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I N T H I S LESSON WE PROPOSE TO DISCUSS THE RELATIONSHIP WHICH EXISTS BETWEEN THE TWO 

COVENANTS THAT GOD HAS GIVEN—THAT WHICH IS REFERRED TO AS THE OLD COVENANT (THE MOSAIC 

COVENANT) AND THAT WHICH I S REFERRED TO AS THE NEW. MOST OF THE TROUBLES THAT TROUBLE 

THE RELIGIOUS WORLD TODAY ARE CAUSED BY OUR FAILURE TO "RIGHTLY DIVIDE THE VVORD OF T R U T H , " 

I N l l T I M O T H Y 2^15 (AND WE SHALL HAVE MORE TO SAY OF T H I S AS THE LESSON PROGRESSES) THE 

APOSTLE P A U L S A I D . ^ S T U D Y TO SHEW THYSELF APPROVED UNTO GOD,, A WORKMAN THAT NEEDETH 

NOT TO BE ASHAMED, HANDLING ARIGHT THE WORD OF T R U T H . ^ T H E K I N G JAMES READS„ " R I G H T L Y 

DIVIDING T H E LA/ORD OF T R U T H . " BUT T H I S IS TOO L I M I T E D I N ITS SCOPE. " H A N D L I N G ARIGHT"1 HOT 

ONLY I N C L U D E S " R I G H T L Y D I V î D I N G (
N BUT I T A L S O I N C L U D E S A L L OF î H E O T H E R R I G H T M E T H O D S OF 

HANDLING AND STUDYING AND APPROACHING GOD'S ETERNAL <VORD. OUR TASK NOW I S TO LEARN HOW 

TO MAKE THE PROPER DISTINCTIONS BETWEEN THE OLD COVENANF AND T H E N E W . TO DETERMINE I F 

WE CAN, AND WE CAN, JUST EXACTLY WHAT USE THE CHRISTIAN I S TO MAKE OF THE O L D COVENANT. 

I N DISCUSSING THE QUESTION OF THE OLD COVENANT AND IN DISCOVERING WHETHER OR NOT THAT 

COVENANT I S S T I L L BINDING ON THOSE WHO WOULD BE GOD S PEOPLE TODAY. ONE OF THE MOST I M ­

PORTANT THINGS WE CAN DO I S TO GO BACK AND TO DISCOVER JUST EXACTLY WHAT T H E PURPOSE OF 

THE OLD COVENANT WAS . A s AN INDIVIDUAL MAKES A VERY CLOSE SCRUTINY OF T H E O L D COVENANT 

HE W I L L DISCOVER THAT T H E PURPOSE OF THE OLD COVENANT WAS FOURFOLD. I N THE FIRST PLACE. 

GOD GAVE THAT WHICH I S REFERRED TO AS THE MOSAIC LAW TO SERVE NOT ONLY AS A SPIRITUAL 

L A W . BUT ALSO TC SERVE AS A C I V I L L A W . ISRAEL WAS A THEOCRACY WHICH MEANS T H A T , ALONG 

WITH BEING THE PEOPLE OF G O D . THEY WERE A C I V I L NATION AND THEY NEEDED A C I V I L L A W , I 

THINK EVIDENCE OF T H I S FACT I S FOUND IN MATTHEW 1 9 ; 8 WHERE JESUS S A I D . " M O S E S . BECAUSE 

OF THE HARDNESS OF YOUR HEARTS, SUFFERED YOU TO PUT AWAY YOUR WIVES: BUT FROM T H E B E ­

GINNING I T WAS NOT SO. B T H E DUAL PURPOSE OF THE OLD L A W . THE FACT THAT I T WAS BOTH A 

R E L I G I O U S A N D A C I V I L L A W . E X P L A I N S T O U S T H E REASON W H Y UNDER T H A T L A W G O D W O U L D P E R ­

MIT M O S E S T O P E R M I T T H E I S R A E L I T E S T O P U T A W A Y T H E I R W I V E S , I T W A S A C I V I L L A W C O ­

E X I S T A N T WITH A RELIGIOUS LAW, 

IN THE SECOND PLACE, THE OLD COVENANT WAS GIVEN FOR THE PURPOSE OF CONVINCING MEN 

OF SIN, TO CONVICT THEM OF SIN, AND TO MAKE THEM KNOW THE EXCEEDING SINFULNESS OF SIN, 

THE MANNER BY WHICH THIS WAS DONE WAS TO PLACE BEFORE THEM A PERFECT STANDARD. OR WE 

MIGHT SAYA PERFECT CODE OF MORALITY. THE APOSTLE PAUL MENTIONS THIS FACT IN ROMANS 7 

WHEN HE ASKED THE QUESTION, "WHAT SHALL WE SAY THEN? IS THE LAW SIN? GOD FORBID. NAY, 

I HAD NOT KNOWN SIN. BUT BY THE LAW: FOR I HAD NOT KNOWN LUST, EXCEPT THE LAW HAD SAID. 

