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Those who promote the applicability of God’s Law in -
the modern world are often written off without a hear-
ing. Two pragmatic considerations tend to dominate
theological discussions of the Law. ’

.On the one hand, Law advocacy represents a call
to a radical commitment to the Word of God in every -
area of life, and that is out of step with both funda-
mentalism and modern evangehcahsm Theologically,
fundamentalism tends to be both pietistic (dwelling on
the inner personal life and the private Christian walk)
and retreatist (withdrawing from a consideration of the
large social issues). On the other hand, neo-evangelical-
ism tends to be faddish (being drawn, belatedly, into the
* secular humanist cultural wake) and ambivalent (too
prone to “reinterpret” the Scripture when it runs con-
trary to contemporary “science”). . '

S IX



PREFACE

... Those: who advance God’s Law in modern \ethiéal

discourse are calling Christians to consider the larger is-
- sues of life for the historical long run, as well as the per-

sonal questions of the daily Christian walk. But the fun-
damentalist’s doctrine of the any-moment coming of
Christ.discourages such a long-range view. “Why pol-

ish brass on a sinking ship?” Proponents of the Law of.

God call upon the Christian not only to consider the

implications of the Christian faith for the larger ques-

tion of a Christian culture, but also to act upon that
consideration from a biblical perspective. But that is too
antiquarian and naive for the neo-evangelical. Advo-
cates of a Bible-based ethic demand deep biblical study
and committed, determinative action. And all of this in
an age of comfortable pews. : »

Furthermore, since defenders of God’s Law issue a
clarion call to Christian commitment in all of life, those

. Christians'who do not adopt such‘an-ethic quite natu-;
~ rally fear it. That is because when any posmon is:to

your right, then you are to its- left: That is a constant
source of embarrassment both to retreatist fundamen-
~ talism and- to' status-quo ‘evangelical Christianity, both
of which prefer not to appear on the left. The large:cul-
tural questions are 51mply not treated from a rigorously
Bible-based perspectlve in modern Christendom. Thus
advocates of the Law of God are put down without
careful and reflective thought The popular writings of
Hal Lindsey and Dave Hunt are classic illustrations of
such incautious pietism.!, And. even: the response by
Westminster ‘Theological Seminary to the modern
employment- of God’s Law does not speak adequately
to the issues2 - s



PREFACE

- The purpose of this small work is briefly to intro-

duce the reader in a nontechnical way to the:case for
the modern use of God’s Law in ethics. The ethic that

is rigorously ‘based on' God’s Lawis knownas theo-:
nomic ethics. Because of the oftentimes complicated na--

ture of the debate, many committed- Christians who
are sincerely interested in hearlng the case presented
~ from Scnpture have felt at a loss for materxal to evalu-
ate. .. » SR ' :

Fuller and more techmcal arguments for the gener-
al applicability of the: Old Testament case laws for- to-

day may be found in Greg L. Bahnsen’s Theonomy :in

Christian Ethics and By This Standard3 Specific applica-
tions of a number of the Old Testament case laws may
be found in Gary North’s Tools of Dominion* and R.J.
Rushdobny s two volume Institutes of Biblical Law.5

‘It is hoped that this introductory study of the case
, for theonomic ethics might minister to those who have
not been able to wade through the larger more aca-
demic works on the subject.

I would like to thank Gary DeMar for his invalu-
able technical help in the production of this manuscrlpt
‘His Christian labor is greatly apprec1ated -

. NOTES

1. Hal Lindsey, The Road to Holocaust (New York: Bantam,

1989), and Dave Hunt, Whatever Happened to Heaven?
(Portland, Oreg.: Harvest, 1989). See analysis of these

" books in conjunction with another work, in Kenneth L.
Gentry, Jr., and Greg L. Bahnsen, House Divided: The




PREFACE' i
Break-up of Dispensational Theology. (Tyler, Tex.: Institute
for Christian Economics, 1989). g -
. William S. Barker and W. Robert Godfrey, Theonomy A !
Reformed Critique (Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 1990). For .
. critiques, see Gary North, Westminster's Confession: The .
~ Abandonment of Van Til's Legacy (Tyler, Tex.: Institute for
~ Christian Economics, 1991), Greg L. Bahnsen, No Otherl
Standard: Theonomy and Its Critics (Tyler, Tex.: Institute for
Christian Economics, 1991), and Gary North, ed., Theon-
omy: An Informed Response (Tyler, Tex Instltute for Chns—
- tian Econoxmcs, 1991). SRR '
. Greg L. Bahnsen, Theonomy in Christian Ethtcs, 2d ed.
(Phillipsburg, N.J.: Presbyterian and Reformed, 1984) and
" By This Standard (Tyler, Tex Instltute for Christian Eco- -
. nomics, 1985). -
. Gary North, Tools of Domzmon The Case Laws of Exodus -
(Tyler, Tex.: Institute for Christian Economics, 1990).
- R. J. Rushdoony, Institutes of szlzcal Law (Nutley, N.J.:
'Cralg, 1973; rerssued by Presbytenan and Reformed) and -
 Law and Society: Volume 2 of The Institutes of Biblical Law
" (Vallecito, Calif.: Ross House, 1982) '
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Evangelicals are reluctant to adopt controversial teach-
ings, even those which can be shown to have b1b11cal
support. Sometimes it is helpful to see how others have
come to embrace a _position regarded as controversml
That being the case, I would like to present a brief tes- -
tlmony tracing my own route to theononuc ethlcs ;e

- My EARLY DISPENSATIONALISM |

From 1966 until 1975 I was a dlspensatlonahst
havmg been attracted to the movement because it
boasted of a consistent biblical outlook that could ex-
plain the times. I was saved by the grace of the Lord Je-
sus Christ at a dispensationalist youth camp, attended
a dispensationalist church, graduated with a degree in
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‘Bible from a dlspensatlonahst college (Tennessee Tem-
ple University), and attended a dispensationalist semi-
nary (Grace Theological Seminary) for two years.

In many ways it was great being a dispensational-
ist, and yet it was also frustrating. It was great to be able
to p1np01nt the reason. for the problems of modern so-
ciety: man’s sinful condition before God. It was frustrat-
ing that as'a Christian I was not expected to have any
biblical solutions to those problems. And this despite -
being taught that the earth is the Lord’s and the gospel
is the power of God unto salvation. .

- While studying at Grace Theological Seminary two
influences converged that caused me to reject dispensa-
tionalism. The first was my researching a paper on the
lordship controversy.! This led to my discovery of the sig-
nificance of the Acts 2 enthronement passage, which
shook my dlspensahonahsm to its very foundation. The
second was the discovery at about the same time of O. T.
Allis’s Prophecy and the Church. This work bulldozed the
residue of my collapsed dispensationalism.2 A couple of
friends of mine (Rev. Alan McCall and Barry Bostrom)
and T not only soon departed dispensationalism, but
transferred from Grace Seminary to Reformed Theolog-
ical Seminary in Jackson, Mississippi. Until then we had
been partial Calvinists; now we had become more fully
Reformed and hence nond1spensat10na1

My CONVERSION 10 THEONOMIC ETHICS -

At Reformed Seminary I took two courses that -
initially seemed implausible and misguided ex-
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travagance.: They were “History and Eschatology”. (in
which was set forth a postmillennial eschatology) and
“Christian Theistic Ethics” (in which was set forth theo-
nomic ethics). Both courses were taught by Dr. Greg L.
Bahnsen. :

~Regarding the: eschatologxcal questlon, even
though I was no longer a. dispensationalist, I had as-
sumed J. Dwight Pentecost, Hal Lindsey, and other dis-
pensationalists were correct in declaring that “post-
millennialism finds no defenders or advocates in the
present chiliastic discussions within the theological
world.”? I was unaware that in the very era in which
Pentecost’s' book was published (1958), there were at
least four notable works in defense of postmillennial-
" ism—one of them endorsed by the famed, orthodox Old
Testament scholar, O. T. Allis, who is often quoted in
Pentecost’s book. Those books were J. Marcellus Kik's,
Matthew. Twenty-Four (1948) and Revelation Twenty
(1955), Roderick Campbell’s Israel and the New Covenant
(mtroductlon by O. T. Allis, 1954), and Lorame Boett-
ner’s The Millennium (1957).4

- Even more far-fetched to me than the 1dea of the
v1ctory of the gospel in history was the applicability of
Old Testament law to modern culture..I had always
thought that the phrase “We are not under law, but un-
der grace” taught that we had no obligations to obey
God’s ethical standards. “That’s the Old Testament!”
was an easy (but fallacious) way to dismiss the Mosaic
Law, which God frequently calls “My Law.”5 Unfor-
tunately, dlspensanonal constructs still lumted my the-
ological perspective. - - o

I continued in steadfast opposmon to- Professor
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Bahnsen through almost half of each of the aforemen-

tioned courses. You might say that I “kicked against the'
pricks.” But in both courses I was eventually swayed by
the sheer force of biblical exegesis and consistent theo-
logical analysis. I went into these courses an anti-theo-
nomic amillennialist; I came out a theonorruc postrrul-r

_lenmahst

My Reformed: theology was becommg complete,
with the Westminster Divines I could cite Old Testa-
ment case laws alongside of New Testament passages
for divine insight into the resolution of moral. issues.
I could also turn to the Old and New Testament
prophetic hope for a proper understanding of the
gospel victory theme of eschatology.:In short, I could
apply the whole of Scripture to the whole of life in con-
fident ant1c1pat10n of all: glory belng Chrlst s in HlS

