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3,9,23 Heb. 6:13-8:13, From Shadow to Substance; Ritual to Reality 

First, let’s look at the closing section of chapter 6 (vs’s 13-20); 

When God gave Abraham his promise, he swore by himself since he couldn’t 

swear by anyone greater. He said, I will certainly bless you and multiply your 

descendants. So, Abraham obtained the promise by showing patience. 

People pledge by something greater than themselves. A solemn pledge 

guarantees what they say and shuts down any argument. When God wanted 

to further demonstrate to the heirs of the promise that his purpose doesn’t 

change, he guaranteed it with a solemn pledge. So, these are two things that 

don’t change, because it’s impossible for God to lie. He did this so that we, 

who have taken refuge in him, can be encouraged to grasp the hope that is 

lying in front of us. This hope, which is a safe and secure anchor for our 

whole being, enters the sanctuary behind the curtain. That’s where Jesus 

went in advance and entered for us, since he became a high priest according 

to the order of Melchizedek. 

I found something interesting from Ironside on the tie-in between the certainty of 

God’s promises and the author’s use in Hebrews of an “anchor”.  Here’s what he 

wrote; 

The word and oath of God were all that Abraham had for many years, but he 

held on in faith because he knew that God could not be untrue to His 

promise. And so, we too have strong encouragement to press on counting 

upon God.  This hope of full salvation is to us the soul’s anchor.  An anchor is 

not cast into the hold of the ship, that is, dependent upon our own frames 

and experiences, nor resting upon the shifting sands of human systems of 

thought; but fastened to the mercy-seat, inside the veil. This anchor has 

been carried in by Jesus our Forerunner. So that, though we are here on 

earth tossed about upon the sea of time, “our anchor holds within the veil.” 

It has been pointed out by others that the word translated “forerunner” was 

a nautical term used to designate a small boat. The mouths of many of the 

Greek harbors were not passable at low tide by heavy ships on account of 

the sand bars, and so it was customary to place the anchor in the forerunner 

and, rowing over the bar, to cast it in the harbor, thus securing the ship until 

the tide should rise. The figure is readily applied to the soul’s relation to our 

ascended Lord, who now ministers in the Holiest on our behalf, a High Priest 

according to the order of Melchizedek. 
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Here’s what I got out of that.  If obtaining full salvation (full reward and exceeding 

glory) is dependent on us, it will never happen.  It’s dependent on us only in the 

way it was dependent on Abraham to receive the promise made to him.  The 

author of Hebrews is basing our final outcome in relation to this on what he says 

are “two things” 

1) It’s impossible for God to lie 

2) The assurance for us, the anchor for our soul, is not in us, it’s been taken 

into the heavenly sanctuary by our Forerunner and is as secure as He can 

make it. 

So, if that’s the case, why wouldn’t every Christian that ever exists be an Abraham?  

Listen again to vs. 15, “Abraham obtained the promise by showing patience.”  It’s 

an issue of waiting on the Lord in an attitude of faith and perseverance.   

Most Christians don’t persevere in faith when the promises of God are delayed.  

But even if we understand that, and renew our commitment to wait upon the Lord, 

believing that He can’t lie; that it’s impossible that anyone who truly trusts Him 

could ever be put to shame; there is still something else that can sabotage us along 

the way.   

Let’s use a different example than Abraham for this, just so we can bring it into the 

New Testament promises we know, and often struggle with believing, because 

they seem just as surreal to us as having a child at 100 must has felt to Abraham.  

And I’ll use a passage we’re all familiar with; 

(Gal. 2:20) I have been crucified with Christ and I no longer live, but Christ 

lives in me. And the life that I now live in my body, I live by the faithfulness 

of God’s Son, who loved me and gave himself for me. 

Paul doesn’t say, “I am being or I will be crucified”, he says, “I have been crucified”.  

So, again, God can’t lie; it must have happened.  Do we accept this as fact?  That’s 

where faith begins, because we have little to no personal evidence in our 

experience that this has happened. 

