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NEW  FREEDOM  IN  CHRIST,  TODAY!

( J. Krzyzewski,  2001

PREFACE

“God loved the world so much that He gave His only-begotten son so that whoever believes in him will not die but will have eternal life.” Jn 3:16

This often-quoted passage from the Bible is, quite possibly, the most well-known verse of scripture. Unfortunately it is also one of the most misunderstood! While praised for the simplicity with which it summarizes the ‘gospel,’ it is then subjected to such a range of interpretation that its obvious meaning is completely lost and obscured.

This book examines some of the most basic assumptions of Christianity, looking directly into some unpleasant realities of our world, and offering a new paradigm for Christian living. In doing so, it asks the reader to suspend dispute and resistance long enough to allow the essential questions to be raised in his/her mind. No doubt, this book will arouse anger in some readers, misunderstanding in others, and strike a responsive chord with a small band of brave souls who can ‘stare into the abyss’ of human self-deception long enough to discern the truth plainly hidden there.

To begin with, I will make two disclosures. First, my approach to Bible study is not in the academic style of a theologian, but more like a journalist. Second, in any controversy concerning Biblical doctrine, I have a 'personal hermeneutic' which I find useful in my own search for truth. If some scholar states something to the effect that “That is what Paul wrote—but it’s not what he meant.” then I immediately become suspicious! That’s when the ‘scholars’ pull out the Hebrew and Greek concordances, and by artful elaboration of the subtleties of grammar, and exotic interpretation, they proceed to prove their assumptions. My simple-minded question is this: Did God intend scriptural understanding only for professional Bible scholars? Is truth reserved exclusively for academics who read in the original languages? Does one need a degree in Divinity to be saved? “Surely not!” as Paul might retort.

In bible study, the strategy I rely on could be termed a 'thematic approach.' By that, I mean finding a consistent train of reasoning that resonates through a number of scriptural passages that can be logically connected to form a coherent whole. The resulting message does not then depend upon clever exegesis, or a specialized interpretation, or esoteric knowledge of etymology in foreign or extinct languages. This paradigm should be able to yield God's truths from virtually any legitimate translation in any language. Moreover, in disclosing truth from any version, this method acknowledges the genius of God's sacred word.

Whether, in the end, you agree or disagree with the views of this book, the author hopes to achieve this goal—to make you think about your faith and your world view, and why things are as they are. May the Holy Spirit of the Living God enlighten you as you explore this book with faith in His Word.

PART 1 - WHERE ARE THE CHRISTIANS?

How Much is Enough?

Christians have been proclaiming to the rest of the world for over two millennia that they have the answers to the world’s problems. And we all know that the world has always had plenty of problems due to the simple fact that human beings can’t exist in harmony with one another. Christians’ implicit response to this reality seems to go that once there are enough Christians in the world, then they’ll be able to set things right for the human race, and we’ll start to see the harmony that everyone so longs for.

According to some estimates, there are about one billion people worldwide who claim allegiance to the Roman Catholic faith. There are almost as many again, who belong to either a Protestant Church or one of the ‘quasi-Christian’ off-shoots (e.g. JWs, Mormons, etc.) The total world population was reckoned to have reached the six billion mark towards the end of 1999. Therefore, one could conclude that the ‘Judeo-Christian’ segment represents approximately one-third of the human race. Although this group embraces a very wide spread of beliefs, they do at least all share a common basis in the Bible and in a few elements of morality arising from it, primarily the Ten Commandments.

So, what’s the problem? Isn’t one-in-three a sufficient ratio of Christians to accomplish the work of God? In the Bible stories, God often used a very small band of true followers to defeat armies many times greater (recall the story of Gideon). Shouldn’t 30% of the world’s population be adequate? Why are things as bad as ever (and some say getting worse)? This little book addresses these very important questions confronting Christians today.

Early Success… later distress

Back in the early days of Christianity, in the first decades following the execution and resurrection of Jesus, the primordial church accomplished amazing results. With a tiny group of original, close disciples of Christ—about 120 we’re told—they quickly added thousands of new believers to their ranks, starting right in Jerusalem, the seat of power of the anti-Christian authorities. (These latter were mainly the members of the Jewish Sanhedrin, essentially the ‘supreme court’ of the Temple, and the Pharisees, the ultra-orthodox defenders of the traditional religion.) From those initial advances, the apostolic church rapidly expanded into all of Asia Minor, Greece, and then Rome and beyond. That tiny group of empowered believers achieved results that endure to this day!

Of course, with historical hindsight we can clearly see what happened next. As the church became more successful, in terms of numbers of adherents, it began to lose focus and zeal. In the hands of political masters who recognized the power of this new religion, compromise was exercised and justified for the sake of attracting ever-greater numbers of ‘members’ having ever less sincerity of belief. The adoption of pagan feasts and symbols was so seamlessly successful that today, Christians merrily celebrate the ‘sanctified’ versions of the Winter Solstice—now Christmas, and the Vernal Equinox—now Easter, with their heathen symbols such as decorated trees, wreaths, bunnies, eggs, etc. Indeed, these feasts have become the highlights of the Christian calendar, and moreover, not to be questioned lightly. So zealous are its supporters that they react with great indignity if the origins of these celebrations are uncovered as pagan. Yet any good encyclopedia will verify the pedigree of Christmas and Easter as the offspring of mixed parentage—Christian and heathen.

The point is not to criticize the traditional customs but to illustrate the degree to which foreign concepts can be insinuated into a religion until they are held as sacrosanct. The concepts can be even contrary to the teaching of the Bible (for instance, read what Jeremiah 10 states about Christmas trees). If non-Biblical observances and practices can become so entrenched in the Christian faith, is it not possible that other, more subtle beliefs could creep in over the ages, and become similarly entrenched? Of course! And that is what has happened. It was already happening even while Paul and John were writing the texts that are now part of scripture! (See 2 Thes 2:7 and 1 Jn 4, for examples of their warnings of false ideas being introduced into the early church.)

Early Warnings… later fulfillment

Most of the anti-Christian doctrines originated from very early times, especially in the first important pagan religion, that of ancient Babylon. It’s no wonder that throughout the scriptures, Babylon is synonymous with false religion, with sorcery and magic, with mystery rites and distasteful sacrifices. Hence, in Revelation (ch. 12), John is first shown a pure, virginal woman wearing a crown, who represents the true church of Christ. Then in chapter 17 he is shown another woman, this time a harlot riding a scarlet beast. It is revealed that the strumpet is religion gone bad, influencing government, pictured as a beast. He is dumbfounded at how the virtuous woman could have become so worldly; yet the angel assures him this is the ‘straight goods,’ this is what will surely happen. And history records just how accurate this prediction was. While early Christians were badly persecuted by the pagan Romans, it is doubly sad that they fared no better at the hands of their fellow ‘Christians’ in later centuries. The extent of the terrible treatment of ‘heretics’ (generally those who followed scripture) by the orthodox church is chronicled in Foxe’s Book of Martyrs, and other works, for the enlightenment of later readers. The Inquisition was just one particular example of official persecution of certain Christians by other ostensible Christians, acting out of totally mistaken motives.

