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Precious Cornerstone

In the early decades following the death and resurrection
of Jesus, Christianity was considered by both the Romans
and the Jews to be a sect of Judaism. It was, in fact, religiously and
politically indistinguishable from Judaism. The Jews had long been
granted special privileges by the Roman government, mostly because
they were not considered to be a political threat. They were allowed to
worship their One True God, to celebrate the Biblical Feasts, and to
abstain from participating in Roman pagan activities. They were also
given freedom to establish their own laws and systems of justice, as
long as this did not conflict with those of the Roman government.
Indeed, it was because of this protected status of the Jews, that
Christianity was allowed to exist at all. No other non-Roman “religion”
could operate in the empire—if you weren‟t worshipping the Roman
gods, you had better be a Jew, or you were likely to be tortured and
killed.
Until about 65 AD, Jews and Christians would learn together in the
synagogues. Granted, there were some non-believing Jews in almost
every synagogue who were hostile to the Christians (some even stoned
Paul for his preaching of the Messiah [Acts 14:19]). And Christians
also gathered separately as groups in homes and other meeting places
(Acts 2:42-27). But, by Biblical and historical evidence, the early Jew—
Christian relationship was respectful and mutually beneficial, and
fostered the spread of the Good News.
In the few years before the destruction of the Temple in 70 AD,
however, the atmosphere changed dramatically, mostly because of a
change in Roman leadership that no longer recognized the right of
Jews to exist apart from Roman law. Persecutions of both Jews and
Christians ensued, leading to the torture and crucifixion of hundreds of
people at the hands of the Romans. The Jews blamed the Christians for
their fate, and the Christians blamed the Jews.
In 70 AD the animosity reached a climax when the Jews of Jerusalem
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revolted against the tyranny of Rome, but were subsequently overrun
by the Roman soldiers. As Jerusalem burned and the Temple fell to
the ground, the Jews and Christians scattered—the Jews to the valleys,
and the Christians to the hills.
This fateful event set into motion the course of history that would see
the death of “mother and child”, and the birth, instead, of “two
brothers”, at war and filled with hate.
The writers of the Gospels and the Epistles were composing their
documents during a time when Jews and Christians studied together
and ate together. They could not have predicted that the readers of
these documents, centuries later, would be living in a world where
Jews and Christians did not associate with one another, did not learn
from one another, and, indeed, hated one another.
As the centuries passed, Jews continued down the path of rabbinical
law and denial of the Messiah. Christians fared no better. In an effort
to distance themselves from the Jews, they attempted to blot out from
their doctrine all traces of their Jewish heritage. Instead of the “one
new man” that Jesus had created in himself (Ephesians 2:15), there
became two new religions, neither resembling the one that Jesus
practiced, loved, taught, and died for.
At the same time that Jewish teachers were denouncing the Christian
religion, our own church fathers were saying this about the Jews:

It is monstrous to talk of Jesus Christ and to practice Judaism. For
Christianity did not base its faith on Judaism, but Judaism on
Christianity. Ignatius, c. 36-108 CE**
...and these calamities they (the Jews) have suffered, because they
were a most wicked nation, which, although guilty of many other sins,
yet has been punished so severely for none, as for those that were
committed against our Jesus. Origen, c.185-254 CE
**

These quotations are taken from the book Messiah by Avi Ben Mordechai, Volume 1, c. 1997 by
Millennium 7000 Communications Int‟l, page 43. He has cited the original sources in his text.

3

The synagogue is not only a brothel and a theater; it is also a den of
robbers and a lodging for wild beasts...when God forsakes a people,
what hope of salvation is left? when God forsakes a place, that place
becomes the dwelling of demons...The Jews live for their bellies. They
gape for the things of this world. Their condition is not better than
that of pigs or goats because of their wanton ways and excessive
gluttony. They know but one thing: to fill their bellies and be
drunk...God hates you. As for me, I hate the synagogue and hate the
Jews for the same reason. John Chrysostom, c.347-407 CE
These were ignorant words, spoken out of hate, not love. Yet the
speakers of these words were the very architects of our faith. Had
something gone drastically wrong? Why did our church fathers, the
ones whose teachings would form the foundation of Christianity,
become so filled with disdain for the people whose flesh gave us Our
Messiah? Is it possible that such a foundation may not be strong at
all? Or has time repaired the damage and restored the building to full
strength? It‟s a valid question, and one worth answering.
Unless the LORD builds the house, the builder labors in
vain. (Psalm 127:1a) See, I lay a stone in Zion, a tested
stone, a precious cornerstone for a sure foundation; the one
who trusts will never be dismayed. I will make justice the
measuring line and righteousness the plumb line; hail will
sweep away your refuge, the lie, and water will overflow
your hiding place. (Isaiah 28:16-17)
The LORD declares that His design is the only sound plan for His church
and His people. If we attempt to build with any other plan, our house
will be structurally unsound, and unfit for habitation. Our refuge will
be swept away and the lie will be exposed.
Are we certain that we have a firm foundation? Are we confident that,
when the LORD tests our walls with “the measuring line of justice and
the plumb line of righteousness” that He will find the building square
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and true? Have we built on the “precious cornerstone” or have we
built on something less?
[Jesus said] ... everyone who hears these words of mine and
puts them into practice is like a wise man who built his
house on the rock. The rain came down, the streams rose,
and the winds blew and beat against that house; yet it did
not fall, because it had its foundation on the rock. But
everyone who hears these words of mine and does not put
them into practice is like a foolish man who built his house
on sand. The rain came down, the streams rose, and the
winds blew and beat against that house, and it fell with a
great crash. (Matthew 7:24-27)
Jesus is the “tested stone” and the “precious cornerstone.” He is “the
rock”, the only rock that guarantees a “sure foundation.” How can we
be sure that we are building on the rock? Jesus declares it: “Everyone
who hears these words of mine and puts them into practice” is the
one who is building on the solid rock. Should we assume that the
teachings we already know, the traditions we now embrace, or the
lives that we currently lead are built on The Rock? Perhaps not. If we
do not test the security of the foundation, we may find ourselves in a
house that falls with a great crash.
Come, let us sit at the feet of our Messiah, the one who speaks the
Father‟s words (John 14:24). Let us give our hearts to His teaching,
let us hear His words with open ears, and let us receive the message
with great eagerness and examine the Scriptures to verify that it is
true (Acts 17:11). Then, let us put into practice the very words of
Jesus, for “any man who listens to the word but does not do
what it says is like a man who looks at his face in a mirror
and, after looking at himself, goes away and immediately
forgets what he looks like.” (James 1:23-24)
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A

Messiah Is Born

Ponder this question for a moment: How do you know
that Jesus is the Messiah? As Christian believers, what
basis do we have for proving that Jesus is the Jewish Messiah who was
spoken of and expected in the Old Testament writings? Let‟s explore
the Scriptures to show that Jesus does fit the expectations perfectly.

 Respond

to the following questions. You are encouraged to verify
each reference with the translation of your choice, even if you
already know the answer to the question.
1. TRUE or FALSE: Moses prophesied that the Messiah would
be a prophet who would speak the words of the LORD. (Deut.
18:15-19)
2. TRUE or FALSE: Micah prophesied that the Messiah would
be born in the town of Bethlehem. (Micah 5:2)
3. TRUE or FALSE: Zecharaiah prophesied that the Messiah
would be betrayed for 30 pieces of silver. (Zech. 11:12)
4. TRUE or FALSE: Isaiah prophesied that the Messiah would
die as a guilt offering, that His soul would suffer, and that He
would rise to see the light of life again. (Isaiah 53:10-11)
5. TRUE or FALSE: Moses prophesied that all nations will be
obedient to the Messiah. (Genesis 49:10)
6. TRUE or FALSE: David prophesied that the Messiah will
rule from Zion, that He will judge the nations, and that He is,
was, and always will be a priest. (Psalm 110:1-7)
7. TRUE or FALSE: Isaiah prophesied that the Messiah will
teach the Law of God. (Isaiah 2:3)
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There are actually many Old Testament prophesies (around 65, or so,
depending on your viewpoint) concerning the Messiah. We have looked
at a few of them here, and all of the statements are true. Of course, if
Jesus failed to live out even one of these many prophesies, then He
would not be the Messiah as promised in the Old Testament and we
would be following a false messiah.
Jesus is our only sure foundation. He is the same yesterday, today,
and forever (Hebrews 13:8). The Old Testament Scriptures testify
about Him (John 5:39). Everything written about Jesus in the Old
Testament must be true in the New Testament. All that we see Him
doing in the New Testament must be consistent with the Messianic
prophesies in the Old Testament.
Otherwise, we have a false
foundation to our faith.
Specifically, let‟s examine the prophecies that the Messiah is both a
prophet and a priest.

 In

your own words, write down your definitions of prophet and
priest.

PROPHET

PRIEST
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How do your definitions compare to God‟s? Certainly, if God‟s Messiah
is to be a Prophet and a Priest, He will be expected to live up to God‟s
standards for these roles. Here is what the Scriptures say about
prophets of God.
If what a prophet proclaims in the name of the LORD does
not take place or come true, that is a message the LORD has
not spoken. (Deut. 18:22)
If a prophet...appears among you and announces to you a
miraculous sign or wonder, and if the sign or wonder of
which he has spoken takes place, and he says, “Let us
follow other gods”... “and let us worship them,” you must
not listen to the words of that prophet.... The LORD your
God is testing you to find out whether you love him with all
your heart and with all your soul. It is the LORD your God
you must follow, and him you must revere. Keep his
commands and obey him; serve him and hold fast to him.
That prophet... must be put to death, because he preached
rebellion against the LORD your God...he has tried to turn
you from the way the LORD your God commanded you to
follow. (Deut. 13:1-5)
..the [false] prophets who teach lies...guide this people and
mislead them. (Isaiah 9:15-16)
Because with falsehood you [false prophets] have made the
heart of the righteous sad, whom I have not made sad.
And you have strengthened the hands of the wrong, so that
he does not turn from his evil way, to keep him alive.
Therefore you shall no longer see false visions, nor practice
divination. And I shall deliver My people out of your
hand... (Ezekiel 13:22-23, TS)
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But there were also false prophets among the people, just as
there will be false teachers among you...Many will follow
their shameful ways and bring the way of truth into
disrepute...These men blaspheme in matters they do not
understand...They have left the straight way and wandered
off to follow the way of Balaam. (2 Peter 2:1-2,12,15)

 Using

these Scripture passages as a reference, circle the correct
response in each of these statements:
1. A false prophet WILL / WILL NOT
signs and wonders.

announce miraculous

2. A false prophet WILL / WILL NOT try to get you to stop
obeying the commands of the LORD.
3. God WILL / WILL NOT send false prophets in order to
test your love for Him.
4. A false prophet WILL / WILL NOT teach the truth.
5. A false prophet HAS / HAS NOT left the straight way of
the Lord.
6. A true prophet WILL / WILL NOT announce miraculous
signs and wonders.
7. A true prophet WILL / WILL NOT try to get you to stop
obeying the commands of the LORD.
8. A true prophet WILL / WILL NOT teach the truth.
9. A true prophet WILL / WILL NOT encourage the wrong
to turn from their evil, ungodly ways.
God‟s standard for a true prophet, then, is one who announces miraculous
signs and wonders on behalf of the LORD and one who teaches the
people to keep and obey the commands of God. Truly, Jesus embodies
these standards of God completely.
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Jesus identified himself as a prophet (Luke 4:24), testified that He spoke
only what God commanded Him to speak (John 12:49), declared
miraculous signs and wonders (Matthew 12:38-40, John 2:19), and taught
the commandments of God (Matthew 22:36-40).
And now, to get a biblical understanding of God‟s standards for a priest
(as Jesus is prophesied to be), let‟s again examine the Scriptures.
Then Aaron [the High Priest] lifted his hands toward the
people and blessed them. And having sacrificed the sin
offering, the burnt offering and the fellowship offering, he
stepped down. (Lev. 9:22)
Then the LORD said to Aaron [the High Priest], “...This is a
lasting ordinance for the generations to come. You must
distinguish between the holy and the profane, between the
unclean and the clean, and you must teach the Israelites all
the decrees the LORD has given them through Moses.”
(Lev. 10:8-11)
Again the word of the LORD came to me: “Son of man, say to
the land, „...There is a conspiracy of her princes within
her...Her priests do violence to my Law and profane my
holy things; they do not distinguish between the holy and the
profane; they teach that there is no difference between the
unclean and the clean; and they shut their eyes to the keeping
of my Sabbaths, so that I am profaned among
them...” (Ezekiel 22:23-26)

 Based on your understanding of these Scripture texts, circle the correct
response in each of these statements:
1. A priest DOES / DOES NOT
the people to the LORD.

offer the atoning sacrifice of

2. A priest DOES / DOES NOT bless the people of God.
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3. A priest DOES / DOES NOT teach the people of God about
holy and profane, clean and unclean and the Laws of God.
4. A priest DOES / DOES NOT
of the LORD’s Sabbath.

shut his eyes to the keeping

God‟s standards for a priest, then, are the following: He will present
atoning sacrifices to the LORD on behalf of the people, and he will bless
the people on behalf of the LORD, and he will teach the people the
difference between holy and profane (unholy), clean and unclean, and
about the keeping of the LORD’s Sabbath.
As our great High Priest, Jesus embodies these standards completely, and,
after presenting the ultimate atoning sacrifice for our sin, He became our
High Priest when “...[He sat] down at the right hand of the
throne of the Majesty in heaven, and [He] serves in the
sanctuary, the true tabernacle set up by the LORD, not by
man.” (Hebrews 8:1-2)

 What

may have you been taught about Jesus that doesn‟t fit the

prophecies about the Messiah?

 If

you were taught that Jesus did something that doesn‟t fit a

prophesy, does this mean you were taught something wrong, or does
this mean Jesus is not the Messiah?

Let‟s go on to examine some other basic biblical truths, using Scripture as
our “plumb line of righteousness” so that we can be confident that our
foundation is The Rock.
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A

n Everlasting Covenant

And [Jesus] said to them, “I have eagerly desired
to eat this Passover with you before I suffer.
For I tell you, I will not eat it again until it finds
fulfillment in the kingdom of God”...And he took bread,
gave thanks and broke it, and gave it to them, saying,
“This is my body given for you; do this in remembrance of
me.” In the same way, after the supper he took the cup,
saying, “This cup is the new covenant in my blood, which is
poured out for you.” (Luke 22:15-16,19-20)

 What “new” covenant is Jesus talking about?

 What are the “old” covenants?

 Does

God replace one covenant with the next one, or does God

renew one covenant with the next one?

Jesus has called us to be a covenant people with him through the
atoning work of his blood. Do you know the awesome call that you
have to participate in this covenant? Have you been taught what the
New Covenant is built upon? Do you understand your responsibility to
God as a child of the covenant? Let‟s examine the Scriptures to see
what God‟s word reveals to us about these questions.
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Our God is a covenant God. Throughout the Bible, we see Him
establishing a relationship with His people through covenant. Likewise,
He still gives us a way to establish a relationship with Him — naturally,
through covenant. Three of His covenants have been one-sided — that
is, requiring nothing on the part of man except trusting in the
faithfulness of God to uphold the covenant. Three of His covenants
have been two-sided — that is, requiring that man do something to
remain under the promise. The following discussion is aimed at
providing a basic understanding of these covenants. After exploring
this section, I would encourage you to develop for yourself a deeper
understanding of God‟s covenant work in your life.

One-Sided
(Unconditional)
Covenants

Two-Sided
(Conditional)
Covenants

Noahdic Covenant

Adamic Covenant

Abrahamic Covenant

Mosaic Covenant

New Covenant

Davidic Covenant

The Adamic Covenant
When the LORD God made the earth and the
heavens...streams came up from the earth and watered the
whole surface of the ground. And the LORD God formed
man from the dust of the ground and breathed into his
nostrils the breath of life, and man became a living being.
Now the LORD God had planted a garden in the east, in
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Eden; and there he put the man He had formed...The LORD
God took the man and put him in the Garden of Eden to
work it and take care of it. And the LORD God commanded
the man, “You are free to eat from any tree in the garden;
but you must not eat from the tree of the knowledge of
good and evil, for when you eat of it you will surely
die.” (Genesis 2:4-16)
From the beginning, God desired to have a relationship with His
creation.
He made man in His image (Genesis 1:27), He felt
compassion on man and did not want him to be without a helper
(Genesis 2:18), He blessed man and woman to be fruitful and rule over
all creation (Genesis 1:28-30), and He walked in the garden with Adam
and Eve (Genesis 3:8). God‟s first covenant act was to create a perfect
dwelling place where man could live forevermore in the presence of
God.

 What was the covenant promise to Adam and Eve?
 What

was the condition that Adam and Eve had to agree upon in

order to remain in that covenant?

 What

would be the consequence if Adam and Eve broke the

covenant?
When the woman saw that the fruit of the tree was
good...she took some and ate it. She also gave some to her
husband, who was with her, and he ate it. Then the eyes of
both of them were opened, and they realized they were
naked; so they sewed fig leaves together and made
coverings for themselves. (Genesis 3:6-7)
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 Who broke the covenant, man or God?
 What effect did this have on the relationship between God and man?

As long as there was no sin, God could dwell intimately with His creation.
When sin came as a result of the disobedience of Adam, the covenant
relationship was damaged. But immediately, God reveals that He has already
planned for this problem and He will restore the fullness of the relationship in
due time.
“And I will put enmity between you [Satan] and the woman, and
between your seed and hers; and he will crush your head, and you
will strike his heel.” (Genesis 3:15)
And the LORD God said, “The man has now become like one of us,
knowing good and evil. He must not be allowed to reach out his
hand and take also from the tree of life and eat, and live forever.”
So the LORD God banished him from the Garden of Eden to work
the ground from which he had been taken. After he drove the
man out, he placed on the east side of the Garden of Eden
cherubim and a flaming sword flashing back and forth to guard
the way to the tree of life. (Genesis 3:22-24)

 Why didn‟t God want man to now eat of the Tree of Life?

 Is the promise of the Adamic covenant (i.e. eternal life) still being upheld by
God?
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 Do

you believe that the Adamic covenant has been 1) unchanged, 2)

changed but still in effect, or 3) abolished? Why?

Then I saw a new heaven and a new earth... “Now the
dwelling of God is with men, and he will live with them. They
will be his people, and God himself will be with them and be
their God...There will be no more death or mourning or
crying or pain, for the old order of things has passed
away.”...Then the angel showed me the river of the water of
life, as clear as crystal, flowing from the throne of God and of
the Lamb down the middle of the great street of the city. On
each side of the river stood the tree of life... [Jesus said],
“Blessed are those who wash their robes, that they may have
the right to the tree of life and may go through the gates into
the city.” (Revelation 21:1-4, 22:1-2a,14)
God‟s covenant of everlasting life for mankind is still in effect. In the end,
when God restores His creation back to its original state, we will once
again have the relationship with God that He desired from the beginning,
“to dwell with men.” We will once again have “the right to the Tree of
Life.”
In the mean time, God continues to make covenants with His people so
that, even while we wait for the promise of the Adamic covenant, we can
still experience a relationship with Him and He with us. Each of the
subsequent covenants that God makes with mankind will have the
purpose of restoring the relationship that we lost when sin entered the
world.
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The Noahdic Covenant
Then God said to Noah and to his sons with him: “I now
establish my covenant with you and with your descendants
after you and with every living creature that was with
you.... I establish my covenant with you: Never again will
all life be cut off by the waters of a flood; never again will
there be a flood to destroy the earth. And God said, “This is
the sign of the covenant I am making between me and you...a
covenant for all generations to come: I have set my rainbow
in the clouds, and it will be the sign of the covenant between
me and the earth.” (Genesis 9:8-13)

 What

was the covenant promise to Noah and all of his descendants?

 Did Noah have any obligation or condition to fulfill on his part?
 Can this covenant ever be revoked?
 What was the sign of this unconditional covenant?
 If

God had not made this covenant, how might His relationship with

mankind have been affected?
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The Abrahamic Covenant
After this, the word of the Lord came to Abram in a vision
“Do not be afraid, Abram. I am your shield, your very
great reward”...He took him outside and said, “Look up at
the heavens and count the stars—if indeed you can count
them.” Then He said to him, “So shall your offspring be.”
Abram believed the LORD, and He credited it to him as
righteousness. He also said to him, “I am the LORD, who
brought you out of Ur of the Chaldeans to give you this
land to take possession of it.”
But Abram said, “O
sovereign LORD, how can I know that I will gain possession
of it? So the LORD said to him, “Bring me a heifer, a goat
and a ram, each three years old, along with a dove and a
young pigeon.” Abram brought all these to him, cut them
in two and arranged the halves opposite each other; the
birds, however, he did not cut in half...When the sun had set
and darkness had fallen, a smoking fire pot with a blazing
torch appeared and passed between the pieces. On that
day the LORD made a covenant with Abram and said, “ To
your descendants I give this land...” (Genesis 15:1-18)

 Did Abram have to do anything to merit this covenant?
 How

does God uniquely demonstrate that this is definitely an

unconditional covenant?
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Abram fell facedown, and God said to him, “As for me, this
is my covenant with you: You will be the father of many
nations. No longer will you be called Abram; your name
will be Abraham, for I have made you a father of many
nations...I will establish my covenant as an everlasting
covenant between me and you and your descendants after
you for the generations to come, to be your God and the
God of your descendants after you. The whole land of
Canaan, where you are now an alien, I will give as an
everlasting possession to you and your descendants after
you; and I will be their God. (Genesis 17:3-8)

 What

are the three covenant promises that are made to Abram in

this passage?

