christian 
hybrids that have crept into the church.16 
     God apparently tolerates this man-made modification to the 
Law, but there is a cost to this.  The price is a loss of closeness with 
God and with the meaning of Christ as our rest. 
 

The second six of the Ten Commandments 
    Clearly, the first four of the Ten Commandments apply today 
just as ever they did.  The same goes for the six commandments 
thata concern our relations with other humans (Exodus 20:12-17): 
 
AHonor thy mother and father.  Thou shalt not kill.  Thou shalt not 
commit adultery.  Thou shalt not steal.  Thou shalt not bear false witness 
against thy neighbor.  Thou shalt not covet thy neighbor's house, thou 
shalt not covet thy neighbor's wife, nor his manservant, nor his 
maidservant, nor his ox, nor his ass, nor any thing that is thy neighbor's.@ 
 

     So...people don't have oxes and asses so much these days.  They 
have Ford Mustangs and Dodge Colts.  But the same principles 
apply.  These are key elements of the moral law.  Why are we 
getting away from these second six in this nation?  Why is there 
such a moral decline?  Because our nation does not observe the first 
four of the Ten Commandments.  Humans will not adhere to the 
second six unless they observe the first four, and the desire to carry 
out the first four comes from the knowledge of salvation as a gift.  
Humans will not begin to want to do these things until they love 
God, a response coming from the fact that first He loved us enough 
to kill Jesus to save us. 
 

                                                 
16 Easter is named after the fertility goddess Ishtar or Ashtaroth,  popular in 

the Middle East; Christmas is the fictitious birthday of Christ, an event superimposed 
over the pagan Saturnalia, a four-day orgy beginning on Dec 21, the winter solstice. 
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Honoring your mother and father  
      It is interesting that there is a mandate for children and not one 
for parents among the Top Ten.  Why?  The command to honor 
parents is a picture of our relationship with God.  Remember, 
idolatry is the big sin against God.  By definition, to not lean on the 
blood of Christ as payment for sin means there is some form of 
conscious or unconscious idolatry in a person.  Because of this, 
God is less concerned with possible parental abuse of children than 
with children who rebel against parents. 
     Satan rebelled against God, rejecting His authority over him.  It 
is a pattern we see over and over again among humans in the Old 
Testament:  Samuel and his offspring, for example.  In Exodus 
20:12, God says: 
 
AHonor thy mother and thy father that thy days may be long upon the 
land which the LORD thy God giveth thee.@ 

 
     One can guess at the reasons why doing this would be life 
extending.  Part of it may be that our parents possess a useful fund 
of knowledge.  They have gone ahead of us on the hard road of life. 
Even unsaved parents can tell us about some of the pitfalls.  Also, 
God lets us reap what we sow, and if we treat our parents well He 
will do the same to us and lengthen our days. 
     To honor parents does not mean always doing what they want.  
Their goals and purposes are not necessarily godly.  It does mean 
treating them with respect and compassion, taking care of them if 
necessary in their old age, even if they were abusive to us in our 
childhood.  We do it because it pleases the God Who has saved us. 
     In a general way we honor God when we respect those He puts 
in authority over us.  King David is an example of one who 
honored an authority and parent-figure who was actually his 
enemy.  He treated King Saul with respect and gentleness even 
after Saul had attempted to murder him several times.  David did 
this out of his love for God, acting with respect for the king God 
anointed (1 Samuel). 
     Our nation is moving away from this mandate to honor parents, 
often in the name of mental health.  Our laws increasingly erode 
parental rights, based on the humanist idea that children are 
innately good and only become evil as a result of bad parenting.  It 
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is now considered wrong for parents to use any type of physical 
punishment, and the use of other disciplinary measures is 
increasingly portrayed in the media as cruel.  The result is that 
children grow up as tyrants ignorant of appropriate boundaries.17 
 
Stealing 
     Stealing is still a criminal offense, but sentences are often very 
light and the laws of restitution detailed in Exodus 22 are not 
enforced.   It would be fitting to reinstate these laws, giving thieves 
the responsibility of paying back what they stole from someone, 
adding extra to it for the injury.  This makes the thief conscious of 
his action as sinful, and the punishment would act as a deterrent. 
 
Murder 
      Many people think that the penal codes in the Law God gave to 
Moses no longer apply because of things Jesus said in the Sermon 
on the Mount (Matthew 5, 6 and 7).  If you are supposed to reward 
evil with good, how can you make anyone suffer the death penalty? 
       In fact, love and punishment are not mutually inconsistent, but 
it can take some time before the distinction sinks in.  If someone 
harms me, I am to reward them with good.  I am not to seek 
personal revenge, because that would be usurping God=s authority; 
the right to give and take life belongs to God and not man.  God 
specified the death penalty for murder long before He gave the 
written Law to Moses.  God says to the Children of Israel: 

                                                 
17 Elsewhere in God=s Word there are mandates for parents, who are to be a 

model of God.  They are to play a disciplinary role:  AChasten thy son while there is hope 
(Proverbs 19:18); AHe that spareth his rod hateth his son@ (Proverbs 13:24).  The Law 
gives parents much responsibility and power. Children who curse their parents are 
punished by death (Lev 20:9); and stubborn and rebellious sons are to be stoned 
(Deuteronomy 21:18).  Whatever anyone may feel about the harshness of this penalty, 
what is clear here is the specificity of certain boundaries to be enforced by parents.   
Disciplining a child is an act of love.  Children whose parents do not discipline them feel 
unloved because of it, and develop personality pathology as a result.  The key to success 
is that parents must discipline out of love, and display this love to the child.  This means 
the parent must know the love of God towards himself, and also fear breaking God=s 
rules.  Otherwise the wickedness of human nature will take over, giving rise to various 
forms of parental abuse.   
     Parents can get their children to outwardly conform through fear of punishment.  
However, if children do not learn to fear and love God, fear of human punishment will 
not deter them for long.  Motivation must change from extrinsic to intrinsic. 
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ATo me belongeth vengeance and recompense@ (Deuteronomy 32:35). 