A world

My DISAPPOINTMENT WITH OBJECTIONS
" There are many unjust and misguided criticisms of

the theonomic ethic based on outlandish charges passed
as valid criticisms. One critic recently wrote: “On the
subject of the law reconstructionismé has got -both legs
bogged down in a vat of quickly-drying concrete. . . .
The list of criminals awaiting execution is long:
homosexuals, Baptists, swindlers and gatherers of sticks
on the Lord’s Day!”7 He offered no documentatlon of
this charge. : : :

Dispensationalist H Wayne House wrltes ”Noth-
ing is more heinous in a theocratic society than to
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- openly question the law-order.. The legitimate:institu-

' tions must therefore react with ‘destruction’ or other.ap-

propriate pumshment to those with whom they are at
war.”8 What is interesting about this statement is that:it.
is based on.a statement by R.'J. Rushdoony that any
’c1v1l order must.impose sanctions against criminal ac-
tions, such as treason.. House leaps to the unjustified
conclusion that mere unbelief in Christ or adherence to
d1spensat10nallsm would undet a' Christian theocratic
government be considered treasonous! .. S
- The distortions rampant in the Reconstructmn de-
bate are terribly frustrating. A prominent Christian jour-
* nalist.once asked me if I were going to:leave the Pres-
_byterian Church in America for a more theonomic envi-
ronment. My answer was and continues to be no! My -
~ denomination is Bible-believing, Presbyterian, andRe- -
formed in its confessional and constitutional stan-
dards—and that is what provides the basis for both my

" pastoral ministry and my Reconstructionist views.

v
Sy N

THE PCA AND THEONOMIC ETHICS

In pomt of fact the PCA has cons1dered theonomy
on a few occasions: andhas ‘always ‘allowed- it. “The
- General Assembly affirm[s] that no particular view of.
the application.of the judicial law for today should be
made a basis for orthodoxy or excluded as heresy.”? The
- PCA position has such a clear tolerance for theonomy"
that the General Assembly even rebuked a presbytery.
for delaying a man’s ordination on the sole basis of his
accepting. theonomy.10.On another occasion: it:adjudi--
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cated a case in favor of a particular theonomist who was
wrongly denied ordmatlon solely because of hlS theo-
nomic sympathles u o ~ S

‘Later another situation arose in Wthh the General"
Assembly was asked about the contemporary apph-
cablhty of Deuteronomy 13. The answer of the commit-

tee to study the question leaned toward a nontheonomic

position. But that was accompanied by a qualifying
statement prohibiting an'improper use of the report to
~the inquiring presbytery: “Since there are differences of
opinion with regard to the application and ‘general eq-
uity’ of the various penal sanctions, this declaration
shall not.be used by the courts of the Church to bmd
,the conscience of elders in the PCA.”12 -
. One of the more unusual rebuttals to theonomic
ethics comes from Meredith G. Kline. In a surprisingly
frank article he takes exception to the Westminster Con-
fession, lamenting that “[theonomy] is in fact a revival
of certain teachings contained in the Westminster Con-
fession of Faith. . . . Ecclesiastical courts operating un-
der the Westminster Confession' of Faith are going to
have their problems, therefore, if they should be of a
mind to bring the Chalcedon [i.e., theonomic] aberra-
tion under their judicial scrutiny.”13 That paper has been
carefully answered in an article by Greg L. Bahnsen.!

WHAT Is THEONOMY7

Before examining the b1b11cal case_ for theonormc
ethics, let us make sure we have clearly defmed the is-
‘sue‘at hand. :
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: THE MEANING OF THE TERM

) ”Theonomy is denved from a combmat10n of two
Greek words: theos (“God”) and nomos (”law”) It 51mply
means ”God’s Law.” Broadly speaklng the term descnbes
the Chr1st1an etIucal position that holds that God’s Word
deterrmnes what is right and wrong, rather than ‘nat-
ural law.” More narrowly ‘theonomy” is generally un-
derstood to point out the righteousness and practicality

'of the Mosalc c1v1l code for modern _application.

DISTINCTIVES OF THEONOMIC THOUGHT :

In summary, the distinctives of the theonomlc ethxc
are at least six. Theonomy holds that Old Testament
Law (often called “the Mosaic Law,” but actually wider
than the Mosaic Law code) is: s RHE

1 Bmdmg (that 1s, we are. obhged to obey it for

.- our sanctification); and- o =

2. Relevant (in'that all our Lord does'is govemed

- by all-wisdom and all-knowledge, thus making

- His Word practical for a11 t1mes and apphcable

.+ for all situations),. ,

~ 3. When properly 1nterpreted (taklng mto account :

- the full s1gmf1cance, purpose, and situation of

. the or1gmal intent of the various laws md1v1du-
.~ ally considered), and ° =

. 4. Properly applied (the ﬂow of redemptlve hlS-

.- tory must be taken into account and the New

- Testament precepts and- prmclples must be

given their full significancels). SN
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. 5. Thus, the details of the Law are essential to
4‘ Law-keeping (they form an essential part of the
+Law, as parts to the whole), and oo
6. Are meant to be equltably observed by man on
- the personal social, and c1v1l levels of human
o ex1$tence

L ThlS, in short is the theonoxmc ethic to Wthh I |
subscribe as an evangehcal Reformed Chnstlan Let us

' now turn to a consideration ‘of the case for theonomic
ethics. -

NOTES '

1. Now pubhshed as Lord of the Suved Gettmg to the Heart of .
~+ the Lordship Debate (Phillipsburg, N.J.: Presbytenan and
. Reformed, 1992). - - ‘
2. For a study of the postrmllenmal eschatologlcal questlon :

" against the backdrop of dispensationalism, see: Greg L.

Bahnsen and Kenneth L. Gentry, Jr., House Divided: The
Break-up of Dzspensatzonal Theology (Tyler, Tex.: Instltute
' for Christian Economics, 1989), chaps -9-16.."

3. J. Dwight Pentecost, Things to Come (Grand Rapids: Zon-.
" dervan, 1958), p. 387; see also Hal Lindsey, The Late Great
" Planet Earth (Grand Rap1ds “Zondervan, 1971), p- 176.

4. The two titles by Kik have since been combined into one

“" volume, An Eschatology of Victory (Ph1111psburg, N.J.: Pres-
' byterian and Reformed, 1971). For more detailed infor-
**-mation on this narrow historical question and for the bib-

lical case for postmillennialism, see my He Shall Have Do-
minion: A Postmillennial Eschatology (Tyler, Tex.: Institute
for Christian' Economics, 1992). : :

10



5.

_ INTRODUCTION:

House and Ice say emphatically that we must differenti-

© u-oate “God’s law”-from-“the law of Moses.” H.: Wayne
- House and Thomas D Ice, Dominion. Theology: Blessing Or

__-_;Curse’ (Portland Oreg ‘Multnomah, 1988), p. 100. How-
' ever, when we read the Old. Testament Scnptures, we

 find that God shows a spec1a1 jealousy and is adamant to

maintain that the Law given through Moses is His Law.

. The Law of Moses is identified over and over as the Law
‘of Jehovah: e.g., Deut. 30:10; Josh. 24:26; 2 Kings 10:31;
- 17:13; 21:8; 1 Chron. 22:12; 2 Chron. 6:16; 31:21; Ezra 7:6;
12, 14, 21; Neh. 8:8, 18; 9:3; 10:28, 29; Pss. 78:1; 81:4;-89:30;

119:34, 77, 92, 97,109, 174; Isa. 1:10; Jer. 6:19; 9:13; 16:11;.

- 26:4; 31:33; 44:10; 22:26; Dan. 6:5; Hos. 4:6; 8:1. - =
. A “Reconstructionist” is one who holds to-the applica-
- bility of God’s Law to modern society and government,

. while holding at the same time to the postmillennial hope -
~..-that promises that Christianity will win. the :world to
:Christ_through the gospel, wh1ch is ”the power ‘of God

unto salvation.”

. Erroll, Hulse, ”Reconstructlomsm, Restoratlomsm or - .

: Purltamsm," in Reformatzon Today, No. 116 (July/August,

10.

11,

.1990): 25. ‘ :

. House and Ice, Domzmon Theology, p 77 L :
. Minutes of the Seventh General Assembly of the Presbyterzan

- Church in Amenca (1979), p- 195 (“Report on Theonomy”).
Minutes of the Ninth General Assembly of the Presbyterian -
Church in America (1981), p. 145, section 7 (”Rev1ew and'
* Control of Presbyteries Report”). \

Minutes of the Tenth General Assembly of the Presbyterzan

. .Church in Amerlca (1982) pp. 107ff. (“Lee, et. al. v.-Gulf
.. Coast Presbyte_ry "). The gntlpathy by_ some towagd theon-
~omy is noted in that decision: “It is the judgment of the
.. Commission that [Teaching Elder] Donald C. Graham has

helped to aggravate the problem of dissension over

11
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" ‘theonomy’ by circulating materials which contain in-

temperate language to certain members of Gulf Coast

- Presbytery” (p. 108).

12.
13.

14.

Minutes of the Eleventh General Assembly of the Presbyterian
Church in America (1983), p. 97 ("Adv1ce of the Sub-Com—

‘mittee on Judicial Business”).
‘Meredith.G. Kline, “Comments on an Old-New Error: A

Review Article,” in- Westmmster Theological ]oumal 41 (Fall -
1978): 173.
Greg L. Bahnsen, “M. G. Kline on Theonomic Politics: An

" Evaluation of His Reply,” The’ ]ournal of Chrtstmn

. 'Reconstruction 6 (Winter 1979-80): 195ff.-
15.