 Is this an everlasting (irrevocable) covenant?
No other covenant seems to have the complexity of the Abrahamic
covenant, yet we must strive to understand it fully, for it forms the
basis of our Chrisitian faith. Paul teaches in Romans Chapter 4 that,
like the faith that justified Abram before God, it is our faith in the
atoning blood of the Messiah that works justification for us before God.
This is the covenant that declares to all mankind that it is our heart
condition—our trust in God‟s faithfulness—that brings us the
inheritance. We do not merit the inheritance on our own, just as
Abram did not merit the covenant on his own. And, if you belong to
Christ, then you are Abraham‟s seed, and heirs according
to the promise. (Galatians 3:29).
So where is the
misunderstanding?
Reading further in Genesis, we find the source of great confusion. It
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was evidently a hotly debated issue at the time of Paul‟s writings,
because he devotes whole chapters, and indeed, most of the book of
Galatians, trying to explain it. If we misapply the Genesis account
(shown below) or Paul‟s explanation for it, we can find ourselves on
“sandy ground.”
Then God said to Abraham, “As for you, you must keep my
covenant, you and your descendants after you for the
generations to come. This is my covenant with you and
your descendants after you, the covenant you are to keep:
Every male among you shall be circumcised. You are to
undergo circumcision, and it will be the sign of the
covenant between me and you...My covenant in your flesh
is to be an everlasting covenant.
Any uncircumcised
male, who has not been circumcised in the flesh, will be cut
off from his people; he has broken my covenant.” (Genesis
17:9-14)

 TRUE

or FALSE: God changes Abram‟s name to Abraham before

giving him the instructions on circumcision.

 TRUE or FALSE:

God cut the covenant with Abraham and declared

the covenant to be in effect (i.e. “I have made you a father of many
nations”) before giving him the instructions on circumcision.
Careful reading of the previous passages shows us that both of these
statements are true. So then, is the covenant of circumcision yet
another, conditional covenant with a separate promise? If so, what is
the promise? Remember, an unconditional covenant gives a promise
without a necessary action on the part of man (except to trust in the
faithfulness of God), and a conditional covenant gives a promise along
with a necessary act on the part of man in order to merit the promise.
Here, we seem to have a condition (circumcision) without a promise, so
we don‟t really have the criteria necessary for a separate covenant.
How does the command of circumcision tie into the unconditional
covenant already promised to Abraham by God?
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 Does

God say anywhere in Genesis 17:9-14 that undergoing the

circumcision will result in the promises given in Genesis 17:3-8?

 Does

God say anywhere in Genesis 17:9-14 that not undergoing

circumcision will result in loss of the promises given in Genesis 17:38?

 Is

circumcision a sign of the covenant or a condition of the

covenant?

 How

is circumcision in the Abrahamic Covenant like the rainbow in

the Noahdic Covenant?

We have been saying that Abraham‟s faith was credited to
him as righteousness. Under what circumstances was it
credited? Was it after he was circumcised, or before? It
was not after, but before! And he received the sign of
circumcision, a seal of the righteousness that he had by
faith while he was still uncircumcised. So then, he is the
father of all who believe but have not been circumcised, in
order that righteousness might be credited to them. And
he is also the father of the circumcised who not only are
circumcised but who also walk in the footsteps of the faith
that
our
father
Abraham
had
before
he
was
circumcised...The words “it was credited to him” were
written not for him alone, but also for us, to whom God will
credit righteousness—for us who believe in him who raised
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Jesus our Lord from the dead. He was delivered over to
death for our sins and was raised to life for our
justification. (Romans 4:9b-12,23-25)
Recall that every covenant God makes with us serves to deepen our
relationship with Him. Mankind lost the perfection of the relationship
that God had with Adam and Eve in the Garden of Eden, but God is
working His plan to restore the relationship in spite of man‟s fall into
sin. We learned from the Noahdic covenant that God wants a
relationship wherein we do not fear for our very existence from day to
day; that we do not relate to Him on the basis of being afraid of Him,
but on the basis of being in awe of Him, because He is the giver and
sustainer of life.

 Can you be justified before God by any other means except through
faith in His promises, that is, through the Abrahamic Covenant?

 Is physical circumcision a requirement for justification through faith?
 If

you had a friend who was a new believer in Christ, and he had

made a decision to be circumcised because he believed that it was

important for his salvation, would you try to talk him out of it? After
all, it is a sign of the covenant, so what harm could it do to let him
go through with the circumcision, even if it is for the wrong reason?

Paul, in his letter to the Galatians, is arguing this very point as he
teaches a basic covenant truth. These new believers in Galatia were
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trying to be justified before God through their own strength (“works”)
and through physical circumcision, because they did not understand
the Abrahamic Covenant. He explains to them that the Scripture
foresaw that God would justify the Gentiles by faith, and
announced the gospel in advance to Abraham:
“All
nations will be blessed through you.”...He redeemed us in
order that the blessing given to Abraham might come to
the Gentiles through Christ Jesus, so that by faith we might
receive the promise of the Spirit. (Galatians 3:8-9,14)

 If you try to be justified before God by your own strength instead of
through faith, how does that affect your relationship with God?

The Mosaic Covenant

 What comes to your mind when you think of “the Law of God?”

 Did

you know that the word that we translate as “law” in the Old

Testament is the Hebrew word “Torah”?

 Did

you know that the word Torah actually means “teaching” or

“instruction”?

(Really! Look it up in any concordance;

the word is definitely best translated as teaching and instruction, not
law; it comes from the root word “yorah” which means “to teach”.)
The covenant that is commonly referred to as the “Mosaic Covenant” or
the “Law of Moses” is, in fact, a collection of teachings and instructions
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given by God to all believers to be observed and guarded for all
generations so that we can develop a healthy “father/child” relationship
with the Almighty God. Let‟s back this idea up with Scripture. (In the
following passages, any time that the translation uses “law” or “laws” in
place of the Hebrew words “Torah” or “Torot”, I will emphasize the
Hebrew word.)
In the third month after the Israelites left Egypt—on the
very day—they came to the Desert of Sinai...the LORD
called to [Moses] and said, “You yourselves have seen what
I did to Egypt, and how I carried you on eagles‟ wings and
brought you to myself. Now if you obey me fully and keep
my covenant, then...you will be for me a kingdom of priests
and a holy nation.” (Exodus 19:1-6)

 What

relationship does God desire to establish with his people

through the Mosaic Covenant?

 Is this going to be a conditional or an unconditional covenant?
 Although

God has yet to give the details, what is the general

condition that the people must follow in order to have the desired
relationship?

 TRUE

or FALSE

The Law of Moses, i.e. the Mosaic Covenant,

was given only to the physical descendants of Israel and therefore
do not apply to us as “gentile” believers.

And the children of Israel set out from Rameses to Sukkot,
about six thousand med on foot, besides the little ones. And
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a mixed multitude [i.e. non-Israelites] went up with them,
too. (Exodus 12:37-38)
The community is to have the same rules for you and for
the alien [i.e. the gentile believers in the God of Abraham,
Isaac and Jacob]
living among you; this is a lasting
ordinance for the generations to come. You and the alien
shall be the same before the LORD: The same laws [Torot]
and regulations will apply both to you and to the alien
living among you. (Numbers 15:15-16)
At the end of every seven years...you shall read this law
[Torah] before them in their hearing.
Assemble the
people—men, women and children, and the aliens living in
your towns—so they can listen and learn to fear the LORD
your God and follow carefully all the words of this law
[Torah]. (Deuteronomy 31:10-12)
Let no foreigner who has joined himself to the LORD say,
“The LORD will surely exclude me from his people.”...
Foreigners who bind themselves to the LORD to serve him,
to love the name of the LORD, and to worship him, all who
keep the Sabbath without desecrating it and who hold fast
to my covenant—these I will bring to my holy mountain
and give them joy in my house of prayer. Their burnt
offerings and sacrifices will be accepted on my altar; for
my house will be called a house of prayer for all
nations.” (Isaiah 56:3,6-7)

 TRUE

or FALSE

The Law of Moses, i.e. the Mosaic Covenant,

was given only to the physical descendants of Israel and therefore
do not apply to us as “gentile” believers.
The Mosaic Covenant was given to the Israelites and their resident
aliens (the Hebrew word is “goy” which indicates anyone who is not a
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direct physical descendant of Jacob — Abraham, of course, was a “goy”).
These aliens were foreign-born people who had committed themselves to
the LORD and had forsaken all other gods.

As spoken by the prophet

Isaiah, anyone who joins himself to the LORD has the right to participate in
this covenant.
If you follow my decrees and are careful to obey my
commands, I will send you rain in its season, and the ground
will yield its crops and the trees of the field their fruit...I will
grant peace in the land...I will look on you with favor and
make you fruitful and increase your numbers, and I will keep
my covenant with you. You will still be eating last year‟s
harvest when you will have to move it out to make room for
the new. I will put my dwelling place among you...I will walk
among you and be your God, and you will be my people.
(Exodus 26:3-12)
If you fully obey the LORD your God and carefully follow all
his commands, the LORD your God will set you high above all
the nations on earth...The LORD will establish you as his holy
people, as he promised you on oath...Then all the peoples on
earth will see that you are called by the name of the LORD...
(Deut. 28:1,9-10)

 What does God promise to do for us in this covenant relationship?

...What does the LORD your God ask of you but to fear the
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LORD your God, to walk in all his ways, to love him, to serve
the LORD your God with all your heart and with all your soul,
and to observe the LORD‟s commands and decrees that I am
giving you today for your own good. (Deuteronomy 10:12-13)

 For our part of the relationship, what does God ask of us?

The LORD said to Moses, “Speak to the entire assembly of
Israel and say to them: „Be holy because I, the LORD your
God, am holy.‟” (Leviticus 19:2) “You are to be holy to me
because I, the LORD, am holy, and I have set you apart from
the nations to be my own.” (Leviticus 20:26)
“Keep my
commands and follow them... I am the LORD, who makes you
holy...” (Leviticus 22:31-32)
For you are a people holy to the
LORD your God...It was because the LORD loved you and kept
the oath he swore to your forefathers that he...redeemed
you...Know therefore that the LORD your God is God; he is the
faithful God, keeping his covenant of love to a thousand
generations of those who love him and keep his commands.
(Deuteronomy 7:6-9)

 God repeatedly tells us to be holy as He is holy.

We will know that we

are His covenant people when we are holy unto Him. But what does it
mean to be “holy”? (hint:

the Hebrew word for “holy” is “kadosh”

which means “set-apart”)

 Does God give us specific guidelines about how to be holy (set apart),
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or does He leave it up to us to decide what we will and will not do to
be holy?

 If we uphold our part of the covenant agreement, and God upholds His
part of the covenant agreement, what will be the result? Will we then
be for Him “a kingdom of priests and a holy nation?”

 Do you desire to be holy (set apart) to the LORD?
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In the course of time, Cain brought some of the fruits of the
soil as an offering to the LORD. But Abel brought fat
portions from some of the firstborn of his flock. The LORD
looked with favor on Abel and his offering, but on Cain and
his offering he did not look with favor. (Genesis 4:3-5a)
The LORD then said to Noah, “Go into the ark, you and
your whole family, because I have found you righteous in
this generation. Take with you seven of every kind of
clean animal...and two of every kind of unclean
animal...” (Genesis 7:1-2)
And the LORD appeared to [Isaac] and said...Sojourn in this
land...And I shall establish the oath which I swore to
Abraham your father...because Abraham obeyed My voice
and guarded My Charge: My commands, My laws, and My
Torah. (Genesis 26:2-5 TS)

 Cain

and Abel brought offerings to the Lord.

Noah knew the

difference between clean and unclean animals.

Abraham obeyed

God‟s Torah.

These “Mosaic Covenant” acts were done by man

before the giving of the Law of Moses on Mount Sinai. How is that?

 Did

God make up His Torah (i.e. His teaching and instruction, the

Law of Moses) for the Israelites, or did His Torah exist beforehand?
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Yet you are near, O LORD, and all your commands are
true. Long ago I learned from your statutes that you
established them to last forever... All your words are true;
all your righteous laws are eternal. (Psalm 119:151-152, 159160)
[Jesus said] I tell you the truth, until heaven and earth
disappear not the smallest letter, not the least stroke of a
pen, will by any means disappear from the law...
(Matthew 5:18)
...The ancient mountains crumbled and the age-old hills
collapsed. His ways are eternal. (Habakkuk 3:6)

 Does

Scripture declare that God‟s ways, teachings and laws are

eternal?

 If God‟s Torah is eternal, why did He make a specific covenant with
the Israelites for them to obey it and guard it?

God‟s ways, teachings and laws, i.e. His Torah are eternal. The above
scripture verses and many others not quoted here confirm, without
doubt, that this is the case. Could it be that, when God created Adam
and Eve, the Torah of God was part of their very being? Could it be
that, when Adam and Eve sinned and death came upon them, that the
supernatural indwelling of the Torah in man ceased to be? Adam and
Eve made a choice in the Garden of Eden. They chose to be
disobedient to God. In essence, they chose death over life.
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Now what I am commanding you today is not too difficult
for you or beyond your reach. It is not up in heaven, so
that you have to ask, “Who will ascend into heaven to get
it and proclaim it to us so we may obey it?” Nor is it
beyond the sea, so that you have to ask, “Who will cross the
sea to get it and proclaim it to us so we may obey it?” No,
the word is very near you; it is in your mouth and in your
heart so you may obey it...This day I call heaven and
earth as witnesses against you that I have set before you
life and death, blessings and curses. Now choose life, so
that you and your children may live and that you may
love the LORD your God, listen to his voice, and hold fast to
him... (Deut. 30: 11-14,19-20)

 If

you were asked this day to choose between “life and death,

blessings and curses”, what would your response be?

The Davidic Covenant
[The LORD said to David through Nathan the prophet]
“When your days are over and you go to be with your
fathers, I will raise up your offspring to succeed you, one of
your own sons, and I will establish his kingdom. He is the
one who will build a house for me, and I will establish his
throne forever. I will be his father, and he will be my son...
I will set him over my house and my kingdom forever; his
throne will be established forever.” (1 Chron. 17:11-14)
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 In this passage, God is declaring the eternal throne of which “Son of
David?”
When the time drew near for David to die, he gave a
charge to Solomon his son. “I am about to go the way of all
the earth,” he said. “So be strong, show yourself a man, and
observe what the LORD your God requires: Walk in his
ways, and keep his decrees and commands, his laws and
requirements, as written in the Law of Moses, so that you
may prosper in all you do and wherever you go, and that
the LORD may keep his promise to me: „If your descendants
watch how they live, and if they walk faithfully before me
with all their heart and soul, you will never fail to have a
man on the throne of Israel.‟” (1 Kings 2:1-4)

 What

condition does God place on David‟s descendants in order for
them to remain on the throne?

 In the eventual history of Israel, was this covenant broken by the
descendants of David?

How?

 Isaiah prophesies that the Messiah “will reign on David‟s
throne and over his kingdom, establishing and upholding
it with justice and righteousness from that time on and
forever.” (Isaiah 9:7). Is Jesus the Messiah bound by the terms
of this covenant?
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The New Covenant
“The time is coming,” declares the LORD, “when I will make
a new covenant with the house of Israel and with the house
of Judah ...This is the covenant I will make with the house
of Israel after that time,” declares the LORD. “I will put my
Law [Torah] in their minds and write it on their hearts. I
will be their God, and they will be my people. No longer
will a man teach his neighbor, or a man his brother,
saying, „Know the LORD,‟ because they will all know me,
from the least of them to the greatest,” declares the LORD.
For I will forgive their wickedness and will remember their
sins no more.” (Jeremiah 31:31-34)

 According

to the prophet Jeremiah, with whom does God make the

New Covenant?

 Are

the Torah teachings and instructions going to be abolished or

changed by the New Covenant?

 In

the New Covenant, God gives a promise that will profoundly

affect His relationship with mankind for the rest of time. What is the
one new promise that God makes in this covenant that sets it
apart from any previous covenant? (hint: last line)

 Does God declare in this New Covenant that sin will
under the terms of the covenant?

no longer exist
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After Adam and Eve sinned and before God removed them from the
Garden of Eden, a sacrifice was made. The LORD God made
garments of skin for Adam and his wife and clothed them.
(Genesis 3:21)
Sin had entered the world, and because of the
knowledge of good and evil, Adam and Eve knew that they were
naked. An animal was sacrificed by God to make a covering for their
nakedness, for their sin.
This was the start of countless sacrifices—the shedding of innocent
blood to atone for sin—one sin, one sacrifice. For without the
shedding of blood there is no forgiveness. (Hebrews 9:22)
The magnitude of this requirement is really beyond human
understanding. I don‟t think we can really fathom the amount of
innocent blood that was poured out for the sins of the world since the
day that mankind fell. Certainly, if each one of us examines himself
humbly before God, we would recognize the depth of our own
sinfulness, and would know that we could never be washed clean by
the blood of bulls and goats.
Therefore, when Christ came into the world, he said,
“Sacrifice and offering you did not desire, but a body you
prepared for me; with burnt offerings and sin offerings you
were not pleased. Then I said, „Here I am—it is written
about me in the scroll—I have come to do your will, O
God.‟”... Day after day every priest stands and performs his
religious duties; again and again he offers the same
sacrifices, which can never take away sins. But when this
Priest had offered for all time one sacrifice for sins, he sat
down at the right hand of God...And where [sins] have been
forgiven, there is no longer any sacrifice for sin. (Hebrews
10:5-7, 11-12,18)
The blood of Christ is now the final atonement for the sins of the world.
 Does this fact make sin non-existent?

 Does this fact change the nature of sin?
 Does this fact redefine sin in any way?
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Whosoever committeth sin transgresseth also the law: for
sin is the transgression of the law. (1 John 3:4 KJV)

 What is sin?

If we deliberately keep on sinning after we have received
the knowledge of the truth, no sacrifice for sins is
left...Anyone who rejected the law of Moses died without
mercy on the testimony of two or three witnesses. How
much more severely do you think a man deserves to be
punished who has trampled the Son of God under foot, who
has treated as an unholy thing the blood of the covenant
that sanctified him... (Hebrews 10:26-29)

 If

we willfully remain ignorant of God‟s definition of sin—if we

deliberately choose those commands of God that we want to follow,
but cast off as “not applicable any more” those that seem
unreasonable or inconvenient to us—are we not guilty of
“deliberately continuing to sin after we have received the knowledge
of truth”?

And [Jesus] said to them, “I have eagerly desired to eat this
Passover with you before I suffer. For I tell you, I will not
eat it again until it finds fulfillment in the kingdom of
God”...And he took bread, gave thanks and broke it, and
gave it to them, saying, “This is my body given for you; do
this in remembrance of me.” In the same way, after the
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supper he took the cup, saying, “This cup is the new covenant
in my blood, which is poured out for you.” (Luke 22:15-16,19-20)
On the night that Jesus was betrayed, He shared with His disciples the
biblical Passover meal, the meal that God commanded be eaten every year
in order to remember that He redeemed His people out of Egypt. God‟s
redemption came as a gift to them, because of a promise He had made to
their faithful father Abraham, and not because of any works they had
done to merit their redemption. After he had redeemed them with
the blood of the lamb, He said to them, “You yourselves have
seen what I did to Egypt, and how I carried you on eagles‟
wings and brought you to myself. Now if you obey me fully
and keep my covenant, then...you will be for me a kingdom of
priests and a holy nation.” (Exodus 19:4-6a) The redemption
came because of a promise made in faith; the call to obedience
came to show the way to holiness.
On the night that Jesus was betrayed, He announced that He would
redeem the world with the Blood of the Lamb. Through the New
Covenant, “their sins and lawless acts would be remembered no
more.” (Hebrews 10:17) And after the redemption comes the call:
Before long, the world will not see me anymore, but you will
see me. Because I live, you also will live...Whoever has my
commands and obeys them, he is the one who loves me...If
anyone loves me, he will obey my teaching. My Father will
love him, and we will come to him and make our home with
him. (John 14:19-23)

 How will you answer the call?
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Noahdic
Covenant
”I will sustain
your life.”