But when I was looking for a way to show the subtly of how we sabotage our faith 

by shifting our focus from what God has said to what we are experiencing, or not 

experiencing, I came across these comments by Sparks that helped immensely; 

It is not therefore, my business to be seeking every day to be crucified, to be 

taking myself into account and keeping myself in all that I am by nature in 

view, in order that it may be crucified: all of that now rests entirely with Him, 
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as I rest by faith in Him. That is not my business, it is His. I have been 

crucified, I am alive; and yet it is no longer I, but Christ who lives in me. Now 

my position is one of faith in Him, who in Himself took me to the Cross, in 

whom I was crucified, who gave Himself up for me; faith in Him, that He will 

perfect all that which concerns me. I rest by faith in Him to make everything 

real that was bound up with that Cross. It is not a case of my worry, my care, 

my fret, my anxiety, my strain, but of faith in the Lord. 

Our crucifixion has been done in Christ, and I leave all the outworking of that 

with Him. Oh, the infinite peril in that self-consciousness which is born of a 

wrong kind of subjectivity, a subjectivity which is occupied with what we are 

and what we are not.  Christ is the subject and I am to occupied with Him; 

not with my imperfection, but with His perfection; not with my weakness, 

but with His strength; not with my inability, but with His power; not with 

myself at all in any way, but with Him. The occupation of the man of faith is 

on the faithfulness of the Son of God. 

So, again, one of the things that separates the Christians who make it through and 

those who don’t is the presence or absence of being occupied with the faithfulness 

of the Son of God rather than being constantly occupied with our lack of faith or 

weakness or anxiety or whatever.   Both groups of Christians are nothing but dust – 

earthen vessels; but one group is aware of this, so they put all their hope, their 

anchor, somewhere other than themselves.  The other group is still convinced they 

have something to contribute to all of this – in other words, for whatever reason, 

they would rather live under Law than under Grace. 

Let’s put a couple verses together and see if they make more sense; 

(Heb. 6:15 & Rom. 4:20-21 Abraham obtained the promise by showing 

patience . . . he did not waver through disbelief in the promise of God, but 

was strengthened in his faith and gave glory to God, being fully persuaded 

that God was able to do what He had promised. 

Abraham wasn’t counting on Abraham; he didn’t have any faith in himself; but he 

also wasn’t giving up in unbelief like Israel did in the wilderness.   

    _________________ 

We covered Melchizedek in our study of Heb. chapter 5, where we saw that 

Melchizedek was an Old Testament Christophany, so I’ll just read the verse that 

reaffirms this in chapter 7; 
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Hebrews 7:3 says that Melchizedek was “without father or mother, without 

genealogy, without beginning of days or end of life, resembling the Son of 

God, he remains a priest forever.”  

Chapters 7-9 of Hebrews put a major emphasis on the fact that the audience of 

Hebrews is Jewish and needs convincing of the superiority of Christ over all other 

figures in the Old Testament, when human or angelic.  In this case, the author is 

showing the superiority of Christ over the father of the Hebrew faith – Abraham, 

and the Levitical priesthood which came after him.   

So, even though there is a lot of information in these chapters, any direct 

application to Gentiles (that would be us) is limited.  For example, proving to us 

that Jesus is the Son of God, (as, for example, the book of Colossians does), would 

be more convincing than trying to demonstrate His deity by showing Christ’s 

superiority to Abraham. 

I want to introduce this with an overview of this concept by one of the 

commentators I’ve been reading; 

The priests serve a copy and a shadow of heavenly things, but it wouldn't 

work if God simply took away the shadows. It wouldn't work if God even set 

Christ before us as the great Reality and left us to ourselves to know him and 

love him. If that's all God did, our worship and our lives would not 

necessarily become spiritual, internal and personal. On the contrary, we 

would construct as fast as possible a manageable, man-made, external 

religion; which is exactly what we did. No, if God is going to take away the 

shadows of external, ritualistic, will-power religion, then he is going to have 

to do something powerful and dramatic in us and not just outside of us. 

For us, the real value of these chapters is in seeing the ways in which Christ is the 

spiritual substance, the reality, of what, until He came, were only shadows pointing 

to Him.   

So, I’m going to take a different approach to these chapters than I’ve done with 

the earlier ones.  I’m going to do more of a thematic than a line-by-line approach 

because the essential theme of Heb. 7-9 is the same, just with different parts 

which tend to repeat because the author is determined to show his Jewish readers 

that the Mosaic shadows are infinitely inferior to Christ. 
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Even though we’ll do some detail work to clarify things that might be confusing, 

our emphasis will be to make application of the principles behind that theme to 

our lives now. 