Naturally enough, Christians also zealously persecuted ‘heathens’ wherever the missionaries travelled. As the New World was opened up by adventurers from Europe, they were accompanied by ‘holy men’ who were bent on converting the indigenous peoples to their brand of fascist Christianity. The abuses done in the name of Christ are legion (read about the conquest of Latin America by the Catholic hordes to get a flavor for it), and their legacy persists even to this day. In Canada, court cases are still in progress to prosecute clergy who physically or sexually abused aboriginal and other students in their care at residential schools back in the 1950s, 60s and 70s.

Critics of contemporary Christianity often point to Ireland as a case of Christian hypocrisy, where terrible vengeance is exacted between Catholics and Protestants. Now they can also point to Rwanda and other African nations where Christians, even of the same brand, have callously mutilated and murdered others of a different tribal ethnicity. On the North American scene, we have the uncomfortable scenario wherein ‘the Christian right’ is vilified and scorned by the secular media. And who can blame them? The spokespersons for Christianity have revealed themselves to be, too often, ill-informed bigots with an agenda based on self-serving motives for riches and power. Or consider the television evangelists who have become living caricatures; with their exaggerated utterings and mannerisms, their emotional appeals for money, they’ve become easy targets for ridicule and satire.

The Fruit of Failure – Part A.

The sad result of all these overt displays of human degradation masquerading as Christianity is that the vast majority of people in the modern world are growing up agnostic or irreligious, and rightfully happy not to be associated with a Christian church. By the same token, it’s becoming harder than ever to reach these skeptics with the gospel, the heart of the Christian message. And small wonder, given the bad press cited above, and the distorted image of God that his nominal followers have forged over the centuries! 

The God of Irrational Wrath?

One of the worst ways that God is portrayed arises from the unbiblical belief in everlasting hellfire. This one false teaching may have done more disservice to the concept of a loving God than any other, and any thinking person would reject it.  Yet it seems to be a cornerstone of typical, fear-based, ‘fire and brimstone,’

legalistic ‘Christianity’.

The notion of God sending a sinner who lived even 80 years, say, to burn for eternity for his wrongs, is not only unscriptural, but completely illogical from any viewpoint. How could a God of love and justice take any pleasure in seeing the beings He created in His likeness suffer torment out of all proportion to their crimes? It completely negates both God’s love and His justice! It’s Satan who uses scare tactics (through his human proxies) to make people do his bidding; not God, who ‘limits’ Himself to loving means. That false doctrine has it’s origins right in the Garden of Eden, where Satan started feeding lies to the human race by telling Eve that, despite what God had told her about eating the fruit, “You will not surely die” (Gen 3:4). Since it became clear, after original sin, that everyone does indeed die, people reasoned that something must survive physical death. The myth began that something called ‘the soul’ lives forever, and since everyone is judged, then these souls live forever either in heaven or in hell.

Jesus states plainly in John 6 (vs 39, 40, 54) that “I will raise them (the believers) up on the last day.” If Christians are raised at the ‘last day,’ how can they be floating around for ages after their deaths? And what’s the point of the last judgement of the wicked, if they’ve already been condemned and sent to Hell? The traditional churches have to do all kinds of fancy theological footwork to try to defend such a fatuous doctrine, and merely reveal their fundamental ignorance. The genuine Christian cannot abide with this teaching, but often is unaware of what the truth is. That’s why it’s important to set aside the shackles of denominationalism, and get back to Biblical basics. Jesus himself made the matter clear in what may be the most famous verse of scripture, John 3:16. This verse is rightly distinguished, for it states the gospel in a nutshell: “God loves humanity so much that He sent His own divine progeny, so that whoever believes in his reality will not perish but will have eternal life” (my paraphrase). It’s a reiteration of the choice God gave Israel in the Old Testament days: obey and live; disobey and die (see Deut 30:15-20; Josh 24:15). Only now, God has made it as easy as possible—believe in His son, which releases the Holy Spirit to go to work on your hard heart, and you will enjoy life forever with Jesus. Salvation is in your hands; if you refuse to believe, then you’ve turned down God’s best offer. Even an intellectual like the French mathematician, Blaise Pascal, had to respond, “What’s to lose by believing in Christ?”

The Fruit of Failure – Part B.

Well, of course, what people have been led to believe is that they will have to give up a great deal, virtually everything that’s fun, for a bunch of rules that determine everything you can, and more likely, can’t do. And, of course, the organized churches will establish and enforce those myriad rules… just as the Pharisees did for the Jews in the centuries leading to Jesus’ time. For reasons buried in the prideful heart of man, most people don’t want to accept the freedom of the gospel, which takes the onus and the attention off us, and puts it on God (see Gal 5:1, Eph 1:7). As Paul stated, the gospel is lunacy to the Greeks with their logic, and offensive to the Jews with their rule-keeping (1 Cor 1:23). The result is we have millions of Christians living under the burden of believing that they somehow have to perform up to some imposed standards in order to satisfy the inflexible demands of a harsh God and His appointed church. As long as this false spirit prevails, whether implicitly or overtly, people are not able to extend grace to their fellow humans. And that is the fundamental reason for the failure of Christianity to achieve its mission of spreading the gospel, and of depicting our loving God. While Christianity had the potential to turn the world up-side down for the better, it has instead become a stumbling block to the salvation of the majority on this teetering planet.
To restate it: if you’ve never received grace, you can’t offer it to others! In a world where everything comes at a price—“There’s no free lunch”—the Christian gospel is good news. But apparently, it’s too good to be true for most people, so the church bureaucrats keep modifying it with little ‘improvements’ to keep the members in line. This is the application of secular thinking to religion, and is virtually inevitable when people organize into a company called a ‘church’ or a denomination. The problem with the world is not that there aren’t enough people belonging to Christian churches—it’s that there aren’t enough true, heart-converted Christians willing to live as the Spirit directs, rather than as the Church demands. If Christians are ever going to be the salt or leaven of this world, it will only happen after they’ve thrown off the shackles of denominational thinking, returned to sincere Bible study and the fundamental teachings of Jesus—love God and love your fellow beings. And that can only happen, I believe, when the ordinary church-goers start to question everything they have been fed by their organizations, and turn to the Word of God for their guidance. For mankind, this is too much to expect; but with God, all things are possible!

PART 2 – STARING INTO THE ABYSS!

In this section, we will get right to the heart of the matter: why is the world in a mess—a world where one in 3 persons ostensibly has some connection with Christianity?