' T H O U S H A L T NOT c o v E T , , , , T H U S P A U L R E L A T E S H I S KNOWLEDGE O F S I N A N D H I S K N O W L E D G E OF 

WHAT I T M E A N S T O BE C O V E T O U S W I T H T H E F A C T T H A T T H E L A W P R O H I B I T E D I T . I T P L A C E D BEFORE 

MAN A P E R F E C T STANDARD OR A P E R F E C T CODE O F M O R A L I T Y A N D I M P R E S S E D UPON M A N W H E N H E 

HAD BROKEN T H A T STANDARD A N D F A L L E N SHORT OF T H A T CODE T H A T H E W A S A S I N N E R A N D W A S 

T H E R E B Y UNDONE I N T H E S I G H T OF A L M I G H T Y G O D . 

I N T H E T H I R D P L A C E T H E L A W WAS G I V E N I N ORDER T H A T W E M I G H T HAVE A P I C T O R I A L O U T ­

L I N E OF T H E S C H E M E OF R E D E M P T I O N . T H A T I T M I G H T P R E S E N T I T T O U S BY C E R T A I N T Y P E S , T H A T 

I T M I G H T P R E S E N T I T T O U S THROUGH C E R T A I N R I T E S A N D C E R E M O N I E S . , S O T E A C H E S T H E W R I T E R 

OF H E B R E W S I N H E B R E W S 10: I . " F O R T H E L A W . HAVING A SHADOW O F GOOD T H I N G S T O C O M E , A N D 
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NOT THE VERY IMAGE OF THE THINGS. CAN NEVER WITH THOSE SACRIFICES WHICH THEY OFFERED 

YEAR BY YEAR CONTINUALLY MAKE THE COMERS THEREUNTO P E R F E C T , " T H E WRITER IS SAYING 

THAT THE OLD LAW PREFIGURED THE THINGS THAT WERE TO BE UNDER JESUS C H R I S T . THAT IT 

DID NOT HAVE THE VERY SUBSTANCE OF THE THINGS. THAT IT SHOWED THROUGH RITES AND CERE­

MONIES THE FACT THAT GOD HAD SOMETHING ELSE PLANNED WHICH WAS YET TO COME, WHAT 

THAT WAS IS REVEALED TO US IN COLOSSIANS 2 : 1 4 . PAUL SAID. ' B L O T T I N G OUT THE HANDWRI 

TING OF ORDINANCES THAT WAS AGAINST U S , WHICH WAS CONTRARY TO U S , AND TOOK IT OUT OF 

THE WAY (REFERRING TO THE LAW) NAILING IT TO HIS CROSS. AND HAVING SPOILED PRINCIPALITIES 

AND POWERS, HE MADE A SHEW OF THEM OPENLY, TRIUMPHING OVER THEM IN IT (THAT IS OVER 

THESE PRINCIPALITIES AND POWERS IN H I S DEATH) , AND THEN HE PROCEEDED TO ENUMERATE 

SOME OF THE THINGS OF THE LAW, " L E T NO MAN THEREFORE JUDGE YOU IN M E A T , O« IN DRINK, 

OR IN RESPECT OF AN HOLY DAY. OR OF THE NEW MOON, OR OF THE SABBATH DAYS WHICH ARE 

A SHADOW OF THINGS TO COME; BUT THE BODY IS C H R I S T . " S o THE LAW WAS TO PREFIGURE OR 

TO FORESHADOW SOME OF THE THINGS FOR WHICH WE WERE TO FIND THE IMAGE IN JESUS CHRIST. 

WE MIGHT ILLUSTRATE BY THE PASSOVER LAMB WHICH WAS TYPICAL OF CHRIST IN SEVERAL RE­

SPECTS. B O T H W E R E W I T H O U T B L E M I S H . B O T H W E R E K I L L E D B E T W E E N T H E T W O E V E N I N G S . T H E 

BLOOD OF BOTH PROCURED SALVATION AND DELIVERANCE, NOT A BONE WAS BROKEN IN THE BODY 

OF EÎTHER, WE ALSO FIND TYPES IN THE TABERNACLE AND LATER IN THE TEMPLE THAT GOO GAVE 

TO M A N , T H E HOLY PLACE WAS A TYPE OF THE CHURCH AND THE HOLY OF HOLIES A TYPE OF HEA­

VEN I T S E L F , WE FIND TYPES IN THE HISTORY OF ISRAEL. EGYPT WAS A TYPE OF S I N , T H E CROSS­

ING O F T H E R E D S E A W A S A T Y P E O F B A P T I S M . T H E W I L D E R N E S S W A N D E R I N G S W E R E A T Y P E O F 

THE CHURCH, T H E CROSSING OF THE JORDAN A TYPE OF DEATH. (HOW OFTEN HAVE WE SPOKEN OF 

ONE'S CROSSING THE JORDAN) , T H E LAND OF CANAAN WAS A TYPE AGAIN OF HEAVEN. WE F I N D , 

T H E N , THAT T H E OLD LAW AND THE THINGS THAT PERTAINED TO I T WERE TO T Y P I F Y AND FORE­

SHADOW THE THINGS THAT WERE TO COME UNDER JESUS C H R I S T . 