Abrahamic Covenant
“Walk with me
in faith.”

Mosaic Covenant
“Be holy as I am holy.”
Davidic Covenant
“Your Messiah will reign.”
New Covenant
“I have purchased you with my blood.”

A

37

nd the Greatest
of these is Love

One of [the Pharisees], an expert in the law, tested [Jesus]
with this question:
“Teacher, which is the greatest
commandment in the Law?” Jesus replied: “ „Love the Lord
your God with all your heart and with all your soul and
with all your mind.‟
This is the first and greatest
commandment. And the second is like it: „Love your
neighbor as yourself.‟ All the Law and the Prophets hang
on these two commandments.” (Matthew 22:35-40)

 When

questioned about the greatest commandment, which of the

Ten Commandments does Jesus quote? (hint: read Deut. 6:5 and
Leviticus 19:18)

 Why

isn‟t

the

greatest

commandment

one

of

the

Ten

Commandments?

 When

asked what is the greatest commandment, why does Jesus

give a “first” greatest and a “second” greatest?

 What

did Jesus mean by the statement “All the Law and the

Prophets hang on these two commandments”?
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Jesus was a great teacher. In His day, and even still, the Jewish
people recognize when a person has been given authority by God to
correctly interpret the Scriptures.** At this time, there was a great
debate among the religious authorities regarding the importance of the
various laws in the Torah (of which there are about 600), and much
time was spent in discussion trying to order these commandments from
“greatest” to “least.” The answer to the question “which of the
commandments is greatest” wasn‟t known—the “expert in the law”
wasn‟t trying to see if Jesus knew the correct answer, but he was
testing Him to see in what manner He would respond. He was testing
Jesus to see if He would “fulfill” or “abolish” the Law by His response.
Since Jesus had previously said that I have not come to abolish
the law, but to fulfill it... (Matthew 5:17), we know that
whatever answer He gives will assuredly be the correct teaching.
When asked which one of the commandments is greatest, Jesus gives
a profound answer. In essence, He says “they are all equally great.”
Let‟s take a look...
In Jesus‟ day, it was well accepted that the “Ten Words” (the literal
Hebrew translation, rather than the Ten Commandments) were the
summary of the Law. Each of the 600 or so commandments could be
categorized “under” one of the Ten Words. What was not well
understood, was that the Ten Words, themselves, were a guideline to
an even greater goal: the relationship of God to man, and man to God
with love as the foundation.
In trying to categorize the commands from greatest (or more important
to keep) to least (or less important to keep), they had forgotten that,
what God wanted really wanted from them was a relationship,
obedience out of love, not works out of obligation. Jesus set them
straight: Love God, love man...Hang your commandments on these
**

The Hebraic idiom for “correctly interpret the Law” was to “fulfill” it, and, conversely, the Hebraic idiom
for “incorrectly interpret the Law” was to “abolish” it. Unless we study ancient Hebrew culture and
writings, we would not know this. As a modern example, if I came home from the store and told my
husband that the groceries cost me “an arm and a leg”, he would not be expecting blood to be pouring
out on the carpet, but he would expect the VISA bill to be high! It will often help us to “correctly
interpret” the Word of God if we take some time to examine the culture of the time period that we are
studying.
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two, and you will find the true meaning of the Law. There is no
“greatest” and “least.” There is no “more important” and “less
important.” The entire Law hangs on love, and you cannot separate
one commandment from another.
Owe no man any thing, but to love one another: for he that
loveth another hath fulfilled the law. For this, Thou shalt
not commit adultery, Thou shalt not kill, Thou shalt not
steal, Thou shalt not bear false witness, Thou shalt not
covet; and if there be any other commandment, it is briefly
comprehended in this saying, namely, Thou shalt love thy
neighbor as thyself. Love worketh no ill to his neighbor:
therefore love is the fulfilling of the law. (Romans 13:8-10
KJV)
The entire law is summed up in a single command: Love
your neighbor as yourself.” (Galatians 5:14)
And this is His command: to believe in the name of his
Son, Jesus Christ, and to love one another as he commanded
us.” (1 John 3:23)
[Jesus said] “A new command I give you:
Love one
another. As I have loved you, so you must love one
another. All men will know that you are my disciples if
you love one another.” (John 13:34-35)

 How

is it that Jesus gives us a “new” command that has the same

meaning as the “second greatest” commandment from Matthew
22:39?
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 Does the word “new” here mean “never before heard or seen” or is
the word “new” better understood as “renewed so as to make it
more clear and more meaningful?”

In Jesus‟ day, there was an atmosphere of competition between
religious Jews. They wanted to know which commandments were
greatest, so that they could be sure to follow those and therefore be
“better” than the others who were only following the “least”
commandments. The competition had become so pronounced that a
person had to “earn the right” to associate with the “most religious”
people in the synagogue. Certainly, a Jew didn‟t dare associate in any
way with a Gentile. In fact, Gentiles were considered “unclean”, so
that, by mere association with them, a Jew was rendered unfit to enter
the Temple.
“Love your neighbor as yourself” was a selectively
applied, and mostly ignored, command.
Jesus, knowing that His salvation would be for the Jews and the
Gentiles, spent much of His ministry to the Jews teaching on the
subject of brotherly love. There was a dividing wall of hostility that had
been built into the Law by the Jews (not by God), and it had to be
broken down, or the “light to the Gentiles” would be dim, at best. This
is why Jesus gave them “a new command”—He needed to emphasize
the importance of this foundation. Without it, the Jews were building
on “sandy ground,” hanging their commandments on their own
foundation, not God‟s.
Jesus goes on to emphasize this foundation when he talks about being
the “true vine.” In the days of Jesus, the Temple was decorated by a
gold metal vine and people of stature could buy a “leaf” for the vine to
publicly display how much they were giving to the temple. It was
another way of showing who was more important among them. Jesus
declared:
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“I am the true vine and my Father is the gardener. He
cuts off every branch in me that bears no fruit, while
every branch that does bear fruit he trims clean so that it
will be even more fruitful....No branch can bear fruit by
itself; it must remain in the vine. Neither can you bear
fruit unless you remain in me.... Now remain in my love.
If you obey my commands, you will remain in my love, just
as I have obeyed my Father‟s commands and remain in his
love. I have told you this so that your joy may be complete.
My command is this: Love each other as I have loved
you.” (John 15:1-4,9-12)

 What is the fruit that Jesus wants all of the “branches” to display?

 Can we bear this fruit apart from Him?
 In

order to bear the fruit desired by our heavenly Father, we

“branches” must “love each other” as the “vine” “has loved us.” If
the entire Law hangs on “love” and if Jesus has demonstrated the
manner of that love completely, “as He has loved us”, then is it
correct to believe that Jesus must have followed the entire Law
perfectly?

 If Jesus followed the entire Law perfectly, and He wants us to “love
each other as He has loved us”, then would it be correct to believe
that Jesus wants us to also follow the entire Law perfectly?
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 If

Jesus wants us to follow the entire Law perfectly, would that be

the fruit that he wants us to bear as branches of the vine?

Jesus was impressing upon the Jews the importance of the goal of the
Law: to love all mankind with a love that comes only from the Father.
That must be their fruit. If they produce this fruit, then the dividing
wall of hostility between Jew and Jew, and between Jew and Gentile,
would be torn down and “all men will know that [they] are [his]
disciples.”
The disciple Peter would have a particularly hard time with this
command. As Jesus had said “My command is this: Love each
other as I have loved you. Greater love has no one than
this, that one lay down his life for his friends.” (John 15:1213) Peter earlier had asked Jesus, “Lord, why can‟t I follow
you now?
I will lay down my life for you.”
Jesus
answered, “Will you really lay down your life for me? I tell
you the truth, before the rooster crows, you will disown me
three times!” (John 13:37-38)
Although he was a devout follower of Jesus for three years, Peter had
yet to truly understand the nature of “loving one another.” Yet, he was
destined to become a great preacher of the word to both Jews and
Gentiles. He would eventually declare that “I now realize how
true it is that God does not show favoritism but accepts
men from every nation who fear him and do what is
right.” (Acts 10:34-35). What finally happened to Peter, that he was
able to understand that all men are equal before God, and that he
could not choose to love one more than another based on man‟s
judgements? What finally happened to Peter that he was able to
understand that all men are “clean” before God—not just the religious
Jews, but the Gentiles as well?
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About noon the following day as they were approaching
the city, Peter went up on the roof to pray. He became
hungry and wanted something to eat, and while the meal
was being prepared, he fell into a trance. He saw heaven
opened and something like a large sheet being let down to
earth by its four corners. It contained all kinds of fourfooted animals, as well as reptiles of the earth and birds of
the air. Then a voice told him, “Get up, Peter. Kill and
eat.” “Surely not, Lord!” Peter replied. “I have never
eaten anything impure or unclean.” The voice spoke to
him a second time, “Do not call anything impure that God
has made clean.”
This happened three times, and
immediately the sheet was taken back to heaven. While
Peter was wondering about the meaning of the vision, the
men sent by Cornelius [the Gentile] found out where
Simon‟s house was and stopped at the gate...While Peter
was still thinking about the vision, the Spirit said to him,
“Simon, three men are looking for you. So get up and go
downstairs. Do not hesitate to go with them, for I have
sent them.”...Talking with [Cornelius], Peter went inside
and found a large gathering of people. He said to them:
“You are well aware that it is against our [traditional] law
for a Jew to associate with a Gentile or visit him. But God
has shown me that I should not call any man impure or
unclean. So when I was sent for, I came without raising
any objection.”... “I now realize how true it is that God does
not show favoritism but accepts men from every nation
who fear him and do what is right. This is the message God
sent to the people of Israel, telling the good news of peace
through Jesus Christ, who is Lord of all.” (Acts 10:9-36)
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 If

Peter had not come to understand Jesus‟ command to “love one

another,” would he have been able to preach the message of “peace
through Jesus Christ”? Would he have been able to accept, contrary
to Jewish traditional law, that Gentiles were “clean” and were equal
to the Jews in the eyes of God?

Paul also brings home this point to the Ephesians. The Law of God
had, indeed, become a dividing wall of hostility between Jew and Jew,
and between Jew and Gentile. To be more precise, the dividing wall
was the way in which the Jews had surrounded the Law with their own
dogmas or ordinances. They did this so that they could exclude from
their midst those who, in their opinion, fell short of the Law. They had
caused the Law to be contained within the ordinances, rather than the
ordinances to be contained within the Law. The former causes
competition, division, and hostility, whereas the latter leads to peace,
unity and love.
Therefore remember that you [gentiles]...were without
Messiah, excluded from the citizenship of Israel and
strangers from the covenants of promise, having no
expectation and without God in the world. But now in
Messiah you who were far off have been brought near by
the blood of the Messiah. For He is our peace, who has
made both one, and having broken down the partition of
the barrier, having abolished in His flesh the enmity—the
Law of the commands in dogma—so as to create in Himself
one renewed man from the two, thus making peace, and to
completely restore to favour both of them unto God in one
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body through the cross, having destroyed the enmity by
it...So then you are no longer strangers and foreigners, but
fellow citizens with the holy ones and members of the
household of God, having been built upon the foundation of
the emissaries and prophets, Messiah Himself being chief
cornerstone, in whom all the building, being joined together
grows into a holy Dwelling Place in the Lord, in whom you
also are being built together into a dwelling of God in the
Spirit. (Ephesians 2:11-22 TS)
And also to the Corinthians, Paul preaches unity in Christ through love:
The body is a unit, though it is made up of many parts; and
though all its parts are many, they form one body. So it is
with Christ. For we were all baptized by one Spirit into
one body—whether Jews or Greeks, slave or free—and we
were all given the one Spirit to drink....[and] God has
combined the members of the body and has given greater
honor to the parts that lacked it, so that there should be no
division in the body, but that its parts should have equal
concern for each other...And now I will show you the most
excellent way. If I speak in tongues of men and of angels,
but have not love, I am only a resounding gong or a
clanging cymbal. If I have the gift of prophecy and can
fathom all mysteries and all knowledge, and if I have a
faith that can move mountains, but have not love, I am
nothing. If I give all I possess to the poor and surrender
my body to the flames, but have not love, I gain nothing.
Love is patient, love is kind. It does not envy, it does not
boast, it is not proud. It is not rude, it is not self-seeking, it
is not easily angered, it keeps no record of wrongs. Love
does not delight in evil, but rejoices with the truth...And
now these three remain: faith, hope and love. But the
greatest of these is love. (passages from 1 Corinthians. 12 and 13)

46

So, by Jesus‟ own teaching we have learned that all of the
commandments in God‟s Law are equally important and are summarized
as:
Love the Lord your God with all your heart and with all your soul
and with all your mind; and love your neighbor as yourself. If we can
master these two commandments, we have fulfilled the entire Law. If we
can love one another (in the same way, and by the same method as Jesus
loved us) then we will remain in the Body of Messiah, and “our joy will be
complete.” Hallelujah!

 What does the passage “God is love” (1 John 4:16) mean to you?

 As both Jesus and the apostle Paul taught, it is the fulfillment of God‟s
Law to “Love the Lord your God with all your heart, soul and mind” and
to “Love your neighbor as yourself”. Can we obey Jesus‟ command to
“love one another” apart from the Law of God?

A
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n Easy Yoke

[Jesus said] “Come to me, all you who are weary
and burdened, and I will give you rest. Take my
yoke upon you and learn from me, for I am gentle and
humble in heart, and you will find rest for your souls. For
my yoke is easy and my burden is light.” (Matthew 11:2830)

 Describe in your own words what this passage means to you:

Jesus replied, “And you experts in the law, woe to you,
because you load people down with burdens they can
hardly carry, and you yourselves will not lift one finger to
help them.” (Luke 11:46)

 What are the “burdens” that Jesus is referring to in this passage?

To understand this passage as Jesus meant it to be, we must look at
the social and religious situation of the day. It is unfair to interpret this
passage in any other context.
From extensive Jewish literature, we can easily verify that the Jewish
religion of Jesus‟ day was based on two systems of Law: the written
Law (i.e. the Law of Moses) and the oral law (i.e. that which was added
to insure that the written law would be followed). Throughout the
centuries, priests and prophets of the Law of Moses had added
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additional layers to the Law in order to remove any chance that
someone would accidentally break the original Law. For example, God
had given, in the Law of Moses, a few guidelines for the keeping of the
Sabbath. By Jesus‟ day, there were an additional 2000 laws that the
leaders had added to the original guidelines given by God! The leaders
felt that, if the laws were extensive enough, there would be no chance
in the world that one of the Laws of Moses would be broken. Every
one of the 600 or so Laws of Moses had dozens or hundreds of
associated oral laws tacked on to it by the leaders of the Jewish people
over the course of several centuries.
In this passage, when Jesus spoke of the “burdens” put on the Jewish
people by the experts of the Law, He was referring to these additional
layers that had been added to the original Laws of Moses. The spiritual
liberty of the Law of Moses (or, as James put it, the “perfect law that
gives freedom” [James 1:25]), had become a wearisome burden to the
Jewish people. They were spiritually imprisoned by a man-made
system of laws that prevented them from experiencing a holy, or setapart, relationship with God.
Because of man‟s so-called
“improvements,” the perfect law of freedom had become an imperfect
law of bondage.
This is love for God: to obey His commands.
commands are not burdensome...” (1 John 5:3)

And his

 Is God‟s Law burdensome?
 Is man‟s law burdensome?
 If

we choose to follow man‟s religious laws, traditions, guidelines

and understanding, will we be under a burden?

 If

we choose to follow God‟s laws, commands, teachings and

instructions, will we be under a burden?
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Some men came down from Judea to Antioch and were
teaching the brothers: “Unless you are circumcised, according
to the custom taught by Moses, you cannot be saved.” This
brought Paul and Barnabas into sharp dispute and debate with
them...Then some of the believers who belonged to the party of
the Pharisees stood up and said, “The Gentiles must be
circumcised and required to obey the law of Moses.”...After
much discussion, Peter got up and addressed them:... “God, who
knows the heart, showed that he accepted [the Gentiles] by
giving the Holy Spirit to them, just as he did to us. He made no
distinction between us and them, for he purified their hearts by
faith. Now then, why do you try to test God by putting on the
necks of the disciples a yoke that neither we nor our fathers
have been able to bear? No! We believe it is through the grace
of our Lord Jesus that we are saved, just as they are.” (Acts
15:1,5,7-11)

 Through

what does Peter believe that the Jews are saved? (hint:

reread the last line)

 Through what does Peter believe that the Gentiles are saved?

(hint:

reread the last line)

 Some

of the men came down from Judea and were teaching that

the brothers must do what to be saved?

 Even

some of the “believers who belonged to the party of the

Pharisees” added another requirement for the Gentiles, which was
what?

 These “men from Judea” believed that they (and the Gentiles) were
saved by obeying the Law of Moses. Was this a teaching of man or
a teaching of God ?
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Nowhere, in all of the Old Testament, does the Word of God
even suggest that obeying the Law of God is a means to
eternal salvation. We have already witnessed through our study of
the Abrahamic Covenant, that justification in the eyes of God is an act
of faith, and faith alone (Romans 5:1). We are not made worthy of
eternal life because of anything we do or any laws that we follow
(Romans 3:20). The Torah of God— i.e. the Law of Moses, i.e. the
Mosaic Covenant—is the way to holiness, it is “holy, righteous and
good”, but observing it will not save us.
Sadly, in Jesus‟ day (and still in our own time), many of the Jews and
new gentile believers, did not understand this point. They were
burdened by an impossible yoke: attempting to gain favor in the eyes
of God—to deserve eternal salvation—by acts of observing “the law.”
They were practicing the
Mosaic
Covenant without
embracing the Abrahamic
Covenant. In their zeal for
knowledge about God, they had
lost their faith in God. Jesus,
the Living Word, the Living
Torah, chastised the Pharisees
who were practicing this
deception when He said to
them, “You
have never
heard [the Father‟s] voice nor seen his form, nor does his
word dwell in you, for you do not believe the one he sent.
You diligently study the Scriptures because you think that
by them you possess eternal life. These are the Scriptures
that testify about me, yet you refuse to come to me to have
life.” (John 5:39-40)

THERE IS

no

SALVATION
IN THE LAW

Peter also addressed this deception when he told the Jerusalem council
not to “test God by putting on the necks of the disciples a
yoke that neither we nor our fathers have been able to
bear...” He went on to teach them the truth, that “we believe it is
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Jesus does not tell us to take off every yoke. He tells us to take off the
yoke that the world has put on our shoulders, and replace it with the
yoke that he offers. The yoke that he offers is to learn from him
(Matthew 11:28). His teaching is not his own, but comes from the
Father (John 7:16). The Father‟s teaching and instruction is the Torah
(Psalm 119).

 If the hard yoke and the heavy burden consists of everything that is
of

man

(man‟s

righteousness,

man‟s

teaching

and

man‟s

justification), should we not gladly fling that yoke from our
shoulders?

 If
of

the easy yoke and the light burden consists of everything that is
God

(God‟s

righteousness,

God‟s

teaching,

and

God‟s

justification), should we not gladly place that yoke on our shoulders?

This is what the Lord says:
“Stand at the crossroads and look;
ask for the ancient paths,
ask where the good way is,
and walk in it,
and you will find rest for your souls.
(Jeremiah 6:16)
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Sign between Me and you

At that time Jesus went through the grainfields on the
Sabbath. His disciples were hungry and began to pick some
heads of grain and eat them. When the Pharisees saw this, they
said to him, “Look! Your disciples are doing what is unlawful
on the Sabbath.” (Matthew 12:1-2)
Remember the Sabbath day by keeping it holy. Six days you
shall labor and do all your work, but the seventh day is a
Sabbath to the Lord your God. On it you shall not do any work,
neither you, nor your son or daughter, nor your manservant
nor your maidservant, nor your animals, nor the alien within
your gates. For in six days the Lord made the heavens and the
earth, the sea, and all that is in them, but he rested on the
seventh day. Therefore the Lord blessed the Sabbath day and
made it holy. (Exodus 20:8-11)
Six days you shall labor, but on the seventh day you shall rest;
even during the plowing season and harvest you must
rest.” (Exodus 34:21)

 After

reading the Fourth Commandment in the Exodus passages

above, would you agree that harvesting your field on the Sabbath
day would probably be against the Law of God?

 If

you don‟t want to break the Sabbath, and to harvest your field

would be breaking the Sabbath, then it would be important to define
exactly what it is to “harvest” your fields. How would you define
“harvesting.”
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 In your opinion, were Jesus‟ disciples harvesting the field when they
picked some heads of grain and ate them?

 Why did the Pharisees (who were obviously tagging along with Jesus
and the disciples) question Jesus on this practice, claiming that what
the disciples were doing was “unlawful?”