 
     As God=s agents, humans are to enact the death penalty for 
murder on God=s behalf.  The following mandate was given after 
the flood.  The general context involves the definition of blood as 
life, belonging to God Who alone has the right to give and take 
life.18 
 
AWhoso sheddeth man=s blood, by man shall his blood be shed: for in the 
image of God made he man@ (Genesis 9:6). 

 
     The death penalty seems too harsh to our generation primarily 
because we have lost the eternal perspective.  The popular delusion 
is that this lifetime is all that there is.  Therefore, even a serial killer 
must not be put to death.   
     Where has individual responsibility and accountability gone?  
Determinism is the name of the game now.  Excuses must be found 
for criminal behavior.  Anyone who murders must be insane.  And if 
they are insane, it is due to a bad childhood, bad genes or both.  
Either way it is not their fault and they should not be punished.  
That is faulty thinking.  It comes from humanism, which says that 
humans are basically good.  However, that is not what the Bible 
tells us.  Genesis 6:5 says that: 
 
"God saw that the wickedness of man was great in the earth, and that 
every imagination of the thoughts of his heart was only evil continually." 
 

     The truth is that humans murder because they are wicked.  All 
of us have violent impulses.  Vicious adults tend to have a 
desensitized conscience and very poor impulse control.19  Their 
basic nature is no more wicked than that of the rest of us, but a 
combination of genes and traumatic life experiences makes them 

                                                 
18  The mandate also involves forbidding the eating of blood (Leviticus 17). 

19 We do not wish to suggest that factors such as parental abuse do not 
increase violent behavior in offspring.  We are saying that sin pre-exists any 
environmental factor. 
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less able than the norm to resist their violent tendencies.20  
     Fear of being punished by other humans should be a less 
powerful motivator than fear of God.  Unfortunately, the opposite 
is usually true.  The concern is typically with getting caught.  If 
shame is there at all its object is human.  Who wants to be seen in 
public as a criminal?  The neighbors will shun me; my wife might 
leave me; they will point at me and snigger when I walk in the 
officeBif I still have a job. 
     The only thing that makes us consistently want to resist our 
violent impulses is a desire to please God, a desire to not feel 
shame before Him, and a fear of Him.  We ought to fear the 
consequence of disobeying Him more than we fear anything else.  
How often do we remember that everything goes on the record with 
Him?  God is not to be mocked.  The blood of Abel cried out to 
God from the ground. 
     Since human nature is wicked, a healthy fear of divine 
retribution is necessary to curb us even when saved.  It is desirable 
to have a continual sense of a loving God watching us.  We need to 
fear that He will make us reap what we sow when we defy Him, 
and that He will also forgive if we confess to Him. 
     The wisdom of God=s penal code has been established in 
research.  A long wait on death row with the possibility of 
numerous appeals at tax-payers= expense may not be a deterrent.  
But quick enactment of the death penalty certainly is one.  Fear of 
immediate, drastic punishment is a major constraint for us.  A 
general principle arising out of behavioral research is that the closer 
in time an appropriate reinforcing agent (reward or punishment) is 

                                                 
20 Reader, if you think you have no violent or murderous thoughts, try tuning 

in on your stream of consciousness when you drive on the freeway.  Find out how you 
view other motorists in your thoughts and mutterings. 
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to a behavior, the faster is the association between the two 
learned.21   

 
21 Azrin, N. H. (1956), ASome effects of two intermittent schedules of 

immediate and non-immediate punishment.@  Journal of Psychology. 42:  3-21. 

 
Coveting 
     Coveting is a sin of the mind.  The presence of the prohibition 
against coveting in the ATop Ten@ is evidence that these ordinances 
come from God, because God alone can enforce this one.  It is not 
punishable by a legal system that functions outside the mind.  God 
always knows about it, of course.  Like all other sins, it is a sin 
against Him as well as a secret sin against fellow humans. 
     Furthermore, the desiring of things that do not belong to one can 
lead to other sins that are criminally punishable.  Coveting leads to 
theft, murder, adultery and bearing false witness.  How often do we 
attack our neighbors simply because they have what we want?   
 
Adultery 
     In God=s eyes adultery is a serious sin, because faithfulness in 
marriage is a picture of our relationship with Him.  This is why 
God uses adultery so much as a metaphor for idolatry when He 
speaks through the mouths of the prophets. 
     Although adultery was punishable by stoning in the Law, 
adultery is no longer even illegal in our society.  In God=s eyes, 
however, it is just as much a sin as ever.  In spite of the fact that 
heathen therapists may encourage people to have an affair as a way 
to spice up their lives and stay married to the same spouse, adultery 
is harmful in every way.  It erodes trust and destroys the sanctity of 
marriage. 
     A few years ago a married couple wrote some popular therapy 
books on the joys of having an Aopen marriage.@  Each partner was 
free to have affairs and everything was fine; one could have one=s 
cake and eat it, supposedly.  One would have the staple of one=s 
main partner to come home to and a series of side dishes to make 
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life interesting.  The problem was that this did not work very long 
for the couple who wrote the books.  They got a divorce soon after 
the books went off the best-seller lists. 
     Many Christians think themselves innocent because their 
adultery only operates on the level of thought.  Of course, they are 
ignoring the general spirit of the Law and the specific words of 
Jesus in the Sermon on the Mount.  Not admitting they are 
adulterers leads them let down their guard against taking more 
active steps against acting on the thoughts.  This is the reason so 
many in the church get hooked on pornography. 
 
Bearing false witness 
     Telling a lie about somebody is an offense to God and one=s 
neighbor, but in our society it is more or less accepted.  Although 
bearing false witness is still a criminal offenseBperjury--if the lying 
occurred under oath, it is prosecuted only selectively. 
     The psychological defense of projection can be a form of 
bearing false witness.  To protect my own ego, my defenses distort 
my perception of reality.  Instead of taking responsibility for my 
sin, I subconsciously blame you for my wrongdoing.  I may even 
openly accuse you. 
     This subconscious form of lying aims to fool oneself as well as 
others.  It is a subtle form of this particular sin, one of which the 
sinner lacks conscious awareness (Leviticus 4). 
     All in all, the Ten Commandments are the backbone of morality. 
There is no indication in the Bible that God rescinded any of them. 
 The fact is, the Top Ten moral laws provide a recipe for well-
being. 
 