The theonomic ethic holds that the New Tesfament is the

- conclusive revelation of God for man. If the New Testa-
' ment repeals or annuls a particular law from God’s Law

either by precept or example, then that law is not longer
binding in this era. But we hold that it is only God speak-

" ing in Scripture who has the authority to do so.

12
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 THE ESSENCE OF
-(GOD's Law
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' The Scr’ipture‘vso deﬁhés the nature of GQd’s Léw; as to
suggest very strongly its continuing validity today. This
may be seen from a variety of angles.

- THE LAW’S NATURE . -
1. The Law represents the presence of God. Unique to -
‘the Law of God is that it was personally written by the
finger of God. “And when He had made an‘end of
speaking with him on Mount Sinai, He gave Moses two
~ tablets of the Testimony, tablets of stone, written with
 the finger of God” (Ex. 31:18; see also Ex. 32:16; Deut.
4:13; 9:10; 10:4). The Law’s remarkable origin, like the
soul of Adam (Gen. 2:7), suggests its holy character. -

15
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2. The Law lies at the very heart of the new covenant.
The new covenant, as recorded in ]eremxah 31 31-33
reads P : :

’ ”Behold the days are commg, says the LORD, when I
will make a new covenant with the house. of Israel and
with the house of Judah— not according to the covenant
that I made with their fathers in the day that I took them
by the hand to bring them out of the land of Egypt, My
covenant which they broke, though I was a husband to

" them,” says the LORD. But this is ‘the covenant that I will
* "make with the house of Israel: After those days, says the

* Lorp, I will put My law! in their minds, and write it on
their hearts; and I will be their God, and they shall be
My people ” (Emphasxs added. )

.The new covenant was put into effect with the
estabhshment of the Lord’s Supper just before the
crucifixion of Christ.2 We live today under-the new
covenant administration of redemption and are re-
minded of that" every time we partake of the Lord’
Supper

3 The Law reflects God's character When we survey
the scriptural representations of the character of God's
Law, we soon discover that the same moral -attributes
applied to it are also used in reference to the very be-
ing of God. God is good (Mark 10:18; Ps. 143:10); the
Law is. good (Deut.:12:28; Ps. 119:68; Rom. 7:12, 16).
God is holy (Isa. 6:3; Rev. 15:4); the Law is holy (Num.
15:40; Rom. 7:12). God-is perfect (2 Sam.- 22:31; Ps.
18:30; Matt. 5:48); the Law is perfect (Ps. 1:25; James
1:25). God is spiritual (John-4:24); the Law is spiritual

16
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(Rom. 7:14). God is righteous (Deut. 32:4; Ezra 9:15; Ps.
116:5); the Law is righteous (Deut. 4:8; Ps. 19:7; Rom.
2:26; 8:4). God is just (Deut. 32:4; Ps. 25:8, 10; Isa:
45: 21) the Law is ]ust (Prov 28: 4 5; Zech 7 9 12 Rom.
7 12) o

- THE LAW'S PURPOSE

“When we read of the Law’s purpose in’ Scripture,
there appears to be nothmg that would render it inap-
propriate for our day. Indeed, there is everythmg to
commend it to the modern Chrlstlan

1. The Law defines sin. What the Chnstlan is called
to restrain and resist in the world is sin. The Law is es-
sential to our struggle against evil in that it defines sin.

“Whoever committeth sin transgresseth also the law: for
sin is the transgression of the law” (1 John 3: 4, K]V)
“For until the law. sin was in the world, but sin is-not
imputed when there is no law” (Rom. 5:13). “On the
contrary, I would not have known sin except through
the law. For I would not have known covetousness un-
less the law had said, ‘You shall not covet’” (Rom. 7:7b).
Other references speak of “lawlessness” as repre-
.hen51ble and Worthy of God's ]udgment 3 i

2. The Law convicts of sin. Wlth the preachmg of the
Law there follows the conviction of sin, in that Law ex-
pressly prohibits and judges sin. By pointing out sin, the
Law stirs the heart, bringing a'knowledge of the
death-dealing consequence of lawless behavior. - -

17
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- What-shall'we say then?.Is the law sin? Certainly not!

.7 On the contrary, I would not have known sin except

- 'through the law:. For I would not have known cov-

..i--etousness unless the law had said, ”You shall not

. .« covet.” ...I was ahve once w1thout the law, but when

. the commandment came, sin revwed and I died. . For

.. .sin, takmg occasion by the commandment decelved me,
o ‘_and by it killed me. (Rom 7:7,9, 11; cp. ]ames 29)

3. The Law condemns transgresszon The Law also car-
ries with it the penalty of its infraction, clearly showing
 the destructive consequences. of lawless conduct. “The
~law bnngs about wrath; for where there is no law there
is no transgressmn” (Rom. 4:15). “For whoever shall

.. keép the whole law, and yet stumble in’one point, he is .

guilty of all”. (James 2: 10). “For as many as are of the
works of the law are under the curse, for it is wrltten,
’Cursed is everyone who does not continue in all things
wh1ch are written in the book of the law, to do them’”
(Gal 3: 10 see also Deut 11:26, 28). .

RO 3 The Law drives people to Chrzst In that the Law
.severely judges sin, leaving men exposed. to the wrath
of God; and in that the Law cannot save, it drives them
to Christ. “And the commandment, which was to bring
‘hfe, I found to bring death” (Rom. 7:10). “Therefore the
law. was our tutor to bring us to Christ, that we might
be justified by faith” (Gal. 3:24). The theonomic. ethic
-does not hold that Law-keeping has ever or will ever
merit salvation for anyone. In fact, it causes them to de-
spair of their own righteousness so that they- rmght seek
the righteousness of another: Christ the Lord.
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.-« 5. The Law restrains evil. When the Law is properly
understood and its breach feared, it tends to exercise a
restraining power within over the souls of men.-When
enacted in the public sphere, it reduces criminal activ-
ity by threatening judgment. For instance, when “thou
shalt not kill” is backed up by the sanction, “He who
strikes a man so that he dies shall surely be put to
death” (Ex. 21:12), the cost of crime becomes prohibi-
Ry “h . Rt o

- This is as God designed it to be.”

But we know that the law is good if one uses it law-
- fully, knowing this: that the law is not made for a right-
eous person, but for the lawless and insubordinate, for
the ungodly and for sinners, for the unholy and profane,
- for murderers of fathers and murderers of mo_thers, for
manslayers, for fornicators, for sodomites, for kidnap-
_ pers, for liars, for perjurers, and if there is any other
thing that is contrary to sound doctrine, according to the
glorious gospel of the blessed God which was comrmt-
ted to my trust. (1 Tim 1:8- 11; cp. Ps. 119: 11):. ¢

, 6. The Law guidés sanctification. The Law does not

have the power to sanctify; that is the ministry of the
Holy Spirit as He operates in the gospel. But the Law
sets forth the God-ordained pattern of righteous behavior
and therefore provides an objective standard for the
Spirit-filled Christian so that he n’ught know what God
expects of him. ‘

.For what the law could not do in that it was weak |

. through the flesh, God did by sending His own Son in
the likeness of sinful flesh, on account of sin:- He con-
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demned sin in the flesh, that the righteous requirement
of the law might be fulfilled in us who do not walk ac-
cording to the flesh but accordmg to the Spirit. (Rom.
8 3-4) ,

© “To those who are Wlthout law, (I am] as w1thout
| law (not being without law toward God, but under law to-
ward Christ), that I rmght win those who are Wlthout
- law” (1 Cor. 9:21, emphasis added; see also Lev. 20:8; Ps.
119:105; Prov. 6: 23) ;

T e s NOTES

1 See note 5 in the mtroductlon :

+ 2. Matt. 26:28; Mark 14:24; Luke 22:20; 1 Cor 11 25; 2 Cor.
. 3:71f.; Heb. 8:6ff. ,

3 Matt. 7:23; 13:41; 23:28; 24: 12 Acts 8: 23 Rom 3:20; 6: 19;
‘1 Cor. 13:6; Titus 2: 14; Heb. 1:9; James 3:6. The King James
Version rendering “iniquity” is literally “lawlessness” in
the Greek: a.(“no”) and nomos (“law”)."

20



CHAPTER
THREE

THE LORD JESUS CHRIST
- AND GOD's Law






The central personage of prophecy and gospel is the
Lord Jesus Christ. There are several respects in which
we may see that the He mtended His new covenant
people to keep the Law of God. In no way did He un-
dercut the validity of the Law When He came. In fact,
He confirmed it.

~ CHRisT EXPRESS_LY AFFIRMED THE LAW

B That truth is most clearly taught in Matthew
5:16-20.

[16] Let your light so shine before men, that they may .
see your good works and glorify your Father in
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_heaven. [17] Do not think that I came to destroy the
- .Law or the Prophets. I did not come to destroy but to
fulfiil. [18] For assuredly, I say to you, till heaven and
earth pass away, one jot or one tittle will by no means
pass from the law till all is fulfilled. [19] Whoever
" therefore breaks one of the least of these com-
‘mandments, and teaches men so, shall be called least
in the kingdom of heaven; but whoever does and
“teaches them, he shall be called great in the kingdom
- of heaven. [20] For I say to you, that unless your right-
eousness exceeds the righteousness of the scribes and
Pharisees, you will by no means enter the kingdom of
heaven.

...In the following pages I will give a br1ef run-
mng commentary on points of the passages of exeget-
ical significance.to the theonomic position.! The
reader is urged to keep his Bible open to the passage
for consultation as these exeget1ca1 remarks .are pro-
vided.