F I N A L L Y W E D I S C O V E R T H A T T H E L A W W A S G I V E N I N O R D E R T H A T I D O L A T R Y M I G H T B E P R E ­

V E N T E D AND IN ORDER THAT A TRUE KNOWLEDGE AND PRACTICE OF TRUE RELIGION MIGHT BE M A I N ­

TAINED IN THE WORLD UNTIL JESUS CHRIST SHOULD COME, A L L OF THE HEATHEN WORLD HAD 

GONE OFF INTO IDOLATRY AND IF GOD WAS GOING TO PRESERVE A TRUE KNOWLEDGE OF THE TRUE 

AND LIVING GOD. THEN H E MUST CHOOSE A PEOPLE AND TEACH THEN, T H U S HE CHOSE ABRAHAM 

AND H E MADE A GREAT NATION OF ABRAHAM AND UNTO THE DESCENDENTS OF ABRAHAM HE GAVE 

THE LAW THROUGH MOSES IN ORDER THAT THIS TRUE KNOWLEDGE OF GOD AND G O D S RELIGION 

MIGHT BE PRESERVED UNTIL THE T I M E THAT JESUS CHRIST SHOULD COME, T H I S IS ESTABLISHED 

I N G A L A T I A N S 3 : 1 2 : " A N D T H E L A W I S N O T O F F A I T H : B U T . T H E M A N T H A T D O E T H T H E M S H A L L 

L I V E I N T H E M , " D R O P P I N G , T H E N , T O T H E 2 4 T H A N D 2 5 T H V E R S E S , W E R E A D . " W H E R E F O R E 

T H E L A W W A S O U R S C H O O L M A S T E R T O B R I N G u s U N T O C H R I S T , T H A T W E M I G H T B E J U S T I F I E D B Y 

F A I T H , BUT AFTER THAT FAITH IS COME. WE ARE NO LONGER UNDER A SCHOOLMASTER, " 

NOW IN ANSWERING THE QUESTION WHETHER OR NOT WE ARE UNDER THE LAW, WHETHER THE 

LAW IS STILL BINDING, WE JUST SIMPLY NEED TO LOOK AT THESE PURPOSES. WHEN A THING 

HAS FULFILLED THE PURPOSE FOR WHICH IT HAS BEEN GIVEN, THEN THERE IS NO LONGER ANY 

REASON FOR IT TO BE CONTINUED AS A VALID FORCE !N THE WORLD. HAVE THE PURPOSES OF 

THE LAW BEEN FULFILLED? L E T US SEE. 

WE SAY THAT FIRST OF ALL THAT THE LAW WAS GIVEN AS A C IV IL LAW IN ADDITION TO 

BEING A RELIGIOUS LAW. NOW WE DISCOVER THAT THERE IS NO LONGER A C IV IL NATION WHICH 

IS KNOWN AS THE "NATION OF GOD ;
 n THERE IS NO LONGER A THEOCRACY. AND SINCE THERE IS 

NO SUCH NATION THERE IS NO REASON FOR ITS C IV IL LAV/ TO CONTINUE. T H E ONLY WAY THAT A 

CIVIL LAW CAN SURVIVE THE DEATH OF ITS NATION !S FOR IT TO BE INCORPORATED INTO THE LAW 
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O F A S U R V I V I N G N A T I O N . T H U S . W H I L E R O M E I S D E A D , S O M E OF I T S L E G A L P R I N C I P L E S A R E S T I L L 

L I V I N G BECAUSE T H E Y HAVE I N F L U E N C E D T H E L A W S OF T H E POWERS W H I C H F O L L O W E D R O M E . 

I N T H E SECOND P L A C E W E S U G G E S T E D T H A T T H E L A W W A S G I V E N T O C O N V I N C E A N D C O N V I C T M E N 

OF S I N BY S E T T I N G BEFORE T H E M A P E R F E C T STANDARD A N D A P E R F E C T CODE OF M O R A L I T Y . H A S 

T H I S P U R P O S E BEEN F U L F I L L E D ? I T H I N K I T H A S , I N R O M A N S 7 P A U L W A S C O N V I N C E D A N D H E 

C R I E D O U T . " O W R E T C H E D M A N T H A T I A M ! W H O S H A L L D E L I V E R M E F R O M T H E BODY O F T H I S D E A T H ? " 

H E GAVE T H E A N S W E R W H I C H H E GAVE I N G A L A T I A N S 3 : 2 4 . 2 5 W H E N H E S A I D , " I T H A N K G O D , 

THROUGH JESUS CHRIST OUR L O R D , " S INCE MEN HAVE BEEN CONVICTED OF S IN AND OF THEIR 

NEED OF A S A V I O U R , T H E R E I S NO LONGER A N Y NEED A S FAR A S T H I S P U R P O S E OF T H E L A W I S C O N ­

CERNED FOR IT TO CONTINUE AS A LIVING. VALID FORCE IN GOD'S D E A L I N G W I T H M A N , 

WE SUGGESTED IN THE THIRD PLACE THAT IT WAS TO BE A PICTORIAL OUTLINE OF GOD'S SCHEME 

OF REDEMPTION SHOWING US THOSE THINGS THAT WOULD BE IN JESUS CHRIST AND WE DISCOVERED 

THAT CHRIST I S COME. THEREFORE, THE IMAGE IS HERE AND WHO WOULD BE SATISFIED WITH THE 

SHADOW WHEN T H E IMAGE HAS COME AND WE MAY REACH OUT AND LAY HOLD UPON I T . 

