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The law of the Lord is fully and forever valid; as such it
hofds moral authority over all men today, just as it did
previously during the Old Testament era. This biblical truth
has been substantiated in numerous ways in past studies --
from cardinal  doctrines of the Christian faith, direct asser-
tions of God’s word, and all three of the major pempec-
tivss on ethics. Christ spoke cfearly  and forcefully on the
subject when He said, “Do not think that I have come to
abmg9M the law or the prophets; 1 have come not to
~, M to fulfill. For verily 1 say unto you, until
heaven and eatih pass away, until till things hwm come
about, not one letter or stroke shall by any means pass

s..-way  from the law. Therefore, whoever breaks the least of
these commandments and teaches men so shall be called
least in the kingdom of heaven” (Matt. 5:17-19).

Those who oppose keeping the law or paying atten-
tion to its details today have a great deal to explain and
defend m light of the teaching of God’s word – for instance
the strong affirmation of the Lord quoted above. If the
valid~ of the law (or a portion thereof) has expired in the
New Testament, as some claim, then what are we to make
of acriptuml assertions that God does not alter His
covenarrt word, does not allow subtraction from His com-
mandments, is unchanging in His moral character (which
the law reflects), and does not have a doubl-standard  of
right and wrong? Why then is the writing of the old
Testament law on our hearts central to the New Covenant?
Why does the Bible say His commandments are

, avedaadng?  Why do New Testament writers say that the
entire Old Testament is our instruction in righteousness

I and to be obeved? why do they cite its stipulations with

I
I

authorii  and use them to bolster their own teaching? Why
are we expected to model our behavior on Christ’s, wtiie
we are told that He obeyed the law meticulously and per-
fecdy7 Why does the sanctifying work of the Hofy Spirit
entail the obsemance of God’s law? Why does love sum-
marize the law in pmticular?  Why does faith t?stablish the
law for US to keep, and why dm+s &d’s g~m @+ch us to
WA in the law’s path of righteousness? Why are we told
in numerous ways that the law brings #Aasaing to those
w h o  had it? Why are the law’s requirwwsnm  naver

criticized or explicitly repudiated in the New T&ament?
Why are those who do not keep the law b~t claim to know
the Savior called liars? God’s inspired word says all of
these things and more. What reply can toe detractors from
God’s law today make in the face of such insurmbuntatde
evidence of the law’s full validity?

The reply that is commonty, albeii fallaciously, made
is that we find details in the Old Testament law which are
somehow too strange or harsh to obey today, or we ~md
particular requirements in the law vvti-ch we in fact do not
and should nc~ obseI ve in our day. O; course, such replies
as these do not ft:ce the issues raised above. Surefy God
was completdy  aware of the law’s details when He
revealed those truths in His word which, as observad
above, contradict the relaxing, ignoring, or disobeying of
His law. If Scripture does not make an exception for us,
we do not have the moral prerogative to make exceptions
for ourselves when it comes to the law’s authority over us.
No extrsbiblical standard, reason, or feeJing can bs
legitimately used to depm  from the law of God, for Gtis
word has supreme and unchallengable authority. If the
Lord says that His commands are to be kept, no creature
may draw His word into question. So then, the attempt to
beliile  obedenca to God’s law today by pointing ta
allegedly odd or harsh requirements in that law is doi%ed
to theological failure. It also borders on disrespect for the
Iaqiver whose holiness is transcribed for the creature in
GI+’s  law. “O man, who are vOu who replies againsl
God?” {Rem. 9:201. It is nevar our plase to bacortq  judga
of the law, for our calling to be doers of the I&w (As
411).

Nevertheless, there do seem to be Old Testsmen
requirements tilch are not kept by New Temarh@t
Chrlstiins, and there are some legal provisions whiclt~
culturally outdated or at least inapplicable to our m@@t
world. How are we to accommodate that fact +;-
bacoming judges of the law and without diaregardhy
Christ’s dechadon  that evew minor detail of the law ha
enduring wdkfif7  The answer lies in rq~nizing th
nstureofttre  verious OId Testament !sym, * tM kin
of catefpk into wttii they fall. That is, it is ne6i3Ssa~’ti
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und~and the laws of God according to their own charac-
ter, purpose, and function. Only in that way wiii the law be
“iawfully used” (cf. I Tim. 1:8).