When Paul presented this truth of the greatness of the Son of God to the Gentiles 

at Athens in Acts 17, he took a completely different approach that the author of 

Hebrews did with his audience.  Paul convinced the Athenians that Christ was 

superior to their “unknown god”; he didn’t tell them that the Lord was superior to 

the furniture of the tabernacle – but that’s exactly what the author of Hebrews did 

in Heb. 9:1-6; 

Then indeed, even the first covenant had ordinances of divine service and 

the earthly sanctuary. For a tabernacle was prepared: the first part, in which 

was the lampstand, the table, and the showbread, which is called the 

sanctuary; and behind the second veil, the part of the tabernacle which is 

called the Holiest of All, which had the golden censer and the ark of the 

covenant overlaid on all sides with gold, in which were the golden pot that 

had the manna, Aaron’s rod that budded, and the tablets of the covenant; 

and above it were the cherubim of glory overshadowing the mercy seat. Of 

these things we cannot now speak in detail.  Now when these things had 

been thus prepared, the priests always went into the first part of the 

tabernacle, performing the services.  

The author of Hebrews continued by showing Christ’s fulfillment of each of these 

things, this would have had huge impact on his Jewish readers; but it would have 

left the Athenians scratching their heads trying to figure out Paul’s point. 

And important element in this is what the author of Hebrews calls, “the cleaning of 

the conscience”. 

(Heb. 9:14) How much more shall the blood of Christ, who through the 

eternal Spirit offered Himself without spot to God, cleanse your conscience 

from dead works to serve the living God? 

Try to imagine the excitement of a Jewish Christian who now knows, to the depths 

of his being, that his sins aren’t just rolled ahead, waiting for another animal 

sacrifice, before he can have a clear conscience.   

So, how do we have a clear conscience now that we are under Grace and not Law?  

(1 Jn. 1:9) “If we confess our sins, God is faithful and just to forgive our sins and 

cleanse us from all unrighteousness.” 
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The blood of Christ accomplished what no amount of Old Testament animal 

sacrifices could do; we should not take that for granted.  I suppose it would mean a 

great deal more to us if we had lived our lives under the Law and then were 

(quote) “made free” in Christ. 

David Wilkerson had some great things to say about God’s forgiveness; 

My dear friend, never limit God’s forgiveness to you. There is no limit to his 

forgiveness and longsuffering. Jesus told his disciples, “If he [your brother] 

sins against you seven times in a day, and seven times in a day returns to 

you, saying, ‘I repent,’ you shall forgive him” (Luke 17:4). 

Can you believe such a thing? Seven times a day this person willfully sins 

before my very eyes then says, “I’m sorry,” and I am to forgive him 

continuously. Jesus did not say, “Forgive your brother once or twice, then 

tell him to go and sin no more. Tell him that if he ever does it again, he will 

be cut off. Tell him he is an habitual sinner.” No. Jesus called for unlimited, 

no-strings-attached forgiveness. How much more will our heavenly Father 

forgive his children who come in repentance to him! Don’t stop to reason it 

out, and don’t ask how or why he forgives so freely. Simply accept it. 

It is God’s nature to forgive. David said, “For you, Lord, are good, and ready 

to forgive, and abundant in mercy to all those who call upon you” (Psalm 

86:5). God is waiting right now to flood your being with the joy of 

forgiveness. You need to open up all the windows of your soul and allow his 

Spirit to flood you with forgiveness. 

John, speaking as a Christian, wrote, “He himself is the propitiation for our 

sins, and not for ours only but also for the whole world” (1 John 2:2). 

According to John, the goal of every Christian is to “sin not.” That means the 

Christian is not bent toward sin but instead leans toward God. 

What happens, though, when that God-leaning child sins? Scripture assures 

us, “If anyone sins, we have an Advocate with the Father, Jesus Christ the 

righteous” (1 John 2:1). 

Lay down your guilt, my friend. You don’t need to carry that load another 

minute. If you ask, you are forgiven. God forgives you over, and over, and 

over again. 

I jumped all the way to chapter 9 to make this point – so we’ll go back to Heb. 7 

and highlight the verses in this chapter that capture the author’s main theme.  The 
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first few verses reiterate the superiority of Melchizedek over Abraham, which we 

studied in chapter 5.   