Certain individuals have the ability to see things that escape the awareness of others—usually things that are not popular, such as global warming. One notable expert in the secular world has coined the phrase ‘staring into the abyss’ to describe the effect of forcing oneself to ignore the platitudes of those who are 'in denial,' and to seriously consider a prospect normally regarded as too unpleasant to acknowledge.

Similarly, in the religious sphere, the vast majority of Christians can only accept half of the gospel's essence; can only handle partial freedom. Recently I have been confronted with the explicit statement of a question that has been latent in my mind for many years. That is, are Christians subject to the Ten Commandments, or are they instead under the ‘higher law’ of the Spirit, Christ’s Law of Love (Jn 13:34)? The question might seem ludicrous to an atheist, but is important to a full understanding of the gospel, the heart of the Christ-centered faith.

The conclusion that Christians are not under the Decalogue (the Ten Commandments) rests, I believe, on the institution of the 'New Covenant,' which supercedes the Covenant made with Moses, at Sinai, and which extends God’s grace to the whole world, i.e. to the Gentiles. In a nutshell: before the cross, the ‘Old Covenant’ was specific, external and national; after the cross, the New Covenant is universal, internal and international. 

In a way, the question of Law bears resemblance to the question of salvation—both are too simple to believe. The simple truth of “believe in Jesus and ye shall be saved” is too ridiculous to accept; there’s got to be ‘fine print’ somewhere. Again with the question of Law-keeping: it’s got to be more than Christ’s ‘new commandment’ of love; there’s got to be at least ten clauses!

The proponents of the view that the Ten Commandment Law is eternal and inviolable consider those who hold to the view that Christians are under a higher law to be ‘antinomian’—anarchic libertines who want to do whatever they desire. Conversely, those of the liberal outlook consider the conservative believers to be ‘legalists’—persons who think they can be righteous through obedience to external rules. Traditional Christians say “Of course!” while full-gospel Christians say “No; we're under the higher, subtler Law of Love.” (Note, then, that I'm not saying that a Christian is free to do anything, including sin. Far from it!)

Let us, firstly, consider the problems with the Ten Commandment code, then see if scripture provides both an analysis of the problem and a solution.

(Throughout this booklet, Bible texts will be quoted from the NASB version.)

The Problems with the Decalogue

2 Cor 3:14 But their minds were  hardened; for until this very day at the  reading of  the old covenant the same veil remains unlifted, because it is removed in Christ. [15] But to this day whenever Moses is read, a veil lies over their heart; [16]  but whenever a person turns to the Lord, the veil is taken away. 

Defenders of the Ten Commandments state that those rules represent 'a transcript of God's character,' and therefore are inviolable. This doesn't really make sense for several reasons. First, God himself broke his 'inviolable Law!' This fact is described in passing in the Pentateuch, and expositors have made all manner of excuses to absolve God from the implied charges. Recall that the third commandment absolutely forbids the making of 'images' of any kind, to worship. Later, in Exodus 25:18, God gives His people explicit instructions to create two 'creatures' to be placed over the Mercy Seat of the Ark. If that is not convincing, He later told the Israelites to make a bronze snake and hold it up for the people to gaze on (or effectively, worship) to be cured of the venom of snake bites (Num 21:9). Of course, the incident is highly symbolic, but the reality exists on record.

That example is from the first four laws, those dealing with human relations with God. The second set of six laws cover our dealings with one another, and once again, God broke one of them. The sixth law forbids murder, yet God instructed the people to annihilate the Amalekites (and other nations), killing every man, woman and child (Deut 25:19). I've heard various attempts to justify God's action here, but the fact of murder cannot be avoided. If it were rightful to kill 'enemies,' then why would Jesus come along and tell us to love our enemies?

The record is clear: God broke His Commandments! This fact can completely unravel a conservative who insists that the Decalogue is sacred. But to one who accepts the Sinai Covenant as temporary, it is hardly disturbing. God can break the Decalogue because it is not a transcript of His character. Love is the transcript of God's character, and love cannot be corralled behind a ten-picket fence! Even in our human interactions, love is far better conveyed through a simple expression of affection, than by means of a rigid set of instructions. Do you show love to your children by giving them a set of strict rules; or by giving a hug?

Another telling argument against the immovability of The Law is this: it was never given to the Gentiles! If the Decalogue is so necessary for the functioning of society, why did only the Israelites receive them? And why did they get these Laws millennia after Eden? How did people live during all those intervening centuries? Paul informs us that the Gentiles were not without law—their consciences provided moral guidance to them (Rom 2:14,15). Abraham, Isaac and Jacob managed to live uprightly without the Decalogue. So the position that the Law is essential to social order is baseless. Moreover, historians record that non-Hebrew nations developed their own codes of Law (eg. Hammurabi, the Chinese, etc.). So, the argument that society must have the Decalogue really doesn't hold any substance.

The other major pitfall of a specific code is that, again, history demonstrates shamefully that those who cling to the Law will: (1) use it to persecute those who don’t abide with it, and (2) will force everyone they can to obey it… as they interpret it. To those who cry that without adherence to the Decalogue there would be chaos and lawlessness, I have this to say: some of the vilest ‘crimes against humanity’ were perpetrated by just the very people—individuals and collectives—who professed allegiance to the Decalogue! Consider that Jesus was condemned to death by fastidiously religious authorities. The Waldensians, Albigenses, and other Biblically-based believers were relentlessly persecuted by the established, Law-based Church of the day. The Inquisition was organized by men who upheld the Law. The slave trade was conducted by men who believed in the Decalogue. In the conquest of the Americas, Commandment-keeping Christians prosecuted a virtual genocide of indigenous peoples. Professed allegiance to the Ten Commandments was of no avail in assuring right behavior, in either the worldly sense, or in the religious sense.

In Jesus' parable of the good Samaritan (Luke 10:25-37), what commandments were broken by the priest and the Levite who walked around the injured victim of crime? Answer: none! None of the Ten Commandments was explicitly broken by those experts in the Law. Yet they failed miserably to measure up to a Spirit-led life. That story probably best portrays the problem with the Decalogue—it's nothing more than "The Complete Idiot's Guide to Morality!" In fact, Jesus went on to describe and decry the Pharisees as ‘Lawless’ (see Matt 23:23). Seen through spiritual eyes, those ultra-legalists were not upholding the Law at all—they were lawless!

Finally, one can find a serious conundrum in the position of the supporters of the Decalogue. If you point out that the Ten Laws do not cover all possible situations (as you'd expect), they respond with "Yes, but… the required extensions are implied, and the believer knows it in his heart." (For instance, 'Thou shalt not kill' does not mention suicide, but the Christian asserts that it is understood.) In admitting that discretion is necessary for these 'grey areas,' of which life is full, the apologists are making the very case in favor of the 'higher Law!' It's in covering these real-life ambiguities ‘in the believer’s heart’ that the Law of Love demonstrates its superiority, indeed, its indispensability, over a specific code of rules.