 Would

you say that the Pharisees were claiming this to be unlawful

based on God‟s Law or man‟s law?
Jesus responds to the Pharisee‟s accusation by reminding them that,
even David and his companions were permitted to eat the priestly
showbread when they were hungry and in need. Ordinarily, this would
never have been permitted, but under the circumstances, the men
were in need of comfort, so the bread was gladly given to them (1 Sam
21:6). The Sabbath day was always meant to be a day that is
delightful, holy, and good for man. It is a gift, not a burden. No law of
God was broken by the disciples. Jesus wasn‟t telling these Pharisees
that the Sabbath itself is unimportant, but he was telling them that
they were missing the point.
Indeed, this idea of not plucking one head of grain from a stalk of
wheat, no matter how hungry you were, was one of the hundreds of
traditional laws for observing the Sabbath day that had been added to
the Mosaic Law. If you didn‟t do even this small thing, then surely you
wouldn‟t accidentally do any work on the Sabbath day.
Can you imagine what life was like for the Jewish people trying to be
godly, thinking that they had to master all of these laws in order to be
pleasing to God? Do you think that they looked forward to the Sabbath
day? Or do you think that it had become just another burden for them
to bear, a heavy yoke to carry around?
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If you keep your feet from breaking the Sabbath and from
doing as you please on my holy day, if you call the Sabbath
a delight and the Lord‟s holy day honorable, and if you
honor it by not going your own way and not doing as you
please or speaking idle words, then you will find your joy
in the Lord, and I will cause you to ride on the heights of
the land, and to feast on the inheritance of your father
Jacob.” (Isaiah 58:13-14)
Blessed is the man who does this, the man who holds it fast,
who keeps the Sabbath without desecrating it, and keeps his
hand from doing any evil. (Isaiah 56:2)

 If

we add 2000 laws to the commands that God gave to guide our

activities on the Sabbath day, will we be able to call the Sabbath “a
delight”?

 If

we can not call the Sabbath a delight, what promise are we

missing out on?

 Does God want to bless us through the keeping of the Sabbath day,
or does God want to burden us through the keeping of the Sabbath
day?
By the seventh day God had finished the work he had been
doing; so on the seventh day he rested from all his work.
And God blessed the seventh day and made it holy, because
on it he rested from all the work of creating that he had
done. (Genesis 2:2-3)
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For in six days the Lord made the heavens and the earth,
the sea, and all that is in them, but he rested on the seventh
day. Therefore the Lord blessed the Sabbath day and made
it holy. (Exodus 20:11)

 What did God do on the Sabbath day?
 What did God do to the Sabbath day?
 In

the Scriptures, is there any indication that God ever “unblessed”

the Sabbath day?
The LORD said to Moses, “Say to the Israelites. „You must
observe my Sabbaths. This will be a sign between me and
you for the generations to come, so you may know that I
am the LORD, who makes you holy. (Exodus 31:12-13)

 What is the sign of the Mosaic Covenant, according to this passage?
 What other covenants have a sign associated with them?

 Recall that the word translated in our Bibles as “holy” is the Hebrew
word “kadosh” which means “set apart”. What is the purpose of the
Sabbath day as a sign of the Mosaic Covenant?

 If the Sabbath day is a specific sign of a people who are made holy
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by the LORD, is it important as followers of Jesus who are made holy
by Him (Romans 11:16, Romans 12:1, 1 Cor. 1:2, Ephesians 1:4,
Ephesians 5:26, Col. 1:22, 1 Thess 4:3, 2 Timothy 1:9, Hebrews
10:14) to observe and celebrate the Sabbath day?

 Does it make a difference whose teachings (i.e. God‟s or man‟s) we
follow to observe the Sabbath day?

So, what teachings does God give us about the Sabbath day?
Observe the Sabbath day by keeping it holy... (Deut 5:12)
There are six days when you may work, but the seventh
day is a Sabbath of rest, a day of sacred assembly. You are
not to do any work; wherever you live, it is a Sabbath to
the LORD. (Leviticus 23:3)
Six days do your work, but on the seventh day do not
work, so that your ox and your donkey may rest and the
slave born in your household, and the alien as well, may be
refreshed. (Exodus 23:12)
This is what the Lord says: Be careful not to carry a load
on the Sabbath day or bring it through the gates of
Jerusalem. Do not bring a load out of your houses or do
any work on the Sabbath, but keep the Sabbath day holy,
as I commanded your forefathers.” (Jeremiah 17:21-23)
Do not light a fire in any of your dwellings on the Sabbath
Day. (Exodus 35:3)
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Observe the Sabbath, because it is holy to you. Anyone who
desecrates it must be put to death; whoever does any work on
that day must be cut off from his people. For six days work
is to be done, but the seventh day is a Sabbath of rest, holy to
the Lord. Whoever does any work on the Sabbath day must
be put to death. The Israelites are to observe the Sabbath,
celebrating it for the generations to come as a lasting
covenant. It will be a sign between me and the Israelites
forever... (Exodus 31:14-17)
When the neighboring peoples bring merchandise or grain to
sell on the Sabbath, we will not buy from them... (Nehemiah
10:31)
In those days I saw men in Judah treading winepresses on the
Sabbath and bringing in grain...together with wine, grapes,
figs and all other kinds of loads...Therefore I warned them
against selling food on that day. (Nehemiah 13:15)

 From
day?

these passages, what are the three main “DO‟s” of the Sabbath
1.
2.
3.

 What are the three main “DON‟Ts” of the Sabbath day?
1.
2.
3.
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Sabbath Day “Do’s”


Observe the Sabbath day to
keep it holy



Rest on the Sabbath day



Hold a sacred assembly on
the Sabbath day

Sabbath Day “Don’ts”
Do not work on the Sabbath
day
 Do not buy or sell on the
Sabbath day
 Do not kindle a flame in
your house on the
Sabbath day


God teaches us that the Sabbath day should be holy, that is, set apart.
It should be different from any other day of the week. Activities that
we do on the Sabbath day should all be directed at observing the day
to keep it holy. We should refrain from any activity that gets our minds
and hearts thinking about the world instead of Him.
Specifically, He tells us to rest on that day; to hold a sacred gathering;
to refrain from working our regular jobs, or doing anything else that is
physically or emotionally laboring; to refrain from doing business on His
day; and, oddly enough, to refrain from kindling a flame in the house!

(This particular command is perhaps related to “work” in that, without
the aid of a match, it was quite a task to start a fire for warmth or
cooking in those days. God is not suggesting that we be cold or
hungry, but rather, that we should plan ahead and see that our
“flames” are going strong before the Sabbath day arrives. Also, a
Jewish teaching holds that kindling a flame is likened to kindling
arguments, strife, or, on a more global scale, war. Since the Sabbath
day is a “type and shadow” of the peace that will come in the Messianic
Age, God commands us not to kindle a flame, in anticipation of a day
when strife will cease.)
God promises to bless us when we observe the Sabbath day. Indeed,
the very day itself is blessed by God. This day is greatly important to
God, so much so that He issued, what appears to be, a completely
unreasonable punishment for working on the Sabbath day.
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Observe the Sabbath, because it is holy to you. Anyone
who desecrates it must be put to death; whoever does any
work on that day must be cut off from his people. For six
days work is to be done, but the seventh day is a Sabbath of
rest, holy to the LORD. Whoever does any work on the
Sabbath day must be put to death. (Exodus 31:14-16)

 Would

you agree that the punishment given, as “must be put to
death” is unreasonably harsh?

(If you look up the Hebrew word that is translated in most of our
Bibles as “must be put to death”, the word is “mooth”. It is actually
used commonly in the figurative sense and is probably better
translated as “is surely worthy of death” rather than the literal “must
surely be put to death.”)

 Did this ever actually take place in the Bible (see Numbers 15:32)?
(In Jewish literature, the rabbi‟s teach that this was an exceptional
case, and, in fact, the man would have been repeatedly warned
about his breaking of the Sabbath and the possible consequences if
he did not repent and stop willfully disobeying God. He was only
brought to Moses for a decision after he had failed to be reformed in
the “lower courts.”)
Now there is in Jerusalem near the Sheep Gate a
pool...Here a great number of disabled people used to
lie...One who was there had been an invalid for thirty-eight
years. When Jesus saw him lying there and learned that
he had been in this condition for a long time...Jesus said to
him, “Get up! Pick up your mat and walk.”...The day on
which this took place was a Sabbath, and so the Jews said
to the man who had been healed, “It is the Sabbath; the law
forbids you to carry your mat.” But he replied, “The man
who made me well said to me, „Pick up your mat and
walk.‟”...So, because Jesus was doing these things on the
Sabbath, the Jews persecuted him. Jesus said to them, “My
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Father is always at his work to this very day, and I , too,
am working.” For this reason the Jews tried all the harder
to kill him; not only was he breaking the Sabbath, but he
was even calling God his own Father, making himself equal
with God. (John 5:2-18)

 Jesus

had healed many times on the Sabbath. Although some of

the Jews questioned him about this, he was able to silence them by
proving, from the Scriptures (the Old Testament, at that time) that
he was right and they were wrong. What is different about this case
that makes these Jews claim that he is “breaking the Sabbath”?

From other passages in the Gospels, we can see many examples of
Jesus healing on the Sabbath. In most cases, some of the Jews
question him about doing work on the Sabbath, and Jesus responds by
convincing them that “it is lawful to do good on the Sabbath.”
However, in this story, Jesus goes one step further and actually
commands someone else to “work” on the Sabbath when he tells the
man to “pick up your mat.” In essence, he has set a new rule for the
definition of “working on the Sabbath”, humiliating the teachers of the
law in the process.
This procedure, called in Hebrew “making halacha” or “making the
way”, was always done by the Jewish courts. The idea of making
halacha was a good one—it allowed the Jewish courts to help the
people follow the Law (Torah) when there was a question. When the
Jewish courts would make new halacha, they were said to either “bind”
the law—that is, they would forbid something—, or they were said to
“loose” the law—that is, they would allow something.
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In the previous passage, the Jews were accusing Jesus of “breaking
the Sabbath.” In the original Greek text, the word that is translated in
our Bibles as “breaking” is “Luo” which means “to loose.” So the Jews
were angry because Jesus was loosing the Sabbath laws. He was
setting halacha without the proper man-made authority. He was
setting the way by the standards of God, not by the traditions of man.

 Can

you find any examples in the Bible of Jesus truly breaking the

Sabbath day—that is, going against the Biblical Sabbath laws?

 Previously, we looked at the roles of a Priest by God‟s definition.

As

our High Priest, is it possible that Jesus could have broken the
Biblical Sabbath laws and still be our High Priest?

 Is it possible that Jesus could have taught against the keeping of the
Biblical Sabbath laws and still be our High Priest?

The Israelites are to observe the Sabbath, celebrating it for
the generations to come as a lasting covenant. It will be a
sign between me and the Israelites forever, for in six days
the LORD made the heavens and the earth, and on the
seventh day he abstained from work and rested. (Exodus
31:16-17)...[You
Gentiles
were
once]
excluded
from
citizenship in Israel and foreigners to the covenants of the
promise...[Now] you are no longer foreigners and aliens but
fellow citizens with God‟s people...built on the foundation of
the apostles and prophets, with Christ Jesus himself as the
chief cornerstone. (Ephesians 2:12-20)
 Is the Sabbath day a lasting sign between God and His people
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forever?

 As

“fellow citizens with God‟s people”, are we still foreigners to the

“covenants of promise”?

 As

“fellow citizens with God‟s people”, do we have a right to

participate in the Mosaic Covenant by displaying the sign?

 As

a sign of the Mosaic Covenant, does observing the Sabbath do

anything to help insure our salvation?

 As a sign of the Mosaic Covenant, does observing the Sabbath help
us to be set apart to the LORD?
Let no foreigner who has joined himself to the LORD say,
“The LORD will surely exclude me from his people.”...
Foreigners who bind themselves to the LORD to serve him,
to love the name of the LORD, and to worship him, all who
keep the Sabbath without desecrating it and who hold fast
to my covenant—these I will bring to my holy mountain
and give them joy in my house of prayer. Their burnt
offerings and sacrifices will be accepted on my altar; for
my house will be called a house of prayer for all
nations.” (Isaiah 56:3,6-7)

Praise the LORD!
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Living Temple

...from infancy you have known the holy
Scriptures, which are able to make you wise for
salvation through faith in Christ Jesus. All Scripture is
God-breathed and is useful for teaching, rebuking,
correcting and training in righteousness, so that the man
of God may be thoroughly equipped for every good work. (2
Timothy 3:15-17)

When the Apostle Paul wrote these words to Timothy, he was, of
course, speaking literally about the Old Testament (the only Holy
Scriptures known at that time). His testimony in his letters clearly
shows that Paul believed in the value of the Old Testament and the
teachings that it contained. Indeed, a large portion of the New
Testament (85% by scholarly estimates) is a repeat of the teachings
and instructions that God had already given us in the Old Testament**.
If you examine the four Gospels, they contain mostly the teaching and
instructions of Jesus. All of his teachings—whether in parables,
sermons, discussions with the Jewish leaders, conversation with his
disciples, or in prayer to the Father—directly reflect principles and
teachings from the Old Testament.
The Epistles (written by several different authors) all provide teaching
and instruction in the ways of Jesus, and the vast majority of these
teachings again reinforce Old Testament Torah instructions. There are
very few teachings in the New Testament that do not directly reflect
pre-existing teachings from the Old Testament. In fact, I believe that
there are no teachings in the New Testament that disagree
with the Old Testament, or that abolish Old Testament
teachings in any way.
**

The collection of Holy writings that we call the “Old Testament” is the same as the Hebrew
Scriptures that is spoken of in our “New Testament”. It is also the same as the “Law and the
Prophets”, a phrase that Jesus and Paul used. In Jesus‟ day, the only books that had been formally
written down were the Torah books (that is, the five books of Moses) and the Prophetic books
(Isaiah, Jeremiah, Hosea, Daniel, etc). The other books, later termed the “Writings”, were not
formally written down until about 200 A.D. This would include books such as the Psalms and the
historical books. Although these books were well known in Jesus‟ day, they were taught verbally in
the Synagogue rather than being read from a scroll.
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 Do you agree with this last statement?

If

not,

explain.

The Holy Scriptures, as we know them today (including both the “Old”
and “New” Testaments), are the inspired and authoritative word of
God. As children of the Messiah, we should embrace and practice the
teachings of the New Testament completely. However, it is difficult,
perhaps impossible, for us to correctly interpret the New Testament
teachings without also embracing completely the Old Testament. If
we try to understand the New Testament without the light of the Old
Testament, we may be reading by a dim lamp, at best.
Let‟s look at an example of how we might easily misapply the New
Testament when we don‟t “light it up” with the Old Testament. We will
read from Leviticus Chapter 11, Mark 7:1-23, Acts 10:9-28, and
Romans Chapter 14. As we go along, please keep in mind that we are
simply seeking the truth, using the Scriptures as our “plumb line of
righteousness” so that we can be confident that our foundation is The
Rock.
First, let‟s look at the words “clean” and “unclean” that are used in
these passages. In the Old Testament, the word for “clean” is “tahor.”
It can describe either a person, place or object. Only clean things are
allowed in the presence of God, and God only approaches that which is
clean. The Hebrew word for “unclean” is “tamey.” It, too, can describe
a person, place or object. That which is unclean can not go into the
presence of God, nor will God approach that which is unclean.
In the Old Testament period, the “shekinah” Glory—the Presence of the
LORD— dwelt in the Tabernacle (and later, the Temple). This concept
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of clean and unclean was very important in establishing a relationship
with the Holy One. If a person was unclean (for any number of
reasons), he or she had to be made clean again (that is, had to be
“purified”) in order to approach the Presence of the LORD. The ability
to relate to the Almighty, both physically and spiritually, depended on a
person being clean.
Read Leviticus Chapter 11. In it, God instructs the Israelites on types
of animals that are clean (i.e. able to be classified as “food”), but
does not give specific reasons why one type of animal is clean and
another is unclean.** This passage defines clean animals as those that
chew the cud and have a split hoof (i.e. cattle, buffalo, elk, and deer);
those birds that are not birds of prey (i.e. chicken, turkey, duck, and
other “game birds”); those fish that have fins and scales (i.e. most fish,
except shark and catfish); and some insects (i.e. locust, katydid, and
chocolate-covered grasshoppers!).
Likewise, the passage defines
unclean animals (those that are not able to be classified as “food”)
as those that do not meet the above requirements—pig, horse, rabbit,
dog, etc.; shellfish (ouch, that hurts!); eagles, vultures, bats (yes, the
Bible calls this animal a “bird”); and any insect that doesn‟t have
jointed legs for hopping (i.e. bees, ants, and mosquitoes). These are
the commands of God regarding clean and unclean animals.

 Does God name “unclean” plants of any kind?
 Are all plants “clean”?
Now let‟s turn our attention to the New Testament. Look at the table
on the next page which shows the Greek words that are found in the
New Testament to represent the biblical concepts of “clean” and
“unclean.” Notice that, by Jesus‟ day, yet another concept had
emerged. In addition to the God-given ideas (represented by the
words “katharos” and “akathartos”), a man-made layer had been
**

Interestingly, the animals that God names as unclean are largely associated with “death”, in that
they are animals of prey, carrion feeders, or bottom feeders. In addition, pigs have soft pads on
the bottoms of their feet through which they absorb urine and other ground waste—in fact, pigs
absorb almost all of their fluid needs through the pads of their feet. Yuck!
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added, represented by the Greek word “koinos.” The Jewish leaders
had decided that there were many things that were “koinos” — that is,
common or ritually unclean — and that, by going through a special
process of washing, these items could be made “katharos.”
If, for example, a Jew ate before purifying his koinos hands, or before
washing his koinos dishes, he would become ritually unclean,
thereby causing him to be unfit to go into the temple (i.e. to be in the
Presence of the LORD). Likewise, if “katharos” meat were put into a
“koinos” (i.e. unwashed) cup, that meat would become “akathartos”.
God‟s Law says no such thing. These were man-made laws that had
been added by the Jews, but which had become as important to them
as was the Law of God.

COMPARISON OF WORD USAGE
Hebrew
tahor
(clean)

Biblical
Understanding

Greek

katharos




can be in the presence of God
clean things could become impure,
but also could be made clean
again by a purification process

defined by God

tamey
(unclean)

akathartos

can not be in the presence of God
unclean things can defile clean
things by touching them
 unclean things are defined by



God alone

(no biblically
koinos
defined
(common,
Hebrew
ritually
equivalent)

unclean)

concept found in the New
Testament as a Jewish tradition
 people or things that are “koinos”
can supposedly be made
“katharos” (clean) by a purification
process defined by man
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Let‟s look at some examples in the Bible to get a better idea of the
problem with the concept of koinos. We will start with the Gospel of
Mark, Chapter 7. I have added in brackets the Greek words exactly as
they are found in the original Greek text.
The Pharisees and some of the teachers of the law who had
come from Jerusalem gathered around Jesus and saw some
of his disciples eating bread with unclean [koinos]—that is,
ceremonially unwashed—hands. The Pharisees and all the
Jews do not eat unless they give their hands a ceremonial
washing, holding to the tradition of the elders (Mark 7:1-3)

 What were the some of the disciples of Jesus eating?
 Is this item unclean (akathartos) , according to Leviticus 11 (or any
other Biblical text, for that matter)?

 Are a person‟s hands unclean (akathartos) in the biblical sense?
 Did

the Pharisees and the scribes teach that a man‟s hands were

koinos ?

 Is this a teaching of man or a teaching of God?
 According

to these Pharisees, what could a man do to make his

koinos hands katharos?

 Is

the “ceremonial washing” a teaching of man or a teaching of

God?
When they come from the marketplace they do not eat
unless they wash [baptizo]. And they observe many other
traditions, such as the washing [baptismos] of cups,
pitchers, and kettles. (Mark 7:4)
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 What

were the Jews doing to themselves and their eating utensils

before they ate?

So the Pharisees and teachers of the law asked Jesus, “Why
don‟t your disciples live according to the tradition of the
elders instead of eating their food with unclean [koinos]
hands?” (Mark 7:5)

 What issue do the Pharisees have with Jesus‟ disciples?

 Is

there any indication that the Pharisees or Jesus‟ disciples have

any problem with the definition of food as defined in Leviticus?