T Immedlately after urgmg His hearers to God-glo-
nfymg works, Christ says, “do not think that I came to
destroy the Law or the Prophets” (v. 17). He begms
defining the character of those works in terms of
God’s Law. The phrase “do not think” is an ingressive
aorist verb that means, “do not begin to think.” He
does not want the thought He is about to mention
even to cross the minds of His hearers. He does not
want to be misunderstood as He corrects distortions
and abuses of the Law of God He encounters during
His ministry. :

~ When he says, “do not thmk that I came to destroy
the Law or the Prophets” (v. 17), he uses a Greek word
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that means to “dismantle, abrogate, dispose of thor-
oughly Rather than allowing His hearers even to be-
gin to think this, He says, “I have not come to destroy,
but to fulfill” (v. 17) The conjunction ”but” here is the
; 'strong adversative (Gk.: alla). It provides sharp contrast,
as in Matthew 10:34, which exactly parallels Matthew

5:17 i in form and structure Matthew 10:34 reads: “Do

not thmk that I came to brmg peace on earth. I did not
come to bring peace but a sword.” Notice the strong
contrast between “peace” and a “sword.” Likewise in
Matthew 5:17 Jesus contrasts destroying the Law with
fulfilling it; the ideas are juxtaposed as opposites.

- The word “fulfill” (v..17), which the Lord uses here,
cannot imply “to live out and complete it, so as to do
away with it,” or anything similar. Since the word is
contrasted with “destroy,” it would be wrongly inter-
- preted as “fulfill and do away with.” The abrogation of
the Law is the very thing Christ demes ”Fulflll” here
may mean one of two things.

- (1) It may - mean “to confirm, establish.” Romans
3: 31 (which uses a different verb) says: “Do we then
make void the law through faith? Certainly not! On the
contrary, we establish' the law.” Confirmation  of the
Law is certainly a New Testament concept accordmg to
Paul. (2) Or it may mean “fill up to full' measure.” This
would indicate restoring it to its true meamng, in op-
posmon to Pharisaic distortions. * ' "

‘Matthew 5:20 in the context here strongly suggests ’

the latter interpretation (although it does not exclude
the former—indeed, it implies it): “For 1 say to you, that
unless your righteousness exceeds the righteousness of
the scribes and Pharisees, you will by no means enter
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the kingdom of heaven” (cp. Matt. 15:3-9; 23:23). The ‘
scribes and Pharisees had so redefined the Law in terms
of their own system of thought, they had virtually.emp-

tied it of its true meaning. Christ came to restore the -

Law to the original, divine intention. ‘ Bt

. .'The word “for”:(v. 18) introduces an explanatlon of’
verse 17. What follows the word gives )ustlflcatlon for
what precedes. - - -

-When Christ says: assuredly (or verlly” in the
K]V) (v. 18), He. emphas1zes the importance of the fol-
lowing statement.  The Lord often. uses this word to
draw His hearers’ attention to an:important observa-
tion: He is about to. make. That observation- follows.
“For assuredly, I say to you, till heaven and earth pass
away, one jot or one tittle will by no means pass from.
the law till all is fulfilled” (Matt. 5:18). The reference
“heaven and earth pass away” (v. 18) indicates a com-
parison between the stability of the Law and that of
the world (cp. Eccl. 1:4). The Law cannot be disan-
nulled until the material heavens and earth pass away
(and even then “till” does not requlre that it: w111 pass
away at:that time).

‘The: phrase. ”]ot or tittle” (v. 18) makes reference
to the smallest- Hebrew letter (the yodh, or.“jot”) and
the ornamental strokes on the letters (“tittles”). Christ -
is concerned to show that God’s Law. in‘its totality is
protected by God’s authority. His repetition of “one”
before both “jot” and “tittle” (v.'18) is important. In
Hebrew thought, repetltxon is. commonly used for
strong emphasis. .

+“Till all is fulfllled” (v 18) may hterally be trans-’
lated “Until all things be,accompllshed ” Thus, ‘this
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statement parallels “till heaven and earth pass away.”
In other words, not the smallest letter. or stroke. of the
‘-law will pass away before history ends.? e

- He then backs up and reinforces what He has ]ust
stated ”Whoever therefore breaks one of the least' of
ﬁthese commandments, and teaches men so, shall be
: called least in the kingdom of heaven; but whoever does
"and teaches them, he shall be called great in the kmg-
“dom of heaven”. (Matt. 5:19). “Least commandment”
(v. 19) repeats the empbhasis of the small aspects of the
‘Law in order:to show its binding significance. If the
least things are so important, how much more the large
aspects of the Law? - e

The one who goes agamst Hls teachmg in tlus re-
gard is considered “least in the kmgdom of heaven”
(v. 19). This speaks of that person’s status in the king-
dom Christ established on earth.3 It 1nvolves the
post-Old Testament, post—]ohn the Baptlst era: (Mark
11:13ff.; Luke 16:16ff.), which so many of Hls parables
dealt with (e. g., Matt.. 13). :

Following this strong statement of the Law s va-
lidity, Christ rebuts scribal distortions of the Law by
their adherence to oral interpretation, rather than a
faithful obedience to the written law (Matt. 5:21ff.). No-
tice two things: (1) The: contrasts drawn' are between
‘what is “written” and what is “said of old" (by the rab-
blS) When the Lord ‘refers to God’s Law in‘its true,
‘und1stortedsense,,He always says, “Tt is vwrltten" (e.g.s
‘Matt. 4:4, 6, 7, 10)..(2) He has just made a strong state-
ment as to the Law’s continuing validity. Consistency
~would require that Matthew 5 21ff. not allow an under- ‘
mining-of His teaching. - Co
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' CHrisT EMPHATICALLY TAUGHT
: THE LAW'S RELEVANCE '

’ The Lord rebukes ‘the Pharrsees, for mstance, not
for their keepmg the small tithe obhgatrons of the Law,
~but for their domg so while overlooking the wezghtzer mat-
ters of the Law. “Woe to you, scribes and Pharisees, hyp- :
ocrites! For you pay tithe of mint and anise and cumin,
and have neglected the welghtler matters of the law:
justice and mercy and faith. These you ought to have
done, without leaving the others undone” (Matt. 23:23).
They constantly made void God’s LaW through their
‘ tradrtxons (Mark 7:1-13).

]esus teaches that the Law is the Golden Rule of
service to God and man. “Therefore, whatever you want
‘men to do to you, do also to them, ‘for thls is the Law
and the Prophets” (Matt. 7: 12). ; .

' He teaches that love i is defmed by Law The Iew-
1sh lawyer asked Him: '

”Teacher, whrch is the great commandment in the
& law?”. Jesus said to him, ““You shall love the LORD
~your God wrth all your heart, with all ‘your soul, and
. with all your mmd ‘This is the first and great com-
f mandment. And the second is like it: “You shall love
_your nerghbor as yourself On'these two command-
. ments hang all the Law and the Prophets " (Matt
2236—40) BRI, B IS

Love is not feehng or nondescrlpt action, It is obe—
dient action defined by the strictures of God-ordained
Law. = P Ry g R ey

28



THE LORD JEsUs Cumsr AND GoD's LaW

CHRIST UPHELD THE LAw S CIVIL FUNCTION

Even one of the laws most commonly misunder-
stood and misused today against the theonomic view is
upheld by Christ. That is the law calhng for capltal pun-
ishment for 1ncorr1g1ble crimes. Even the parents of a
dangerous person are to turn him over to civil authorl-'
t1es for his capltal pumshment :

But He answered and said to them, Why do you also
.. 'transgress the commandment of God because of your
. tradition? For God commanded, saying, ‘Honor your fa-
2 ther and your mother’; and, ‘He who curses father or
‘mother, let him be put to death.’ But you say, ‘Whoever
ST says to his father or mother, “Whatever profit you rmght
- . have received from me has been dedicated to the tem-
. ple”—is released from honormg his father or mother.”
Thus you have made the commandment of God of no '
effect by your tradltlon ” (Matt 15 3—6) '

Christ rebukes the Pharisees for crrcumventmg this
law (Remember His warning in Matt. 5:19-20! Our right-
eousness should exceed that of the scribes and Pharisees.)

- This law has-to do with a son old- enough to be a

threat to the commumty through criminal activity. He is

described vanously as a glutton and drunkard, a stub-

“born and rebellious son who will not heed or obey his

parents (Deut. 21:18-20) and is a physxcal threat to them
(Ex. 21:15). This is not a ten-year-old who refuses to take
out the garbage. The son in question has become an en-
emy and a curse to his parents.- - .

‘Whatever we might 1mt1ally tIunk of thlS law, we

- must remember that it was ordained by the Lord God.
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ThlS should forestall the Chnstlan s mockery of 1t glv- e *

mg h1m pause to con51der 1ts true 51gmf1cance g

CHRIST PERFECTLY KEPT THE LAW

VThe Scrlpture teaches that Jesus.came to keep the«
LaW ”Then 1 said, ’Behold I come, In the scroll of the»

Book it is written of me. I delight to do Your will, O my

God And Your law is ‘within my heart’” (Ps. 40: 7-8). In
fact He was born under the Law (Gal. 4:4). Thus He
kept the Law in detail in His personal life (Matt 8: 4
17: 24; Mark 11:16-17). e

- Because of the nature of sin as transgressmn of the .
Law,4 Christ was sinless because He kept the Law fully ‘

-Thus, he could say, “Which of you convicts:-Me of sin?”