F INALLY WE SUGGESTED THAT I T WAS TO PREVENT THE SPREAD OF IDOLATRY AND TO PRESERVE 

IN THE WORLD THE KNOWLEDGE OF A TRUE AND LIVING GOD UNTIL JESUS CHRIST SHOULD COME. AND 

PAUL SAYS NOW THAT FAITH HAS COME WE ARE NO LONGER UNDER THE SCHOOLMASTER. S O . ONE BY 

ONE, WE DISCOVER THAT EACH OF THE PURPOSES FOR WHICH THE LAW OF MOSES WAS GIVEN HAS BEEN 

FULFILLED AND I F EACH OF THE PURPOSES HAS BEEN FULFILLED THEN WHY WOULD GOD CONTINUE THE 

LAW IN FORCE? I T DID WHAT GOD INTENDED FOR I T TO DO. I T ACCOMPLISHED THAT WHICH GOD GAVE 

I T TO ACCOMPLISH AND WAS SUPERCEDED THEN BY SOMETHING ELSE, 

IN SPITE OF TH IS THERE ARE ST ILL A NUMBER OF INDIVIDUALS WHO SAY THAT T H E LAW IS ST ILL 

BINDING AND WE MUST BE GOVERNED BY THE LAW. L E T US TAKE ANOTHER APPROACH THEN AND SEE 

IF WE CAN FIND SOME OTHER METHOD BY WHICH THE LAW WOULD S T I L L BE BINDING UPON U S , 

L E T US ASK THE QUESTION " T O WHOM WAS THE LAW GIVEN?" WHEN GOD GAVE THE LAW.UNTO 

WHAT PEOPLE DID GOD GIVE IT? L E T US GO BACK TO EXODUS 2 4 ; 1 2 AND HERE GOD,. SPEAKING TO 

M O S E S , SAYS, " C O M E UP TO ME INTO THE MOUNT, AND BE THERE: AND I W I L L GIVE THEE TABLES 

OF STONE. AND A LAW AND COMMANDMENTS WHICH 1 HAVE W R I T T E N . THAT THOU MAYEST TEACH 

T H E M . " GOD WAS GOING TO GIVE IT TO MOSES—THAT 'S THE FIRST S T E P . NOW GO TO DEUTERON­

OMY 3 3 : 4 AND THERE WE FIND THIS SIMPLE STATEMENT, "MOSES COMMANDED US A LAW, EVEN 

THE INHERITANCE OF THE CONGREGATION OF JACOB." IN OTHER WORDS, IT WAS GIVEN TO THE CON­

GREGATION O F T H E I S R A E L I T E S , I T W A S N E V E R , A T A N Y T I M E , G I V E N T O G E N T I L E S . T H E G E N T I L E S 

WERE NEVER AT ANY T I M E UNDER THE MOSAIC LAW. NOW CERTAINLY THERE WERE OCCASIONS WHEN 

GENTILES WOULD BE PROSELYTED TO THE JEWISH RELIGION, BUT THEN THEY WOULD NO LONGER BE 

LOOKED UPON AS G E N T I L E S . GOD NEVER GAVE THE LAW TO GENTILES AND GOD NEVER INTENDED 

"HAT GENTILES SHOULD BE UNDER I T , T H A T THIS IS SO, CAN BE ESTABLISHED BY COMING OVER 

Ta THE NEW TESTAMENT AND TURNING TO ROMANS 2 . PAUL SAID THERE: " F O R AS MANY AS HAVE 

Si l NED WITHOUT LAW, SHALL ALSO PERISH WITHOUT LAW', AND AS MANY AS HAVE SINNED IN THE 

LAV<, SHALL BE JUDGED BY THE LAW; (FOR NOT THE HEARERS OF THE LAW ARE JUST BEFORE GOD, 

BUT VHE DOERS OF THE LAW SHALL BE JUSTIFIED, FOR WHEN THE GENTILES WHICH HAVE NOT THE 

LAW, 'NOW THAT IS PLAIN LANGUAGE} OO BY NATURE TliETHINGS CONTAINED IN THE LAW, T H E S E . 

HAVING IOT THE LAW, ARE A LAW UNTO THEMSELVES; WHICH SHEW THE WORK OF THE LAW WRIT­

TEN IN TI 'EIR HEARTS. THEIR CONSCIENCE ALSO BEARING WITNESS, AND THEIR THOUGHTS THE MEAN­

WHILE ACC ISING. OR ELSE EXCUSING, ONE ANOTHER;) IN THE DAY WHEN GOD SHALL JUDGE THE S E ­

CRETS C F M.-N, B Y J E S U S C H R I S T , A C C O R D I N G T O M Y G O S P E L . " H E R E P A U L S T A T E S V E R Y E M P H A 

TICALLY THAT THE GENTILES WERE NOT UNDER THE L A W . T H E Y DIDN'T HAVE I T , IT DIDN'T BELONG 

TO T H E M . H E STATED THE SAME THING IN EPHESIANS 2 : 1 1 , 1 2 1 "WHEREFORE REMEMBER, THAT 
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YE BEING IN T I M E PAST GENT ILES IN THE FLESH WHO ARE CALLED UNCIRCUMCISION BY THAT WHICH 