 Are the Pharisees concerned that the disciples are eating akathartos
animals?
[Jesus] replied,”Isaiah was right when he prophesied about
you hypocrites...You have let go of the commands of God
and are holding on to the traditions of men...” And he said
to them:
“You have a fine way of setting aside the
commands of God in order to observe your own
traditions!” (Mark 7:6-9)

 What

problem does Jesus have with the Pharisees concerning their

question?
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Jesus goes on to use, as an example, the giving of korban (a large gift
of money to the Temple) as a way of getting out of one‟s duty to honor
your mother and father by taking care of them when necessary.
“Sorry, mom and dad, I can‟t help you because I gave all of my extra
money as a gift to God.” This tradition of man had become more
important to the Jews than the commandment of God.
So now the ground work for Jesus‟ teaching has been laid, and he goes
on to address the specific question that was asked by the Pharisees,
“Why don‟t your disciples live according to the tradition of the elders
instead of eating their food with koinos hands?”
Again Jesus called the crowd to him and said, “Listen to
me, everyone, and understand this. Nothing outside a man
can make him unclean [koinos] by going into him. Rather,
it is what comes out of a man that makes him unclean
[koinos].” He went on: “What comes out of a man is what
makes him unclean [koinos]. For from within, out of men‟s
hearts, come evil thoughts, sexual immorality, theft,
murder, adultery, greed, malice, deceit, lewdness, envy,
slander, arrogance and folly. All these evils come from
inside and make a man unclean [koinos]. (Mark 7:14-15, 20-23)

 According

to Jesus, can drinking from a koinos cup cause a man to

become koinos ?

 According to Jesus, is there anything in the outside world that, when
taken into the body, causes a man to become koinos ?

 According to Jesus, can the thoughts and actions of man cause him
to become koinos ?

 Are there any koinos foods?
 Are there any animals that God declares to be akathartos (unclean)?
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 Are there any akathartos animals that are food?
 Are all katharos (clean) animals food?
 Are all foods katharos ?
“Are you so dull?” Jesus asked. “Don‟t you see that nothing
that enters a man from the outside can make him unclean
[koinos]? For it doesn‟t go into his heart but into his
stomach, and then out of his body.” (In saying this, Jesus
declared all foods clean [katharos]). (Mark 7:18-19)
Interestingly, the phrase in parenthesis that is translated in most Bibles
as “In saying this, Jesus declared all foods clean” is not found in the
oldest Greek manuscripts available. But, by the 4th century, the Codex
Sinaiticus (the oldest complete New Testament manuscript) contains
this phrase at the end of Mark 7:19. It seems to be an unnecessary
comment. We already know that all foods must be katharos, since
Leviticus Chapter 11 defines food as anything that is katharos. If it
isn‟t katharos, it isn‟t food. Perhaps the commentator felt that it was
important to reinforce this idea to the reader. In any event, we can
see that Jesus himself didn‟t address the issue of katharos and
akathartos, but rather that of koinos and traditions.
Now, let‟s take another look at Peter‟s vision in Acts 10. (This vision
took place about 10 years after Jesus‟ teaching as recorded in Mark.)
He saw heaven opened and something like a large sheet
being let down to earth by its four corners. It contained all
kinds of four-footed animals, as well as reptiles of the earth
and birds of the air. Then a voice told him, “Get up, Peter.
Kill and eat.” “Surely not, Lord!” Peter replied. “I have
never
eaten
anything impure [koinos] or unclean
[akathartos].” (Acts 10:11-14)
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 Do

you think that Peter was one of the disciples in Mark Chapter 7

that was eating with unwashed hands?

 Even after Jesus‟ speech to the Pharisees in Mark Chapter 7, do you
think that Peter continued to ritually wash (i.e. baptize) his hands
and dishes so that he didn‟t make his food koinos ?

 Do you think that Peter believes that all food is katharos ?
 Do you think that Peter believes that all animals are katharos?
 Do you think that Peter believes that some food is koinos ?
The voice spoke to him a
anything impure [koinos]
[katharos].” (Acts 10:15)

second time, “Do not call
that God has made clean

Besides hands, bowls, cups, and couches, the Jews had decided that
Gentiles, too, were koinos. Therefore, contact with them was to be
avoided, because it would supposedly make a Jew unfit to go into the
Temple. Eating with the Gentile, or with a Jew that was not following
the ritual baptizing tradition, was forbidden. (Thus we find the problem
that some of the Pharisees had with Jesus eating with “sinners and tax
collectors.”) Obviously, Peter was still wrestling spiritually with this
issue. God was going to have to set him straight—and so He did.

 In Acts 10:15, the voice tells Peter, “Do not call anything
that God has made

.”

 Does the voice tell Peter that there is nothing akathartos ?
 Does the voice tell Peter anything about katharos and food?
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Peter still didn‟t get it. He went on his way “wondering about the
meaning of the vision” and was soon met by three Gentile men, who
requested that he accompany them to a Gentile’s house. Peter
agreed, saying: You are well aware that it is against our law
for a Jew to associate with a Gentile or visit him. But God
has shown me that I should not call any man impure
[koinos] or unclean [akathartos]. (Acts 10:28)

 TRUE

or FALSE: This story of Peter‟s vision tells us that there is no

longer a distinction between katharos (clean) and akathartos
(unclean) animals.

 TRUE

or FALSE: This story of Peter‟s vision tells us that God has

made all people katharos.
Paul continues to teach this point in his letter to the Romans. Here,
Paul is writing to a group of believers who are not practicing the
“traditions of the elders” as part of their Christianity (as they should
not). However, they are also in fellowship with Jewish people who
have not yet accepted Jesus as the Messiah, and who still hold to these
traditions. Let‟s see what Paul says to do about this in Romans
Chapter 14.
Therefore let us stop passing judgment on one another.
Instead, make up your mind not to put any stumbling
block or obstacle in your brother‟s way. As one who is in
the Lord Jesus, I am convinced that no food is unclean
[koinos] in itself. But if anyone regards something as
unclean [koinos], then for him it is unclean [koinos]. If
your brother is distressed because of what you eat, you
are no longer acting in love. Do not by your eating
destroy your brother for whom Christ died. Do not allow
what you consider good to be spoken of as evil. For the
kingdom of God is not a matter of eating and drinking,
but of righteousness, peace and joy in the Holy Spirit,
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because anyone who serves Christ in this way is pleasing to
God and approved by men. Let us therefore make every
effort to do what leads to peace and to mutual edification.
Do not destroy the work of God for the sake of food.
(Romans 14:13-20a)

 Is Paul saying that all animals are katharos (clean)?
 Is Paul saying that he believes the teaching of Jesus, that no food is
koinos ?

 What do you think Paul means by a “stumbling block”?
 If I am eating with a brother who

still holds to the traditions of the

elders (one who is “weak in the faith”), and I do not wash my hands
before eating the food, do you think that this would cause my
brother to be “distressed?”

 If I cause my brother to be distressed by what I eat, am I acting in
love?

 By my actions, will the food that I eat and consider good, be spoken
of as “evil” by my brother who is weak in the faith?

 If I “destroy the work of God for the sake of food,” does God have a
problem with me or my “weak” brother?

**

Even today, practicing Jews consider any clean meat that comes from an animal that has not
been properly killed and blessed by a priest to be common (i.e. koinos). Any object that this meat
touches (plate, cup, serving platter, fork, etc.) becomes defiled and must be thrown away.
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All food is clean [katharos], but it is wrong for a man to eat
anything that causes someone else to stumble. It is better
not to eat meat or drink wine or to do anything else that
will cause your brother to fall. So whatever you believe
about these things keep between yourself and God. Blessed
is the man who does not condemn himself by what he
approves. But the man who has doubts is condemned if he
eats, because his eating is not from faith; and everything
that does not come from faith is sin. (Romans 14:20b-23)

 Does Paul say that all animals are katharos (clean)?
 Does Paul say that all food is katharos (clean)?
 Suppose

I am eating with a brother who is weak in the faith and

who believes that beef (a katharos animal) is koinos if it has not
been killed and prepared in a ritual process.** Suppose I take out a
big, juicy steak from Albertson‟s and slap it on his grill, and proceed
to eat it in front of him. Is it likely that my actions might cause my
brother to stumble?

 Would it not be better in this case to eat a veggie-burger instead of
meat, even though I know that the meat is not koinos ?

Accept him whose faith is weak, without passing judgment
on disputable matters. One man‟s faith allows him to eat
everything, but another man, whose faith is weak, eats
only vegetables. The man who eats everything must not
look down on him who does not, and the man who does not
eat everything must not condemn the man who does, for
God has accepted him. (Romans 14:1-3)
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 Why would one “whose faith is weak” eat only vegetables?

 Considering

what you know to be true about food, when Paul talks

of eating “everything”, do you think that he is talking about eating
both clean and unclean animals, or do you think that he is talking
about eating both meat and vegetables?

Who are you to judge someone else‟s servant? To his own
master he stands or falls. And he will stand, for the Lord is
able to make him stand. One man considers one day more
sacred than another; another man considers every day
alike. Each one should be fully convinced in his own mind.
He who regards one day as special, does so to the Lord. He
who eats meat, eats to the Lord, for he gives thanks to God;
and he who abstains, does so to the Lord and gives thanks
to God. (Romans 14:5-6)

 Recall Paul‟s opening statement to this section:

“Accept him whose

faith is weak, without passing judgment on disputable matters.” Are
the commandments of God considered “disputable matters?”

**

In Luke 5:33 the Pharisees question Jesus about his disciples not “fasting often” as they were
doing. In Jesus‟ day, the Jewish leaders had declared that every Monday and every Thursday were
to be days of fasting and self-denial. There is only one day that God commands his people to fast,
and that is the Day of Atonement (Leviticus 23:26-32). The Monday and Thursday fasts were, you
guessed it, traditions of men!
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 Are the traditions of man considered “disputable matters?”
 In Romans Chapter 14, is it likely that Paul is discussing being “weak
in the faith” in regards to the commandments of God or traditions of
man?

 If I consider the Sabbath day to be more sacred than other days of
the week, is that a disputable matter?

 If

I consider Wednesday to be more sacred than Friday, is that a

disputable matter?

 If

I fast every Monday and Thursday because that is what the

Jewish teachers of the law said to do**, is that a disputable matter?

For none of us lives to himself alone and none of us dies to
himself alone. If we live, we live to the Lord; and if we die,
we die to the Lord. So, whether we live or die, we belong to
the Lord. For this very reason, Christ died and returned to
life so that he might be the Lord of both the dead and the
living. You, then, why do you judge your brother? Or why
do you look down on your brother? For we will all stand
before God‟s judgment seat. It is written: “‟As surely as I
live,‟ says the Lord, „Every knee will bow before me; every
tongue will confess to God.‟” So then, each of us will give an
account of himself to God. (Romans 14:7-12)
Each of us is in a different place in the believer‟s walk, so there are
times when our stride does not match that of the person next to us.
However, we are all being made holy (Hebrews 10:14) by the same
Christ who died for all. So, as we move along in our walk, toward the
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holiness that God desires for us, we must not put a stumbling block in the
path of our brother. There is no point in arguing about traditions of man
as if they were commandments of God. That which is disputable, let it be
disputable.

 In

Mark 7, does Jesus change the commandments regarding animals

that are katharos (clean) and akathartos (unclean)?

 In

Acts 10, does God change the commandments regarding animals

that are katharos (clean) and akathartos (unclean)?

 In

Romans 14, does Paul change the commandments regarding

animals that are katharos (clean) and akathartos (unclean)?

 We

know from previous study that a priest of God will teach the

difference between clean and unclean. If Jesus had said that there
was no longer any difference between clean and unclean animals,
could he still be our High Priest?

In the cited texts of Mark, Acts, and Romans, the topic of discussion
concerns traditions of man. In the Gospel of Mark, Jesus is particularly
concerned that the traditions of man have become more important to the
Jews than the commandments of God. In Acts and Romans, God is
concerned that the traditions of man have become a stumbling block to
the spreading of the Good News. None of these texts change the Law of
God, but they do demand an accounting of the traditions of men.
What, then, is so important about being tahor/katharos/clean or tamey/
akathartos/unclean ?
What significance can that have to a New
Testament believer? Since there is no longer a temple, do we still have to
be concerned about being unclean and out of the Presence of the Lord?
Of course we do!

Because there certainly is a temple of God!

And that temple is you!
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For we are the temple
of the living God.
As God has said:
“I will live with them
and walk among them,
and I will be their God,
and they will be my people.
Therefore come out from them
and be separate,
says the Lord.
Touch no akathartos thing,
and I will receive you.
I will be a Father to you
and you will be
my sons and daughters,
says the Lord Almighty.”
(2 Corinthians 6:16b-18)
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A

New Covenant

“The church‟s one foundation, is Jesus Christ our Lord”...a
powerful line from a familiar hymn. It‟s a statement of
what should be, of what must be, if we are to build a house that will
withstand the storm. And the Lord has said that the storm will come—
hail will sweep away your refuge, the lie, and water will
overflow your hiding place. (Isaiah 28:17)
If the refuge has not been built using the plumb line of God‟s
righteousness, if the refuge has not been built using the measuring line
of God‟s justice, if the refuge has not been built on the Rock, because
the builder did not hear the words of Jesus and put them into
practice—then the refuge is a lie; it will be pounded with hail and
water; and it will fall with a great crash.
But if the refuge has been built on the “precious cornerstone”; if the
refuge has been built on the ways of God; if the refuge has been built
on the Rock, because the words of Jesus have been heard and
obeyed—then the refuge is true; it will be pounded by hail and water;
and it will stand.
There are no other options, no other choices, no other “what ifs”—it is
either true, or it is a lie.

This day...I have set before you life and death...
Now choose life,
so that you and your children may live
and that you may love the LORD your God,
listen to his voice,
and hold fast to him...
(Deut. 30: 19-20)
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[Jesus said] “This cup is the new covenant in my blood,
which is poured out for you.” (Luke 22:20)
“The time is coming,” declares the Lord, “when I will make
a new covenant...I will put my laws in their minds and
write them on their hearts. I will be their God, and they
will be my people.” (Hebrews 8:8-11)
So I will establish my covenant with you, and you will
know that I am the LORD. Then, when I make atonement
for you for all you have done, you will remember and be
ashamed...I will give you a new heart and put a new spirit
in you; I will remove from you your heart of stone and give
you a heart of flesh. And I will put my spirit in you and
move you to follow my decrees and be careful to keep my
laws. (Ezekiel 17:62-63, 36:26-27)
[Jesus said] If you love me, you will obey what I command.
And I will ask the Father, and he will give you another
Counselor to be with you forever...If anyone loves me, he
will obey my teaching. My Father will love him and we
will come to him and make our home with him. He who
does not love me will not obey my teaching. These words
you hear are not my own; they belong to the Father who
sent me. All this I have spoken while still with you. But
the Counselor, the Holy Spirit, whom the Father will send
in my name, will teach you all things and will remind you
of everything I have said to you.” (John 14:15-16,23-26)
You have heard it said that we are living in the “age of grace.” Jesus
taught that we are living in the age of the New Covenant. Is there a
difference? Yes. Grace has always been. The New Covenant has now
come.
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From the time that God created man, he desired to have a relationship
with us. When sin entered the world, the closeness that we had with
God was shattered. But God did not abandon us to our sin. He did not
allow us to exist forever in such a pathetic state. Instead, he banished
us from the garden, separating us from the Tree of Life, and put His
plan into motion to redeem us from the ways of the world.
Step by step, covenant by covenant, God has brought mankind ever
closer to the restoration of the relationship. Each covenant, built upon
the other, urges us to cling to God and toss aside the world. He
restored our confidence in Him as the Giver of Life through the Noahdic
Covenant. He restored our faith in Him through the Abrahamic
Covenant. He restored our understanding of His perfect ways through
the Mosaic Covenant. And He restored our expectation for redemption
through the Davidic Covenant.
And now comes the New Covenant—the final covenant—through which
all of the previous covenants are made complete. Through faith, we
are being called to the ways of God. He has placed His Holy Spirit in us
to lead us there. He has placed His Law on our hearts so that we know
what His ways are. His ways are eternal, they have not changed—it is
we who have been changed! We have been made a new creation in
Christ. We have been given the Spirit of God to change our heart of
stone into a heart of flesh, to lead us in the ways everlasting—the ways
of the LORD.

The man who says, “I know him,”
but does not do what he commands
is a liar,
and the truth is not in him.
But if anyone obeys his word,
God’s love is truly
made complete in him.
This is how we know we are in him:
Whoever claims to live in him
must walk as Jesus did.
(1 John 2:4-6)
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Jesus was the only Sinless One. He walked in the ways of God without
flaw and without fail. For that, His blood, shed as a curse upon the
tree, makes atonement for those of us who cannot be perfect through
our own efforts.
But, if the Law of God is “the perfect Law that gives freedom” (James
1:25), and if Jesus instructed us to “be perfect as our heavenly Father
is perfect” (Matthew 5:48), and if Jesus walked according to the Law of
God, then we must try. We must learn to walk as Jesus walked. We
must seek the teaching and instruction of God. We must learn His
ways. For, as we strive to be like Christ, we step ever closer into
relationship with the Father, until such time as heaven and earth pass
away and “the dwelling of God is with men” (Revelation 21:3) once
more!
May the New Covenant in the blood of Jesus be fulfilled in you: that the
teaching and instruction of God may be written on your heart, that the
blood of Jesus may be sufficient for your atonement, and that the Spirit
of the living God may lead you to the obedience that comes from faith.
Amen.

And you also
are among those
who are
called to belong to
Jesus Christ.

Romans 1:6 (NIV)
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Responses to Selected
Study Book Questions
The following pages contain responses to the questions asked
on pages 5-34, 46, 67, 71 and 77. The responses given are
suggested answers and are
Biblically accurate, but
interpretive differences may exist. If your answer is quite
different, just be sure to verify that it is consistent with the
entire Scriptures.
Responses to many of the questions are not given here, as
they are answered within the body of the study book itself.
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Page 5

Page 6
PROPHET

1. TRUE or FALSE:
Moses prophesied that
the Messiah would be a prophet who would speak the words of
the LORD. (Deut. 18:15-19)
2. TRUE or FALSE:
Micah prophesied that
the Messiah would be born in the town of Bethlehem. (Micah
5:2)
3. TRUE or FALSE:
Zecharaiah prophesied
that the Messiah would be betrayed for 30 pieces of silver.
(Zech. 11:12)

PRIEST

4. TRUE or FALSE:
Isaiah prophesied that
the Messiah would die as a guilt offering, that His soul would
suffer, and that He would rise to see the light of life again.
(Isaiah 53:10-11)
5. TRUE or FALSE:
Moses prophesied that
all nations will be obedient to the Messiah. (Genesis 49:10)
6. TRUE or FALSE:
David prophesied that
the Messiah will rule from Zion, that He will judge the nations,
and that He is, was, and always will be a priest. (Psalm 110:17)
7. TRUE or FALSE:
Isaiah prophesied that
the Messiah will teach the Law of God. (Isaiah 2:3)

Page 8

Page 9

1. A false prophet WILL / WILL NOT
miraculous signs and wonders.

announce

2. A false prophet WILL / WILL NOT
you to stop obeying the commands of the LORD.

try to get

4. A false prophet

5. A false prophet
straight way of the Lord.

WILL / WILL NOT
HAS / HAS NOT

teach the
left the

6. A true prophet WILL / WILL NOT
miraculous signs and wonders.

announce

7. A true prophet WILL / WILL NOT
you to stop obeying the commands of the LORD.

try to get

WILL / WILL NOT

teach the

truth.

8. A true prophet

9. A true prophet WILL / WILL NOT
the wrong to turn from their evil, ungodly ways.

offer the atoning

DOES / DOES NOT

bless the people

2. A priest
of God.

3. God WILL / WILL NOT send false prophets in
order to test your love for Him.
truth.

1. A priest DOES / DOES NOT
sacrifice of the people to the LORD.

encourage

3. A priest DOES / DOES NOT teach the people
of God about holy and profane, clean and unclean and the
Laws of God.
4. A priest DOES / DOES NOT
the keeping of the LORD’s Sabbath.

shut his eyes to
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Page 10

Page 11

What may have you been taught about Jesus that doesn‟t fit

What “new” covenant is Jesus talking about?

the prophecies about the Messiah?

referring to the covenant that was promised to the children of

Jesus

is

Israel by the prophet Jeremiah (Jeremiah 31:31ff).
What are the “old” covenants?

The “old” covenants

are really better termed the “older” covenants and are the
Adamic, Noahdic, Abrahamic, Mosaic, and Davidic Covenants.

If you were taught that Jesus did something that doesn‟t fit a
prophesy, does this mean you were taught something wrong,
or does this mean Jesus is not the Messiah?

Does God replace one covenant with the next one, or does God

renew one covenant with the next one? All of God‟s covenants
are called “eternal” in the Old Testament. Therefore, He does
not replace previous covenants with later ones, but He does
renew and add to previous covenants with later ones.

This mostly likely means that you were
taught something incorrectly.

Page 13-14

Page 14-15

What was the covenant promise to Adam and Eve?

Why didn‟t God want man to now eat of the Tree of Life?

The promise was Eternal Life dwelling with God.

he ate from the Tree of Life in a state of sin, then the existence

I f

of sin would be eternal.
What was the condition that Adam and Eve had to agree upon
in order to remain in that covenant?
They had to agree not
to eat from the Tree of Knowledge of Good and Evil.
What would be the consequence if Adam and Eve broke the

Is the promise of the Adamic covenant (i.e. eternal life) still
being upheld by God?
Yes, we just need to wait until

covenant?

the resurrection to realize it.