Laws outside the ATop Ten:@ What has 
happened to some important ones? 

 
Glaring omission:  The disappearance of circumcision  
       There is no mention of circumcision in the discussion among 
the apostles that led to James= reduction of the law for Gentile 
converts in Acts 15 (no idols, no things strangled, no fornication, 
no blood).  This is strange considering its importance in the Law.  
Circumcision had been mandated for all males who followed the 
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God of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob (Genesis 17:11).  It was the mark 
of a believer. 
     So why did circumcision get left out?  One reason given in Acts 
15 is that some AJudaizers@ insisted that converts to Christ be held 
to the Old Testament Law, particularly circumcision.  They insisted 
that men must be circumcised if they wished to be saved. They 
were plain wrong.  At no time did circumcision save anyone, nor 
does the Law say this.  Another reason for the unpopularity of 
circumcision is that it is very painful for an adult, and creates the 
risk of infection.  Insistence on it could put a stumbling block on 
the route to salvation.  Paul was sent to preach to the uncircumcised 
Gentiles that faith in the blood of Christ alone saves: 
 
ASeeing it is one God, which shall justify the circumcision by faith, and 
uncircumcision through faith@ (Romans 3:30). 

 
     Paul differentiates between the outward form of circumcision 
and that of the heart in Romans 2:29.  He says that the outward 
form has no benefit without the inward one.  He goes further and 
downplays the outward type, rebuking those who get circumcised 
as Jews to avoid being persecuted as Christians (Galatians 6:13). 
     This has led some in the Christian church to consider physical 
circumcision as a rejection of Christ.  Paul does not go this far in 
his teaching, although he does tell those uncircumcised not to get 
circumcised (I Corinthians 7:18).  He also says that those who get 
circumcised must then follow all the other ordinances of the Mosaic 
law: 
 
AFor circumcision verily profiteth, if thou keep the law: but if thou be a 
breaker of the law, thy circumcision is made uncircumcision.  Therefore, if 
the uncircumcision keep the righteousness of the law, shall not his 
uncircumcision be counted for circumcision?@ (Romans 2:25-26).  
      
     Paul is addressing the person who believes circumcision saves 
him, along with keeping the rest of the Mosaic Law.  Anyone who 
truly understands the Mosaic Law realizes that salvation is only 
through the shedding of blood on the altar (Lev 17:11), the 
covenant fulfilled by Christ on Calvary.  The point is that Paul does 
not actually condemn circumcision; he is against performing 
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circumcision for the wrong reason, especially as a means of 
salvation.22 
 
Important points Paul does not make about circumcision 
     There are two very important points about circumcision that 
Paul does not make.  One is that health benefits of the practice 
continue to be documented up to this day.  Science has discovered 
benefits from it such that there is a lower rate of cervical cancer 
among the wives of circumcised males.  Also, circumcised males 
have lower rates of cancer and infections, including the human 
immuno-deficiency virus (HIV).  This means that rejection of the 
importance of physical circumcision is spurning the practical 
wisdom of God. 
      An even more salient point is that it would be another matter if 
a person performed the physical circumcision not out of any type of 
bondage but out of respect and gratefulness to God for having 
saved him with the blood of Christ.  This would be a free-will 
offering. 
       Many Christians maintain that the Acircumcision of the heart@ 
(Romans 2:29) is a new concept or code that has replaced the 
physical circumcision.  This is not true.  The inner circumcision is 
mentioned in the Mosaic Law (Deuteronomy 10:16).  
      Just as both inner and outer forms of circumcision are important 
to the Mosaic Law, there is every reason to believe God continues 
in New Testament times to be pleased when men make efforts to 
conform with both types of circumcision.  However the inner form, 

                                                 
22  One theory is that water baptism has replaced circumcision as the outer 

mark of the believer in the New Testament age.  This is not to be found in Scripture; there 
is no written mandate from God relating to this.  Since Christ was baptized by John the 
Baptist (Luke 3:21), it would be inaccurate to consider water baptism the mark of a 
believer.  More likely it identifies the believer as a priest, following the ordinance in the 
Law of the washing of the Levites (Lev 16:4).  God said:  AI shall make of thee a kingdom 
of priests@ (Exodus 19:6). 
      Christ is our high priest, His human followers are the kingdom of priests.  We go to 
God directly through Christ, without a human high priest, temple or sacrificed sheep, 
because Christ takes the place of all of these.  We go into the Aholy of holies,@ a picture of 
God represented in the innermost part of the temple in Jerusalem.  Only the high priest 
was allowed in this place until the temple veil separating it from other humans was torn 
from top to bottom the moment Christ died on the cross. 
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the opening of the heart, has always been the one of ultimate 
importance. 
     There is no reason to believe that God wants us to throw out 
circumcision; this seems to have been a ploy to establish the new 
religion of Christianity as separate from Judaism.  To opt out of 
God=s mandate for circumcision means the same kind of practical 
and spiritual losses associated with not keeping the Sabbath, etc.  
There is a loss of closeness with God, and a loss of the health 
benefits ascribed to circumcision. 
 

Penal code 
     Nowadays many nations in the world have retreated into very 
liberal penal codes that go along with rejection of the God of the 
Bible.  The penal code is a very important part of the Law, seen in 
Exodus 21:12-25.  An eye for an eye is the general principal; you 
reap what you sow.   Some of the penal codes in the Torah are very 
tough.  How about stoning to death a rebellious youth, one who 
continually disobeys his parents?  I wonder how often, if ever, that 
had to be applied. 
     The general thrust in the Law is towards stiff, rapid punishment 
for disobedience, applying the death sentence in many situations.  
This seems too harsh to our generation.  But God has His reasons 
for doing things.  God=s judgments only seem too harsh for those 
who do not see His mercy.  The fact is, every sin is punishable by 
the death/hell sentence for those who stand outside the blood of 
Christ.  On the other hand, every sin is forgiven for those who 
stand under that blood. 
 