I S CALLED THE CIRCUMCISION I N THE FLESH MADE BY HANDS; THAT A T THAT T I M E YE WERE (AND 

HERE I S WHAT HE SAYS) WITHOUT C H R I S T . BEING A L I E N S FROM T H E COMMONWEALTH OF ISRAEL 

(YOU DIDN'T BELONG TO THE NATION) , AND STRANGERS FROM T H E COVENANTS OF PROMISE. HAVING 

NO HOPE. AND WITHOUT GOD I N THE W O R L D . " THEY WERE STRANGERS FROM T H E COVENANTS OF 

THE P R O M I S E , T H E Y WERE STRANGERS AS FAR AS THE L A W WAS CONCERNED. T H E Y DIDN'T B E ­

LONG TO THE L A W AND THE L A W DIDN'T BELONG TO T H E M . WHEN ANY MAN WHO I S A G E N T I L E 

COMES ALONG TODAY AND SAYS HE WANTS TO BE UNDER T H E L A W , HE WANTS TO DO SOMETHING 

WHICH GOO NEVER ORDAINED THAT HE DO AND HE WANTS TO BE SOMEWHERE GOD NEVER ORDAINED 

THAT HE B E . W H Y , THEN, WOULD A G E N T I L E WANT TO LOOK BACK TO T H E L A W OF MOSES WHICH 

NEVER PERTAINED TO H I M ANYWAY? 

A G A I N WE LOOK AT T H E PROPHETS AND ASK THE QUESTION, " H O W DID T H E PROPHETS REGARD 

THE L A W ? " CERTAINLY I F T H E PROPHETS WHO L IVED AND PREACHED UNDER T H E LAW REGARDED I T 

AS BEING SOMETHING PERMANENT AND ETERNAL. THEN CERTAINLY YOU AND I OUGHT TO HONOR THEIR 

THOUGHTS I N THE CASE BECAUSE THEY WERE INSPIRED OF GOD, D I D T H E PROPHETS SO REGARD IT? 

L E T ' S TAKE JEREMIAH.. H E STANDS FIRST I N THE HEBREW CANON. I N JEREMIAH S ! 1 6 HE SAYS.! 

" I T SHALL COME TO PASS, WHEN YE BE M U L T I P L I E D AND INCREASED I N THE LAND. IN THOSE DAYS. 

SATTH T H E LORD,. THEY SHALL SAY NO MORE. T H E ARK OF T H E COVENANT OF T H E LORD NEITHER 

SHALL I T COME TO M I N D , NEITHER SHALL THEY REMEMBER I T , NEITHER SHALL THEY V I S I T I T . 

NEITHER SHALL THAT BE DONE ANY M O R E . " T H A T SOUNDS RATHER CONCLUSIVE, I F T H I S BE NOT 

CONVINCING HEAD JEREMIAH 3 1 ; 3 1 - 3 4 . QUOTED AS FULFILLED IN HEBREWS 8 : 7 - 1 3 AND HEBREWS 

10 : i5 -17 . 
MORE IMPORTANT LET-S TURN TO THE NEW TESTAMENT AND SEE WHAT T H E N E W T E S T A M E N T 

SAYS ABOUT T H E CHRISTIANS RELATIONSHIP TO THE L A W , HEAR T H E WORDS OF J E S U S , MATTHEW 

5:17, i s : " T H I N K NOT THAT I A M COME TO DESTROY THE L A W . OR T H E PROPHETS; I A M NOT COME 

TO DESTROY, BUT TO F U L F I L . FOR VERILY I SAY UNTO Y O U . T I L L HEAVEN AND EARTH PASS, ONE JOT 

OR ONE T I T T L E SHALL I N NO WISE PASS FROM THE L A W , T I L L A L L BE F U L F I L L E D , (ACCOMPLISHED 

ASV)." WE HAVE SEEN THAT A L L THE PURPOSES FOR WHICH THE LAW WAS GIVEN WERE ACCOMPLISHED. 

T H E ONLY DEDUCTION, T H E N , I S THAT THE L A W HAS BEEN DONE A W A Y . L E T S TURN AGAIN TO P A U L S 

STATEMENT I N ROMANS 10:4 WHERE HE STATES THAT " F O R CHRIST I S T H E END OF T H E LAW FOR 

RIGHTEOUSNESS TO EVERYONE THAT BELIEVETH. " I N EPHESIANS 2:15 WE READ THAT HE " H A V I N G 

ABOLISHED I N H I S FLESH T H E E N M I T Y , EVEN THE LAW OF COMMANDMENT, (THERE S A LAW AND H E . 

SPEAKING OF C H R I S T , HAS ABOLISHED IT) CONTAINED IN ORDINANCES FOR TO MAKE HIMSELF OF 

TWAIN ONE NEW M A N . SO MAKING PEACE," READING AGAIN COLOSSIANS 2 : 1 4 - 1 7 ; "BLOTTING 

OUT THE HANDWR TING OF ORDINANCES THAT WAS AGAINST U S . WHICH WAS CONTRARY TO U S . AND 

TOOK I T OUT OF T H E WAY, NAILING I T TO H I S CROSS." S O BY LANGUAGE P L A I N , WE DISCOVER 

THAT THE MOSAIC LAW WAS NAILED TO THE CROSS OF JESUS C H R I S T . 