(John 8:46; cp. 1 John 3:4; John 15:10). This bemg the
case, He is our perfect example of Law-keepmg

‘ He who says, 1 know H1m,” and does not keep His
“’. commandments, is a’ har, and the truth is not’ in’ him.
. ..But whoever keeps His word, truly the love of God is
"+ -perfected in him. By this we know that we are in Him.
"+ He who says he abides in Him ought h1mse1f also to
= 'walk ]ust as He walked " (1 ]ohn 2 4-6)

vk Followmg after Chnst and keepmg H1s command-
ments are synonymous, accordmg to ]ohn '

- CHRIST SAVED UsIN TERMS OF THE LAw |

‘The Lord died in terms of the Law for us. He came
“to redeem those who were under the law, that we _
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might receive the adoption as sons” (Gal. 4:5; cp. Col.
2:14; Heb. 9:22). In fact, His death eternally accented the
. need for and the validity of the Law. The Law could not
be set aside, even to spare Christ. “He who did not
spare His own Son, but delivered Him up for us all,
how shall He not with Him also freely give us all
things?” (Rom. 8:32; cp. Heb. 9:22-26). Faith, then, con-
firms the Law’s validity (Rom. 3:31). If the Law could
not be set aside to spare God's own Son, how may we
surmise that it will be set aside for the New Covenant
.era" It is the standard of God’s righteousness, the
breach of which brings condemnation. The Cross is an
eternal testimony to the rightedusness of and the con-
tinuing vahdlty of God's Law.

Nortes.

1. More detailed consideration of the passages can be found
in Greg L. Bahnsen, Theonomy in Christian Ethics, 2d ed.
(Phillipsburg, N.J.: Presbytérian and Reformed, 1984).

‘2. See chapter 5 for a discussion of the ceremonial and
sacrificial laws. These are prophetic laws that prefigure
the coming of Christ and symbolize redemption. For that
reason they no longer bind the new covenant era Chris-

3. Matt. 3:2; 4:17; 10:7; 11:11-12.

4. See earlier presentation above.
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CHAPTER
FOUR

‘THE NEW TESTAMENT
- AND GOD'S Law






The unity of Scrlpture assumes the contmuance of‘

God’s Law. God’s Word reveals to us a unified and
righteous ethic. “The Scripture cannot be broken” (John
10:35b). “All Scripture is given by inspiration of God,
and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction,
for instruction in righteousness, that the man of God
may be complete, thoroughly equipped for every good
- work” (2 Tim. 3:16-17). The Christian’s manual for holy
living is “all Scripture.”

All Scripture, not just the New Testament is glven:

that the Christian might be “complete” and “thoroughly
equlpped for every good work.” Interestingly, 2 Timo-
thy is_the last book written by Paul and is probably the
last book written in the New Testament.t .
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THE NEW TESTAMENT ExPRESSLY CONFIRMS THE LAW

One of the most noble of Christian virtues is faith.
It is the God-ordained instrument of justification.
God'’s gracious provision of salvation on the basis of
grace and through the means of faith is often thought
to abrogate the Law of God for today. Yet Paul, the
great Apostle of Faith, tells us that faith confirms the

- Law. “Do we then make void the law through faith?

Certamly not! On the contrary, we estabhsh the law”
(Rom. 3:31).
"~ Paul, who is known in the New Testament as the

“apostle to the Gentiles and to the uncircumcised (Rom.

15:16; Gal. 2:9; Eph. 3:8), nevertheless, upheld the “Jew-
ish” Mosaic Law as an ethical ideal for God’s people.
When he wrote to the church at Rome, he wrote to a
gentile church (Rom. 1:13; 15:12; 16:4). “Therefore the
law is holy, and the commandment holy and just and

good. . . .. For we know that the law is spiritual” (Rom.

7:12, 14) And thls was well mto the new covenant era.

NEW TESTAMENT TEACHERS USE
THE LAW IN TEACHING

1. Chrzst based His teaching on the Law. Chnst was
not hesitant to base His teaching solidly on the Old Tes-
tament Scriptures, mchidmg the moral obhgatlons of
the Law. “He said to him, ‘What is written in the law?
What is your reading of it?’” (Luke 10: 26). We should’
recall Matthew 7:12; also: “Therefore, whatever you
want men to do to you, do also to them, for this is the -
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Law and the Prophets” (see also Matt.. 12 5; 19: 4 Lukev

10: 26 16:17, 29-30; ]ohn 8: 17)

2 Even detazl case luws are czted as bmdmg dzrectzves
The apostles were not fearful of citing Old Testament
case laws, despite the abuses of ]udalzers (see Acts 15;
Gal. 2). In 1 Timothy 5:18 Paul cites Deuteronomy 25:4
to confirm an obligation upon the church. “Let the el--
ders who rule well be counted worthy of double honor,

' especially those who labor in the word and doctrine.
‘For the Scripture says, ‘You shall not muzzle an ox

while it treads out the grain,” and, ’The laborer is wor-,

‘thy of his wages"’ (1 Tim. 5: 17-18; cp. also 2 Cor. 6:14

and Deut. 22:10; Rom. 10:6-8 and Deut. 30:11-13; Acts‘ ‘

23: 1-5 and Ex. 22 28 Lev 19 15; Deut 25: 2)

CHRISTIAN CONDUCT Is BASED ON LAW OBEDIENCE

1 Love is given defmztzon by the Law Followmg thef

example of Christ already noted above, the apostles de-

fine love in terms of law. And love is the greatest of

Christian virtues (1 Cor. 13:13). “Love does no harm to

a neighbor; therefore love is the fulfillment of the law”

(Rom. 13:10; see also Matt. 22:36-40; Gal. 5:14).

2. Keeping God's commandments is important. Paul
clearly teaches the importance of “keeping the com-
mandments of God,” when he writes, “Circumcision is
nothing and uncircumcision is nothing, but keeping the
commandments of God is what matters” (1. Cor. 7:19).
That is-why he.writes in a later chapter,:“Let your
women keep silent in the churches, for they are not
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permitted to speak; but they are to be submissive, as the
law also says” (1 Cor. 14:34). John agrees with Paul.
“Now by this we know that we know Him, if we keep
His commandments. He who says, ‘I know Him," and
does not keep His commandments, is a liar, and the
truth is not in him” (1 John 2:3-4; cf. 5:3).

* GOSPEL PREACHING DEP'ENDS\‘ON GOD'S LAw SERE

- 'The Law convxcts of sm, as we have shown before
(1 John 3:4; Matt. 19: 16-24 John 7: 19; Acts 7:53; James

- 2:9). Without the conviction of sin there will be no turn-

ing to the Savior in repentance for salvation. Without
the call to repentance there is no preachmg of the gospel
of Jesus Christ. ~ »

‘Moreover, God’s judgment of sinners w111 be based

’on the Law. “And then I will declare to them, ‘I never

knew you; depart from Me, you who practice lawless-

. ness!"”” (Matt. 7:23; cf. 13:41; Rom.:2:12-15; James 2:10-

12). Men will be judged on the basis of an objective
standard: God’s Law. Such a judgment will determine
the degree of punishment that a person receives in hell
(cp. Luke 12:47; Rev. 20:12). :

NOTES
1.-Contrary to popular opinion, Revelation was not the last
book written. See Kenneth L. Gentry, Jr., Before Jerusalem
-Fell: Dating the Book of Revelation (Tyler, Tex.: Institute for
- Chnshan Econom1cs, 1989)...:
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Despite there being such a strong case for the theonomic
ethic in Scripture, certain passages are often brought

- forward as contrary evidence. These negative passages :

must be reviewed in light of three factors:

1. The foundatlon of theonomic ethlcs is Well estab- |

lished scripturally (e.g., Matt, 5:17-19; Rom. 3:31). There
is too much positive ev1dence available to proof-text
God’s Law away. The Scripture is noncontradictory.
Any apparent contradictions must be interpreted in
light of Scripture’s infallibility. A

"~ 2. Much of the historical background of the New
Testament is the struggle of Christianity with Jewish
pride. “Is He the God of the Jews only? Is He not also
* the God of the Gentiles? Yes, of the Gentiles also” (Rom.
3:29).! This debate can be misconstrued as contra-God'’s
Law if not kept in the proper perspective. We are so far
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removed from the Iew-Christian debate today that we,

may overlook its significance in the early church.. -...:

..3. The historical background in other instances is
clearly legalism: “. . . knowing that a man is not justi-
fied by the works of the law but by faith in Jesus Christ,
even we have believed in Christ Jesus, that we might be
justified by faith in Christ and not by the works of the
law; for by the works of the'law no flesh shall be justi-
fied” (Gal. 2:16).2 No proper understanding of God'’s
Law can be legalistic. That is, no truly evangelical
understanding of the function of God’s Law can allow
Law-keeping as a ba51s for salvatlon, which is what le-
galism t teaches

A SURVEY OF PASSAGES

, Passages that appear to negate the theonormc use
of the Law of God today tend to fall into four classes:

« Class 1: Those which renounce the Law as a
means of ]ustlflcatlon (see above)
e Class 2: Passages emphasizing the death-deahng
- ‘nature of sin as it relates to the Law. ‘
‘e Class 3: Those pertaining to the tran51ent cere—
" monial aspects of the Law.
* Class 4: Passages that are 31mply rmsrnterpreted
altogether '

Rowans 614

' Romans 6:14 is the most famous antitheonornic
passage. “For sin shall not have dominion over you, for
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_ you are not under laW but under grace i It 1s a Class 4
passage Notice two. things: - ICIARE TR ¢ e
-1.Paul is.not referrmg to the Mosa1c Law but to

a law-prmc1ple for salvation, i.e;, legalism. God’s Law.
is not an enemy.of God’s grace, for God’s Law endorses

. 2. The phrase ‘under- law means bemg a slave to '
, legahsm According to the context, we are to be’ o
“slaves:to rlghteousness because ‘we are under ,
’grace , e : . . : B

;,)Do you not 1<now that to whom you present yourselves ‘
“slaves to obey, you are that one’s slaves whom you
obey, whether-of sin to death, or of obed1ence to right-. .

thegraceofGod3 SR SRRV T

~“eousness? But God. ‘be thanked that though you were .