The Case for Freedom

Galatians 5:1  It was for freedom that Christ set us free; therefore keep standing firm and do not be subject again to a yoke of slavery. 

v.18 But if you are led by the Spirit, you are not under the Law. (NASB)

Several times in the NT epistles, Paul exclaims that the gospel has set us free. The ‘born-again’ Christian also exults that he/she has been set free. But set free from what? Well, free from the bondage of sin, free from the consequences of sin—namely (eternal) death; and free from the impossible burden of striving for righteousness through our own feeble efforts. Okay, that’s excellent as far as it goes. But there are disturbing indications that Jesus and Paul and the early Christians intended even more than that! Dare we suggest that they really meant that a Christian is also free of the Law (i.e. the Decalogue)?

The defenders of orthodoxy are quick to rehearse a confusing story line: “We are freed from having to obey the Law to be saved, but once saved we must then obey the Law or we risk losing our salvation.” What I’m suggesting here is that (get ready to stare into the abyss!) we are free from measuring our behavior by the Ten Commandment Law! This is the total freedom that Paul and others wrote about, and taught about, and got into trouble over. Of course, there is no freedom without responsibility, and the Christian has a great responsibility to live a life credit-worthy of his Lord.

Romans 7:6 But now we have been released from the Law, having died to that by which we were bound, so that we serve in newness of the Spirit and not in oldness of the letter. 

2 Cor 3 17 Now the Lord is the Spirit, and where the Spirit of the Lord is, there is liberty.

Gal 3:3 Are you so foolish? Having begun by the Spirit, are you now being perfected by the flesh?

First of all, let me state that the argument outlined here is based on the premise that the sacrificial death of Jesus freed believers from slavery to the Decalogue, and made them answerable to the higher Law of Love. So, I'm really talking about a switch from one, specific, limited code, to another, far more all-encompassing code—The Golden Rule, as it is called. The following Bible passages indicate clearly the transition from one state of authority to a newer one.

Gal 3:19  Why the Law then? It was added because of transgressions, having been ordained through angels by the agency of a mediator, until  the seed would come to whom the promise had been made [i.e. Christ].

24 Therefore the Law has become our tutor to lead us to Christ, so that we may be justified by faith.  [25] But now that faith has come, we are no longer under a tutor. 

Gal 5:14 For the whole Law is fulfilled in one word, in the statement, "You shall love your neighbor as yourself.'' 

18 But if you are led by the Spirit, you are not under the Law.

Some Biblical Background

The Ten Commandments, written on stone and given to Moses, constitute the ‘Old Testament,’ the ‘Old Covenant,’ the ‘Mosaic Covenant,’ the ‘Sinai Covenant.’ Refer to Ex 34:28, Deut 4:12, 13, 2 Chron 6:11 and 1 Ki 8:21. These texts all define the covenant given to the Israelites through Moses as being the ten laws graven on stone tablets and kept in the ‘Ark of the Covenant.’ In the arguments presented below, this identity between the Covenant and the Commandments should be kept in mind.

In the Old Testament era, Jeremiah foresaw a time when the Law would not be required in terms of a written Decalogue, when the spiritual law would be imparted to people's mind by the Spirit of God (see Jer 3:16). He referred again to it in ch 31, vs 31-34, where he quotes God as saying He will make a new covenant that will not be like the old one; a new covenant written on their hearts, not on tablets of stone. Jeremiah is talking about an interior, spiritual relationship with God, not one premised on behavioral response to an exterior set of rules. Anyone may appear to keep whatever set of rules are enjoined on them. But, only God knows whether they are really in agreement with those rules in their heart.

Some have argued that the Ten Laws represent principles of righteous behavior. In fact, the opposite is true. The laws are specific instances of more general principles—as Jesus clearly showed in the Sermon on the Mount. For example, the law says 'Do not kill,' but Jesus stated that the intent (the principle) of this law forbids any hurtful desire towards another person. When humans are given a set of rules, the automatic response is to regard them as literal, so that whatever is not forbidden must be allowed. This weasely dealing with the Law is precisely why Jesus so harshly upbraided the Pharisees as hypocrites, in Matthew 23. What most people miss about the Sermon on the Mount, is that Jesus was, in essence, showing us that no one can possibly keep the commandments to the letter of their demands. Only Christ lived a sinless life—and the heart of the gospel is that by faith, we can partake of his sinless life.

What makes the Law of Love more freeing than the Law of Moses is that it avoids the 'check-list' mentality. The believer is freed from thinking about 'what commandment might this action break,' and can focus instead on the nobler proposition of whether the action demonstrates unselfish love. This outlook makes a moot point of those 'moral dilemmas' that the legalists obsess over. For example, should those who harbor fugitives from despotic regimes 'lie' to state police, or turn their victims over to possible death? (For example, think of those who harbored Jews during the Nazi years). To a New Covenant Christian, it's a 'no-brainer'—the 'problem' of lying is dwarfed by the love directive to preserve innocent life. The overriding test to apply is the consideration of unselfish love. The issue of whether a particular commandment was involved is irrelevant! Jesus demonstrated this repeatedly, as when he healed on the Sabbath, or forgave the woman caught in adultery.

The New Covenant

Heb 8:13 When He said, " A new covenant,'' He has made the first obsolete. But whatever is becoming obsolete and growing old is ready to disappear.

The synoptic gospels (of Matthew, Mark, and Luke) all recount a version of the last supper in which Jesus inaugurates His 'new covenant' that takes away the sin of the world. In John's gospel, we get the complementary aspect of the new covenant—namely, the 'new commandment' to love one another (Jn 13:34). John doesn't explicitly state that the new commandment replaces the old 'Big Ten,' but that is generally the intent behind using the adjective ‘new.’ Jesus himself stated as much in the Sermon on the Mount. In those passages, (Mat 5,6) he takes several of the commandments and proceeds, essentially, to throw them out and replace them with much more insightful versions based on a higher principle. Then in Matthew 7:12, Jesus forthrightly states the substance of His Law: "Do unto others as you would have done unto you; this is the Law and the Prophets".

The book of Hebrews gives a thorough analysis and comparison of the two primary covenants that God made with humankind. The writer makes it very clear that there had to be a flaw in the ‘Old Covenant’ (meaning the Sinai Covenant) or there would have been no need for a new covenant (Heb 8:7, 13). He elaborates how superior the new agreement is relative to the old. It is ministered by a better High Priest, who offers a better sacrifice, ministering in a superior Temple, and accomplishing his duty ‘once and for all.’ What he is saying, in a nutshell, is that the new covenant of Jesus Christ completely supersedes the old, Mosaic covenant in every respect. (See 7:12, 8:6-13; 13:20-21; Jer 31:31-34). In a graphic demonstration of this revolution, Mark's gospel notes that at Jesus' death, the veil in the temple was torn asunder, from top to bottom, opening the Most Holy Place to access by all (ch 15:38) and obviating the sacrificial system of the Mosaic Law.