ONE OF THE GREATEST BOOKS WE OUGHT TO READ IS T H I S DISCUSSION IN THE HEBREW LETTER, 

FOR THESE WERE J E ^ S THAT WERE ABOUT TO APOSTITISE TO THE OLD LAW AND T H E OVERRIDING 

PURPOSE OF T H E WRITER WAS TO PREVENT THEIR DOING SO—TO POINT THEM AWAY FROM THAT TO 

WHICH THEY WOULD RETURN AND TO POINT THEM BACK TO JESUS C H R I S T , IN HEBREWS 8 ; 7 HE 

SAYS. "FOR I F THAT F IRST COVENANT HAD BEEN FAULTLESS, THEN SHOULD NC PLACE HAVE BEEN 

SOUGHT FOR T H E SECOND," I N HEBREWS 1 0 : 9 HE SAYS. " H E TAKETH AWAY T H E F I R S T , THAT HE 

MAY ESTABLISH THE SECOND, " H E SAYS HE TAKES THAT F IRST AWAY, I T ' S G O N E . I T ' S ABOL­

ISHED, I N ORDER TO ESTABLISH THE SECOND I T WAS NECESSARY THAT THE F IRST BE NEGATED, 

I F T H E FIRST WAS NOT NEGATED BEFORE T H E SECOND WAS ESTABLISHED THEN THERE ARE A N U M ­

BER OF PEOPLE WHO ARE GUILTY OF SPIRITUAL ADULTRY , IN FACT, I F T H E LAW I S S T I L L BINDING, 
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WE ARE WASTING OUR T I M E IN TRYING TO TEACH THE GOSPEL TO THOSE WHO ABE J E W S . FOR EVERY 

JEW THAT WE CONVERT TO JESUS CHRIST BECOMES NOT A CHRISTIAN BUT A SPIRITUAL ADULTERER. 

TURN TO ROMANS CHAPTER SEVEN . HERE PAUL SEEKS TO ESTABLISH A PRINCIPLE, H E COMPARES 

THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN MAN AND THE LAW WITH THAT WHICH EXISTS BETWEEN A HUSBAND AND 

HIS W I F E . H E SAYS THAT THE ROMANS KNOW THAT AS LONG AS T H E HUSBAND L IVES THE WIFE IS 

SUBJECT TO THE LAW OF T H E HUSBAND SO THAT I F WHILE THE HUSBAND L I V E S SHE SHALL BE JOINED 

TO ANOTHER, SHE SHALL BE CALLED AN AOULTRESS, BUT I F , 9N T H E OTHER HAND, THE HUSBAND I S 

DEAD SHE SHALL NOT BE CALLED AN ADULTRESS THOUGH SHE BE JOINED TO ANOTHER. H E SAID THAT 

THEY HAD BEEN FREED FROM THE LAW THAT I S FROM MOSES LAW. NOT IN ORDER THAT THEY MIGHT 

JUST BE FREED UNTO THEMSELVES. BUT IN ORDER THAT THEY MIGHT BE WED TO ANOTHER. IN ORDER 

THAT THEY MIGHT BE WED TO JESUS CHRIST . I F THEY ARE WED TO CHRIST WHILE THE OLD LAW IS 

ST ILL AL IVE THEN EVERY JEW WHO OBEYS THE GOSPEL AGAIN, I SAY. BECOMES NOT A C H R I S T I A N , 

BUT A SPIRITUAL ADULTERER. 

S O OFTEN WHEN THE TEACHING OF THE BLBLE ON T H I S SUBJECT IS EXPOUNDED, PEOPLE ARE 

QUICK TO CHARGE THAT T H E PROBLEM WITH MEMBERS OF THE CHURCH OF CHRIST I S THAT THEY 

JUST DON'T BELIEVE ALL T H E BLBLE. I DENY THAT I OO BELIEVE T H E O L D T E S T A M E N T . I B E ­

LIEVE THAT THE WHALE SWALLOWED JONAH AND I F THE BLBLE SAID THAT JONAH SWALLOWED THE 

WHALE. I 'D BELIEVE THAT TOO BECAUSE I BELIEVE THAT THE BLBLE I S THE PRODUCT OF GOD. AND 

I F GOO SAID I T I 'D BELIEVE I T , I WOULDN'T BELIEVE I T I F ANYBODY ELSE SAID I T , BUT IF GOD 

SAID I T I WOULD BELIEVE I T TO BE SO SIMPLY BECAUSE I T CAME FROM THE MOUTH OF GOO , BUT 

S O M E O N E S A Y S . " ' W E W A N T A L L T H E B L B L E . " D O Y O U R E A L L Y ? I F Y O U W A N T A L L T H E B L B L E . , 

T H E N I S U G G E S T Y O U G O O U T A N D B U Y Y O U S O M E G O P H E R W O O D A N D S T A R T B U I L D I N G A N A R K B E ­