In chapter 7, the author moves into demonstrating that the Levitical priesthood is 

inferior in every way to the priesthood of Christ typified by Melchizedek. 

(Heb. 7:18,19,22 & 26-28) For on the one hand there is an annulling of the 

former commandment because of its weakness and unprofitableness, for 

the law made nothing complete; on the other hand, there is the bringing in 

of a better hope, through which we draw near to God.  

By so much more Jesus has become a guarantee of a better covenant. 

For such a High Priest was fitting for us, who is holy, harmless, undefiled, 

separate from sinners, and has become higher than the heavens; who does 

not need daily, as those high priests, to offer up sacrifices, first for His own 

sins and then for the people’s, for this He did once for all when He offered 

up Himself. For the law appoints as high priests, men who have weakness, 

but the word of the oath, which came after the law, appoints the Son, who 

has been perfected forever. 

Let’s look at this from a comparison standpoint – I think it will help make things 

easier to understand in terms the author’s approach, but also in terms of 

application for us.   

As you probably noticed, the concepts the author cites are very straightforward; 

there’s nothing hidden or confusing in this chapter.  He’s simply continuing his 

comparison theme and expanding on the Melchizedek and the Aaronic priesthood. 

Chapter 7 focuses almost exclusively on a comparison between the old and new 

covenants in relation to the Levitical Priesthood – here are some of the 

comparisons he uses; 

The Son Is undefiled by sin and has no need to offer sacrifices for His sin 

Aaronic Priests were obligated to offer sacrifices for their own sins (7:27; see 

also 5:1-3) 

The Son has a heavenly ministry (7:26) 

The priests had an earthly ministry (7:27-28) 

The Levites offered daily sacrifices (7:27) 

Christ offered Himself as the sacrifice (7:27) 

The priests offered animals and other sacrifices (7:27) 

The Son has been made perfect forever (7:28) 
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The priests were far from perfect, and could not lead men to perfection 

(7:11, 27-28)  

Christ offered one sacrifice, once for all (7:27) 

I want to stop there for just a minute. 

Compare what we just read in Heb. 7:27 “Christ offered one sacrifice, once for all”, 

with 1 Jn. 2:2 “He is the atoning sacrifice for our sins, and not only for ours but also 

for the sins of the whole world.” 

Would you say that these two verses confirm that when Jesus died, he took the 

sins of all humanity with Him to cross?  And would this help explain why, in Rev. 20 

at the great white throne, sins aren’t brought up as the reason for the 

condemnation of the lost?  So, what is the basis of their condemnation if it’s not 

their sins?  Here’s the passage in Rev. 20:12-15 

“I saw the dead, small and great, standing before God, and books were 

opened. And another book was opened, which is the Book of Life. And the 

dead were judged according to their works, by the things which were 

written in the books. The sea gave up the dead who were in it, and Death 

and Hades delivered up the dead who were in them. And they were judged, 

each one according to his works. Then Death and Hades were cast into the 

lake of fire. This is the second death. And anyone not found written in the 

Book of Life was cast into the lake of fire.”  

(The Book of Life includes the names of those who believed in Christ and in 

scripture, the term “works” refers to men’s attempts to be righteous – as Isa. 64:6 

tells us;   

“All of us have become like one who is unclean, and all our works of 

righteousness (lit. righteous acts) are like filthy rags.” 

So, keeping all that in mind, listen to this 3-minute Q & A with John MacArthur.   

This is an example of one of the two primary deceptions filling the Church. This one 

is called “Calvinism” or “Reformed Theology” and pastors like MacArthur and Piper 

are poster childs for this heretical doctrine.   

It’s pure evil.  Did you notice that at the end of his word-play game, he said the 

only reason a person can have faith in Christ is because God predestined them for 

salvation and regenerates them, giving them that faith.  Implication?  If you 

weren’t predestined for salvation, you are automatically condemned.  God 
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selected those He planned to save and gave them the necessary faith they would 

need to put their trust in Christ.  The rest He deliberately ignores leaving them in 

their lost condition without the possibility of exercising saving faith. 

This makes God a monster, not a Savior. 

The other major deception is the hyper-charismatics who base their entire 

theology and ministry on signs, miracles and wonders – in other words, the 

emotion and sight capabilities of the soul life.   