Now, if the new and everlasting covenant totally replaces the old, then it must follow that the Ten Commandment Law has been replaced! “But,” the sincere believer protests with the fear of insecurity, “do you mean that we’re no longer under the Ten Commandments; that we’re free to do as we please?” Partly—but not exactly.

The point is that everything of the old covenant was done away with by the Cross, and a new, better way introduced. The Ten Commandment Law was a temporary measure, lasting from Sinai to the cross (Gal 3:19). It demonstrated graphically to the Israelites that they could not obey even these ten rules. They had to have an elaborate sacrificial system added to it to provide forgiveness, atonement, and propitiation for their sins (the breaking of the Law).

Gal 3:19  Why the Law then? It was added because of transgressions, having been ordained through angels by the agency of a mediator, until  the seed would come to whom the promise had been made.

What, then, did Jesus replace the Ten Commandments with? In the Sermon on the Mount, Jesus spelled out the new (yet not really new) way of conduct. In a number of verbal illustrations, He showed that the requirements of the Decalogue were not a ‘ceiling’ or ultimate measure of righteousness, but a ‘floor’—a minimum expectation of an upright life! When Jesus was asked by the lawyer which commandment was the greatest, which one of the Ten did He cite? Significantly, Jesus did not refer to any of the ‘Big Ten!’ Instead, He recited the ‘shema’ (Deut 6:5)—love God with all you’ve got—and added a quote from Leviticus (19:18) to love your neighbor as yourself. The lawyer agreed that this indeed was the greatest commandment. As already noted, Jesus introduced his ‘new commandment’ at the last supper, as part of the new covenant.

Like the gospel message itself, it’s so simple it takes your breath away! Paul makes it clear in Romans 13:9-10 when he states that whoever follows the perfect Law of Love is necessarily obeying the old Decalogue. He takes another approach, when he contrasts walking in the Spirit of the (new) inner Law versus observing the ‘letter’ of the (old) written Law. 

Romans 7:6 But now we have been released from the Law, having died to that by which we were bound, so that we serve in newness of the Spirit and not in oldness of the letter. 

2 Cor 3:6  who also made us adequate as servants of a new covenant, not of the letter but of the Spirit; for the letter kills, but the Spirit gives life. 

So, it ought to be clear that, contrary to what the critics charge, this is not antinomianism (the rejection of laws)—far from it! The Law of Love is the ultimate, the golden rule, of living in peace and harmony with one another. The gospel men of old stated a sad truth—that nobody could comply properly with the Ten Commandments in any case… so why retain them after Christ set us free?! The ‘problem’ with this new law is that it requires maturity, it entails responsibility, it means exercising our Christ-enlightened judgement, rather than falling back on the childish reliance on a rule-book!

Romans 12:2 And do not be conformed to this world, but be transformed by the renewing of your mind, so that you may prove what the will of God is, that which is good and acceptable and perfect.

1 Corinthians 2:15 But he who is spiritual appraises all things, yet he himself is appraised by no one.

Hebrews 5:13 For everyone who partakes only of milk is not accustomed to the word of righteousness, for he is an infant. 

14 But solid food is for the mature, who because of practice have their senses trained to discern good and evil. [Emphasis supplied].

What Jesus Accomplished

One of the big obstacles to understanding the New Covenant is an inadequate comprehension of what Jesus actually accomplished on earth. Most Christians can recite that by his death on the cross, Jesus paid the penalty for our sins, redeeming us from the original sin of Adam, making salvation possible for mankind. A few more Christians also know that Jesus was the only human who ever lived a sinless life, and that we partake vicariously in that life through covenantal solidarity (expressed typically as ‘living in Christ’). But few Christians are fully cognizant that, in going to live as a Jew, Jesus’ mission was to destroy the Temple… and raise up a new one!

Yet this is a very important point, although it may sound over-stated. This is a big topic (worthy of a book in itself) but we can see the crux of it in some of Jesus’ own words. He stated boldly, ‘Destroy this temple, and in 3 days I will raise it up’ (Jn 2:19). At one level, this refers to his bodily temple; but on another level, it predicts the overthrow of the Temple and its system (priests, rituals, laws, feasts, etc.). Every aspect of the Temple (or ‘Sanctuary’) represented some aspect of Christ and his ministry. Jesus told his audience ‘I tell you, truthfully, there is something here greater than Solomon’ (who had built the Temple) referring to himself and his mission (Matt 12:42). The whole purpose of the Sanctuary was to be the place where God dwelled, where He abode with His people. Jesus was the ultimate presence (dwelling) of God with His people. 

When the apostles pointed out the magnificent Temple to Jesus, his sober reply to them was: ‘Truly, I tell you, not one stone will be left standing on another,’ as he predicted its physical destruction (Matt. 24:1, 2). In a confrontation with the Pharisees, he told them plainly, ‘Your house (the Temple) will be left onto you desolate’ (Matt. 23:38). That bleak word ‘desolate’ echoes the words of Daniel (a prophet who lived about 500 BC) who predicted a renewing or restoration of the Sanctuary, linked to the coming Messiah. (Dan 8:14, 9:24). His point was not lost on the Pharisees—they well understood that he threatened their whole system… the corrupt system that had evolved around the Old Testament (or Covenant) in which the Temple was the central feature, the spiritual heart. 

At the moment Jesus died on the cross, the veil in the Temple was torn in two, top to bottom (Matt. 27:50, 51). This detail was not recorded as a triviality by the gospel writers. It was a vivid manifestation by God that the Sanctuary system was finished, obsolete, unnecessary. Jesus had accomplished his mission; he lived a sinless life, in perfect obedience to the Father, to the very end. He instituted a new system, a New Covenant, based on God’s grace alone. In a final, public demonstration, God used the Roman army to completely destroy the edifice itself, when they defeated all Jewish resistance in 70 AD, leaving not one stone upon another, exactly as prophesied by Jesus!

The early Christians (mostly Jewish) understood the real significance of the desolation of the Temple—that it signaled a radical change to a completely different paradigm for relationships with God. It was the later, ‘official’ church that lost this understanding, and adopted the peculiar stance that the tablets of stone survived the destruction of the Temple, and continue as the solitary element of the Old Covenant to be retained in the New Covenant!

Footnotes:

1. (A reading of Exodus, Leviticus and Deuteronomy indicates that the old covenant entailed a large number of rules governing health, civil law, and the religious calendar, besides the Commandments. The Legalists determine that, after the Cross, all these other laws can be thrown out except, however, the Ten Commandments. This booklet explains the fallacy in their reasoning.)