The most fundamental distinction to be drawn be-
tween Old Testament iaws is betwen  moral laws and
‘-on{al laws. (Two divieiins within each category

-I be mentioned subsequently. ) This is not an arbitrary or
ad hoc division, for it manifests an underlying rationale or
principie.  Moral laws reflect the absolute righteousness
and judgment of God, guiding man’s iife into the paths of
righteousness; such laws define holiness and sin, restrain
evii through punishment of infractions, and drive the sin-
ner to Christ for salvation. On the other hand, ceremonial
laws -- or redemptive provisions -- refiect  the mercy of God
in -in@ those who have violated His moral standards;
suoh laws define the way of redemption, typify Christ’s
saving economy, and maintain the hoiiness (or
“separation”) of the redeemed community. To iliuatrate
the dfirence between these two kinds of iaw, the Old
Testament prohibited steaiing as a morai precept, but it
also make provision of the sacrificial system so that thieves
could have their sins forgiven. When Christ came He
obeyed perfectiy every morai precept of God’s law,
thamby qualifying as our sinless Savior; in order to save
US, He I&f down His iife as a sacrificial iamb in atonement
for our transgressions, and therehy giving fulfillment to the
Old Testament foreshadows of redemption. While the
metal iaw sets forth the perpetual obligation of all men if
they am to be perfect as their Father in heaven is perfect,
the ceremonial law is “the gospel in figures,” proclaiming
K’~s my of redemptiofr fo; it rip.:: f~ct silinms.

~Tlte Ceremonial iaw can be wan to have sub-divisions:
(1) laws directing the redemptive proks and therefore
typifying Christ -- for instance, regulations for sacrifice,
the temple, the priesthood, etc., and (2) iawm which taught
the redemptive community its separation from the un-
believing nations -- for instance, prohibitions on unclean
meats (Lev. 20:22-26),  on unequai  yoking of animals
U3aut. 2210), and on cartain  kinds of mixing of seed or
cloth (Dew. 22:9, 11). None of these laws are observed
today in the manner of the Oid Testament  shadows, and
YW they are confirmed for us. The principle they taught is
atfil valid. For instance, the cererrwniai  iaw prescribed the
newashy of shed biood for atonement (Lev. 17:11), and
ecuxdingly  when Christ made atonement for our sins once
for all, “it was therefore necessary” that He shed His
blood for us (Heb. 9:22-24);  the Old Testament redemptive
system caiied for a Passover iamb to be sacWIced, and
$hriat is that for us (i Cor. 5:7; 1 Peter 1:19). The
ceremonial iaw separated Israel from the nations by
nsquiring a separation to be drawn between ciean and un-
deen meets and by prohibiting the unequal yoking of
anirnais; in the New Testament the outward form of such
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hvs has been surm - the spreading of the redeemea
community to the Gentiles renders all meats clean (Acts
10), and the sacrifice of Chr@t  has put the system of or-
dinance  which aeparatdd tti Jews and Gentiies out of
gear {Eph. 2:1 I-XI) -- but their basic requirement of holy
separation from the unciean worfd of unbelief is still con-
firmed and in force [2 Cor. 6:14-7:1 ). The @remortlal !@ is
therefore confirmed forever by Christ, even thou~ not
kept in its shadow-form by New Testament believers.

Themoral  iawof Godcanlikewiee  beseenintww
subdivisiis,  the divisions having simply a iiterary dlf-
ferermm [1) generai  or summary precepts of moraiity -- for
inatanca, the unspecified requirements of sexual puri~
and honesty, “thou shalt not commit aduitery” and “thou
shalt not steal,” and (2) commands which specify the
generai precepts by way of illustrative application -- for in-
stance, prohibiting incest, homosexuality, defrm.ding
one’s workers, or muzzling the ox as he treads. The
Puritans termed these cesslaw applications of the
deicalogue “judicial laws,” and they mwrectfy held that we
are not bound today to keep these judiciai Iauve a6 they are
worded (being tied in the ianguage of an ancient
culture that has pawed away) but only required to tread
their underlying principles (or “generai equity,” as they
celled it). The Oid Taatement required thet a miiing be
pieced around one’s roof aa a safety precaution, since
guests were entertained on the flat roof$ of houses in
that ancient eociw with our slopped roofs today we do
not need to have the same literal railing, but the general
underlying principle m@ht very weii require us to have the
fence around i:/ur backyard swimming pool -- again, to
protect human Iiie. There is abundant evidence that the
New Testament euthoritativety cited and applied t@e
ceee-&w iliutnrations  to current situations. To usg exarn-

pies mentioned above, the New Testament echas the Old
Testament  law in prohibiting incest {1 Cor. 6:1 L

homosexuality (Rem. 1:26-27, 32), defrauding errtpi@e&i
(Mark 1019), and muzzling the ox as he treads (i Tim.
518). Many more examples or ethicei  injunctions outside
of the Decaiogue  I.ming enforced in the New Testament
are available. Therefore, we conclude that Jesus has
forever confii the momi lam of God, their sumrna~
expreaaions es well as their oaae-iaw applications.

By recognizing the various categories of God’s Old
Testament law we can readily understand the continuing
vaiidity of every stroke of God’s commandments for today.
It is simply a matter of properly reading the law itself.

lFor further reading alon~ these lines see Theonomy
in Christian Ethics, Craig Press, 1977, asp. chaptar 9.
The book may be ordered from me for $10.60 &t ll~g
Pineview Dr., Clinton, MS 3W56; Include check d ed-
drt?sa.  ) .,,, I
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