Calvinism is based on the intellect, the mind element of our souls.   

But as we’ve seen in 1 Cor. 2:13-16, no matter what part you’re using, the soul 

cannot receive the things of the Spirit of God; only the spirit can understand 

spiritual truth. 

So, the charismatics appeal to emotion and the Calvinists appeal to logic and 

intellect. 

Most of the evangelical churches in our country which are neither charismatic nor 

Reformed, which are relatively safe doctrinally, have pastors who either can’t, or 

won’t, move beyond milk to solid food.  As we saw in Hebrews chapters 5 & 6, this 

ensures that their congregations are unprepared to discern truth from error.  So, 

even though these pastors aren’t personally deceiving their people, they are failing 

to protect them for those who will. 

In the Q & A we just heard, MacArthur makes several dogmatic statements that 

sound both biblical and logical, but are actually neither.  However, believers who 

are untaught in the doctrines of scripture will easily be taken in by things like this. 

So, the reason I brought this up, is that it is extremely difficult (in most cases 

impossible) for believers like the Hebrews to understand why the Old Covenant 

needed to end and a New Covenant had to be brought in. 

I’ll explain the details of that blindness, and why it happens, in a minute. 

In Heb. 8:1-6, we see the author’s conclusion to this; 

Now the main point of what we are saying is this: We have such a high 

priest, one who sat down at the right hand of the throne of the Majesty in 

heaven, a minister in the sanctuary and the true tabernacle that the Lord, 

not man, set up.  For every high priest is appointed to offer both gifts and 

sacrifices. Therefore, it is necessary that this One also have something to 
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offer. For if He were on earth, He would not be a priest, since there are 

priests who offer the gifts according to the law; who serve the copy and 

shadow of the heavenly things, as Moses was divinely instructed when he 

was about to make the tabernacle. For He said, “See that you make all things 

according to the pattern shown you on the mountain.” But now He has 

obtained a more excellent ministry, inasmuch as He is also Mediator of a 

better covenant, which was established on better promises. 

The author continues to be somewhat repetitious because he’s trying, from every 

angle he can think of, to drive home the fact that everything about the new 

covenant is better than everything about the old covenant. 

Now, here’s the “why” of the blindness I mentioned, and I’ll explain what I mean 

by using a question;  

Given such overwhelming evidence and persuasive arguments offered to the 

Hebrews by the author of this letter, why would anyone hesitate to strip off 

the temporal and external and move into the freedom of the spiritual and 

eternal?   

Two reasons; 

1) To leave the temporal was to leave visible security and familiarity; it was 

to leave a beautifully ward-robed priesthood, a magnificent temple, and 

an impressive, easily understood system of Sabbath morning rituals and 

structure.  It would be much simpler to either mix the two or just stay 

with what they were accustomed to. It's hard to make a transition from a 

tangible, fixed, popular structure to something purely spiritual and 

unpopular, where guidance from the Lord is meant to be relational 

instead of done as an ’order of service’ format. 

2) They were tired; tired of persecution; tired of seeking an invisible reality 

without immediate success; and tired of fighting the allurements of the 

world and not having that vacuum replaced by something equally 

fulfilling. 

The pivotal verse in chapter 8 is verse 7, and it’s followed by a clear explanation in 

vs. 10-12 

If that first covenant had been faultless, then no place would have been 

sought for a second . . . For this is the covenant that I will make with the 

house of Israel after those days, says the Lord: I will put My laws in their 
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mind and write them on their hearts; and I will be their God, and they shall 

be My people. None of them shall teach his neighbor, and none his brother, 

saying, ‘Know the Lord,’ for all shall know Me, from the least of them to the 

greatest of them. For I will be merciful to their unrighteousness, and their 

sins and their lawless deeds I will remember no more. 

Vs. 13 is something that both Israel and contemporary Christianity can’t seem to 

grasp.  It’s one of those verses where this author, like others in the New 

Testament, simply comes right out and says what he’s meant all along, hoping that 

now they are ready to hear it; 

In that He says, “A new covenant,” He has made the first obsolete. Now 

what is becoming obsolete and growing old is ready to vanish away. 