2. It may be a revelation to today’s church-going faithful, but the ancient Temple in Jerusalem (or its precursor, the Tent of the Lord’s Presence) were not ‘houses of worship!’ That’s a fact; check it out. Only the priests were allowed into the temple; the masses of people were confined to the outer courtyard. The temple was the place where God met with designated representatives of Israel, only. It was the place where sacrifices were offered to Him. It was not a meeting place for preaching and teaching; for that, there were the synagogues. 

The Inclusion of Gentiles in the Gospel

Ephesians 2:15 …by abolishing in His flesh the enmity [between Jews and Gentiles], which is [presented by] the Law of commandments contained in ordinances, so that in Himself He [Christ] might make the two [groups] into one new man, thus establishing peace, [words in brackets supplied].

You have to ask yourself when reading about early church history (i.e. during the first half century or so), “Why did the orthodox Jews try so hard to eradicate the Christians?” This is not as obvious as it sounds. After all, the early believers were all Jews. The Jews were, already, divided into a number of sects, such as the Pharisees, Sadducees, Essenes, and so on. Why should this little band of “Ha’mashia’ites” (as they might have been called, after the Messiah they claimed) be persecuted so vigorously? If the Christians were simply Jews who believed that their Messiah had come, perhaps they would have been tolerated. But, the fact is that they overthrew everything that the Jewish culture had come to embrace over 1300 or so years since Moses.

Think of it. No more circumcision, no more sacrifices and burnt offerings, no more temple and priests, no more ritual observances, and on and on. It’s true. You can read it in Acts and beyond. The patriarchs of the early church had to make a momentous decision once it was clear that the Holy Spirit was being given to the Gentiles as freely as to the Jews (resulting in the first Gentile church being formed in Antioch). Christians from Jerusalem, born Jews, felt that the new converts had to first become Jews (symbolic sons of Abraham) through circumcision, before they could be full-fledged Christians. It was a genuine crisis, and demanded a Spirit-led response. You can read about it in Acts 15.

In the end, those apostles realized that in God’s salvation scheme for the world (i.e. the gospel), the whole Jewish—or Hebraic—system just had to go! They reduced the requirements on new converts to a bare minimum, and allowed the Spirit to do His work of convicting, converting and guiding human hearts. (See Acts 15:10, 11, 20). And that’s why the early Christians were so reviled—they were regarded as anti-establishment radicals and anti-Semitic, as we’d phrase it today. The guardians of Jewish orthodoxy understood that this new sect presented an ultimate threat to their whole way of life, their cherished human edifice, and they had to be eliminated. That helps explain why Paul (as Saul) with his keen intellect, was so zealous in attempting to snuff out the early Christians.

Notice that there was no mention of the Ten Commandments being imposed on new believers. Some argue it was simply understood. I suggest that the Bible does not leave important matters to implication. The early patriarchs realized that since salvation is not gained by observing laws, what is essential is being ‘born’ into God’s family and guided by His Spirit. It was pointless to impose adherence to the terms of the obsolete covenant on reborn believers who are covered by the New Covenant… and having the law in their hearts.

The Bible Compares the Covenants

No book of the Bible delves more deeply into the whole area of covenants than the letter to the Hebrews. In it, the author very skillfully constructs a comparison between the Mosaic (or Sinai, or ‘Jewish’) covenant—which he also refers to as the ‘Old Covenant’—and the covenant established by Christ, called the ‘New Covenant.’ 

Every covenant defines its benefits and penalties—blessings and curses—to encourage the parties to observe the terms. The book of Deuteronomy (see ch. 27, 28, in particular) vividly describes the blessings and curses that would fall upon Israel for obedience or disobedience to the Commandments. It is clear that the benefits God intended for Israel can be described as national prosperity, a flourishing economy, and prominence among the nations. It was the people of Israel—not God—who decided that obedience to the laws would constitute righteousness for them (Deut 6:25)! And we know that right standing before the Lord can be regarded as the prerequisite for acceptance into his kingdom. The writer of Hebrews indicates that, on the contrary, keeping the Law did not bring perfection (or righteousness), but that there is now a better way of attaining God’s kingdom.

Hebrews 7:18 For, on the one hand, there is a setting aside of a former commandment because of its weakness and uselessness,

19 for the Law made nothing perfect, and on the other hand there is a bringing in of a better hope, through which we draw near to God.

He goes on to show how Jesus administered a new deal that entails “better promises” than those of the old agreement. 

Hebrews 8:6 But now He has obtained a more excellent ministry, by as much as He is also the mediator of a better covenant, which has been enacted on better promises.

The new promises are better because they do not refer to national prominence; instead, they can and do guarantee individual access to God through Jesus, and ultimately, eternal life through faith in Christ.

8:12 “ and I will remember their sins no more.’’ 
 for I will be merciful to their iniquities, 
9:15 For this reason  the eternal inheritance. 
 receive the promise of called may  new covenant, so that, since a death has taken place for the redemption of the transgressions that were committed under the first covenant, those who have been  mediator of a  He is the 
10:14 For by one offering He has sanctified. 
 for all time those who are perfected 
10:19 Therefore, brethren, since we  the veil, that is, His flesh,
 a new and living way which He inaugurated for us through enter the holy place by the blood of Jesus, [20] by have confidence to 
So, there is what the Bible expositor says regarding the two covenants: one was offering national success to the Children of Israel; the other is offering eternal life to anyone who accepts and believes in Jesus. 

The writer of Hebrews defines numerous ways in which the covenant of Christ is superior to the old, Sinai covenant (refer to the table in the conclusion, below). The bottom line is this: If Jesus revolutionized salvation history at the cross; if he inaugurated a new modus operandi, instituting a new covenant with new terms and conditions… then why would it be necessary, logical or consistent to carry over one element, the Commandments, which were the core of the old regime? It makes no sense!
By looking at familiar material in a new light, one can discern a radical but logical notion. As the Bible ‘folds’ along the fault line of Christ’s death, there is a complete transformation. The hints found in Genesis find fulfillment; the Old Testament (lit. ‘covenant’) is discarded and superseded entirely by the New. A story about one family (the children of Israel) becomes the story of all mankind. The agreement God made with them is replaced by a totally new paradigm available to all. The terms and conditions of the old covenant are obsolete and irrelevant, replaced by new, simple yet far-reaching ones. The concrete object lessons for ‘spiritual amateurs’ are transformed to a spiritual awareness or quickening of the soul. That is how “All things are made new” (2Cor 5:17).
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	The life & death of Christ

	Given to
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	The Holy Spirit
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PART  3 – CONNECTING THE THOUGHTS

What has the acceptance or rejection of the Ten Commandments got to do with the original question raised at the start of this book—‘Where are the Christians?’ In this section we will make the connection.