CAUSE THERE IS GOING TO BE A FLOOD, " O H , WE DON'T WANT THAT P A R T , " T H E N WE HAVE D I S ­

COVERED PART OF IT WE DON'T WANT, HAVEN'T WE? " B U T . THAT DOESN'T PERTAIN TO US . " T H A T 

IS WHAT WE'RE TRYING TO ESTABLISH CONCERNING ALL OF THE OLD COVENANT,-" " W E L L , WE WANT 

ALL THAT PERTAINS TO WORSHIP. " F I N E , IF YOU WANT ALL THAT PERTAINS TO WORSHIP THEN I 

SUGGEST YOU GET ON A PLANE AND GO TO THE COAST AND GET ON A BOAT AND GO TO ANOTHER COAST 

AND GET ON ANOTHER PLANE OR AN AUTOMOBILE AND GET TO JERUSALEM TO WORSHIP. YOU'D B E T ­

TER TAKE WITH YOU A LAMB WITHOUT SPOT ANO WITHOUT BLEMISH BECAUSE YOU'RE GOING TO HAVE 

TO OFFER SACRIFICE, BUT BEFORE YOU DO THAT, YOU'RE GOING TO HAVE TO BUILD A TEMPLE B E ­

CAUSE THERE'S NOT'A TEMPLE ANYMORE. " B U T , WE DON'T WANT THAT PART OF THE WORSHIP. " 

U L T I M A T E L Y W H A T I T R E S O L V E S D O W N T O I S E A C H M A N W A N T S T O G O B A C K T O T H E O L D C O V E ­

N A N T TO GET THOSE THINGS THAT APPEAL TO H I M . THOSE THINGS THAT DO NOT APPEAL TO HIM HE 

JUST LETS GO BY, I SUGGEST WE NEED TO GO BACK AND READ GALATIANS 3 ; 12 AGAIN. " T H E LAW 

IS NOT OF F A I T H . BUT HE THAT DOETH THEM SHALL L IVE IN T H E M . " IN ESSENCE WHAT THAT VERSE 

IS SAYING IS THAT I F YOU WANT PART OF THE LAW TAKE ALL OF THE LAW. A T LEAST BE CONSIS­

TENT. D O N ' T G O B A C K A N D P I C K I T T O P I E C E S P E A C E - M E A L A N D J U S T T A K E T H A T W H I C H A P P E A L S 

TO YOU. 

A S SUGGESTED IN T H E OUTSET. THIS FAILURE TO RIGHTLY DIVIDE OR HANDLE ARIGHT THE 

WORD, THE FAILURE TO MAKE T H E PROPER DISTINCTION BETWEEN T H E O L D COVENANT AND THE 

NEW L I E S AT THE BASIS OF MOST OF T H E RELIGIOUS PROBLEMS THAT ARE T H E BAIN OF T H E WORLD 

TOIV^Y. FOR EXAMPLE. YOU TALK WITH ONE GROUP OF RELIGIOUS PEOPLE ABOUT T H E PRACTICE 

OF POLYGAMY. IMMEDIATELY THEY BEGIN TO POINT BACK TO THE O L D COVENANT AND SAY THAT 

A B R A H A M H A D S E V E R A L W I V E S . H E H A D S A R A H F O R A W I F E A N D T H E N H E H A D H A G A R A S A C O N ­

C U B I N E AND THEN AS AN OLDER MAN HE HAD K E T U R A H FOR HIS W I F E . 

I F ABRAHAM CAN DO I T . THE ARGUMENT GOES. WHY CAN'T WE? W E COME PAST ABRAHAM 

AND LOOK AT JACOB WHO HAD LEAH AND RACHEL. T H E N WE COME ON DOWN TO DAVID AT H E ­

BRON AND HIS MULTIPLE W I V E S . IF WE WANT TO TAKE THE KING OF THEM ALL WE CAN LOOK AT 
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K ING SOLOMON WHO HAD 700 WIVES AND 300 CONCUBINES. T H E S E MEN WERE IN RIGHT RELATION­

SHIP WITH GOD I T I S SUGGESTED, AND SINCE THEY PRACTICED POLYGAMY, WHY CANNOT WE? 

S I M P L Y BECAUSE WHEN JESUS CHRIST CAME HE DID AWAY WITH THOSE THINGS THAT HAD BEEN 

UNDER T H E LAW. H E ABOLISHED T H E M , AND HE RECONSTITUTED THINGS AS THEY HAD BEEN FROM THE 

BEGINNING, "FOR T H I S CAUSE SHALL A MAN LEAVE HIS FATHER AND MOTHER AND CLEAVE UNTO H IS 

WIFE AND THEY TWAIN SHALL BE ONE F L E S H . " ONE M A N . ONE WOMAN; ONE HUSBAND, ONE W I F E , 

A MAN I S ENTITLED TO JUST ONE W I F E AND A WOMAN I S ENTITLED TO JUST ONE HUSBAND ACCORDING 

TO T H E TEACHING OF JESUS CHRIST . 

THERE ARE A GREAT MANY PEOPLE WHO WOULD SAY TO THOSE WHO WANT TO GO TO THE OLD 

TESTAMENT TO DEFEND THEIR POLYGAMY THAT I T JUST CAN'T BE DONE. I T ' S WRONG, AND JUST BE 

CAUSE ABRAHAM HAD MORE THAN ONE W I F E IS NO REASON THAT YOU CAN HAVE MORE THAN ONE W I F E . 