So, he starts with Heb. 8:7 and tells us the old covenant was “faulty” because it 

could never bring those living under it to perfection (the word perfect in the Gk. is 

“telioo” (tel-eye-ah’-oh, and means to make complete or to bring to a desired 

goal).   

Then the author shows the main difference between the two covenants; and 

finally, he makes an absolute, black and white, dogmatic declaration that the old 

covenant is history.  It served its purpose and now it’s gone, period. 

We aren’t talking about salvation or the faith and integrity of Old Testament 

heroes; we aren’t talking about all the incredible examples, principles and 

instruction for life given throughout the Old Testament; we are only talking about 

the Mosaic covenant which established a Law-relationship with God. 

Salvation has always been by faith alone, from Genesis through to the end of 

Revelation.  Faith has always been, and always will be, the foundation of our 

relationship with God no matter what dispensation we are living in. 

So, don’t go all Andy Stanley and say that verses like 13 are teaching that we 

should disregard the Old Testament.  What that verse is saying is that the new 

covenant of Grace is superior to the old covenant of Law.  And what we need to do 

with that is see if we can understand what the real difference is between the two.  

And to do that, we will have to start with why the Law was given in the first place.   

Here's an excellent summation of this question.  The writer was commenting on 

these two verses; 
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(Gal. 3:19) “What purpose does the Law serve? It was added because of 

transgressions.”   

(2 Cor. 3:9) (The Law was) “. . . a ministry of condemnation”. 

We should know that God gives the law not for men to keep, but 

rather for them to know that they cannot keep it. God already knows 

men have sinned, and yet people themselves do not know what sin 

means. So, God gives the law in order to cause men to know 

themselves and to know that they cannot keep the law. Surely our 

Lord knows all about this. It is absolutely inconceivable that the Son of 

God would come to this world to teach people to keep the law which 

is beyond their power to keep and which is itself was added because 

of transgressions. Since the law cannot keep people from sinning, 

would the Son of God come to tell them to do the impossible? 

One of the reasons the Law was given was to expose sin, not its existence, people 

knew that, but in comparing transgression with the righteousness of God seen in 

the commandments of the Law, people began to understand that what they may 

have been writing off as a “nobody’s perfect” attitude is, in reality, open rebellion 

against a holy God.  Because of what sin is in His eyes (maybe not ours), we are in 

deep trouble.  The Law becomes, therefore, a ministry of condemnation. 

But what made it so crushing, was that it only exposed their condemnation – it 

didn’t provide them any way to become perfect. 

So, even though under the old covenant people were saved by faith alone, and to 

that extent they could be assured of heaven, they remained far from perfect, so 

they couldn’t enter into the temple for fellowship with the Lord.  They were 

unqualified to be in His presence.  Even the high priest couldn’t go into the holy of 

holies without the shedding of blood. 

There remained a barrier between God and Man, which would not be removed 

until a greater sacrifice than that of animals was made for sin. 

Now, try to track with these two authors who are writing about this; their insights 

are very helpful.  The first is Nee and the second is Sparks; 

Assuming our conscience is sensitive to the Lord, the blood of the Lord Jesus 

washes the conscience to make it clean and sensitive. The Holy Spirit 

testifies in our conscience concerning our conduct. If we commit wrong, the 

Holy Spirit will reprove us in our conscience.  If our conscience declares a 
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thing wrong, it must be wrong. It should be confessed, and consequently 

cleansed by the precious blood of the Lord.  

What he’s stressing is that under Law, people knew right and wrong primarily by 

commandments written on tablets of stone.  It’s not that they had no conscience, 

it’s that they had no inward guidance by anything but engraved tablets, to make 

those kinds of decisions.  But under the new covenant, the righteousness of the 

Law is written on our hearts, so as we grow spiritually, we can increasingly discern 

God’s will without the need of external stone tablets. 

Now, from Sparks; 

You never have to say to one whose heart is wholly set upon God: "You must 

give up this and give up that." Leave such a one with the Lord, and you will 

find those things go. It is a very blessed thing to see a heart set upon the 

Lord. You need have no worries in that direction. All the anxiety lies in the 

realm where the heart is not fully for the Lord. The apostle’s two letters to 

the Thessalonians are full of joy. He thanked the Lord on every 

remembrance of them. He could not speak too highly of them or in terms 

too glowing, simply because they turned from the world unto God, “to serve 

the living and true God, and to wait for His Son from heaven,” and he had no 

anxiety about them. When you turn to the Corinthians... there is a good deal 

of trouble. It is the wilderness situation again – a divided heart. 