Scripture tells us that Christ ushered in a new covenant by sacrificing himself in death. My argument (in this book) is that God through Christ instituted a 'new paradigm' at Calvary, in which the Decalogue no longer constitutes an integral part because the focus is now on Christ.

For an objective Christian thinker, the major problems with the Ten Commandment code are summarized as follows.

1. Reliance on an external codified law puts the focus on us. That is, people become absorbed in their performance-- "How am I doing?" It is unavoidable in any performance rating system for the focus not to be on 'I,' the individual. This misplaced focus, in turn, leads to several other problems (described below).

2. This system becomes too concerned with performance, with 'doing.' This emphasis leads to the spiritual error of 'righteous works of the flesh,' which means doing things we think are righteous, rather than letting the Holy Spirit direct our efforts. Any works of flesh can, or will, produce pride, even if it's pride in our humility in down-playing our works!

3. Any system based on performance will cause humans to compare themselves with others. And this comparing will lead to envy, jealousy, and especially, judgmentalism. These are all serious spiritual sins that have subtly lead many well-meaning Christians astray, and have had devastating effects on the Christian church.

4. The codifying of laws inevitably leads people to do several things: a) they assume that what is not explicitly forbidden must be permitted; b) therefore, they add more and more 'codicils' and sub-rules to the original laws, making the system increasingly burdensome and open to abuse; c) they assume that outward compliance with the rules makes them righteous.

5. The Decalogue does nothing towards promoting positive behaviors, towards encouraging love. It simply provides a list of prohibited behavior. (Remember the parable of the Good Samaritan.)

6. The Decalogue was given to the Israelites as the core of the covenant God made with them, as a distinct people, some 13 centuries before Christ. To argue that the code necessarily was transmitted to the whole world, or even just to Christians, requires a line of reasoning that is wide open to dispute.

Law-centric or Christ-centered faith?

It must be recognized that the Israelites were a 'new nation' (estimated at up to 2 million citizens) which arose during 430 years of captivity in Egypt. Suddenly, they found themselves out in the wilderness with no home-grown tradition of law and order. In response to this need, God gave the entire Mosaic code to them as a formula for national success-- a constitution, in effect. Instead, the people decided that observing this code would be 'righteousness' for them in a spiritual sense, as well. That interpretation of theirs was the start of their problems as a distinct group, problems that persist to this day among Jews.

In the new covenant, God took an entirely different approach. The emphasis now is on Christ and his accomplishments, not on humans at all. The new deal removes the Decalogue from the picture, pointing instead to the positive call to love one another. Since everyone admits the old law couldn't save anyone, and can't be fully observed in any case, then one has to wonder: "Why keep it?" Especially when God has provided something far superior!

Historically, when the apostolic church become the ‘state church’ of Rome, and then the Roman Catholic church, there was also a backlash reaction against the Jews and everything Jewish. One of the last vestiges of its origins, the tradition of worshipping on Sabbath, was replaced with Sunday observance by the ‘Christian’ hierarchy. Jews were looked down on as legalists who relied on their obedience to the Decalogue for salvation, rather than to the sacrifice of Christ. But there’s a spiritual law in effect that causes those who criticize to repeat the very errors they denounce in others. And strangely, the Catholic Church retained the Ten Commandments from the Old Covenant, and fell into the legalistic traps described at the start of this section.

Later, when the Protestants separated from Catholicism, they too, virtually without exception, carried the Decalogue with them, and perpetuated the problems associated with a New Covenant Gospel trying to be lived with an Old Testament mentality. My argument is that it’s this retention of the ‘Stone Tablets’ in the new era of Grace that has resulted in the total impotence of the Christian church to revolutionize the world! The Christian churches want to ‘have their cake and eat it too.’ They want to believe in the New Covenant of Christ, while at the same time retaining the very heart of the Old Covenant of Moses! It can’t be done. (See the complete explanation from the Bible why this is a mission impossible; refer to Appendix A.) 

The Root of Schism

Think about it. Using the Decalogue as the yardstick of Christian performance has caused a myriad of institutional problems. It became one big factor in the notorious Inquisitions of the Dark Ages. Once the Catholic authorities decreed their interpretations of scripture—for instance, acceptance of idols (statues), adoption of pagan feast days by ‘christianizing’ them, and Sunday observance—certain sincere believers opposed them. Eventually, the opposing factions became distinct Churches in their own right: Lutheran, Baptist, Calvinist, Pilgrim, etc.

This process of using the Ten Commandments, as interpreted by ‘Church’—now denominational—authorities to determine orthodoxy was to be repeated many times over the years since Martin Luther. Until today, when we have thousands of ‘churches,’ that is, denominations of original Christianity. Truly the Christian Church has become a house divided!

As Jesus made clear in his teachings, a house divided cannot stand. And sure enough, the Christian church has been a crippled force for God’s Kingdom, over the centuries, and is in very wobbly condition today. Within the separate denominations, there are various factions competing for power and influence, each promoting its own views on theology and interpretation. Even in particular, local churches, the same pattern repeats, with individuals and groups vying for power to promote the views they regard as the only true beliefs. But more than that, is the fact that church members are continually, whether consciously or not, judging one another as to their performance as Christians… and using their view of the commandments to do so.

(As an aside: it’s true that the writers of the epistles caution Christians to beware of those who falsely claim to belong to Christ. That requires the application of judgement, which implies reference to some kind of criteria. In the context in which these warnings occur, there is no reference to the Ten Cs, and the insinuation is that the attitude of such pretenders will give them away. The writers acknowledged that all will fail, in one way or another—that isn’t the disqualifying behavior. It’s the disregard for living God’s way of love that reveals the non-Christians.)

The Source of Intolerance

Okay, you might argue that that is simply human nature; people will always be competing for power and trying to make their views dominant. That is true. My point is that almost invariably in these struggles, the sticking point, the weapon, the field of contention, has to do with the Ten Commandments. The rule book is thrown by dissidents and by incumbents with equal righteous indignation at the opposing side. Each accuses the other of failing to abide by, to measure up to, to interpret properly, those famous commandments. 

If Christian churches were truly grace-based, there’d be a lot more tolerance of views, and a lot less concern with performance. There would be much more reliance on the Holy Spirit to convict hearts, rather than on the brethren to step in. Perhaps many schisms would have been avoided without the ten-bladed sword used to segregate truth from heresy. Perhaps the Law of Love would have had a chance to take root in the hearts of believers. And the world would have noticed something different about Christians. Perhaps.

Instead, the Christian world behaved essentially like the heathen world but with reference to a code they could claim as ‘the infallible word of God.’ It sounds today, ironically close to the claims of the Islamic fundamentalists who uphold the Koran as the unerring word of Allah… and who proceed to use that view as justification for all manner of atrocity. In past centuries, the Christian churches too, used the Bible and especially the Law, as justification for their abuses. Given the unpredictability of human events, the same kinds of things could happen again. And you can be sure that the Commandments will be invoked to support the rationale.
A Barrier to Salvation!