BUT THEN WE BEGIN TO LOOK AT THEIR RELIGIOUS PRACTICES AND WE F I N D THAT THEY OBSERVETHE 

SABBATH. YOU SEE T H E PROBLEM I S THAT THEV GO BACK FOR THEIR SABBATH, BUT THEY WON'T 

ALLOW ANOTHER MAN TO DO EXACTLY THE SAME THING I N PRINCIPLE—TO GO BACK AND GET HIS 

POLYGAMY. LOGICALLY, I F A SABBATERIAN HAS THE RIGHT TO GO BACK AND GET THE SABBATH, 

T H E N A P O L Y G A M I S T H A S A R I G H T T O G O B A C K A N D G E T H I S P O L Y G A M Y A N D A S A B B A T E R I A N L O G I C ­

A L L Y A N D E T H I C A L L Y C A N N O T S A Y O N E T H I N G A G A I N S T I T , 

Is THE SABBATH TO BE OBSERVED TODAY? CAN WE GO BACK AND PICK UP T H E SABBATH? 1 

SUGGEST THAT YOU CAN'T KEEP I T , I KNOW THAT THE SABBATH AS I T WAS IN T H E T I M E OF CHRIST 

HAD BEEN PROFANED BY THE TRADITIONS OF THE PHARISEES. T H E Y HAD ADDED UNTO T H E LAW OF 

GOD SO MANY OF THI LIT- OWN LAWS AND BOUND THEM AS THE LAWS OF G O D , I T SEEMED THAT NO 

MAN KNEW JUST EXACTLY HOW TO DISTINGUISH BETWEEN T H E T W O , BUT YET THERE WAS A GOO 

GIVEN LAW THAT COMMANDED TO KEEP THE SABBATH HOLY, I N OUR PRESENT SOCIETY I WOULD 

DEEM I T IMPOSSIBLE TO BE ABLE TO KEEP THAT LAW AND FOR THAT REASON THOSE WHO CLA1MTO 

BE KEEPING THE SABBATH OUGHT TO BE HAPPY THAT GOD NO LONGER BINDS I T UPON U S , IN T H E 

OLD COVENANT THOSE THAT VIOLATED THE SABBATH WERE TO BE TAKEN OUT AND STONED TO DEATH 

I F Y O U C A N ' T ( O R D O N ' T ) K E E P I T T O D A Y A N D Y O U B E L I E V E I T O U G H T T O B E K E P T T H E N THE CONSE­

QUENCE OF YOUR F A I T H , THE LOGICAL CONCLUSION THERE OF IS THAT WHEN YOU VIOLATE IT S O M E ­

BODY OUGHT TO THROW SOME BIG ENOUGH ROCK AT YOU TO KILL YOU . YOU CANNOT KEEP THE S A B ­

BATH, AND IF YOU DO NOT KEEP IT YOU SHOULD BE PUT TO DEATH FOR I T . 

SOMEONE ELSE A S K S . " D I D N ' T SUNDAY TAKE T H E PLACE OF T H E SABBATH?" N O S I R : I 

HEAR INTELLIGENT MEN SPEAK OF THE "CHRISTIAN SABBATH, " THERE IS JUST NOT ANY SUCH 

A N I M A L . THERE I S A JEWISH SABBATH, BUT THERE'S JUST NOTA CHRISTIAN SABBATH. I HEAR 

PREACHERS OVER THE RADIO PREACHING ON SUNDAY SAYING " I S N ' T T H I S A BEAUTIFUL SABBATH 

D A Y . " BUT I T ' S NOT. I T ' S S U N D A Y — I T ' S NOT SATURDAY. WHAT I S T H E RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN 

SUNDAY AND T H E SABBATH? T H E ONLY ONE I CAN FIND I N THE N E W T E S T A M E N T I S ONE EXPRESSED 

IN MATTHEW 28:1 : " I N THE END OF THE SABBATH, AS I T BEGAN TO DAWN TOWARD T H E F IRST DAY 

OF THE W E E K . " T H A T RELATIONSHIP IS THAT SUNDAY COMES RIGHT AFTER SATURDAY, AND THAT 

I S T H E ONLY ONE YOU'LL F IND ESTABLISHED IN THE NEW T E S T A M E N T , 

SOMEONE ELSE SAYS " W E L L . I JUST THINK WE OUGHT TO KEEP I T BECAUSE I T WAS KEPT 

THROUGH A L L OF THE OLD LAW AND THROUGH ALL OF THE EARLIER DISPENSATIONS. " BUT I DEFY 

ANY MAN TO PROVE T H A T . " D I D N ' T GOD ORDAIN THE SABBATH BACK IN GENESIS CHAPTER 2 ? " 

YOU READ IT VERY CAREFULLY AND SEE IF YOU CAN SEE THE SABBATH MENTIONED, I KNOW THAT 

GOO RESTED ON THE 7TH DAY, BUT THE SABBATH IS NOT MENTIONED THERE. I KNOW THAT WHEN 

GOD DID ORDAIN THE SABBATH AND COMMAND H I S CHILDREN TO KEEP IT HOLY THAT HE DID SO B E ­

CAUSE HE HAD RESTED ON THE 7TH DAY , BUT IF BETWEEN GENESIS AND S l N A I THE SABBATH WAS 

COMMANDED TO BE OBSERVED, I T ' S VERY STRANGE THAT WE FIND NO REFERENCES TO I T . I T ' S 