Let me see if I can show what he’s implying.  The Law was comprised of stone 

tablets to view and obey; the New Creation is relational based on a shared internal 

life with Christ.  Some of those under the Law did their best, in their own strength, 

to obey the Law; but those under the new covenant not only have an inner witness 

from the Spirit regarding God’s will that goes far beyond a limited list on tablets, 

we also have the indwelling Spirit providing strength to do what God is asking of 

us. 

(Phil. 2:13 & 4:13) It is God who works in you to will and to act in order to 

fulfill his purpose . . . I can do all things through Christ who strengthens me. 

This doesn’t happen overnight, but under the old covenant, it doesn’t happen at all 

– there was no indwelling Christ until Pentecost.  Like we’ve seen in previous 

studies, the Lord offered us rest from the burden of the Law; not so we’d become 

lawless, but so that what the righteousness of the Law requires is fulfilled in us by 

the Spirit of Christ.  These next few verses may make more sense now than they 

have in the past; 
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(Rom. 8:2-4) For the law of the Spirit of life in Christ Jesus has made me free 

from the law of sin and death. 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 condemned sin in the flesh, so that the 

righteous requirement of the law might be fulfilled in us (not by us) who do 

not walk according to the flesh but according to the Spirit. 

This part of 2 Cor. 3 should also be clearer now too; 

(2 Cor. 3:7-18) But if the ministry of death (the Law), written and engraved 

on stones, was glorious, so that the children of Israel could not look steadily 

at the face of Moses because of the 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 condemnation had glory, the ministry of righteousness 

exceeds much more in glory. For if what is passing away was glorious, what 

remains is much more glorious . . . But we all, with unveiled face, beholding 

as in a mirror the glory of the Lord, are being transformed into the same 

image from glory to glory, just as by the Spirit of the Lord. 

Paul shows exactly how we move from where we are, to where we want to be in 

terms of personal righteousness.  We go from glory to glory, being conformed to 

Christ by the Holy Spirit, as we “behold (lit. gaze upon and contemplate) the glory 

of the Lord.”   

Under the Law, every time they tried to do what was right, but ended up sinning, 

they had to carry that weight on their shoulders until the animal sacrifices again 

before fellowship could be restored and their conscience could be put at ease. 

Under Grace our fellowship is restored by simply confessing the sin (1 Jn. 1:9), 

because, as Hebrews will tell us later in Heb. 10:4-5; 

For it is not possible that the blood of bulls and goats could take away sins.  

Therefore, when He came into the world, He said: “Sacrifice and offering 

You did not desire, but a body You have prepared for Me.” 

The old humanity has to have external rules to keep from complete self-

destruction and slavery to Satan.  The new humanity is made in the image of God 

and is being conformed to that image from within.  For example; another 

illustration of what happens in the spirit and soul of the new humanity is Paul’s 

description of the fruit of the Spirit (which is actually, simply the character of Christ 
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finding expression in and through us).  I’ll quote the verses and then listen to how 

Paul closes that passage in vs. 23; 

(Gal. 5:22-23) the fruit of the Spirit is love, joy, peace, longsuffering, 

kindness, goodness, faithfulness, gentleness, self-control. Against such there 

is no law. 

Against such, there is no law.  There will be no “law” in heaven; because heaven 

will be inhabited by people made in the image of Christ to the very core of their 

being.  The fruit of the Spirit will be who we are by character and by nature – what 

need would there be for any external, legal, commandments with a people like 

that? 

If we drop this back into time, into our lives now, we are simply to align ourselves 

with God’s single purpose for us, which we’ve seen a thousand times; and which 

has nothing to do with any system of Law. 

(Rom. 8:28-29) We know that all things work together for good to those who 

love God, to those who are the called according to His purpose. For whom 

He foreknew, He also predestined to be conformed to the image of His Son. 

Our goal, our commitment, is to cooperate with the Lord as He continually brings 

us into and through the circumstances needed to make this happen.  And as He 

does this, and the fruit of the Spirit slowly, gradually, begins to take shape in us – 

against this, there is no Law! 

 

 