- slaves of sin, yet you' obeyed from the’ heart that form.
" of doctrine to which you' ‘were delivered. And havmg

f'been set free from sm, you became slaves of r1ghteous- I

e ness (Rom 616-18) G S S

RoMANs 7'4

- Romans 74 isa: Class 2 passage' ”Therefore, my .
brethren, you also have become dead to the law through-
‘the body of Christ, that you may be married to- another,
even to Him who was raised from the dead, that we
~should bear fruit to God.” =

~ “To properly understand this verse, we should note
that it is the believer who has died, not the Law. That is
a rather big difference! The Law requires perfect1on and
holds us back from God as we fail because of its right-
eous demands. But in Christ, we died to the Law as a_
condemner. We have not died to that which Paul, in the -
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same epistle, says faith establishes (Rom. 3:31), sanctl-
fication needs (Rom. 7 12, 14), and the Holy Spirit
prompts (Rom 8 3-4)

ROMANS 10 4

Romans 10 4 is- clearly a. Class 1 passage. ”For,
Christ is the end of the law for righteousness to every-
one who believes.” Here Paul simply says, contrary to-
Pharisaic Judaism, that Christ is the end of the Law for.
righteousness, or justification before God. No one.can |
be. ]ustlfled before God by adhermg to God’s Law, how-
ever metlculously o

2 CORINTHIANS 3

2 Cormthlans 3isa Class 4 passage The Law is
con51dered in its death- deahng sense because men
break it. God ”also made us sufﬁaent as ministers of
the new covenant, not of the letter but of the Sp1r1t for
the letter kills, but the Spirit gives life” (2 Cor. 3: 6-8). -

Paul notes that the new covenant outshines the old
covenant in glory because it has the power to enhven
and 1mpart life. , : : et

But‘ 1f the ministry of death, written and erigraved on

*  stones, was glorious, so that the children of Israel could

- not-look steadily at the face of Moses because of the

e glory of his countenance, which. glory. was passing

. away, how. will the ministry-of the Spirit not be more

. glorious? For if the ministry of condemnatlon had glory,'

- the ministry of rlghteousness exceeds much more m
e ,;vglory (2 Cor. 37b-9)




ALLEGED NEGATIVE PASSAGES

Tt was, ‘the glory of the old covenant order that
faded, not the Law: T oo :

‘For if what is passing away was glorious, what remains '

is much more glorious. Therefore, since we have such

_ hope, we use great boldness of speech—unhke Moses,

. who put a veil over his face so that the children of Is-

.. rael could not look steadily at the end of what was pass-
o -_‘1ng away ” (2 Cor 3:11-13)

GALATIANS ‘ R

In Galatians we have passages that may be desig-
nated Classes 1 and 3. The Galatians were trying to keep
the ‘ceremonial aspects of the Law in hopes of gaining
justification before God (Gal. 5: 1-4; 2:19, 21; 3:11). But
Christ has delivered us from the curse that the broken
Law demands. ”Chrlst has redeemed us from the curse
of the law, havmg become a curse for us (for itis wrlt—
‘ten ‘Cursed is’ -everyone ‘who. hangs on a tree N (Gal

3:13). The Law itself is not a “curse,” but it contalns a
curse for those who break 1t ‘

]OHN 1 17
John 1:17 is a Class 4 passage. “For the law was

: given through Moses, but grace and truth came through

Jesus Christ.” The contrast here is not between Law and
grace or truth, but between Moses and Christ in their
roles in the unfoldmg of divine revelation: The Law was
through Moses (it was not his own). Grace 'and truth

‘were actually realized in Christ (1t was His own) Thus, ‘

the Law indirectly manifests God as a reflection,

45




ALLEGED NEGATIVE PASSAGES

whereas Christ directly manifests God as the “exact
'representatlon" (]ohn 1: 14 18 Heb 1 3)

LUKE 16 16

Luke 16 16 isa Class 4 passage ”The law and the
' prophets were until John. Since that time the kingdom

~ of God has been. preached ‘and everyone is pressing -
into it.” It merely teaches that the age of the Law and

‘prophets historically led up.to the corrung of. Chnst
Nothmg here is contra—theonormc Sl ,

'THE CEREMONIAL LAw

, The ceremomal law 1s often brought forward to un-
dermme a proper. exposition of Matthew 5: 17-19, :as
gwen in an earlier chapter. However, we must recog-
nize, first, that God’s Law reflects two sorts of truth:
-frmoral and restorative. That is, the Law reflects God’s
‘holy justice and His grac1ous salvation. The ceremomal
‘law, by deszgn, was never mtended to be an end in itself.
It always prophetically and typically looked forward to
the coming Redeemer. It foreshadowed ‘the eternal
truths of Christ’s work and it was mtended to be su-
perseded.

Therefore, if perfectlon were through the Levxtrcal
‘priesthood (for under it the people received the law),
* what further need was there that another priest should
" rise according to the order of Melchizedek, and not be
called according to the order of Aaron? For the priest-
- hood being changed, of necessity there is also a change

. of the law. (Heb. 7:11, 12)
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Second, Christ’s coming confirmed the essential
meaning of the ceremonies and eternally validated their
teaching. Christ is the reality of which they were but the
shadow.

Third, we have the ceremonies observed for us in

- Christ. He. did not destroy their meaning, but trans-
formed the way they are to be kept. He is our sacrifice
(1 Cor. 5:7; 1 Pet. 1:19; John 1:29). Sometimes we may
find it difficult to determine what laws are ceremonial
and what ones are not, but this does not destroy the
principle of theonomic ethics.

l Ce ALLEGED NEGATIVE PASSAGES

NOTES

1. See also 1:13;.2:17-20, 28-29; 9:31; 10:3.
2..Cp. Gal. 2:21-3:3, 10, 11; 5:4. : g
3. Ex. 32:13; 33:13; ]er 3:12; 1 Kings 8:46, 48-53 Heb 1 1£f.
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CHAPTER
9IX

~ Tee WompScore

OFGoD'SLaw







Itis often argued that the Mosalc Law was expressly de-
signed for use only i in old covenant Israel. Its relevance
was exclusively for the spec1al redemptlve natlon in
pre-Christian times. : e :

Dispensationalists are prone to-use this argument
qulte vigorously: “The stipulations of Sinai were not for
the nations in general but to a people under grace. . . .
Since nations around Israel were not called to adopt the
Mosaic Covenant, it seems evident that the pagan na-
- tions would not be judged by the law of Moses.”1.

. THEONOMIC ETHICS VAND THE NATIONS :

The followmg are a few responses to that sort of
ob]ectlon
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I R " THE WORLD-SCOPE OF GOD’S Law

1. The dispensationalist objection confuses moral com-
b mandments and covenantal form. The moral commands
are distinguishable from the covenantal system in
which they are found. For example, in both the new
covenant and the old, we are commanded to love father
and mother (cp. Deut. 5:16 and Eph. 6:2). This does not
mean that the old covenant and the new covenant are
the same! : ‘

The old covenant form, which included the sacrifi-
cial system and other ceremonial requirements and was
established only with Israel, encoded numerous di-
vinely ordained moral requlrements, which are the per-
.petually obligatory commandments of God. Unchang-
ing moral requirements may be distinguished from the
changing historical and redemptive trappings in which
they are found. Moral commandments (justice defining)
are distinguishable from distinctive ceremonial laws (re- _
| "demption expounding), as is evidenced in the Old Tes-
i tament itself. God contrasts the moral and ceremonial,

: when He says, “For I desire mercy and not sacrifice,
And the knowledge of God more than burnt offermgs”
(Hos. 6:6).

Elsewhere we witness the s‘ame.’-”Then Samuel
said: ‘Has the LORD as great delight in burnt offerings
and sacrifices, As in obeylng the voice of the LORD? Be-
hold, to obey is better than sacrifice, And to heed than
the fat of rams’” (1 Sam. 15:22). David writes:

Deliver me from bloodguiltiness, O God, The God of my
salvation, And my tongue shall sing aloud of Your
- righteousness. O Lord, open my lips, And my mouth
; shall show forth Your praise. For You do not desire sac-
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-rifice, or else I would give it; You do not delight in burnt

. offering. The sacrifices of God are a broken spirit, A bro-
ken and a contrite heart—These, O God You w111 not
despise. (Ps 51: 14-17)2 E

2. God’s Law was in fuct deszgned to be a model for the
natzons

Therefore be careful to observe them, for tlus is your
wisdom and your understanding in the sight of the -
peoples who will hear all these statutes, and say,
“Surely this great nation is a wise and understanding
people.” For what great nation is there that has God so
near to it, as the LORD our God is to us, for whatever
~ reason we may call upon Him? And what great nation
- is there that has such statutes and righteous judgments
as are in all this law which I set before you this day’
(Deut 46-8) . : :

- This is 1ndicated elsewhere, as well, including
1 Kings 10:1, 8-9; Isaiah 24:5; 51:4; Psalms 2:9ff.; 47:1-2;
94:10-12; 97:1-2; 119:46, 118-119; Proverbs 16:12; Ecclesi-
astes 12:13. God does not have a double standard of ]us-
t1ce (cf Deut 25 13 16; Lev 19 35-37)

3. The nations ‘around Ismel were often ]udged for
breaching God'’s moral standards, but never for breachmg the
Mosaic covenantal form Israel is warned, wh11e prepar-
mg to enter the’ Land ' ’

p Do not defile yourselves w1th any of these thmgs, for by
all these the nations are defiled, which I am casting out
~before you. For the land is defiled; therefore I visit the
- punishment of its iniquity upon it, and the land vomits
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- out its inhabitants. You shall therefore keep My statutes
- and My judgments, and shall not commit any of these
“- abominations, either any of your own nation or-any

stranger who sojourns among you (for all these abomi- ‘

~ nations the men of the land have done, who were be-
fore you, and thus the land is. defiled) (Lev. 18:24-27)3

The same truth may be seen earlier in Abraham'’s

-day in the judgment of Sodom and Gomorrah (Gen.