Dietary laws 
     Acts 15 describes how the apostles and elders decided not to 
foist the dietary laws on new Gentile converts, with the exception 
they were not to eat blood or things strangled.  That does not mean 
that God has told us to throw out those laws.  This was just an 
introductory modification.  People who want to reject Part One of 
the Law use this and other verses such as Paul=s statement that there 
is Anothing unclean of itself@ (Romans 15:4).  However, God was 
the One Who declared certain foods unclean.  It is dangerous to 
think something clean when God has declared it otherwise.  The 
Law-rejecters also use Christ=s statement that: 
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ANot that which goeth into the mouth defileth a man; but that which 
cometh out of the mouth, this defileth a man...@ (Matthew 15:11).  

 
     However, Christ was pointing out the wickedness of the human 
heart here, not rescinding any dietary law.  He had just been 
accused of breaking the Law by not washing His hands before 
eating, although no ordinance concerning this is to be found in the 
Law.  This was merely a tradition.  Jesus kept the dietary codes and 
all the rest of the laws perfectly as befitting the unblemished Lamb 
who offered Himself without spot. 
 
Scientific validation of the dietary laws 
      It is understandable that Paul did not want to put any barriers to 
salvation in front of the Gentiles.  However, the more we learn who 
God is, the more we should find ourselves paying attention to His 
dietary laws.  There is nothing frivolous or obsolete about them.  
Scientific research validates many of the practices given by God to 
Moses.  Consider the law that tells us not to eat the fat when we eat 
meat ( Leviticus 3:17).  Only recently have we discovered the 
dangers of cholesterol-laden animal fat.  In the same vein is the law 
that says not to eat meat with blood in it, one of the things James 
and the other apostles insisted on even for Gentile converts.  Only 
recently have we found blood to be the carrier of disease.  Today, 
Christians ignore the prohibition to eat blood.  As child, the author 
regularly ate Ablack sausage@ consisting of congealed blood with 
chunks of animal fat in it...one food humans would be better off 
without. 
     How about the clean and unclean animals? (Deuteronomy 14).  
AClean@ fish with scales are less likely to be bottom feeders who get 
contaminated with pollutants.  Animals that chew the cud (grass, 
straw or hay) are probably a lot safer to eat than those that eat 
garbage.  As for the benefit of refraining from eating those that part 
the hoof, it is still a mystery to this writer.  In the future we will 
probably find health benefits for all of the dietary codes. 
     To be sure, nobody will lose their salvation by not adhering to 
the dietary laws.  For the purpose of spreading the gospel, it might 
be prudent to eat illegal foods in the company of unbelievers.  This 
is not a Agreen light,@ however.  It is more of a Aproceed with 
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caution.@ 
     Nobody will gain or maintain salvation by keeping the dietary 
laws.  However, they might avoid being poisoned, developing 
atherosclerosis, or contracting many other diseases.  Moreover, if 
they observe the codes out of respect and love for God, and not 
with the mistaken motive of saving themselves, they will come 
closer to Him.  When God sent manna to feed the Children of Israel 
in the desert, they complained about it to the point where He finally 
gave in to them.  He dropped a flock of quails on them but they 
derived no real pleasure from eating those birds.  Instead, they got 
themselves Aleanness into their soul@ (Psalm 106:15).  That is the 
cost of going against God.  

 
Health codes 
      There are some wise health laws in the Torah that have 
practical relevance for today.  Although the intricate codes 
concerning leprosy (Leviticus 13), unclean discharges (Leviticus 
15), the handling of the dead and mildew (Leviticus 14) seem fussy 
and repetitive, important principles are being expressed.  It is only 
in the last century that we have discovered the microbe, revealing 
the importance of cleanliness and quarantine. 
     There is another level of meaning to the insistence on the matter 
of physical contamination in the Law.  These things are a picture of 
sin, of the thorough contamination and depravity of humans, and of 
the way in which this separates us from God.  Just like all the other 
commandments of Part One, the health codes point out our need for 
Christ. 
 
Tithes 
     The practice of tithing first appears in the Bible when Abraham 
gives tithes to Melchisedek, high priest and King of Salem, during 
a ceremony involving a meal with wine and bread, apparently a 
forerunner of worship under the New Covenant.  In the Law, the 
tithe money was to go to the Levites as necessary income due to the 
prohibition of owning land on which they could keep flocks.  It was 
also to go to the Astranger, and the fatherless, and the widow@ who 
had no other provider (Deuteronomy 14:28-29). 
     The question is, since the Levitical priesthood ended with 
Christ, and believers in Christ are themselves priests with free 
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access to God through their High Priest, would it not follow that 
the law that commands giving a tenth of one=s income is now 
obsolete? No.  Even though the IRS has now taken over the social 
welfare function of the Levites, it is important to tithe.  It is part of 
our bond with God, a recognition that everything comes from Him, 
and that He is entitled to our firstfruits.  Tithing to God brings us 
closer to Him.  The most important use for it is the spreading of the 
gospel through all possible media.  The feeding of the bread of the 
Word to the sheep:  this is commanded by Jesus to those who love 
Him (John 21:15-17) 23. 

 
Part Two (mercy) in the Law for today 

     How can all the details of Part Two of the Law still be intact, 
when the elaborate animal sacrifice system is no longer in place?  
This is a fascinating question.  The fact is that the more we study 
the Law and prophets, the more fully we see that the details have 
been met in Christ, Who is the fulfillment of all the jots and tittles 
concerning the payment for sin.24  It makes reading the Law and 
prophecies exciting, like poring over a detective novel where you 
constantly look for clues. 
     In no way does Christ=s arrival alter the Law other than this:  His 
death eliminates the animal sacrifice atonement system and 
replaces it with the God-given right to claim His blood as payment 
for sin.  The physical ritual is gone.  In other words, the human 
actions involved in bringing the animal to be sacrificed, killing the 
animal and sprinkling the blood in the physical temple are replaced 
by faith that God has done these things on our behalf by offering a 
                                                 

23 The tithes took care of the widow and the fatherless as well as providing for 
the Levite who was to distribute them.  Tithe money was the first social welfare and the 
government was a theocracy.  Church was definitely not separated from state; priests were 
in charge of social welfare. Things have changed.  Now the social welfare aspect of 
tithing has become taxation by secular governments. 
       It is interesting that some tax money pays for military defense which, as God had 
warned (Deuteronomy 28), only became necessary for the nation of Israel when it went 
into idolatry.  Investigation of the history of other nations reveals the same pattern of 
events.  Every nation that has gone into apostasy has experienced decline and invasion by 
enemies. 