They would surely die.

Who broke the covenant, man or God?

Man

What effect did this have on the relationship between God and
man?
Prior to man breaking the Covenant, God walked
with man in the Garden of Eden. Man was holy— he was setapart to God. Man knew no sin. The earth freely gave it‟s fruit
for man to enjoy. Man lived in the very Presence of the Lord.
THIS was an intimate relationship — Creator and creation — a
perfect relationship. After man broke the Covenant, God was
no longer able to dwell with man — sin prevented it.

The

relationship became a “long distance” one. It was no longer
natural. It had to be worked at.

Do you believe that the Adamic covenant has been 1)

unchanged, 2) changed but still in effect, or 3) abolished?
Why? The Adamic covenant is changed, in that we cannot, in
this life, dwell side-by-side with God. In our present state, the
Glory of the Lord would surely kill us. However, the covenant
still stands, and it‟s fulfillment will be seen.
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Page 16

Page 17-18

What was the covenant promise to Noah and all of his

Did Abram have to do anything to merit this covenant?

descendants?

No.

The

Lord

will

never

again

destroy the earth and its inhabitants by flood.

Did Noah have any obligation or condition to fulfill on his part?
No.
Can this covenant ever be revoked?

How does God uniquely demonstrate that this is definitely an
unconditional covenant?
He performs a onesided ceremony by “cutting the covenant” between halves of
sacrificed animals. God walked through the animals as both a
smoking pot and a fire, thus representing both parties.

No.

What was the sign of this unconditional covenant?
The rainbow.

What are the three covenant promises that are made to Abram
in this passage?
Abram will be the father of many nations.
His name will be changed to Abraham. His descendants will be

If God had not made this covenant, how might His relationship

given the whole land of Canaan as an everlasting possession.

with mankind have been affected?
Man would be living in
fear—fear of angering the eternal God to the point of again
destroying the earth. Instead of coming to God as a Father
and the giver of life, man would see Him as a slave-master and

Is this an everlasting (irrevocable) covenant?

Yes.

the destroyer of life.

Page 19
TRUE or FALSE:

God changes Abram‟s name to Abraham

before giving him the instructions on circumcision.

Page 20
Does God say anywhere in Genesis 17:9-14 that undergoing
the circumcision will result in the promises given in Genesis
17:3-8?

NO!

TRUE or FALSE: God cut the covenant with Abraham and
declared the covenant to be in effect (i.e. “I have

Does God say anywhere in Genesis 17:9-14 that not

made you a father of many nations”) before

undergoing circumcision will result in loss of the promises given

giving him the instructions on circumcision.

in Genesis 17:3-8?

NO!

Is circumcision a sign of the covenant or a condition of the
covenant?
Sign of the Covenant
How is circumcision in the Abrahamic Covenant like the
rainbow in the Noahdic Covenant?
The covenant sign
reminds man of the promise made by God. In the case of
circumcision, it also demonstrates to God and others that the
person has embraced the covenant and the promises. Not
undergoing circumcision might get you “cut off from the
people”, but does not remove you from the promises of the
covenant.
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Page 21

Page 22

Can you be justified before God by any other means except

If you try to be justified before God by your own strength
instead of through faith, how does that affect your relationship
with God?
The Hebrew concept of “faith” is “trusting
in God‟s faithfulness. That is, trusting in God to do what he
promises to do, not because we deserve it, but because He
loves us. If we try to justify ourselves by works, then we enter
into a LEGALISTIC relationship — we obey because we HAVE
to, not because we GET to!

through faith in His promises, that is, through the Abrahamic
Covenant?
NO
Is physical circumcision a requirement for justification through
faith?

NO

If you had a friend who was a new believer in Christ, and he
had made a decision to be circumcised because he believed

that it was important for his salvation, would you try to talk
him out of it? After all, it is a sign of the covenant, so what

What comes to your mind when you think of “the Law of God”?

harm could it do to let him go through with the circumcision,
even if it is for the wrong reason?
Did you know that the word that we translate as “law” in the
Old Testament is the Hebrew word “Torah”?

Did you know that the word Torah actually means “teaching”
or “instruction”?
(Really! Look it up in
any concordance; the word is definitely best translated as
teaching and instruction, not law; it comes from the root word
“yorah” which means “to teach”.)

Page 23

Page 24

What relationship does God desire to establish with his people

TRUE

through the Mosaic Covenant?

Covenant, was given only to the physical descendants of Israel

He will be our God, we

will be His people, and He will make us holy unto Him.

Is this going to be a conditional or an unconditional covenant?
Conditional

Although God has yet to give the details, what is the general
condition that the people must follow in order to have the
desired relationship?
Obey His commands

TRUE or FALSE
The Law of Moses, i.e. the Mosaic
Covenant, was given only to the physical descendants of Israel
and therefore do not apply to us as “gentile” believers.

or

FALSE

The Law of Moses, i.e. the Mosaic

and therefore do not apply to us as “gentile” believers.
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Page 25-26

Page 26-27

What does God promise to do for us in this covenant

God repeatedly tells us to be holy as He is holy. We will know

relationship?

God promises to bless His people in many

that we are His covenant people when we are holy unto Him.

ways (see the text). In addition, He also promises to make us
a holy — set apart — people. He will dwell among us. All

But what does it mean to be “holy”? (hint: the Hebrew word
for “holy” is “kadosh” which means “set-apart”)
Being holy,

nations will see that His people are different and blessed.

in the biblical sense, is to be set apart; that is, to be a “new
creation”. When we are holy, every word we speak, every

For our part of the relationship, what does God ask of us?
He asks us to fear Him (in reverence), to love Him

deed we do, every thought we have, will represent the Holy
One (i.e. we will “walk as Jesus walked”!)

(even at the expense of our other relationships), to serve Him
wholly and completely —giving no allegiance to things of this
world—, and to obey the commands that He has given, even

Does God give us specific guidelines about how to become

when we can‟t understand them or rationalize their importance
with our human minds.
It‟s a tall order, but we can do

will not do to become holy?
God very definitely gives us
specific guidelines for becoming holy. While it is His work in us

all things through Christ!

that eventually accomplishes this, we must prepare ourselves
for the transformation through obedience to His teaching and

holy, or does He leave it up to us to decide what we will and

instruction. The formula is well-defined in Scripture; there are
no “unknowns” and no “variables”.

Page 27 (continued)

Page 29

If we uphold our part of the covenant agreement, and God

Does Scripture declare that God‟s ways, teachings and laws are

upholds His part of the covenant agreement, what will be the

eternal? YES!

result? Will we then be for Him “a kingdom of priests and a
holy nation”?
The result will be just what He promised:
through our obedience, we will be in a position spiritually to
become what He desires for us, “Holy to the Lord.” As His

If God‟s Torah is eternal, why did He make a specific covenant
with the Israelites for them to obey it and guard it?
God‟s Torah had been taught to Adam by God Himself.

As

people, we will, collectively become “a kingdom of priests and
a holy nation.” The key is, the covenant is two-sided. If we do

generations passed, the teaching and instruction of God was
also passed from father to son. Obviously, some generations

not obey Him in the manner that He teaches us, we are not

ignored it and went their own way. God needed a people who
would record His Torah, walk out His Torah, and preserve His

upholding our side of the Covenant, and the promises will not
be ours.

Do you desire to be Holy to the LORD?

Torah in written form for future generations. For this task, He
chose the Israelites. Indeed this group of people— even in the
face of exile, separation from their people, and integration into
other cultures— these people managed to fulfill this task across
three millennia!
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Page 30-31

Page 31-32

If you were asked this day to choose between “life and death,

In the eventual history of Israel, was this covenant broken by

blessings and curses”, what would your response be?

the descendants of David?

Yes.

How?

Many kings of Israel and descendants of David did
not follow in the teaching and instruction of God. The books of
Samuel, Chronicles, and Kings verify this fact.

In this passage, God is declaring the eternal throne of which
“Son of David”?

The Messiah

Isaiah prophesies that the Messiah “will reign on David’s throne
and over his kingdom, establishing and upholding it with justice and
righteousness from that time on and forever.” (Isaiah 9:7). Is Jesus
the Messiah bound by the terms of this covenant?
YES.

What condition does God place on David‟s descendants in order
for them to remain on the throne?
Walk in His
ways, keep His decrees and commands, His Laws and
requirements (i.e. the Mosaic Covenant); and the walk
faithfully before the Lord with all their heart and soul.

According to the prophet Jeremiah, with whom does God make
the New Covenant? Israel and Judah (Israel being the 10
Northern tribes and Judah being the 2 Southern tribes)

Are the Torah teachings and instructions going to be abolished
or changed by the New Covenant?

NO.

Page 32

Page 33-34

In the New Covenant, God gives a promise that will profoundly

The blood of Christ is now the final atonement for the sins of
the world.
Does this fact make sin non-existent? NO

affect His relationship with mankind for the rest of time. What
is the one new promise that God makes in this covenant that
sets it apart from any previous covenant?
God, for the
first time, makes a Covenant to “remember their sins no more.”
The Torah, unchanged, will be written on their hearts (i.e. to
be walked out completely). The need to receive instruction
continues, but now it will come through the Holy Spirit (“for
they will all know Him”). The new promise, however, is that
God will no longer remember the sin (i.e.
atonement once and for all.)

He will make

Does this fact redefine sin in any way? NO
What is sin?
The Hebrew word for sin is chata which
means “to miss the mark.” The “mark” is the teaching and
instruction of God. So, missing the mark is not “hitting” the
teaching and instruction of God. Sin, then, is not following the
commands of God. The Scriptures gives us a very clear
definition of “sin” — again, there are no “unknowns” and no
“variables”.

Does God declare in this New Covenant that sin will no longer
exist under the terms of the covenant?

Does this fact change the nature of sin? NO

NO

If we willfully remain ignorant of God‟s definition of sin—if we
deliberately choose those commands of God that we want to
follow, but cast off as “not applicable any more” those that
seem unreasonable or inconvenient to us—are we not guilty of
“deliberately continuing to sin after we have received the
knowledge of truth”?
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Page 46

Page 67

What does the passage “God is love” (1 John 4:16) mean to
you?

Does God name any “unclean” plants of any kind?
Are all plants “clean”?

NO

YES

As both Jesus and the apostle Paul taught, it is the fulfillment
of God‟s Law to “Love the Lord your God with all your heart,
soul and mind” and to “Love your neighbor as yourself”. Can
we obey Jesus‟ command to “love one another” apart from the
Law of God?
The Biblical evidence clearly points to
the interdependence of Love and “Law” — that is, without
knowing and walking out the teaching and instruction of God, it
is impossible to “love” in the manner of God.

Page 71-72

Page 77

According to Jesus, can drinking from a koinos cup cause a

Why would one “whose faith is weak” eat only vegetables?

man to become koinos ?

“brother whose faith is weak”, taken in context with the entire

NO

According to Jesus, is there anything in the outside world that,
when taken into the body, causes a man to become koinos ?
NO
According to Jesus, can the thoughts and actions of man cause
him to become koinos ?

YES

Are there any koinos foods?

NO

A

Letter to the Romans, is likely referring to a person who
continues to hold onto the tradition of the elders (probably an
unbelieving Jew). For example, regarding koinos meat, he
would believe that meat from a clean animal is koinos if any
trace of blood is left in the meat. Therefore, since he can‟t be
sure that his meat is not koinos, he will just avoid meat
altogether and eat only vegetables.

Are there any animals that God declares to be akathartos
(unclean)?

YES

Are there any akathartos animals that are food?

NO

Are all katharos (clean) animals food?

YES

Are all foods katharos ?

YES

Considering what you know to be true about food, when Paul
talks of eating “everything”, do you think that he is talking
about eating both clean and unclean animals, or do you think
that he is talking about eating both meat and vegetables?
Paul is most assuredly not saying that it is OK to eat
both clean and unclean animals. This would make no sense
compared to the entire rest of the Scriptures. However, it
would make sense that Paul assumes that his readers know the
definition of food, so that “everything” here would mean “meat
and vegetables.” In addition, in the passage, the first word for
“eat” is different that the second word for “eat”, with the first
word specifically implying the consumption of meat.
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Appendix A: Letter to the Galatians
(This is a peaceful demonstration—
Please check your weapons at the door.)
Understandably, the mere mention of the words “Law” and “Galatians”
in the same sentence immediately invokes passionate opinions from
anyone who has ever read Paul‟s letter. Because this letter lends itself
to such passions, it can be frustrating to someone with a strong
opinion about its meaning, to read another person‟s thoughts without
opportunity for immediate rebuttal.
Even so, as followers of Jesus, we have a duty to seek the truth and
the freedom that truth brings, and we can only do this effectively when
we are willing to dispassionately examine varying points of view. So, it
is with brotherly love, and for the purpose of mutual edification, that
this additional section is written.
Before reading any book of the Bible, but particularly of the New
Testament, it is very important that the historical basis for the book be
understood. Without it, we may miss the intended meaning, and end
up with an incomplete and biblically inconsistent analysis of the book.
When we read Paul‟s letters, we are, in effect, listening to a one-sided
conversation. Often, we know quite a bit about the other party, even
though we can‟t “hear” them directly, and so it is fairly easy to
anticipate what situation Paul is responding to when he “speaks.”
In the case of Galatians, however, we have a problem right from the
start. Historically, we know very little about the church in Galatia.
Although Paul‟s other letters (with the possible exception of Hebrews,
which may not have been written by Paul) are written to a specific
group of people in a specific town, the Letter to the Galatians appears
to be written to an entire region. This region was north and west of
present day Israel, in what is now Turkey. We know from Acts 16:6
that “Paul and his companions traveled throughout the region of
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Phrygia and Galatia.” However, no particular events taking place in
those regions are recorded. Secular documents, likewise, do not give
us a clear picture of the cultural, religious, and political environment of
the people in Galatia. Therefore, we must rely on clues from the
Letter itself to provide us with a reasonable and biblically consistent
interpretation of its meaning.
So that there is no “hidden agenda,” here is the hypothesis that will
be examined in this Appendix regarding the situation in Galatia:

 The Galatians are former pagan-practicing people who have
heard the gospel message preached by Paul and have
professed their faith in Jesus.
 The Galatians are in contact with Jews or Jewish
Proselytes (Gentile converts to Judaism) who also profess
to believe in Jesus. However, they are adhering to both
the Law of God and the tradition of the elders in order to
“secure” their salvation. They are also trying to maintain
their “Jewish appearance” so as not to be persecuted by
the non-believing Jewish leaders.
 As former pagan worshippers, the Galatians have had
strong religious teachings in the past that point to “works”
as a means of appeasing the gods. Therefore, when they
see the example of these other Jewish believers performing
their works of the law, they are quick to adopt these
practices as well. In so doing, they have given up on their
faith and returned to works to attain justification before
God.
Paul, an apostle—sent not from men nor by man, but by Jesus Christ
and God the Father, who raised him from the dead—and all the
brothers with me, to the churches in Galatia: Grace and peace to you
from God our Father and the Lord Jesus Christ, who gave himself for
our sins to rescue us from the present evil age, according to the will
of our God and Father, to whom be glory for ever and ever. Amen.
(Galatians 1:1-5)
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 To whom is Paul writing?
 Jesus gave himself for our sins to rescue us from what?

I am astonished that you are so quickly deserting the one who called
you by the grace of Christ and are turning to a different gospel—
which is really no gospel at all. Evidently some people are throwing
you into confusion and are trying to pervert the gospel of Christ.
But even if we or an angel from heaven should preach a gospel other
than the one we preached to you, let him be eternally condemned!
As we have already said, so now I say again: If anybody is
preaching to you a gospel other than what you accepted, let him be
eternally condemned! (Galatians 1:6-9)

 The

word “Gospel” literally means “Good News.”

Luke 4:42-44

states: At daybreak Jesus went out to a solitary place. The
people were looking for him and when they came to where he
was, they tried to keep him from leaving them. But he said,
“I must preach the good news of the kingdom of God to the
other towns also, because that is why I was sent.” If there is

only one “Gospel”, and Jesus came to preach it, would it be
reasonable to assume that the gospel that was preached to the
Galatians would have been the same Gospel that Jesus preached
during his ministry?

 The Galatians are deserting this Gospel of Christ, and are turning to
another gospel (“which is really no gospel at all”). Does Paul tell us
here exactly what that other gospel is?
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 To those who are preaching this “other gospel”, Paul declares what
punishment?

 Isaiah

52:7 reads: How beautiful on the mountains are the
feet of those who bring good news, who proclaim peace, who

bring good tidings, who proclaim salvation, who say to Zion,
“Your God reigns!” And, Hebrews 4:2 reads: For we also have
had the gospel preached to us, just as [the Israelites] did; but
the message they heard was of no value to them, because
those who heard did not combine it with faith. From these

passages, we can see that the concept of “good news” is not
exclusively a New Testament idea, and, in fact, the same gospel
that was preached to New Testament believers was also given to
the Israelites in the desert.

Am I now trying to win the approval of men, or of God? Or am I
trying to please men? If I were still trying to please men, I would
not be a servant of Christ. I want you to know, brothers, that the
gospel I preached is not something that man made up. I did not
receive it from any man, nor was I taught it; rather, I received it by
revelation from Jesus Christ. (Galatians 1:10-12)

 Paul states that he is a servant of Christ, and as such, is no longer
trying to please men. In Acts 21:20-24 we read that Paul was
confronted by some believing Jews that he was preaching against
the Law of God. The Apostles asked Paul to take a Nazarite vow
(found in the Law of Moses), so that “everybody will know there is
no truth in these reports about you, but that you yourself are living
in obedience to the law.” Paul agreed and took this vow. If Paul is
not trying to win the approval of man, and if Paul does, indeed,
preach a gospel that is against the Law of Moses, do you think that
he would have compromised his values to take this vow just to
prove himself to the Jews?
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 In Acts Chapter 24, we find Paul on trial before Governor Felix.

He

is accused, by the non-believing Jews who claimed that “we have
found this man to be a troublemaker, stirring up riots among
the Jews all over the world. He is a ringleader of the
Nazarene sect and even tried to desecrate the temple; so we
seized him.” Wherein Paul responds, saying, “You [Felix] can
easily verify that no more than twelve days ago I went up to
Jerusalem to worship. My accusers did not find me arguing
with anyone at the temple, or stirring up a crowd in the
synagogues or anywhere else in the city. And they cannot
prove to you the charges they are now making against me.
However, I admit that I worship the God of our fathers, as
a follower of the Way, which they call a sect. I believe
everything that agrees with the Law and that is written in
the Prophets...I came to Jerusalem to bring my people gifts
for the poor and to present offerings. I was ceremonially
clean when they found me in the temple courts doing this.”

 In

Acts 26:12-20, Paul is on trial before King Agrippa. He states,

“On one of these journeys I was going to Damascus...[Jesus
said to me], „I will rescue you from your own people and
from the gentiles. I am sending you to open their eyes and
turn them from darkness to light, and from the power of
Satan to God, so that they may receive forgiveness of sins
and a place among those who are sanctified by faith in
me.‟...I was not disobedient to the vision from heaven. First
to those in Damascus, then to those in Jerusalem and in all
Judea, and to the Gentiles also, I preached that they should
repent and turn to God and prove their repentance by their
deeds.”

 By

Paul‟s own testimony, he worships the God of Abraham, Isaac
and Jacob; he adheres to everything that agrees with the Law and
the Prophets; he was “clean” when he went into the Temple; he
preaches repentance, returning to God, and proving repentance by
deeds. Do you think that the gospel that Paul preached to the
Galatians would be contrary to any of Paul‟s testimony?
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For you have heard of my previous way of life in Judaism, how
intensely I persecuted the church of God and tried to destroy it.
I was advancing in Judaism beyond many Jews of my own age
and was extremely zealous for the traditions of my fathers.
But when God, who set me apart from birth and called me by
his grace, was pleased to reveal his Son in me so that I might
preach him among the Gentiles, I did not consult any man, nor
did I go up to Jerusalem to see those who were apostles before I
was, but I went immediately into Arabia and later returned to
Damascus. (Galatians 1:13-17)

 Paul makes it a point to remind the Galatians that he is very familiar
with Judaism, that he was under Jewish influence when he
persecuted the church of God, and that he was extremely zealous
for the traditions of men. Yet, by his own testimony, he still holds
to “everything that agrees with the Law and Prophets.” Paul
appears to have renounced the traditions of men, but still practices
what he knows to be true about the Law of God. Is it possible that
this “other gospel” may have something to do with Judaism, and
that Paul is reassuring the Galatians that he has been in their shoes,
so to speak?