It’s a sad reality that many people today judge themselves as undeserving of God’s blessings… “I’m not good enough to be a Christian.” Where are they getting such a warped notion? It has to be based on a fuzzy understanding of what they think ‘Christians’ teach! And where are the Christians getting their false impressions? It’s from ignorance of what the scriptures really teach! Even an enunciation of the ‘half-gospel’ (as we’ve seen herein) does not have the power to attract many individuals who would otherwise respond to the ‘full gospel.’

In many Christian churches (usually smaller, splinter groups), new or prospective converts to their brand of ersatz Christianity are instructed that they must ‘cast off the things of the world,’ and renounce their former or present evil lifestyle before they can enter the pure waters of baptism and be saved. This stricture, of course, makes it very tough for prospects to take the plunge. Many give up ‘Christianity’ in despair, convinced they are not good enough—and what’s more, never will be good enough. It’s a travesty of the gospel of Jesus Christ who came ‘to seek and to save’… who—the repentant? No—the ‘lost’ (sinners)! (Lk 19:10). As he told the righteous Pharisees, healthy people don’t need a doctor, it’s the sick who do.

Fortunately (maybe!), the mainstream Protestant churches have a better grasp of salvation. They welcome the sinners, who often are struggling with addictions of one kind or another. And they instruct them in the basics of Christ’s gospel, and baptize them. Then the good brethren, those who’ve been ‘pillars of the church’ for many years of upright living, come to the new brother or sister who may be still struggling with some kind of addiction. They inform them, gently at first, that the new Christian really ought to be exhibiting the fruit of the Spirit in their lives; i.e. stop the smoking or the drinking or the bad movies or whatever. They can’t see into the person’s heart and into his or her relationship with Jesus. They just go by what they observe externally.

Jesus said emphatically: “I tell you there will be prostitutes and tax-collectors who get to heaven before the Pharisees!” (Matt 21:31). Those legalists were incensed when he said that, for it made their righteous works of the flesh as nothing—just as Isaiah had stated centuries before: “all their righteousness is as filthy rags.” Jesus wasn’t saying anything that they couldn’t have already known by themselves. Today’s ‘Pharisees’ (legalists) base their negative evaluations of their fellow members by the same external, superficial, unspiritual criteria. And they invariably base them on the Ten Commandments. “Brother Charles is violating the seventh commandment by abusing liquor,” for example. Maybe he is. But why not let God decide, and allow the Holy Spirit to do the work he does better than any human? (Assuming of course, that Charles is not satisfied with his situation, and wants to change. It may take a lifetime, but that’s God’s business.)

The Problem Revealed – An Incomplete Gospel!

So, dear reader in Christ, you can by now see, I pray, that the mainstream Christian world never accepted the full gospel of Jesus Christ. Most Christians have understood that Christ died for their sins, and has thereby provided the means to eternal life. But they fail to accept the ‘rest of the story;’ the incredible simplicity of the gospel—that all reference to external measures are irrelevant (didn’t Christ alone live the perfect human life?). And, this failure to adopt a full gospel has been a gigantic stumbling stone in fulfilling Christ’s gospel commission to preach the good news to all the nations and baptize converts. Dragging the stone tablets down through the centuries has seriously handicapped the church in displaying the virtues intended by God to a world already caught up in legalistic knots of its own devising.

Let’s go back to that famous scripture verse, quoted at the beginning of this book. “God loved the world so much that He gave His only-begotten son so that whoever believes in him will not die but will have eternal life” (Jn 3:16). You see—Jesus himself said nothing about obeying ten rules to be saved… OR even to show that you have been saved. When Paul was asked by the Philippian jailer “What must I do to be saved?” his answer echoes Jesus completely. If anyone was qualified to answer that question, it had to be Paul! But, he too, makes no reference whatsoever to the Law. Hence my argument that Christians unwittingly accept only half the good news; the other half is too unbelievable for them. Perhaps, at heart, the full gospel offends our pride. We still want to believe that we must do something to merit the free gift of God in salvation!

Our duty is to believe the unbelievable good news, to accept that Jesus was God, and to accept His gracious gift of eternal life. To the diehard legalist who retorts “Don’t forget we’re going to be judged on our works!” I have these words of the Master (from John 6) to give in response. 

v. 28 Therefore they said to Him, "What shall we do, so that we may work the works of God?'' [29] Jesus answered and said to them, "This is the work of God, that you believe in Him whom He has sent.'' (NASB)

That is our ‘work’—to believe in Jesus, and in his complete work of salvation!

There’s no need to continue worrying about whether I’m good enough; He guaranteed it with His Holy Spirit, He gave us His Word… isn’t that ‘good enough’? And as to Christian living, once we’re free of that nagging worry about our performance and our right standing, it becomes a whole lot easier to live in love, as God desires, letting His Spirit guide our behavior. He doesn’t ask Christians to measure their behavior but to simply look to Jesus as their model of 

the perfect Law of Love.

In Conclusion

So enthralling is the spirit of legalism, that even for those who acknowledge salvation by grace, it is difficult to stay focused on Christ as long as the Ten Commandments lurk menacingly in the background. Only by removing them as a foreboding taskmaster does the believer experience the full freedom promised by Christ and his gospel; the freedom to act in love. Only the one who has received grace and forgiveness can extend the same to others. The tables of stone had their place and time, but are long obsolete, superseded by a new regime that is superior in all respects. The tables of stone were ground into dust by the Rock of Ages!

When enough heart-converted Christians finally wake up and believe the full gospel message… then no-one will have to ask the awful question: “Where are the Christians?”

-----------------

Footnotes

1.Post-script: An answer to an anticipated objection.

Some of the diehard legalists will state that if you faithfully follow the ‘law of love,’ then you are doing the same thing as obeying the Ten Commandments. They are completely missing the point, so clouded is their thinking by focusing on law-keeping! The true point is that following the positive, outward-oriented principle of love is entirely opposite from attempting to steer within the confines of Ten rules that, in any case, do not cover all the dilemmas of life. The former is personally edifying, liberating and inherently beneficent to others. The latter approach is self-directed, neurotic, and inherently limiting. The first is for mature or maturing individuals; the second, reserved for childish souls not yet ready for exercising discernment. There’s a world of difference between the covenants—that’s what makes Christianity so radical… when it’s authentic!]

2. To clarify a point for readers with sound Bible knowledge: the ‘New Covenant’ is really the Eternal Covenant-- it was in place from Adam, and available to anyone who had/has faith in God/Christ. The ‘Old C.’ really refers to the covenant of Moses, given to a specific tribe, Israel, for a limited period of time (to Calvary).

Appendix

A Compete Biblical Analysis of the Question of Law

[Available on request!]