24 Chapter Four of this book points out some of the ways in which Christ is to 
be seen in the Law.  
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form of Himself in a tabernacle of human flesh.  
     The difference is that the forgiveness clause changes from a 
physical/spiritual level, based on actions and belief, to a spiritual 
one, consisting of knowledge in the heart (John 3:16).  The animal 
sacrifice system in place before Jesus died on the cross is a form of 
atonement Aon credit."  Jesus' arrival in the flesh fulfills and 
updates only the statutes of the Law dealing with the form of the 
atonement for sin.  The killing of the animal, the Levitical 
priesthood and the physical tabernacle/temple at Jerusalem are 
metaphors for Christ that are now replaced by Him. 
  

Specifics of the revised version of Part Two of 
the law 

 
1.  There are no more physical blood sacrifices.  Chapter Nine of 
Hebrews defines the differences between the old and new 
covenants.  The Asacrifices@ and Aburnt offerings@ which were 
offered by law are now obsolete (Hebrews 10:8, 9): 
 
AHe taketh away the first, that he may establish the second@ (10:9). 

 
     Christ=s blood cannot be compared to blood of bulls and goats, 
or the ashes of the heifer (9:13).25  Animal sacrifices have only 
limited application, paying for limited amounts of sin for a limited 
number of individuals over a limited time period.  The one act of 
killing Christ put redemption on a new, unlimited, infinite level.  It 
was the Areal@ payment for what was formerly paid on credit.  The 
Anew testament@ offers redemption of the transgressions under the 
first testament (9:15). 
     Jesus institutes the communion meal in the Upper Room during 
the Last Supper celebrating the Passover.  He clearly identifies 
himself as the Passover lamb whose blood protects a household 
from the Angel of Death.  Holding the unleavened bread, he breaks 
it and gives it to his disciples saying:  
 

                                                 
25  The ashes of the red heifer detailed in Numbers 19 were used to purify 

anyone who touched a dead body. 



Grace in the Law 198 

ATake, eat; this is my body.@ 
 

     Then he prepares the cup of wine and states: 
 
ADrink ye all of it; For this is my blood of the new testament, which is 
shed for many for the remission of sins@ (Matthew 26:26-28; Mark 14:24).  

     
     Luke=s rendering defines this as an act of remembrance: 
 
AThis is my body which is given for you.  This do in remembrance of 
me...this cup is the new testament in my blood, which is shed for you@ 
(Luke 22:19-20).  

 
     The communion is taken in remembrance of the blood offering 
made by God in the form of Jesus, and it is the one physical ritual 
commanded by the new version of Part Two of the Law.  The wine 
and unleavened26 bread represent the blood and sinless body of 
Christ.27  This memorial is tied to the Law, particularly Leviticus 
17:11, one verse which encapsulates the blood atonement covenant. 
  
     It is understood by the believer that Christ=s death is the final 
and complete payment for sin, and that claiming His blood is all 
that is required to participate in the forgiveness of God.  The sinner 
will go on sinning, but the sacrifices do not go on having to be 
made. 

 
2.  A physical temple is unnecessary.  The writer of Hebrews 
states that the Aworldly sanctuary@ (9:1) has been replaced by a 
Amore perfect tabernacle@ (9:11) which is Christ=s body.  Christ 
takes the place of the temple and Jerusalem as the physical place 
where God met with humans.   Said Jesus: 

 
A...the hour cometh, when ye shall neither in this mountain, nor yet at 
Jerusalem, worship the Father@ (John 4:21). 
                                                 

26 Leaven is a metaphor for sin (Exodus 12:15; Luke 12:1)  

27 Drinking the wine sealed the betrothal contract leading to a Jewish wedding. 
 So the eucharist is a type of the betrothal awaiting the final marriage supper of the Lamb. 
 On that occasion Christ as groom will bring into Paradise His bride, the church of 
believers.  
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     Now we are free to worship the Father "in spirit and in truth" 
(John 4:23).  This does away with God=s requirement that Jerusalem 
be the only place where sinners can be reconciled with God 
(Deuteronomy 12; Amos 4:4 and 5:5).  The confinement to one 
meeting place was not because the God of Abraham, Isaac and 
Jacob was a local god, as some have assumed.  It was and is a 
portrayal of the exclusiveness of God, pointing to Christ as the one 
way to come to God.  In fact, there has been no temple in Jerusalem 
since 70 A..D. 

 
3.  There is no longer a need for a special class of priests as 
intermediaries between humans and God.  When Christ died, the 
veil between the holiest part of the temple, where only the high 
priest was allowed to enter, and the outer part of the temple was 
torn from top to bottom.  This signifies that Christ is the high priest 
who broke through that veil.  The Levitical priesthood was only a 
temporary, worldly one, later to be replaced by a spiritual one of 
the Aorder of Melchisedek@ outside of time and place (Hebrews 7).  
When Christ died, the curtain separating the holy of holies from the 
rest of the temple was split from top to botton.  Christ, our 
bridegroom, removes the veil between us and God.28  Humans, as 
priests, go to God through Christ, their high priest.  We may Acome 
boldly unto the throne of grace@ (Hebrews 4:16) in fulfillment of 
the prophecy: 
 

 AI shall make of thee a kingdom of priests@ (Exodus 19:6).  
 
4.  Active evangelization of non-Jews becomes possible.  The 
change from physical to spiritual is of inestimable importance in 
terms of evangelization outside the borders of Israel.  Before Christ 
died on the cross, atonement for sin was physically limited to one 
location, the temple in Jerusalem. Whereas non-Israelites were free 
to worship the God of Israel, the physical limitation made this 
unlikely to happen on a large scale. 
                                                 

28 Just like the veil of a bride, the wall of separation between humans and God 
 is removed after the Wedding Supper of the Lamb, when Christ returns for His bride, the 
church of believers. 
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      Once access to God became spiritual, the gospel began to 
spread all over the world.  No longer dependent on a physical 
sacrifice in a physical temple administered by a human priest, 
atonement now exists as an accomplished work accessible all over 
the world.  The issue now is just to believe that it has been fully 
achieved by Christ=s death on the cross, rather than believe it is 
being accomplished on an ongoing basis by a series of sacrificed 
animals. 
  