Fourteen years later, I went up again to Jerusalem, this time with
Barnabas. I took Titus along also. I went in response to a revelation
and set before them the gospel that I preach among the Gentiles. But
I did this privately to those who seemed to be leaders, for fear that I
was running or had run my race in vain. Yet not even Titus, who
was with me, was compelled to be circumcised, even though he was a
Greek. This matter arose because some false brothers had infiltrated
our ranks to spy on the freedom we have in Christ Jesus and to make
us slaves. We did not give in to them for a moment, so that the truth
of the gospel might remain with you. (Galatians 2:1-7)
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 The

trip to Jerusalem that Paul speaks of here is very likely the
same one that Luke writes about in Acts 15. Some men came
down from Judea to Antioch and were teaching the brothers:
“Unless you are circumcised, according to the custom taught
by Moses, you cannot be saved.” This brought Paul and
Barnabas into sharp dispute and debate with them. So Paul
and Barnabas were appointed along with some other
believers, to go up to Jerusalem to see the apostles and elders
about this question. (Acts 15:1-2) Would you agree that the

question that is going to be taken to the elders is whether or not a
person must be circumcised to be saved?

 Is it possible that the “false brothers [who] had infiltrated our ranks
to spy on the freedom we have in Christ Jesus and to make us
slaves” are in the same group as the “men [who] came down from
Judea to Antioch and were teaching the brothers: „Unless you are
circumcised...you cannot be saved‟”?

 In

the study book, we learned that there is not, never has been,
and never will be, eternal salvation by observing the Law of God
(see Chapter 5: An Easy Yoke). However, the Jewish leaders had
long taught that a Jew must observe all of the Law of Moses, plus
all of the traditions of the elders, in order to be justified before God.
Is it accurate that the “freedom we have in Christ Jesus” is the
acceptance of our salvation by faith alone, through no merit of our
own nor works of the Law?

 Would you agree that their attempt to “make us slaves” would refer,
at least in part, to their claim that all men must be circumcised to
be saved?

 Continuing

on with Acts 15:4-11: When they came to Jerusalem,

they were welcomed by the church and the apostles and elders, to
whom they reported everything God had done through them.
Then some of the believers who belonged to the party of the
Pharisees stood up and said, “The Gentiles must be circumcised
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and required to obey the law of Moses.” The apostles and elders
met to consider this question. After much discussion, Peter got up
and addressed them: “Brothers, you know that some time ago God
made a choice among you that the Gentiles might hear from my
lips the message of the gospel and believe. God, who knows the
heart, showed that he accepted them by giving the Holy Spirit to
them, just as he did to us. He made no distinction between us and
them, for he purified their hearts by faith. Now then, why do you
try to test God by putting on the necks of the disciples a yoke that
neither we nor our fathers have been able to bear? No! We
believe it is through the grace of our Lord Jesus that we are saved,
just as they are.”

 If

there is “no distinction between us and them” (i.e. between the
Jews and the Gentiles), then is it likely that the gospel that Peter
preached to the Gentiles is the same one that was preached to the
Jews?

 Again,

in Chapter 5: An Easy Yoke, we learned that God‟s
commands are not burdensome. Is it possible that the “yoke that
neither we nor our fathers have been able to bear” is the strict
requirement to keep the Law of God and the traditions of men in
order to merit salvation?

 Based

on Peter‟s testimony, do you think that the good news that
he proclaimed to both Jews and Gentiles would have included the
message that “it is through the grace of our Lord Jesus that we are
saved...”?

 The

whole assembly became silent as they listened to Barnabas
and Paul telling about the miraculous signs and wonders God had
done among the Gentiles through them. When they finished,
James spoke up: “Brothers, listen to me. Simon has described to
us how God [from the beginning] showed his concern by taking
from the Gentiles a people for himself. The words of the prophets
are in agreement with this, as it is written: „After this I will
return and rebuild David‟s fallen tent. Its ruins I will rebuild,
and I will restore it, that the remnant of men may seek the Lord,
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and all the Gentiles who bear my name...‟ (Acts 15:12-17a) James is

acknowledging that God‟s plan has always been to bring the
Gentiles into “David‟s fallen tent.” Do you agree that James realizes
that it would be against the will of God for the Jews to do anything
to make it difficult for the Gentiles to share in this restoration?

 We

learned in the study book that the Jews believed that Gentiles
were koinos (that is “common” or “impure”). In order for a Gentile
to associate with a Jew (for example, to learn in the Synagogue or
share a fellowship meal), he had to undergo rigorous ritual
cleansing requirements, and adhere to numerous Jewish “laws”.
Would not these demands make it difficult for the Gentiles to share
in the restoration of “David‟s fallen tent?”

 It

is my judgment, therefore, that we should not make it
difficult for the Gentiles who are turning to God. Instead we
should write to them, telling them to abstain from food
polluted by idols, from sexual immorality, from the meat of
strangled animals and from blood. For Moses has been
preached in every city from the earliest times and is read in
the synagogues on every Sabbath.” (Acts 15:19-21) The Roman

Empire was plagued by idol worship and associated rituals, which
were outright abominations to the Jews. Many of the rituals
included acts that were specifically forbidden by God. These acts
are the ones that are listed by James —food that had been
sacrificed to an idol, “sacred” prostitution, meat of strangled animals
and blood (i.e. probably drinking of blood, as this was a common
ritual practice in idol worship). A gentile who was still practicing
any of these “pillars of pagan idolatry” had obviously not separated
himself from his pagan lifestyle. He simply would not have been
allowed in the synagogue.** Thus, this Gentile would lose the only
avenue he had at that time for learning anything about the ways of
God. Were the elders in Jerusalem giving an exhaustive list of all
**

It has traditionally been taught that these requirements are from the “Noahide Laws” and are
cited as evidence that God does not expect the Gentiles to follow the Mosaic Law. The problem
with this teaching, however, is that the Noahide Laws, of which there are actually seven, were not
composed until 200 A.D. when the Jewish Talmud was first written down. Even oral tradition of the
Jews did not include “Noahide Laws” in the 1st century.
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the requirements for obedience to God, or were they giving the
minimum requirements for being accepted in the fellowship of
Jews?

 James

affirms that this is his intention when he follows up these
requirements with the statement, “For Moses has been preached in
every city from the earliest times and is read in the synagogues on
every Sabbath.” He knew that, if the Gentiles were at least
accepted into the Synagogue, they would learn the ways of God
because Moses was taught there, without fail, every week. Do you
think that James expected the Gentiles to go into the synagogues to
learn the Law of Moses?
If not, why do you
think James made this comment?

When Peter came to Antioch, I opposed him to his face, because he
was in the wrong. Before certain men came from James, he used to
eat with the Gentiles. But when they arrived,he began to draw back
and separate himself from the Gentiles...When I saw that they were
not acting in line with the truth of the gospel, I said to Peter in front
of them all, “You are a Jew, yet you live like a Gentile and not like a
Jew. How is it, then, that you force Gentiles to follow Jewish
customs. (Galatians 2:11-14)

 Peter was preaching the message of the Good News and associating
freely with the Gentiles...until the men “from James” showed up.
Was he still too concerned about appearances, concerned that he
wasn‟t looking “Jewish enough” to the Jews?

 Was Peter forcing the

Gentiles to follow Jewish customs or the Law

of Moses?
We who are Jews by birth and not „Gentile sinners‟ know that a man
is not justified by observing the law, but by faith in Jesus Christ. So
we too, have put our faith in Christ Jesus that we may be justified by
faith in Christ and not by observing the law, because by observing
the law no one will be justified. (Galatians 2:15-16)
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 Is

there any other way by which man can be justified before God
except through faith in the atoning blood of the Messiah?

 Is there any salvation in observing the Law of God?
 Does Paul teach us anything in this passage that we haven‟t already
learned through previous study of the Scriptures?

 Suppose

you had never read the Scriptures. Suppose that the
Scriptures were not even available in print. Suppose that the only
way that you could learn about God was to go to a Jewish
Synagogue. If the people there were practicing the Law of Moses
and the traditions of the elders, is it possible that you would start to
act like them?

If, while we seek to be justified in Christ, it becomes evident that we
ourselves are sinners, does that mean that Christ promotes sin?
Absolutely not! If I rebuild what I destroyed, I prove that I am a
lawbreaker. For through the law I died to the law so that I might
live for God. I have been crucified with Christ and I no longer live,
but Christ lives in me. The life I live in the body, I live by faith in
the Son of God, who loved me and gave himself for me. I do not set
aside the grace of God, for if righteousness could be gained through
the law, Christ died for nothing! (Galatians 2:17-21)

 If

a Jew accepts Jesus as his Savior, and believes that it is only

through faith in His blood that he is saved, has he “destroyed” his
reliance on the Law of God for his justification?

 The

Law of God teaches that it is only through faith that we are

justified. If this same Jew then starts using works of the Law to
“solidify” his salvation (“just in case”), “rebuilding what he had
destroyed”, isn‟t he proving himself to be a lawbreaker?
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 Paul

has “died to the law” so that he might “live for God.” He has

accepted himself as a new creation in Christ, so that “the life I live,
I live by faith.” Does Paul say that he no longer agrees with the
Law and the Prophets?

(Recall his testimony in Acts

24) Or, does Paul say that he no longer uses the Law to try to be
justified before God?

 Do

you think that it would make Paul angry if the new believers at

Galatia were being taught that their faith is not good enough for
their justification, but that they had to be circumcised and observe
the Law of Moses to be saved?

You foolish Galatians! Who has bewitched you? Before your very
eyes Jesus Christ was clearly portrayed as crucified. I would like to
learn just one thing from you: Did you receive the Spirit by
observing the law, or by believing what you heard? Are you so
foolish? After beginning with the Spirit, are you now trying to
attain your goal by human effort? Have you suffered so much for
nothing—if it really was for nothing? Does God give you his Spirit
and work miracles among you because you observe the law, or
because you believe what you heard? (Galatians 3:1-5)

 The Galatians are “trying to attain [their] goal” by what?
 Is anyone made worthy of having miracles worked in their midst, or
made worthy of the indwelling of the Holy Spirit by observation of
the Law?

 Can you earn salvation by observing the Law of God?
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Consider Abraham: “He believed God, and it was credited to him as
righteousness.”
Understand, then, that those who believe are
children of Abraham. The Scripture foresaw that God would justify
the Gentiles by faith, and announced the gospel in advance to
Abraham: “All nations will be blessed through you.” So those who
have faith are blessed along with Abraham, the man of
faith.” (Galatians 3:6-9)

 TRUE or FALSE:

The blessing of justification before God comes
by faith alone.

All who rely on observing the law are under a curse, for it is
written: “Cursed is everyone who does not continue to do everything
written in the Book of the Law.” Clearly no one is justified before
God by the law, because, “The righteous will live by
faith.” (Galatians 3:10)

 Shortly before the Israelites were to cross the Jordan River to enter
the promised land, Moses and the priests said to the people, “Be
silent, O Israel, and listen! You have now become the people
of the Lord your God. Obey the Lord your God and follow his
commands and decrees that I give you today.” (Deut. 27:9-10)

He then gave the Israelites curses and blessings that were to be
proclaimed upon two mountaintops in the promised land (Deut. 27
and 28). Curses befell those who did not obey the Law. Blessings
were given to those who did obey the Law, and blessings were
withheld from those who did not obey the Law. In Chapter 27,
there are a list of curses that accompany specific transgressions
against the Law of God (making and worshipping idols; dishonoring
mother or father; lying about your property line to your neighbor;
withholding justice from the alien, fatherless or the widow; sexual
immorality; and accepting a bribe to condemn an innocent person).
The final “curse” reads “Cursed is the man who does not uphold
the words of this law by carrying them out.” (Deut. 27:26)

If a man could keep every Law of God, then he would be perfect
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(i.e. he would be God, as Jesus is), and he would be able to achieve
salvation by his works. But, as we know, and as the Law teaches, it
is humanly impossible for a man to keep every Law of God.
Therefore, to those who would try to use the Law to merit their
salvation, the Law had a built-in curse. The Law, itself, was not
the curse! Not being able to keep the Law to earn salvation was
the curse!
The law is not based on faith; on the contrary, “The man who does
these things will live by them.” (Galatians 3:12)

 In Chapter 3:

An Everlasting Covenant, we learned that the Mosaic
Covenant (i.e. the Law) is a two-sided covenant. It is not based on
faith, but on action. Does Paul agree with this?

 When

Paul says that, “on the contrary, „The man who does these
things will live by them‟”, he is quoting from Leviticus 18:5. The
LORD said to Moses, “Speak to the Israelites and say to them:
„I am the LORD your God. You must not do as they do in
Egypt, where you used to live, and you must not do as they
do in the land of Canaan, where I am bringing you. Do not
follow their practices. You must obey my laws and be
careful to follow my decrees. I am the LORD your God. Keep
my decrees and laws, for the man who obeys them will live
by them. I am the LORD.” (Leviticus 18:1-5) Is there anything in

this passage that implies that a man who obeys the law of God will
have eternal life?
Does this passage, instead, state
that the man who obeys these laws will have a way of life?

Christ redeemed us from the curse of the law by becoming a curse for
us, for it is written: “Cursed is everyone who is hung on a tree.” He
redeemed us in order that the blessing given to Abraham might
come to the Gentiles through Christ Jesus, so that by faith we might
receive the promise of the Spirit. (Galatians 3:13-14)
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 Jesus Christ was sinless.

He walked out the Law of God flawlessly,
and so was not under the curse of the Law. However, the Sinless
One, who had overcome the curse of “death” under the Law,
became sin for us when he was cursed by man, having been nailed
to the tree (Deut. 21:23). In this way, His sinless blood was
sufficient to redeem us from the curse within the Law. Does Paul
state that Jesus redeemed us from the Law or from the curse of the
law?

Brothers, let me take an example from everyday life. Just as no one
can set aside or add to a human covenant that has been duly
established, so it is in this case. The promises were spoken to
Abraham and to his seed. The Scripture does not say “and to seeds,”
meaning many people, but “and to your seed,” meaning one person,
who is Christ. What I mean is this: The law, introduced 430 years
later, does not set aside the covenant previously established by God
and thus do away with the promise. For if the inheritance depends
on the law, then it no longer depends on a promise; but God in his
grace gave it to Abraham through a promise. (Galatians 3:15-18)

 We

have learned previously in the study book, that God‟s Law is
eternal.
If the Law of God is eternal, could it have been
“introduced” 430 years after the Abrahamic covenant ?
In this
NIV translation, the word here translated as “introduced” is the
Greek word ginomai . According to Strong‟s Concordance, this word
is very obscure, having many meanings and usages.
It is
interesting, however, that one of the meanings is “to cause to be
married.” Was the Mosaic Covenant part of God‟s “marriage
contract” with His people? Having called His people to the
inheritance by a promise made in faith, was He now giving them the
expectations of the marriage? Jeremiah 3:8-20 speaks to this
marriage between God and Israel, and how, through their
disobedience to the Law, the marriage contract was broken.

110

 Paul

is emphasizing to the Galatians that the Mosaic Covenant did
not do away with the Abrahamic Covenant. The inheritance has
always, and will always come as a result of faith. The inheritance
does not depend on the Law. Does it appear that the Galatians
were trying to attain the promise of the Abrahamic Covenant
through the deeds of the Mosaic Covenant?

What, then, was the purpose of the law? It was added because of
transgressions until the Seed to whom the promise referred had
come. The law was put into effect through angels by a mediator. A
mediator, however, does not represent just one party; but God is one.
(Galatians 3:19-20)

 The

opening question to this section, in the original Greek, literally
reads: “What then the law?” There is no word corresponding to
“the purpose.” It is implied by the rest of the passage that Paul is
discussing a function of the law, but the Greek text definitely does
not support the assumption that Paul is giving us “the purpose” of
the law.

 We know that the Law of God is eternal.

It was not made up at the
time of the giving of the Mosaic Covenant (see Chapter 3). So if
Paul says that the law “was added”, does this imply, perhaps, that
the law was added in its written form ?

 Paul states that the law was added “because of transgressions until
the Seed to whom the promise referred had come.” He doesn‟t yet
clarify what the exact “function” of the law is, but he does tell us
that the function was necessary “because of transgressions”, and
that the law would serve this function only until the Seed (i.e. Jesus
Christ) had come.
TRUE or FALSE: Transgressions did not exist until the law was
written down.
TRUE or FALSE: Transgressions only existed until Jesus came.
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 For

there is one God and one mediator between God and
men, the man Christ Jesus. (1 Timothy 2:5) Paul states that the

law was added (in written form) “by angels through a mediator”
who represents both parties—God and man. Who do you think this
“mediator” was?

Is the law, therefore, opposed to the promises of God? Absolutely not!
For if a law had been given that could impart life, then
righteousness would certainly have come by the law. But the
Scripture declares that the whole world is a prisoner of sin, so that
what was promised, being given through faith in Jesus Christ, might
be given to those who believe. Before this faith came, we were held
prisoners by the law, locked up until faith should be revealed.
(Galatians 3:21-23)

 The first word translated in the NIV as “prisoner”, as in “prisoner of
sin”, is hupo. It means “subjection, dependence, the being
under any person or thing.”

 The

second word translated in the NIV as “prisoners” (as in “held
prisoners by the law”) is the word hupo preceded by another
Greek word, phroureo. Phroureo means “protected.” So the
phrase “held prisoners” is “protected under”, as in a type of
protective custody.

 The word translated in the NIV as “locked up” as in “locked up until

faith should be revealed” is sugkleio. It means “to shut together,
to include, to embrace in a common subjection to.”

 Before faith came, we were protected by the law, embraced

in a
common subjection to the law, until faith should be revealed.
Paul still does not tell us the function that will be done away with
when faith finally comes. He does say that we are protected by it,
and that we are in subjection to it, until that faith comes.
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So the law was put in charge to lead us to Christ that we might be
justified by faith. Now that faith has come, we are no longer under
the supervision of the law. (Galatians 3:24-25)

 The

Greek word translated in the NIV as “was put in charge” is
paidagogos. It means “instructor”, not “put in charge.”

 Paul finally reveals to

the Galatians that the “function” of the law—
the reason it was added in written form—was to be an instructor to
lead us to Christ so that we might be justified by faith.
•Through the law, we know that we are sinful and in need of
forgiveness.
•Through the law, we know that we are incapable of righteousness
by human efforts.
•Through the law, we are led to believe in the One who was sinless
and who was capable of walking out the law in perfection.

 Jesus said:

If you love me, you will obey what I command.
And I will ask the Father, and he will give you another
Counselor to be with you forever...If anyone loves me, he will
obey my teaching. My Father will love him, and we will
come to him and make our home with him. He who does not
love me will not obey my teaching. These words you hear
are not my own; they belong to the Father who sent me. All
this I have spoken while still with you. But the Counselor,
the Holy Spirit, whom the Father will send in my name, will
teach you all things and will remind you of everything I
have said to you. (John 14:15-16,23-26)

 Since the Law is no longer our instructor, who is?
 Do we no longer need instruction, or do we have a
different instructor?

 Does Jesus say that the instructions will change?
 Does Paul say that the instructions will change?
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You are all sons of God through faith in Christ Jesus, for all of you
who were baptized into Christ have clothed yourselves with Christ.
There is neither Jew nor Greek, slave nor free, male nor female, for
you are all one in Christ Jesus. If you belong to Christ, then you are
Abraham‟s seed, and heirs according to the promise. What I am
saying is that as long as the heir is a child, he is no different from a
slave, although he owns the whole estate. He is subject to guardians
and trustees until the time set by his father. So also, when we were
children, we were in slavery under the basic principles of the world.
But when the time had fully come, God sent his Son, born of a
woman, born under law, to redeem those under law, that we might
receive the full rights of sons. Because you are sons, God sent the
Spirit of his Son into our hearts, the Spirit who calls out, Abba,
Father. So you are no longer a slave, but a son; and since you are a
son, God has made you also an heir. (Galatians 3:26-4:7)

 If

we belong to Christ, then we are Abraham‟s seed, and “heirs
according to the promise.” What is the promise that we are now an
heir to?

 When we were children, what were we slaves to?
 Did Jesus redeem us from the law or did he redeem those who were

under [the instruction of] the law from their slavery to the “basic
principles of the world?”

 We learned from the study book, Chapter 5: An Easy Yoke, that the
Law of God “is not burdensome” but the yoke of man is. If Jesus
came to redeem us from the law, why would that be necessary,
since the Law of God is not a burden?
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Formerly, when you did not know God, you were slaves to those who
by nature are not gods. But now that you know God—or rather are
known by God—how is it that you are turning back to those weak
and miserable principles? Do you wish to be enslaved by them all
over again? You are observing special days and months and seasons
and years! I fear for you, that somehow I have wasted my efforts on
you! (Galatians 4:8-11)

 Paul

is talking to the churches in Galatia, made up of Gentiles who
have accepted Jesus as their Savior. Formerly, before their
conversion, they “did not know God” and were slaves to what?