19:15; cp 2 Pet. 29)

4 Church and state were sepamte in the Old Testament-.

} era. Dispensationalists accuse theonomists of promoting

the -“fusion of church and state”* or intermingling the
two institutions.5:Such a merging, they argue, was ap-
proprlate to Israel’s particular place in redemptlve his-
tory, but not to nations outside of Israel. What they fail
to reahze is that theonomists do not argue for any such
union of church and state. There was no such union in
Israel itself. Although there was a close relation between
church and state, they remained separate institutions.
There was a dlstmctlon between the civil ruler, Moses,

and the prlestly head Aaron, between the offices of

priest and king; between the temple and palace (1 Sam.

~ 13:13; 2 Chron. 19:5-11; 26:16-21). To argue for the nor-

mat1v1ty of God’s Law today is not to deny the va11d1ty
of those dlstmctlons ‘

5. People from all nations are under obligation to God's
Law today. Paul’s writings are very clear in this regard:
“... . who, knowing the righteous judgment of God, that
those who practice such things are worthy of death, not
only do the same but also approve of those who prac-
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tice them” (Rom 1:32). Here Paul is not limiting. God's

- judgment to any one sin, but he speaks of the complex
-of sinfulness depicted in:the: precedmg Verses 6 A few

verses later he wntes

For as many as have sinned without law will also per-
ish without law, and as many as have sinned in the law
~ will be judged by the law (for not the hearers of the law
_are ]ust in the sight of God, but the doers of the law will"™
be ]ust1f1ed for when Gentiles, who do not have the law,
by nature do the things contained in the law, these, al-
_though not having the law, are a law to themselves, who
show . the work of the law wntten in their hearts, their
~ conscience also bearing w1tness, and between them-
selves their thoughts accusmg or else excusmg them)
(Rom. 2: 12-15) : o e

A very. clear statement by Paul is found in, Romans
3 19 “Now we know that Whatever the law says, 1t says
to. those who are. under the law, that every mouth may
be stopped and all the world may become guilty before -
God” (cf. 12:19-13:10; 1 T1m 1:8). - . .

All of this is expected in hght of the commg of the
Messmh who will teach the natlons God's Law.

Now it shall' come topass in the latter days That the

“'mountain of the Lord’s house Shall be established on

the top of the mountains, and shall be exalted above the

hills; And all nations shall flow to it. Many people shall

~ come and say, “Come, and let us go up to the mountain

" of the LorD, To the house of the God of Jacob; He will

. teach us His ways, And we shall walk in His paths.” For

“out of Zion shall go forth the law, And the word of the
'Lorp from Jerusalem. (Isa: 2:2-3). :
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~Thus, -as noted earlier, God’s Law in our era is

considered to be “just” (Rom. 7:12; Heb. 2: 2) and
good” (Rom 712 1 'Iim 1 8) - o

' 1

NOTES o

H. Wayne House and Thomas D. Ice, Dommzon Theology ‘

“ Blessmg or Curse? (Portland Oreg Multnomah 1988), ppP-

128,129,

N

'2. See also Prov. 21:3; Isa: 110-17 P s
. See also Deut 7:5-6, 16, 25; 12:1-4; 19: 29-32; Am0516 (Ex.

" 21:16; Deut. 24:7); Nah. 3:4 (Ex. 22:18; Lev. 19:21); Hab.

=

oW

2:6 (Ex. 2225-27 Deut 24:6, 10- 13), Hab 2 12 (cp MlC

-3:10).

. House and Ice, Dominion 'I'heology, p 95

. Ibid., p. 339. '

. For a fuller discussion of Rom 1 32 see Kenneth L. Gen-.
“try, “Civil Sanctions in the New Testament,” Gary North,

' ed., Theonomy: An Informed Response ('I’yler, Tex Instltute
+ for Chnstlan Econormcs, 1991) :
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- OF THEONOMIC ETHICS







By way of illustrating the practicality of the Law of God
(which has been set forth as a moral obligation hereto-
fore), I will bneﬂy list a few of the beneflts bmlt into
theonomic ettucs : :

SCRIPTURAL BENEFITS -

One of the most immediate benefits of theonomy
is that we are left with an intact Word of God. The theo-
nomic ethic does not approach Scripture with the pre-
supposition that certain parts of the Old Testament
must be cast aside unless repeated in the New Testa-
ment. Rather, only a word from God in Scripture itself is al-
lowed to set aside any portion of Scripture.
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~For instance, the Book of Hebrews clearly sets

 aside the sacrificial system, its purpose of pointirig to

Christ-having been accomplished. For the adherent to
the theonomic ethic, the Bible is left intact as a unified
Word from God that has relevance for all time. . -

 PuBLIC BENEFITS

GENERAL BENEFITS - -+

1. In the self-consciously Christian approach to
social ethics, an unchanging Law becomes the basis of
social order, rather than the changing whims of legisla-
tors, the mood of the-populace, or the fads of revolu-
tionaries. God’s Law is unchangingly righteous.
“Whatever I command you, be careful to observe it;
you shall not add to it nor take away from 1t” (Deut
12:32).1 ,
~All law is necessarlly rehglous, for all law is an ex-
pression of morality. And morality is based on ideas of
ultimacy and value. By their very nature ultimacy and .
values are rehglous conceptions. The Christian religion,’
being the truth (as demonstrated by a proper apolo-
getic), provides an inerrant and authoritative Word of
unchanging righteousness -as.the standard-of social
morahty : & 3 . ; e agm e oy
w2 Natlonal prosperlty abounds in: terms only of

, God defined righteousness, because we live in a moral

universe (Prov. 15:3). .“Righteousness’ exalts a nation,
but sin is a reproach to:any people” (Prov. 14:34): God
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is sovereign in His providential administration of the af- -

fairs of the world. Consequently, the prophets can po-
etically portray the clouds as-the dust of His feet (Nah.
1:3-6). Job can’spea’k of God asdirecting: the lightning
(]ob 37:3). He even controls the number of hairs on our
heads and the life and death of sparrows (Matt.

10:29-30). Indeed, He ”works all thlngs according to the’

counsel of HIS will” (Eph 1:11). History has meaning
and purpose by His personal involvement. He has or-
dained that, culturally, Law obedlence determines na-
tlonal destlmes in the long run (Deut. 28). -

SOCIETAL BENEFITS

, Many soc1eta1 beneﬁts accrue from a theonomlc ap-
proach to law and order. Here are a few examples. -

LIt obhgates government to mamtam ]ust mone- '

tary pohc1es

" You shall not have in your bag d1ffer1ng welghts, a

. heavy and a light. You shall not have in your house dif-
... fering measures, a large and a small. You shall have a
S ‘perfect and ]ust werght a perfect and )ust measure, that

~ _your days may be lengthened in the land which the

‘Lorp your God is ngmg you. (Deut 25 13—152) :

God’s Law thereby proh1b1ts three contemporary
monetary phenomena that have contributed so heavily
to the economically precarious position of modern na-

tions: fiat money, fractlonal reserve bankmg, and def1c1t
spendmg S ‘o SRR

220 Te prov1des a moral ba51s for electlve govern-
' mental officials. S N :
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© . “Choose wise, understanding, and knowledgeable men

from among your tribes, and I will. make them heads

rover you.”, . . So I took: the heads of your tribes; wise
.and. knowledgeable men, and made them heads over
, you, leaders of thousands, leaders of hundreds, leaders

of fifties, leaders of tens, and officers for your tribes.
. “You shall not show part1ahty in judgment; you

; shall hear the small as well as the great; you shall not
+\" be afraid in any. ‘man’s. presence, for the judgment is

God’s. The case‘that is too hard for you, brmg 1t to me,
and I wrll hear 1t 7 (Deut 1:13, 15 17) :

MR 3 It forb1ds undue, abus1ve taxatlon of the r1ch ”The
r1ch shall not give more and the poor shall not give less
than half a shekel, when you give an offering to the LORD,
to make atonement for yourselves” (Ex. 30: 15). Commu-

- nism pumshes the wealthy—and the poor, as the former
Soviet Union clearly demonstrated. God’s' Law protects
the rights of both the poor and the rich.