From Genesis to Revelation:  the consistency of the 
substitutionary blood atonement covenant 
       Fundamentally, at its deepest level, the deal has not changed.  
Forgiveness for sin has always been available to humans through 
the shed blood of a substitute for the sinner.  It has been that way 
from the beginning.  Even in the Garden of Eden after the Fall, God 
covered Adam and Eve with animal skins.  That physical covering 
is a metaphor for spiritual covering.  Christ is the fulfillment of the 
original covenant.  Leviticus 17:11 spells out the necessity and 
sufficiency of the blood payment: 
 
A...for it is blood that maketh an atonement for the soul.@ 

 
     That one blood payment is necessary and sufficient to pay the 
penalty for all human sin, although many humans will not avail 
themselves of it.  Humans are freed from eternal damnation by 
claiming that blood as their payment.  From the moment they cling 
to Christ, humans are spiritually alive. 
     Despite what the perfectionists think, Christ does not free us 
from being sinners, but from paying the eternal price for sin.  Once 
saved, we need continual washing in the forgiving blood of Jesus 
just as the Israelites needed constant cleansing.  Our transgression 
never stops, although it diminishes in severity over time in the 
process of sanctification.  The more humans know both parts of the 
Law, the more their self-concept is not toxic to them.  They will 
neither love nor hate themselves but see themselves as forgiven 
law-breakers. 
      It is only safe to perceive the depth of one=s depravity when 
assured of being inside the salvation Aship.@  Once inside that ship, 
the more deeply we humans perceive our depravity, the more 
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appreciation we have for the mercy of God.  This leads us to 
confess and turn away from one sin after another...with the aid of 
the Holy Spirit.  Our hearts of stone turn into hearts of flesh 
(Ezekiel 36:26), enabling us to love God and our neighbor. 
     Today=s Christian church likes to tell us to beg for God=s 
forgiveness.  However, there is no need to do this.  Forgiveness has 
already been given to us.  Our past, present and future sin has 
already been paid for.  All our dark thoughts and devious actions 
are covered by the blood of Christ on the eternal level...although it 
is true that staying in denial about any sin will cause us to suffer in 
this world.  However, eternity is the real issue.  The most critical 
thing for us to know is that nothing will send us to hell when we 
stand under Christ.   As we saw in the chapter on the gospel in the 
Old Testament, all sin is covered, including sins of which a person 
is unaware.  This would include denial. God gives even the worst 
sinner the right to claim His forgiveness by faith in Christ.  So 
instead of begging for forgiveness, we can thank Him for giving us 
the atoning blood of Jesus, and thank Jesus for taking the 
punishment in our place. 
 

Conclusion:  The Law is good for us today 
     The purpose of this chapter has been to show that the Law is far 
from obsolete.  We humans should not be afraid to embrace the 
Law, just as David did (Psalm 119).  There is no use in putting our 
heads in the sand, because whether we humans know it or not, we 
are born in a state of condemnation. 
 
AFear of the Lord is the beginning of wisdom@ (Proverbs 1:7). 

 
     This verse is saying that fear and guilt concerning subconscious 
knowledge of the damnation in the Law drives us to the wisdom of 
God’s mercy—all of it in the Law. 
     Once a person is in the strongbox of Christ, a different kind of 
fear, mingled with love and thankfulness to God, is present.  The 
fear at this point is not of damnation, but of reaping what a person 
sows in the flesh.  There is a sense of not wanting to get the Afish 
eye@ from God, too.  We do not want Him to get upset with us.  
Transformation of the heart enables a person to embrace Part One 
instead of trying to run away from it.  We can gradually come out 
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of our hiding place as we perceive all is forgiven.  
     Spiritual level:  In a sense the entire Law operates now on the 
spiritual level rather than the spiritual/carnal one.  Christ has 
fulfilled the sacrificial codes of Part Two for us so all we need is 
faith in Him.  In the gospels, there are instances in which Christ 
avoids administering a penalty prescribed by Part One of the Law.  
This happens in the case of the woman taken in adultery (John 8).  
This does not mean adultery stopped being a sin.  Part One is still a 
matter between us and God, as it has always been, but there is no 
penalty in the human realm for breaking most of it.  The exceptions 
are in the moral law, which forms the basis for legal systems all 
over the world. 
     Mercy, love, obey:  The price we pay for ignoring Part One of 
the Law?  Sure, we lose the worldly benefits but the major 
forfeiture is spiritual:  leanness of soul.  Humans lose closeness 
with God.  The edicts of the Law go against our nature.  We will 
not begin to want to observe them before we fear and love God.  
God acknowledges that in Exodus 20:6 by describing Himself as: 

 
"... showing mercy unto thousands of them that love me, and keep my 
commandments." 

 
     Notice the logical order of mercy, love, and keeping the 
commandments.  His mercy leads us to love God; love for God 
leads us to keep the commandments.  What is His mercy?  His 
provision, at great cost to Himself, of an "out" for lawbreaking.  He 
gave us an escape hatch in the law, enabling the rotten sinners that 
we are to escape the punishment prescribed by the Law. 
     Jesus puts love and obedience in the same order found in 
Exodus when He says: "If you love me, keep my commandments" 
(John 14:15).  Love precedes obedience, meaning that, despite the 
teachings commonly heard in the church today, repentance from sin 
only begins when humans are already saved.  God=s forgiveness 
inspires us to love Him and frees us to see our depravity.  When 
believers recognize the enormity of God=s mercy and find 
themselves wanting to please Him and know Him better, they will 
delve into the Pentateuch (or Torah, or Law).  There they will 
discover God=s recipe for well-being and find themselves wanting 
to do these things on an increasing basis.  Even more importantly, 
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they will develop profound inner peace from  the assurance that 
they are not expected to be other than sinners, that they are saved 
simply by claiming the blood of God=s sacrificed Lamb, Jesus 
Christ. 
      The lie:  The lie is that if we want to serve God, we can expect 
to be thoroughly miserable and wretched while in this world.  We 
worry that doing the things God asks will interfere with our fun.  
The very reverse is true.  The Law alone offers us psychological 
well-being.  The Law alone gives us reason for hope both on the 
eternal level and in this short life. 
     The problem is not the Law.  The schoolmaster Law only keeps 
us in bondage when we do not perceive the forgiveness in it.  The 
provision for being totally forgiven is in the Law.  It is a gift to 
humans, the umbrella of a total pardon, clearly spelled out in the 
contract God gave to Moses, finalized by the shed blood of Jesus 
Christ. 
     God=s love changes us; it is the only thing that truly changes us. 
 Only the knowledge of being totally forgiven by God initiates the 
process of repentance towards our depravity.  Only when safe in 
the Asalvation ship@ do we see ourselves realistically, and we should 
be repulsed by it.  
     The gospel gives us a core of sanity as it sinks ever deeper.  
That penetration is a lifelong process.  How does it happen? 
Overall, it is a mystery, but vivid metaphors in the Law facilitate 
that absorption like nothing else. 