 None

of the pagan religions in the Roman Empire during this time
taught anything about the need for a savior to atone for sins. The
pagan worshippers were taught that, in order to appease their god
and attain a high place in the after life, they must follow specific
laws, observe special days, perform sacrificial ceremonies and
engage in sacred prostitution. They did not recognize the need for a
savior, since they did not have a concept of atonement for sin in
their religions. When they received salvation through the preaching
of Paul, they had to first believe that they needed a Savior, and
second had to believe that they didn‟t need to do anything to merit
their salvation. Their preconceived ideas about the function and
nature of religious practices were very much ingrained in their
thinking, and it would take a great deal of faith for them to
overcome these “weak and miserable principles.”



Does Paul say that the Law of God contains “weak and
miserable principles?”



Does Paul say that the Galatians were using the same
“weak and miserable principles” that characterized their
pagan religion, as a basis for their new faith?
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 Paul

taught faithfully in the synagogues every Sabbath day. If he
thought that Christians should no longer observe the special days of
the LORD, do you think that he would have honored the Sabbath day
in this way?

 Paul had decided to sail past Ephesus to avoid spending time
in the province of Asia, for he was in a hurry to reach
Jerusalem, if possible, by the day of Pentecost [called by the
Jews, the Feast of Weeks]. (Acts 20:16) For even Christ our
Passover is sacrificed for us: Therefore let us keep the feast...
(1 Corinthians 5:7-8) If Paul thought that the Christians should no

longer observe special days, do you think that he would have
wanted to go to Jerusalem for the Feast of Weeks?
Do you think that he would have told the
Corinthians to keep the Feast of Passover?

 If

the Galatians, who were young in their faith, were being
evangelized by a group of people who were zealous for the law, and
if those people claimed to have the key to “appeasing God‟s anger”
by works of the law, would that cause confusion among the
Galatians?

 If

these people were teaching the Galatians about the Mosaic
Covenant, but not teaching the Galatians about the Abrahamic
Covenant, do you think that they would begin to doubt whether
their faith was enough to ensure their salvation?

 What was Paul‟s concern for the Galatians—that they were observing the Law of God, or that they were trying to be justified by the
Law of God?
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Tell me, you who want to be under the law, are you not aware of
what the law says? For it is written that Abraham had two sons,
one by the slave woman and the other by the free woman. His son
by the slave woman was born in the ordinary way; but his son by
the free woman was born as the result of a promise. These things
may be taken figuratively, for the women represent two covenants.
One covenant is from Mount Sinai and bears children who are to be
slaves: This is Hagar. Now Hagar stands for Mount Sinai in
Arabia and corresponds to the present city of Jerusalem, because she
is in slavery with her children. But the Jerusalem that is above is
free, and she is our mother...Now you, brothers, like Isaac, are
children of promise. At that time the son born in the ordinary way
persecuted the son born by the power of the Spirit.** It is the same
now. But what does the Scripture say? “Get rid of the slave woman
and her son, for the slave woman‟s son will never share in the
inheritance with the free woman‟s son.” Therefore, brothers, we are
not children of the slave woman, but of the free woman. (Galatians
4:21-31)

 Here,

Paul gives his “punch line.” He has been passionately
admonishing the Galatians for relying on works of the law for
salvation, instead of accepting their salvation by faith.

 Hagar

(the mother of Ishmael) is said to be Mount Sinai. She
represents, therefore, the Mosaic Covenant (which was given in
writing at Mount Sinai). She also corresponds to Jerusalem—the
ultimate place of “salvation by works”, where men teach that
salvation comes by obeying the Law and holding to the traditions of
the elders. She and her children are “in slavery.”

 The

second covenant, the Abrahamic Covenant, is said to be “the
Jerusalem that is above”—the Jerusalem that is of the Spirit of God.
Paul implies that this is Sarah, the mother of Isaac. She and her
children are “free.”

**

Even today, Ishmael‟s descendants (the Arab nations) continue to persecute Isaac‟s descendants
(the nation of Israel).
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 Now

Sarai, Abram‟s wife, had borne him no children. But
she had an Egyptian maidservant named Hagar; so she said
to Abram, “The Lord has kept me from having children. Go,
sleep with my maidservant; perhaps I can build a family
through her.” Abram agreed to what Sarai said...He slept
with Hagar, and she conceived...So Hagar bore Abram a son,
and Abram gave the name Ishmael to the son she had borne.
Abram was eighty-six years old when Hagar bore him
Ishmael. (Genesis 16:1-2,15) These events occurred before God

established the Abrahamic Covenant of faith (i.e. what Paul is
calling a “covenant of freedom). Although God had already told
Abram that he was going to establish a covenant with him, and that
he was going to give him a descendant through Sarai [Sarah],
Abram did not wait for the “covenant of freedom” to take place; he
did not wait for the promise to come under the Covenant of Faith.
Instead, by human effort, he tried to force the promise to happen.

 Now the LORD was gracious to Sarah as he had said, and the Lord
did for Sarah what he had promised. Sarah became pregnant and
bore a son to Abraham in his old age, at the very time God had
promised him. Abraham gave the name Isaac to the son Sarah
bore him. When his son Isaac was eight days old, Abraham
circumcised him, as God commanded him. Abraham was 100
years old when his son Isaac was born to him. (Genesis 21:1-5)

These events occurred after God had established the Abrahamic
Covenant. Abraham was under the “covenant of freedom” when
Isaac was born, as we can see from the fact that he circumcised his
son as a witness to the covenant. Through faith, the promise was
realized; there was no human effort required on the part of
Abraham, except to embrace and submit to the “covenant of
freedom.”

 ...On the day Isaac was weaned, Abraham held a great feast.
But Sarah saw that the son whom Hagar the Egyptian had
borne to Abraham was mocking, and she said to Abraham,
“Get rid of that slave woman and her son, for that slave
woman‟s son will never share in the inheritance with my son
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Isaac”...God said to [Abraham]... “it is through Isaac that
your offspring will be reckoned. I will make the son of the
maidservant into a nation also, because he is your
offspring.” (Genesis 21:8b-10, 12-13) The son that Abraham bore

outside of the Covenant of Faith now mocks and persecutes the son
that Abraham bore under the Covenant of Faith.
“Slavery”
persecutes “Freedom”. That which is produced by works, tries to
destroy that which comes by faith.

 “The slave woman‟s son will never share in the inheritance with the
free woman‟s son.” The “inheritance” is justification through faith.
You can‟t get it by the “ordinary way”, it can only come “by the
power of the Spirit.” Man‟s feeble attempt to gain salvation by his
own efforts does nothing, except to mock the atoning work of
Jesus.



If a man steps out from under the Abrahamic Covenant (of faith)
and embraces only the Mosaic Covenant (of works), he steps out of
freedom and into slavery. Is this man saved?

It is for freedom that Christ has set us free. Stand firm, then, and do
not let yourselves be burdened again by a yoke of slavery. Mark my
words! I, Paul, tell you that if you let yourselves be circumcised,
Christ will be of no value to you at all. Again I declare to every man
who lets himself be circumcised that he is obligated to obey the whole
law. You who are trying to be justified by law have been alienated
from Christ; you have fallen away from grace. But by faith we
eagerly await through the Spirit the righteousness for which we
hope. For in Christ Jesus neither circumcision nor uncircumcision
has any value. The only thing that counts is faith expressing itself
through love. (Galatians 5:1-6)
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 Paul‟s

argument throughout his letter has been that, without faith,
you do not have the Spirit; without the Spirit, you do not have an
instructor; and without an instructor, you have only works of the
Law that, by themselves, are useless. In the above passage, is Paul
implying that the Law of God is a “yoke of slavery”, or is Paul saying
that attempting to earn salvation through obedience to the Law of
God is a “yoke of slavery?”

 [Paul]

came to Derbe and then to Lystra, where a disciple
named Timothy lived, whose mother was a Jewess and a
believer, but whose father was a Greek. The brothers at
Lystra and Iconium spoke well of him. Paul wanted to take
him along on the journey, so he circumcised him because of
the Jews who lived in that area, for they all knew that his
father was a Greek. (Acts 15:1-3)
Paul circumcised Timothy

shortly after the council had met in Jerusalem and had decided that
neither Jew nor Greek had to be circumcised to be saved.
Obviously, Paul is not against circumcision, or he would not have
circumcised Timothy. Why did he tell the Galatians that “if you let
yourselves be circumcised, Christ will be of no value to you at all?”

 Paul

tells the Galatians that they will be “obligated to obey the
whole law” if they allow themselves to be circumcised. He is going
back to the fact that no one is humanly capable of keeping the
whole law of God (except the Sinless One), so that, by using the
law as their pathway to salvation, they have nullified the grace of
Jesus that took away the “curse of the law” (see previous discussion
on Galatians 3:10ff). They are obligated to obey the whole law, but
they will not be able to obey the whole law. They will curse
themselves right out of their salvation, if they replace their faith
with works.
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You were running a good race. Who cut in on you and kept you
from obeying the truth? That kind of persuasion does not come from
the one who calls you. “A little yeast works through the whole batch
of dough.” I am confident in the Lord that you will take no other
view. The one who is throwing you into confusion will pay the
penalty, whoever he may be. Brothers, if I am still preaching
circumcision, why am I still being persecuted? In that case the
offense of the cross has been abolished. As for those agitators, I wish
they would go the whole way and emasculate themselves! (Galatians
5:7-12)

 Sounds

like Paul is just a little miffed at the ones who have been
confusing the Galatians with their message of salvation by
circumcision and works of the law. Paul had spent a lot of time with
the Galatians, referring to them as “my dear children.” (Galatians
4:19). He obviously cares about them and their salvation very
much. But he has now seen that they have not completely broken
away from the influence of their previous religious practices. So,
when they were presented with the “salvation by works” idea, they
quickly stopped “obeying the truth”, by forsaking their faith for the
law.

You, my brothers, were called to be free. But do not use your
freedom to indulge the sinful nature; rather, serve one another in
love. The entire law is summed up in a single command: “Love your
neighbor as yourself.” (Galatians 5:13-14)

 If

Paul has been preaching that the Galatians should not be in
slavery to the Law of God, why did he just tell them that they need
to serve one another in love because “the entire law is summed up
in a single command: Love your neighbor as yourself”?
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If you keep on biting and devouring each other, watch out or you
will be destroyed by each other. So I say, live by the Spirit, and you
will not gratify the desires of the sinful nature. For the sinful
nature desires what is contrary to the Spirit, and the Spirit what is
contrary to the sinful nature. They are in conflict with each other,
so that you do not do what you want. But if you are led by the
Spirit, you are not under law. (Galatians 5:16-18)

 Paul

just finished quoting from the law, yet now he turns around
and tells the Galatians that they are “not under law.” Wouldn‟t that
be confusing to the Galatians? One explanation that scholars give
to explain this apparent two-sided argument is that the “law” here
refers to the “law of sin” rather than the “law of God.” That is
possible, and certainly in other Pauline Letters, that concept is used.
However, let‟s look at this case from the viewpoint that Paul has
been taking all along.

 From Galatians

Chapter 3, we learned that those who have faith in
Jesus will be given the Holy Spirit “who will teach you all things”
and who will become our instructor in the ways of God. From the
study book Chapter 3: An Everlasting Covenant, we learned that,
as part of the New Covenant (made operative by the blood of
Jesus), God will “put [His] Law in [our] minds and write it on [our]
hearts.” When we are “under the law”, we follow the commands of
God through our own strength, which is inadequate so that we can
not break free from our sinful nature. But, when we are “led by the
Spirit,” the Law of God becomes our nature. We are transformed
by the Spirit to conform to the nature of God, rather than the
nature of sin. The Law of God doesn’t change, we do!

 Paul

recognizes that the Galatians have sinful issues. The people
who were teaching the Galatians about the Law probably also saw
these same problems. However, they tried to fix the problem
without the benefit of the Spirit. They were destined to fail and the
Galatians were destined to lose the counsel of the Spirit, and
become “under the law.” Part of Paul‟s anger is probably aimed at
the refusal of these “teachers” to recognize the error of their ways.
They were heading down a path of destruction, and were taking the
Galatians down with them.
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The acts of the sinful nature are obvious:
sexual immorality,
impurity and debauchery; idolatry and witchcraft; hatred, discord,
jealousy, fits of rage, selfish ambition, dissensions, factions and envy;
drunkenness, orgies, and the like. I warn you, as I did before, that
those who live like this will not inherit the kingdom of God.
(Galatians 5:19-21)



Paul had previously warned the Galatians about their sinfulness.
Their problems are not the result of the Galatians being “under the
law.” Their sinful nature is what they were trying to fix when they
encountered the counsel of the “salvation by works” folks. Paul has
revealed to them through this letter that being “under the law” is
inadequate and will not fix their problems. The sinful nature is too
powerful, and can only be overcome by the indwelling of the Spirit
of God.

But the fruit of the Spirit is love, joy, peace, patience, kindness,
goodness, faithfulness, gentleness and self-control.
Against such
things there is no law. Those who belong to Christ Jesus have
crucified the sinful nature with its passions and desires. (Galatians
5:22-24)

 God

always intended for his Law to lead us down a path of love
(Leviticus 19:18), joy (Psalm 119:111), peace (Psalm 119:165),
patience (Proverbs 19:11), kindness (Deut. 24:10-18), goodness (2
Chronicles 31:20-21), faithfulness (Proverbs 3:3), gentleness (Deut.
22:6-7) and self-control (Ecclesiastes 7:9). The problem was not
with the fruit of the Law, but with the failure of the Law to act as
our instructor to produce those fruits. The instructor was
inadequate, not the instructions.

 Those

who have the Law of God written on their hearts and who
have the counsel of the Holy Spirit living in them, will bear the fruit
of the teaching and instruction of God. They will be able to crucify
the sinful nature, and walk in the ways of the LORD.
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Since we live by the Spirit, let us keep in step with the Spirit. Let us not
become conceited, provoking and envying each other. Brothers, if
someone is caught in a sin, you who are spiritual should restore him
gently. But watch yourself, or you also may be tempted. Carry each
other‟s burdens, and in this way you will fulfill the law of Christ....Do
not be deceived: God cannot be mocked. A man reaps what he sows.
The one who sows to please his sinful nature, from that nature will reap
destruction; the one who sows to please the Spirit, from the Spirit will
reap eternal life. (Galatians 5:25-6:8)

 God knows the heart.

He knows if your intentions are meant to please
man or to please Him. What is not of God is of man. What is not of
God is sin. What is not of God will “reap destruction.”

Those who want to make a good impression outwardly are trying to
compel you to be circumcised. The only reason they do this is to avoid
being persecuted for the cross of Christ. Not even those who are
circumcised obey the law, yet they want you to be circumcised that
they may boast about your flesh. May I never boast except in the cross
of our Lord Jesus Christ, through which the world has been crucified to
me, and I to the world. Neither circumcision nor uncircumcision means
anything; what counts is a new creation. Peace and mercy to all who
follow this rule, even to the Israel of God. (Galatians 6:12-16)

 Paul

reveals here another clue to the identity of those who have been
“confusing” the Galatians. “The only reason they do this is to avoid
being persecuted for the cross of Christ.” These aren‟t Jews trying to
circumcise the Galatians. These are believers trying to maintain an
image to protect themselves. They profess their faith in Christ, but are
still more concerned about pleasing man, than pleasing God.

The message that Paul presents to the Galatians is a powerful one. He
could not have been more clear: Law without faith leads only to
destruction. What is not clear, is why this letter is often quoted to say
that “the law leads only to destruction.” If this is where the law leads,
then we should ask God why He has bothered to write it on our hearts.
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Appendix B: “Only the Father knows”
and other interesting Hebrewisms
No one knows about that day or hour,
not even the angels in heaven,
nor the Son,
but only the Father.
(Matthew 24:36)
When Jesus made this statement, he was using a well-known Jewish
scenario that his listeners would have caught onto right away. In
those days, Jewish marriages were arranged. The bride was handpicked by the father of the groom. When the father felt that the time
was right, he introduced his son to his bride. The son would present
his bride with a ketuba (a marriage covenant giving conditions and
expectations of the union) and a cup of wine. If she agreed to the
marriage, they would both drink from the cup, then the son would
announce “I will not drink from this cup again until we do it in my
father‟s house.” The cup is put away and the groom leaves. At that
point, the couple is legally bound through the covenant of the ketuba.
The son then goes back to his father‟s house to start building an
addition for his bride. (In those days, many generations lived in the
same house. When a son took a bride, he would build an addition—in
the Hebrew term, “a mansion”—onto the existing house.) When would
the wedding take place? No date is set when the ketuba is put into
effect. The son starts building, and when the father decides that the
son has prepared an adequate home for his bride, then the father
announces that the wedding is to take place—today! The bride is
expected to be prepared at any moment for her wedding. The son,
when asked by another person “when is your wedding” will always
answer “I do not know. Only my father knows.”
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Then Simon Peter arrived...
and went into the tomb. He saw
the strips of linen lying there,
as well as the burial cloth
that had been around Jesus‟ head.
The cloth was folded up by itself,
separate from the linen. (John 20:6-7)
There is a Jewish custom, practiced even in the days of Jesus, when a
person has been a guest in another Jew‟s home. At the end of the
visit, usually at the evening meal, the guest would signal his
appreciation for the hospitality by crumpling up his napkin and placing
it in a heap on his plate. However, if he was not pleased with the visit,
he would fold his napkin and place it neatly on his plate. In so doing,
he was signaling to his host that he did not like the way he was
treated and that he does not plan on passing this way again. What
was Jesus saying when the “cloth was folded up by itself, separate
from the linen?”
When Jesus saw the crowd around him,
he gave orders to cross to the other side of the lake...
One of his disciples said to him, “Lord,
first let me go and bury my father.”
But Jesus told him, “Follow me, and
let the dead bury their own dead.”
(Matthew 8:18,21-22)
Some of the Jews in Jesus‟ day had started practicing a ritualistic
method of burial, probably as a result of Greek philosophical influence.
Some believed that the flesh was the cause of a man‟s sin, and, if the
flesh was still present on his body when he was buried, he would not
enter into the “after life.” So, instead of burying a person immediately
after death, they would place the body in a box that was kept above
ground, waiting for the flesh to decay from the bones. After about a
year, the bones were then buried. It is likely that the disciples‟ father
had been dead for some time, and that Jesus was telling the man to
give up these useless teachings and follow Him instead.
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So when you give to the needy,
do not announce it with trumpets,
as the hypocrites do
in the synagogues and on the streets,
to be honored by men.
(Matthew 6:2)
In Jesus‟ day, the “alms baskets” were metal containers that were wide
at the bottom and narrow at the top. They were shaped much like a
trumpet that was standing on end. If one were to put a large number
of coins in the “trumpet” all at once, there would be a resonating
sound that could be heard for some distance. Everyone would
recognize the sound, and would know that the giver had put much
money into the offering.
Doing this was called “sounding the
trumpet.”

[When they came to arrest Jesus] Simon Peter,
who had a sword, drew it and
struck the high priest‟s servant,
cutting off his right ear. (John 18:10)
[Jesus answered] “No more of this!”
And he touched the man‟s ear
and healed him. (Luke 22:51)
In the Law of God (Leviticus 21:18-21), a person can serve in the
Temple only as long as they do not have a physical defect. The high
priest‟s servant would have been doing an “apprenticeship” of sorts, in
preparation for serving as a priest. Peter wasn‟t trying to kill him and
missed. He purposely cut off the servant‟s right ear to cause him
shame and to disqualify him for service in the Temple. There are
several historical writings that document other cases of punishment
being meted out to Temple priests by cutting off their right ear, so that
they had to find another way to make a living.
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But for you who revere my name,
the sun of righteousness will rise
with healing in its wings.
(Malachi 4:2)
Just then a woman who had been subject to
bleeding for twelve years
came up behind [Jesus] and
touched the edge of his cloak...And the woman
was healed from that moment.
(Matthew 9:20,22)
In Numbers 15:37-41, God commands the Israelites to wear a tassel
on each edge of their four-cornered garment. A quick word study in
Hebrew shows that the “wings” that hold healing on the “sun of
righteousness” are these tassels, or tzitzits. And a quick word study in
Greek shows that the “edge” of Jesus‟ cloak that the woman touched
are also his tassels, or tzitzits.
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May the New Covenant
in the blood of Jesus
be fulfilled in you:
That the teaching and instruction of God
may be written on your heart,
That the blood of Jesus may be sufficient
for your atonement,
And that the Spirit of the living God
may lead you to the obedience
that comes from faith.
Amen.

May the New Covenant
in the blood of Jesus
be fulfilled in you:
That the teaching and instruction of God
may be written on your heart,
That the blood of Jesus may be sufficient
for your atonement,
And that the Spirit of the living God
may lead you to the obedience
that comes from faith.
Amen.