4. Tt calls for the abolishing of ‘the prison system

and estabhshmg a system of just reshtutlon o

“If a man steals an ox or a sheep, and slaughters 1t or sells

" jt, he shall restore five oxen for an ox and four sheep for
~ “asheep. If the thief is found breakmg in, and he is struck -

so that he dies, there shall be no gullt for his bloodshed

" If the sunhas risen on him, there shall be guilt for his

' ',bloodshed He ‘should ‘make full restitution; if he has

"nothing, t then he shall be sold for his theft. If the theft i is

' certainly found alive in his ‘hand, whether it is an ox or
‘donkey or sheep, he shall restore double " (Ex 22 1-44)

- A’system of just restitution would ‘eliminate tax- -
payer support of criminals, rid society of a major breed-
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ing and training ground for crumnals, and ]ustly reim-
burse crime victims.

5. A theonomic approach also forb1ds the release
pardomng, and parolmg of murderers by requmng their
executlon ‘ : e

But if anyone hates his nelghbor hes in wait for him,

rises against him and strikes him mortally, so that he

- dies, and he ﬂees to one of these cities, .then the elders

of his city shall send and bring him from there, and de-

liver him over to the hand of the ¢ avenger of blood, that

he may die. Your eye shall not pity him, but you shall

put away the guilt of innocent blood from Israel, that it
may go well with you. (Deut. 19: 11 -13): -

6. It prohlblts mdustrral pollut1on that destroys the_
value of property. “If fire breaks out and catches in
thorns, so that stacked grain, standing grain, or the field
is consumed, he who kindled the fire shall surely make r
restitution”, (Ex. 22:6). . e S R BT PR EIFRE

- 7. It punishes; ma11c1ous, frlvolous malpractlce
suits. s : : - -

If a false witness 1 rises agamst any man to testlfy agamst

" “him of wrongdomg, then both ' men in the controversy‘
~ shall stand before the LORD before the priests and the
" judges who: serve in those days. And-the ]udges ‘shall
‘make diligent inquiry, and indeed, if the witness is a
~ false witness, who has testified falsely agamst his
“'brother, then you shall do to him as he thought to have
‘done to his brother; so you shall put away the evil per-
*+son from among you. And those who remain shall hear .
~.~-and fear, and hereafter they shall not again commit such
~evil among you. Your eye shall not pity; but life shall
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.+ be for life; eye for eye, tooth for tooth, hand for hand,
. foot for foot. (Deut 19:16-21) . '

,8 Tt fOI‘bldS abortlon rlghts b

o If men. flght and hurt a woman w1th Chlld so that she

gives birth prematurely, yet no lasting harm follows, he

~ . shall’ surely be pumshed accordingly as the woman’s

*husband i imposes on him; and he shall pay as the judges

. determine. But if any lasting harm follows, then you
- shall g1ve life for life. (Ex 21: 22-23) '

Abornon is not only asin, buta cnme, and mdeed
a. capltal cnme 5 S

PERSONAL BENEFITS

w1 God’s Law outlines spec1f1c moral behavmr, ehrm-
natmg the guesswork from moral conduct.“Your word
is a lamp to my feet and a light to my path” (Ps. 119:105).
The Christian should not be one who gropes in darkness,
but should be one ‘who walks in the light (1 John 1: 7).
2Tt obhgates us to treat W1th respect even our per-
sonal enemy. “If you meet your enemy’s ox or his don-
key going. astray, you ‘shall surely bring it back to him -
again. If you see the donkey of one who hates- you ly-
ing under its burden, and you would refrain from help-
ing it, you shall surely help him with it” (Ex. 23: 4-5).
Personal vengeance is reduced and stability enhanced
‘when God’s Law is held in high regard. , ‘
- 3.1t obligates us to love our neighbor as-ourselves.
”You shall not take vengeance, nor bear any grudge
against the children of your people, but you shall love
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your neighbor as yourself: I'am the LORD” (Lev. 19:18).

4. It obligates us to insure the safety of-guests on
our property. “When you build a new house, then you
shall make a parapet for your roof, that you may not
bring bloodguiltiness on your house if anyone falls from
it” (Deut. 22:8; see also Ex. 21:33-34).

- 5. It obligates us to full financial remuneratlon to
those whom we harm.

If men contend with each other, and one strikes the
other with a stone or with his fist, and he does not die
but is confined to his bed, if he rises again and walks
about outside with his staff, then he who struck him
shall be acquitted. He shall only pay for the loss of his
time, and shall provide for h1m to be thoroughly healed.
(Ex. 21:18-19)

6. It fOI‘bldS us to loan money at interest to a needy
person. : B

If you lend money to any of My people who ‘are poor
among you, you shall not be like a moneylender to him;
you shall not charge him interest. If you ever take’ your
neighbor’s garment as a pledge, you shall return it to
him before the sun goes down. For that is his only cov-
ering, it is his garment for his skin. What will he sleep
“in? And it will be that when he cries to Me, I will hear,
for I am grac1ous (Ex 22: 25-27) :

NOTES

‘1. See also Ps. 11944 137, 142, 144.
- 2. See also Prov. 11:1; Isa. 1:22.:
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3. ’ﬂus indentured servitude would force the thief hterally
to pay for his crime. - e : o

4.Seealsovv.7-9. . R

5. Kenneth L. Gentry, ]r The Chrtstzan Case Against Abortzon,

- 2d ed. (Memphis, Tenn.: Footstool, 1989), pp. 62-68.
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CONCLUSION






YDesplte much confusmn from detractors of theonomlc :
ethics, the theonomic approach to moral conduct is not
an attempt to offer.a plan for works ]ustlflcatlon Theon-
omy simply teaches that the Word of God is the
supreme standard by which people will be ]udged
Having a revealed and objective standard takes the
guesswork out of righteous living, o

Neither does theonomy involve an attempt to force
Chrlstlamty on a nation by raw political, judicial, or mil-
itary power. Though God’s Law sets the pattern for all
of life (not just the inner personal sphere of human exis-
tence), the long-range implementation of God’s Law
must follow, not precede, massive Christian revival. Then
a nation of judicially righteous people will seek a judi-
cially righteous government according to the standard of
God’s rlghteousness, not fallen and smful man’s.
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CoNCLUSION

. The Christian should understand that the only al-
ternative to God’s Law is man’s law. There is no neu-
trality. Jesus said, “He who is not with Me is against
Me” (Luke 11:23a), and “No servant can serve two mas-
ters; for either he will hate the one and love the other,
or else he will be loyal to the one and despise the other”
(Luke 16:13a). The Bible nowhere dlsestabhshes God’s
Law, but.everywhere affirms it. We should expect that
God’s Law continues into the New Testament era, un-
less there is a word from God in Scripture that disan-
nuls it, either in precept or in practice. Whether God'’s
Law is congenial to our personal feelings or our con-
ternporary environment is not the issue for the Christ-
ian. That it is the binding and obhgatory standard of
God’s justice is the sole issue.

Christianity has given birth to the greatest pros-
perlty, stability, and liberty known in history. To the ex-
tent that the Christian view is also the biblical view
(contrary to hberahsm, which attempts to separate the
twol), we may expect God’s ob]ectlve blessings upon
that people ‘whose God is the Lord as ev1denced in
their law code.

. The Chnstlamty of the Bible prov1des a hfe -en-
compassing world view. True Chrlsuamty has an au-
thor1tat1ve Word from God for all of life. -

Therefore be careful to. observe them; for thrs is your

. - wisdom and your understanding in the sight of the peo-

- ;ples who will hear all these statutes, and say, “Surely
_this great nation is a ‘wise and understandmg people.”

"' For what great nation is there that has God so near to

' it, as the LoRD our God is to us, for whatever reason we

may call upon Him? And what great nation is there that
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has such statutes and righteous judgments as are in all

'thrs law Wthh I set before you thls day” (Deut 4 6-8)

N ‘Therefore the law is holy, and the commandment holy-

and just and good.. (Rom. 7:12) .

" We know that the law is good if one uses 1t lawfully,'

knowing this: that the law is not made for a r1ghteous
person, but for the lawless and insubordinate, for the

ungodly and for sinners, for the unholy and profane, for

murderers of fathers and murderers of mothers, for

- manslayers, for fornicators, for.sodomites, for kidnap-

pers, for liars,.for perjurers, and if there is.any other
thing that is contrary to sound doctrine, according to the

glorious gospel of the blessed God which was commit-

ted to my trust. (1 Tim. 1: 8-11)

'NOTES

1. In his defense of the PCUSA spec1a1 report on human sex-

uahty in 1991, John Carey, chairman of the comrmttee
that wrote the report, commented, “B1b11ca1 eth1cs and
Christian ethics for the church today are not the same

‘thing” (Randy Frame, “Sexuality Report Draws Flre,”
- Christianity Today, Apnl 29 1991 p 37) R
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GOD'S LAW in the MODERN WORLD

""Having a revealed and objective standard
takes the guesswork out of righteous living."*

So writes Kenneth L. Gentry in this lucid introduction to
"theonomy"—the view that God's Law remains normative for life
today. He explains: "l had always thought that the phrase 'We are not
under law, but under grace' taught that we had no obligations to obey
God's ethical standards. 'That's the Old Testament!" was an easy (but
fallacious) way to dismiss the Mosaic Law."

Dr. Gentry describes how he became convinced of the continuing
relevance of Old Testament moral and civil Law, noting especially the
testimony of Jesus and the New Testament to the Law's ongoing
validity. Gentry clarifies in what sense New Testament believers are
not under Law and explains the roles of the Law in gospel preaching,
Christian conduct, and national policy. In addition, he responds to
objections against theonomy and sets forth the practical benefits of
applying God's Law to all of life.

Anyone wrestling with the place of Old Testament Law in the
modern world will find help in this very clear and concise treatment.
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