 
 
 
 
 



 
 

Chapter Eight 
 

 
The wonderful truth 

 
     The wonderful truth is that Law and Grace are one.  It is 
horribly wrong to deny being under the Law but affirm being under 
grace.  Grace is only to be found in the Law.  The Bible presents 
one elegant, continuous grace-in-the-law theme that gives humans a 
solid foundation for their faith: 
 
"For precept must be upon precept, precept upon precept; line upon line; 
here a little and there a little" (Isaiah 28:10). 

 
     The Law God gave to Moses very clearly provides for total 
forgiveness for all types of sin and clearly states that all humans are 
expected to be continual sinners.  This Law did not get thrown 
away when Jesus Christ died to pay the penalty for all our sins.  
Jesus came to fulfil the Law, not to do away with it. 
     The Law is primarily for defense, not prosecution.  Humans 
need the defense of the Law.  We cannot afford to leave this earth 
without it.  The secular world and most AChristians@ have learned to 
run away from Bible-based legalism although the Law is what 
actually frees from guilt and damnation.  It is the merciless kind of 
legalism that must be rejected.  God's Law is our friend.  The more 
we understand that, the more peace of mind we will have.  Over 
and over, the Law states that God will forgive if the sinner 
approaches Him sprinkled with the blood of a sacrificed substitute 
for himself, the offering of a lamb or other acceptable animal.  This 
was to be a Aclean@ or kosher animal that had no blemishes and was 
killed in its prime, pointing to the sinless Christ killed in the prime 
of His life. 
      Unlike the gods of all other belief systems, the God of the Bible 
did not at any time present humans with the impossible task of 
keeping to a set of commands lacking any provision for less than 
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perfect performance.  God expects us to mess up and gives us a 
way to escape the eternal punishment spelled out by the 
sin=death/hell equation.  The Law contains both damnation and 
mercy.  Damnation is the default option for those who do not avail 
themselves of the God-given mercy.  There is not use to sitting on 
the fence. 
     Christ, of course, is the mercy, the God-given substitute 
payment that satisfies the law's requirement of the death penalty for 
sin.  This is not just physical death, but spiritual death, eternal 
separation from God ending in the lake of fire.  God allows humans 
to claim Christ=s death to cover their sin and escape eternal 
separation from Him. 
 
Just give me the facts, ma=am! 
      If you still believe you are under grace and not under the Law, 
you can do you homework by reading Scripture and follow the 
example of the Bereans.  They were commended for daily checking 
what Paul said against Scripture, i.e., the Law and prophetic books 
(Act 17:10-11). 
      Do you sign a contract for a new job, or to purchase a house 
without first reading what it says?  Hardly.  Why trust your eternal 
destiny, then, to what others tell you.  This is about eternity, no 
less.  Read the terms God spells out.  Be sure that the only thing 
that atones is the blood of the lamb.  Study the Pentateuch.  Read, 
for example, Leviticus 17:11: 
 
AFor the life of the flesh is in the blood and I have given it to you 
upon the altar to make an atonement for your souls; for it is the 
blood that maketh an atonement for the soul." 

 
     This points to Jesus. You can be sure that Jesus is the Lamb 
Whose blood was shed on the altar of Calvary.  The Law, alone, 
frees.  There are no works for humans to do here.  Salvation has 
always been by faith.  Not faith in a vacuum, but faith in the 
finished work of Christ, the accomplished substitutionary blood 
atonement. 
    Insistence on the opposition of law to grace comes out of our 
ignorance of what Scripture is all about.  Of ten we think that 
Scripture is the New Testament.  It is not.  Jesus quoted freely from 
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AScripture@ before there was anything called the ANew Testament@ 
which, technically, occurs with the death of Christ. 

 
Where this book has gone 

 
Introduction:  Who needs grace if they are not under the law? 
      Blindness to grace in the Law comes from ignorance of 
Scripture.  The fork-tongued heresy of perfectionism reinforces the 
lie that Law and grace are separate.  One outcome is a split between 
Judaism and Christianity.  This means that Jews do not have Christ 
in the flesh, and Christians do not have the Scriptural foundation 
for faith in Christ.  Neither Jews nor Christians have the full 
information that would enable them to believe in Christ as the 
Lamb of God whose blood alone makes atonement for sin and frees 
humans from eternity in darkness.  Emergency surgery is needed to 
put the head back on the body. 
 
Chapter One:  How dispensationalism aids the other heresies 
     Perfectionism receives help from yet another heresy.  Indeed, 
those who say Awe=re under grace now and no longer under the law@ 
are not merely embracing both the left and right wings of 
perfectionism, otherwise known as liberalism/antinomianism and 
merciless legalism.  They are also embracing a third type of 
doctrinal error, dispensationalism.  Chapter One of the book goes 
into the way that this third error has been misapplied, and the 
reasons why it can be rejected. 
     Dispensationalism incorporates both left and right wing types of 
perfectionism by applying them at different periods of time.  It is a 
theory of Bible interpretation that says God made different 
covenants with humans regarding the basic essentials for salvation 
at different times in history.  The salvation covenants are so widely 
divergent that each dispensation can be considered a separate 
religion, and it is a strong factor in the split between Judaism and 
Christianity.  Both the Old and New Testaments have been 
misinterpreted as embracing merciless legalism, or law with no 
grace.  The New Testament, however, has also been subject to the 
Agrace with no law@ left wing of perfectionism. 
     Satan is heavily involved in the heresy business, desiring to 
complicate our view of salvation, to make the Bible lose impact as 
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the historical documentation of one unique theme of salvation 
through grace. 
 
Chapter Two:  Hell is real 
      Rejection of the reality of hell is another heresy that aids the 
error of splitting grace from Law.  Merciless legalists may 
acknowledge the existence of eternal punishment but avoid looking 
at it in the face.  Antinomians deny the existence of it altogether.  
However, the importance of Christ rests on our belief in the reality 
of a place of eternal darkness, His being our only refuge from it. 
 
Chapter Three:  How does perfectionism harm us? 
      Chapter Three went into the long-term, short-term, left-wing 
and right-wing effects of heresy.  The short-term effects can be 
found in personality pathology.  The underlying reason for all 
psycho-pathology is existential guilt, the universal sense of 
deserving eternal damnation.  We looked at how that guilt produces 
differences in psychological make-up depending upon which 
perfectionist wing a person ascribes to.  Merciless legalism and 
antinomianism are associated with distinctly separate pathologies in 
human coping that will only heal when the closure-producing effect 
of the gospel enters the human psyche. 
     However, personality pathology is irrelevant compared to the 
fact that perfectionism keeps humans unsaved. 
 
Chapter Four:  The gospel in the Old Testament 
     It is not uncommon nowadays to hear in Christendom a 
merciless interpretation of Old Testament Scripture.  In other 
words, today=s Christians wrongly think that in Old Testament 
times people got saved by performing all the 633 commandments 
perfectly.  Chapter Four shows that in fact the Law God gave to 
Moses acknowledges the impossibility of avoiding sin.  There are 
no Aifs@ about it.  The God of the Old and New Testaments clearly 
expects humans to sin and just as clearly wants them to escape 
eternal punishment for it.  Today=s Christians are somehow blind to 
the fact that God put in the Law a covenant that unequivocally 
states that He will forgive law-breaking, i.e., sin, if the sinner 
follows some simple instructions involving the sacrifice of a 
Aclean@ animal in the tabernacle or temple.  This is a fore-runner of 
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Jesus, the Lamb of God.  In other words, the gospel is to be found 
in the Old Testament. 
     Chapter Four shows that the Law not only offers but commands 
God=s children to avail themselves of the God-given means of 
atonement.  The fact that God gives us a way out and commands us 
to take it is proof of His mercy and love. 
  
Chapter Five:  Is the New Testament God merciless?  
     Chapter Five takes a sample of New Testament terms verses 
misinterpreted by merciless Alaw with no grace@ perfectionists.  It 
shows that when properly put into context and given the right 
semantics, certain oft-quoted terms and verses do the reverse of 
promoting the perfectionism for which they are misused.  Included 
are terms such as Aperfect,@ Arepent@ and Aredeem.@  Verses from 
Jesus= Sermon on the Mount, certain parables, parts of  I John and 
verses from James are also demystified.      

 
Chapter Six:  Is the Law repealed in the New Testament? 
     ANow we=re under Grace!  We had it bad; now we have it good.@ 
 The false assumption is that there is no forgiveness in the 
Aobsolete@ Law God gave to Moses.  This chapter shows that the 
Law is full of forgiveness and very much in effect in New 
Testament times.  To cast aside the Law would mean nothing is a 
sin, which would lead to a moral free-for-all. 
      The rebellious antinomian twists and distorts text just as the 
merciless perfectionist does, except he uses a different filter.  
Passages that particularly lend themselves to the cause are Paul=s 
letter to the Galatians and the gospel of  John.  Even the very words 
of Jesus are bent to fit the absurdity of antinomianism. 
     This chapter also discusses the strange fact that Christians who 
profess to be under grace and not under the Law are not that way in 
practice. It documents the bizarre adherence of so-called liberals to 
the merciless Alaw of Paul.@ 
 
Chapter Seven:  What changes with the New Covenant?  What 
stays the same? 
     This chapter shows that nothing fundamentally changes between 
the Old and New Covenants in terms of the essentialness and 
availability to humans of the gift of salvation through the blood of 
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the atoning Lamb.  The form of the blood sacrifice changes but the 
underlying terms spelled out by God are the same.  The Law is no 
longer humanly enforced as it was in the days up to Christ=s death.  
However, as a recipe for well-being, a badge for believers, and a 
means of gaining intimacy with our heavenly Father, it nevertheless 
remains in effect between man and God. 
 
Chapter Eight:  The wonderful truth 
      In sum, this book has established the wonderful truth in its total 
believability.  There has always been one God-given covenant for 
salvation.  Its theme is present in God=s Word all the way from 
Genesis to Revelations.  Through that consistency humans can gain 
total assurance of salvation by faith. 
 

The last word 
     The God of the Bible is wonderfully consistent.  His mercy sits 
above the damnation of man in the Garden of Eden.  The Law 
spells out this mercy in the form of the substitutionary blood 
atonement covenant, which is from Aeverlasting to everlasting@ 
(Psalm 103:17).  Jesus is the wonderful gift of atonement God gave 
us simply because He loves the human creatures He made.  
Humans do not deserve this gift of salvation, nor does God demand 
anything in return.  Such a demand would only keep us away.  That 
is the meaning of grace.  Salvation is a gift from God. 
       This gift did not change when Judaism got the new name of 
Christianity.  We have always been under grace.  The blood 
sacrifice has always been freely available.   It was spelled out for 
Israel but it was open to "the stranger that sojourneth amongst you" 
(Exodus 12:49). 
      What is the difference between the Old and New Testaments?  
Nothing of substance.  Getting saved is just a lot easier now than in 
the days of the bloody sacrifices in the temple.  The truth is: we had 
it good; now we have it even better.  Let us do the emergency 
surgery to put the head back on the body.  Let us cling to the Law 
for our faith in Christ. 
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